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DEPARTMENT OF BTATE

WABHINGTON

June 22.

Hy dear Mr, President:

Admiral Leahy brought with him from France the
attached letter which M, Léon Blum wishes delivered
to you. He alse brought a manuseript consisting of
183 pages which represents a study M. Blum has been
working on since his imprisonment dealing with the
political situation in France before &nd during the
outbreak of the war, together with his observations
regarding the trend of possible future soocial and
political developments in France,

Admiral Leahy ssks that in transmitting the let-
ter and manuseript to you I inform you that, after
reading these documents, should you care to make any
commente or suggestions, M. Blum would be happy to
receive them,

Fal ly yours,

Enclosure: l

From M, B —
The President,

The White House.

1942
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE
WASHINGTON

January 28. 1943

My dear Kr. President:

1 am returning for your files the document written
by Leon Blum which Admiral Leahy brought with him when
he returned from France last year. A summary and an
English tranelation of the document have been made and
are attached, Coples have been retained for the Depart-
ment'e riles,

Faibdhfully yours,

Enclosures!
l, Original dooument
in French;

2. English translation;
3., Bummary

The Fresident,
The White House,
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Summary of the Reflections of Leon Blum Written While
Imprisoned at Bourassol France 1940-194l.

In introdueing his composition M. Blum states that
its purpoee is to establien a gulde for the youth of
France, reaching adolescence during the present perlod
of uncertainty. It 1e for those "who search in vain
among rulns of the past for *** g rule of conduct and
faith" and for thoee "who vainly peer into the shadows
of the future to find a guiding light". France 1s faced
with an interregnum, he saye - not annihilation. Her
defeat marked the collapse of a military machine; the
pankruptey of a directing class; disqualifiecation, in
the public mind, of the political system; and destruction
of livee and wealth. The defeat did not destroy France,
its people, its soil, its character or that mass of
traditions, convictions and aspirations called the spirit
of France. One 1s permitted to hope that France wlll
emerge independent, intact and eplritually great.

The dlssertation itself treats of the varlous fac-
tors which caused the collapse of France in 1940 and then
‘presents the author's views of the neceseary world order
of tomorrow. In referring to the 1940 debacle M. Blum
gsays that since the beginning of history natlonal calami-
ties have been bound to the ldea of explation of a
national sin; that it le inetinctive to search for the
cause. The writer considers it absurd that history obeys
elementary rules of dlstributive Justice. Was France
more morsl and plous in 1914 than in 19389, he asks. Did
Belgium, Holland, Norway deserve thelr fates? Will the
winner of the German-Russian war necessarily be the just?
When a nation is severely stricken, 1ts flrst lmpulse,
because 1t is simple, 18 to accuse whatever 1t flnde at
hand, - its leaders, ite political regime, ite lnstitu-
tiong. This le often Just. Howewer, in the present
calamity accusation has gone beyond the leaders and hae
seized upon the entire complex structure of public life.
The responsibllity for the debacle has been carried even
to the demceratic institutions of France.

M. Blum ie not astonlghed that a national revolu-
tion appeals to youth. Youth - enthuslastic, eystematlc,
uncompromising - 1e always tempted to throw everytlhlng
away and begin anew. In an appeal to retain the good
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characteristics of the former government he sutmite that
France as a republic had adapted herself to peace; that
Af all the European states had had a eimilar form of
overnment such as the now "deeplsed" regime of pre-war
rance, a general war in Europe would have been avolded
in 1939. Dictatorship and war, democracy and peace - no
one can deny the affinity of these words.

The writer comparee the second French Empire and ite
defeats at Sedan and Metz with the Third Republic and its
second Armistice at Compiegne. The regime of Napoleon III
wae totallitarian which by lts very nature made for war.
The Third Republic wanted peace as clearly shown by 1ts
pre-war polley. When the Empire went to war it had alien-
ated most of the nations of the world. When the French
Republic went to war in 1935 it had practieally only
allies and friende becauee of the peaceful policy, based
on democratic principles, which i1t had followed. M. Blum
bellevee that France wae defeated in 1940 because, among
other things the war effort was begun too late (1936) and
because old soldiers were in charge who dld not understand
the orliginal character of German re-armament. Reasons
for the military defeat exist but they cannot be traced
to the principle of democracy on which the Third Republie
wag based. To prove his point M. Blum cites the Anglo-
Saxon countries as the living example that authority and
etrength can exist in a democracy.

In enumerating the faults of the French regime just
prior to the outbreak of war, the wrlter holde that ths
parliamentary regime ls not the democratic form of govern-
ment best adapted to France. The same success which
democracy has enjoyed in England had not been attalned
in France. This has been due to the lack of a strong
party syetem and certaln peculiarities of French temper-
ament such as intolerance of discipline, a tendency to
scoff and to erltlcize in a destructive sense, a lack of
falth and a lack of loyalty to the leaders of the state.
Not only are French politlclans great individualiste but
private interests in France had made an unholy alliance
with the governing body and had their own representa-
tives in Parliament.

In contemplating the collapse of the French state
M. Blum makes a case against what he calls ites former
bourgeolis government. The middle class of France had

governed
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governed for 150 years and had refused to share the power
of government. On the eve of the second World War they
were gtill at the wheel but no longer able to steer the
oraft of state. They refused to cooperate with the

"Front Populaire" in 1936 and hindered the rearmament
program undertaken at that time. No great "captalns of
industry" came to the assistance of France during that
period. The employer class of France was unable elther
to dominate or to agree with labor. When the time came
to meet the challenge of Hitleriem, the bourgeolsle were
unable to fulfill their great duty. Blinded by thelr
interests as the possessing class and their fear of Com-
munism, they sought everywhere for a compromlee with
Hitler. The decadence of the ruling class of France in
1940 was exposed not only by 1te failure to govern but by
the selfish belief that its ruin meant the ruin of France.
They embraced the so-called "mational revolution" without
realising its implications. The writer feels that 1f the
bourgeolsle were sincerely ready to sacriflce for the gake
of national rejuvenation the privileges inherent in the
gystem of capitallstic property, the working people would
not mise the appeal. The bourgeclele once had greatl
virtues. They were sober, upright, patlient, prudent,
modest, economical and reasonable and there are still fine
characters among them. The great need of the class now
is a moral reveolutlon.

Who will succeed to the sovereign power which the
bourgeois ruling clase has abdicated M. Blum asks. He
desl tes the people of France as the rightful heirs, -
the French people of the laboring class. But why didn't
the people, through Soclaliem, take over the relgns of

vernment at the time of the defeat of France?! It was,
he admite with regret, because the Soclallst Party was
found wanting. In the first place there was no deflnite
gtand for or againet Hitler; for or against war with him,
should that prove necessary. Furthermore the Soclallst
Party wes compromised in the public mind by lte asgoclation
with the Communiste in the "Front Populaire" Government of
1936, The French Communist Party by remaining loyal to
8talin when he signed the mutual aeslstance pact with
Hitler in August 1939 deserved the wrath of the French
people who considered that the party, alwaye violently
anti-Nezi, had betrayed France. It wae obvlioue that the
Communist Party in France no longer hed any independence
of its own and that it took ordere only from Moacow.

Unfortunately
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Unfortunately the distrust in the public mind extended

to and included the French Boeclallst Party whlch wase

the orlginator of collaboration with the Communiste in
the French domestic scene. At the present time Communiet
activities in France colncide with national patriotiem.
This, however, will not solve the problem. Unless, after
the war, French Communiem breake away from Russia, or the
Soviet GIbvernment gives certain necessary pledges France
will still have the unbearable anomaly of a foreign
nationalist party inserted 1into her politieal 1life.

Returning to the fallure of Soclalism to claim ite
rightful heritage of sovereignty, M. Blum says that
soverelgnty implies superiority and that, while the
morality of the laboring claes wae "negative innocence",
it wae not superior. It lacked the generoslty, the magni-
mity, the ideal deportment, and the evidence of sacrifice
for the collective interests necessary to overwhelm the
nation. When his Covernment appealed to the workers at the
beginning of the rearmament program to meet the threat of
Hitlerism, the latter replied that they would not be the
only ones to make sacrifices, that they wished to see
gimilar gestures from their employers. While M. Blum
pelleves that the denunciatlon of their employers' selflsh
attitude was justified, in effect the working classes by
maintalning a narrow selfish outlook prevented themselves
from rising above the other classes to make the sacriflce
required by the nation. Had they risen to the occasion they
would have won national acclalm and would have crushed bourgeols
mediocrity by the sheer nobility of thelr action. Since
Versailles the Socialist party had preached peace for the
individual but it had preached peace without emphaeis on
the self-gacrifice which was necessary to preserve peace
gollectively. Experience teaches that at the terrlble
moments of life a man eaves hies 1life by rieking it. 8Soclallism
ghould hsve taught that facing a dangerous Europe, France
could preserve peace only by courageously rigking war. What
Soolaliem demanded of its militant members it d4id not under-
gtand wae demanded of 1t in the national criels. Then it
ghould have shown 1tself the worthiest, the noblest, the
best. It should have been a model and an example. The
leadere of the party had failed to preach ideale. When the
time came, no great volce came from the rankes.

The writer draws the following conclusions from hls
obeervations!

l. The
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1, The firet tesk after the defeat of Hitlerism will
be the construction of a true democracy for France,

2. A popular democracy can only be a soclal demo-
eracy. In elaborating on thie point he says that one
cannot conceive that men tomorrow should lack pubseistence,
a healthy dwelling, protection againet want and vice,

The power of the state must be engaged to define, protect
and guarantee the workers' conditions, while the maximum
production will require the egelecticn of the best indivi-
duals, The nccessities of production will inaugurate the
rule of true equality which in no way will fall to
recognize natural inequalities, Thus exact utillization
of each human unit will be made and all jJobs will be
considered equally noble. BSocial democracy, the hope of
yesterday, becomes the necesslty of Tomorrow.

3. French social democracy must be integrated into
a European order - or better, into a world-wide order,
M. Blum devotes the greater portion of hie concluslon to
the necessity for and probabilities of achleving an
international body of authorlity.

He believes that Socialism muet be practiced in all
countries to be successeful in one for the reason thet
national economy is seneitive to the world economy which
eurrounds it. A nation must chooee between shutting
i1teelf up in the framework of degpotic autarchy - such
as Soviet Russia and Nazi Germany have done - or become
part of & whole through action of a world-wide character,
Therefore, soclal democracy in France must rest on a
sufficiently firm international structure, Unlege an
effective international power resulte from this war,
democracy will agaln Le exposed to ruin and posslbly for
the last time.

We must admit, to be honeet, that the 1919 formula
resulting in the League of Nations wae good, Tomorrow
we must turn agaln to its basic principles, It failed
because of the absence of great powers like Russla and the
United States; because it did not possess goverelgnty super-
ior to national soverelgntiee; and because 1% lacked
political suthority or material force, Irf these errors
are corrected, the world will gain a living and efficaclous
international body. In elaborating on this polnt M. Blum
gays that the international body muet be given authorlity

over
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over probleme of labor which are not susceptible to solu-
tion within the frame of one nation alone; and over queg-
tione of raw materials, of migrations, of customs and
eurrency. It should undertake works of international
utlility to ralee all nations gradually to the same level
of eivilization. Thig would require financial contribu-
tione to maintain a budget poesibly by emall taxes levied
on goods of universal consumption or monoplies of inter-
natlonal services.

M. Blum recognizes the problems created by Germany
and Ruesla in any peace plan requiring a etrong inter-
national basis. With respect to Germany it 1 natural
and just that the world inelst on protecting ltgelf
againet future attacks of German barbariem. However,
there will exist a universal sentiment against the Ger-
man people of hatred and revenge, which, unlessa courageously
overcome, will inevitably lead to & system of partitioning,
annexatlon and tribute. If the men who make the peace
have thelr eyes securely fixed on the future, they will
know that hatred does not extinguleh hatred, that one does not
annlhillate a people, a language, a tradition; that the
abuse of force creates will for revenge which time does
not extinguigh. The writer proposes that Cermany, to be
made harmless in a peaceful Europe, must be incorporated
into an international community powerful enough to re-
educate, diecipline and, 1if neceseary, subdue it.

With respect to Rugsia, the writer maintains that a
gecure peace ls impossible if each natlon of the world
is constantly harassed by the risgk of domestie revolution
prepared and directed by the Soviet Government, While
M. Blum does not belleve thet Rugeia will change itg system
of government or its system of property, he does bellieve
that 1t will emerge from the present conflict free from
ite growlng palns, confident of 1te strength, and, conse-
quently, reassured concerning the necessity of an har-
monioug international life. He belleves that a concordat
should and could regulate the relationship between the
Soviet Union and the other natione in the international
body, of which Russia will be a member. As concordate
are now used to regulate the relations between the gtates
and a temporal church, they can algo regulate a compro-
mise delimiting the respectlve domains of heirarchie
falth and national soverelgnty. The writer advances the

following
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followlng reasons for Russia's cooperation in the coming
international order: (1) Soviet Russia will be unable to
detach itself from the Anglo-Saxon countries which
assleted in ite victory and will assist in ite economic
reconetruction. (2) Integration into the international
body will repregent for the Soviet state at last that full
and equal recognition, without reservation, to which its
leaders have so long aspired. (3) As the champion of
peace in the eyes of the proletarlat world Rusels cannot
afford to be surpassed in a search for a permanent basls
of peace,

M. Blum discusses the probabilities of the Holy See
being represented in an international body. He concludes
that the present poliey of the Papacy 1s that of a
spiritual power which refuses to become involved in dis-
putes of a purely temporal nature. For that reagon he
does not expect its association in the international body
though he does anticipate ite cocperation with the organi-
zation's peaceful alms.

The obstacles to the formation of an effective inter-
national soclety are next coneidered. The honorable and
legitimate sentiment of patriotlsm, he foresees, will
have the tendency to plece France first in the minds and
hearts of Frenchmen; to place the healing, reconstruction,
and salvation of France above all. In ite narrow sense
this ie pure chauviniesm which engendere pride, hatred and
war. True patriotiem and true internationaliem will con-
vince men that at the preeent stage liberty and prosperity
of one nation are no longer separable from the liberty
and prosperlity of other nations, and that love of country
ie no longer geparable from the love of all humanity.

The writer continues his contemplation of the world
order of tomorrow. He believes that the Atlantie Charter
can be interpreted only in the senge that the entire
group of national democraclies will support an international
order. He realizes that many minds envisage a far differ-
ent future. Extreme poverty and suffering have aroused
paesions and sown the undoubted seeds of revolution for
tomorrow, they believe. The writer does not agree, He
belleves that victory doee not create the occasion for
revolution. (That Hitler will be defeated he does not
doubt.) Parents will have been separated from their

children,
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chlldren, men will have been driven from thelir homes,
wlll have been hungry, will have been bound and gagged
by various forme of violence. The only revolutionary
passion that will be aroused will be one for peace.

It 1e the author'e opinion that in Europe the
bourgeols framework le in ruine and even in the Anglo-
Saxon countries the bourgeolele are abdicating. The
period for the establighment of goelsl democracles
throughout the world will be favorable. Thig ls the task
to be undertaken by the people the moment victory is
achieved. M. Blum wondere if they will be worthy of this
destiny. The rules of the game must be good faith, prob-
ity and honor. There can never be any Jjustification for
untruthfulness, trickery, abuse of force, or betrayal of
obligations. Life in soclety would be impoesible if the
individual d4id not bow before the general and permanent
interests of the community. The problem wlill be to obtaln
from the nationes what one demands of the individual.

The writer aske himself if these rules for the new
soclal order are conslstent with soclaliem. He answers
in the affirmative by saying that the hope of soclalism
is the establlishment of a universal soclety founded on
Justlce and peace. In addition to gtriving for a better
standard of 1life it teaches the individual that he must
ghare hle 1life and liberties with all; that benefite can
be acouired only through a common effort for the collee-
tive whole. In the past soclalism hae had to fight des-
perately to survive. Now that its enemies are falling in
rulne the perlod for battles le no longer in season.
Soclalism muet now apply iteelf to spiritusl conguest and
return, as did the Church in its early days, from the
temporal to lts original aspirations. Its purpose is to
prove man and soclety; to arouse in man the best of
virtues.

M. Blum exhorte his readers to look beyond the present
to the future. The present European dictators will pass.
Eternal ideas do exist. There 1s a destiny bound to uni-
versal law. In thls sense he states that he has often
quoted Nietzeche at Socialiet gatherings: "Let the future
and the most remote thinge be the rule for your present
duties. It is not the love of the near, it is the love
of the more distant that I commend to you". The human
race has created wiedom, science and art. Why should it
noet create Justlce, fraternity and peace, the writer asks.
It has given birth to Plato, Homer, Shakespeare, Hugo,

Michelangelo,
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Michelangelo, Pascal, and Newton. Why should it not also
beget guldes capable of leading it to the collective 1life
most nearly aporoaching the universal laws of harmony?
Man's soul is capable of understanding both beauty and
brotherly love.

With the following sentences M. Blum concludes his
reflections: "Let him (man) contemplate the goal. Let
him truet to his deetiny. Let him fear not to use his
strength. When he becomes troubled and discouraged, he
haes only to think of humanity."



/FRANSLATION]
INTRODUCTION

At the end of the other war, I wrote a little book
which I intended for young people and I dedicated it
particularly to my son. son 1e now nearly forty. He
ie & prisoner in Germany, I know hie uprightness of
spirit and firmnese of heart; neither he nor, I am sure,
his companione in captivity have need of counsel or
econsolation. But what of all the young people who are
now at the age that he then was, all the adolescents who
are growing up far from thelr priesoner fathera, far
from the family home? All those who search in valn among
the ruins of the past for a certalnty, a rule, a faith;
all those who vainly peer into the shadows of the future
in order to find therein a consoling light, a gulding
star? Do they not need for ue to turn to them and help
them? Is 1t not the duty of men whom life has forced
to amass a certain amount of experlence to reflect
carefully for them, without any of the elder'e presumption
but with a tender solicitude, to define for them the
firet precepts of wisdom, the first prineciples of action?
That ie the purpose I have set for myeelf above all others
in witing the pages which you are going to read. I have
written them in a prison, where I 8till am, I do not
know how they will reach the unknown readers who inspire
me to write them and whose attentive faces I seem to see
around me. But I know that they wlll reach them some
day. One can write and talk from the depths of a prison:
in a country with the generous instinet of ours, that
glves even greater prnltigu to the thought, greater
resonance to the volce. The bolt to my door and the bars
at the window have not separated me from France, I inhale
all ite hopes like the air I breathe; I bathe 1n all ites
miseries. I feel my pulse beating every moment in unison
with 1t, although the solitude gives more weight and,
unquestionably," more independence to my reflectlions.

The generation to which I belong has not succeeded
in ite task., I know it as well as anyone, but I do not
rise to make ite defense. From its faults, ite illusions,
its misefortunes, I try to draw a leseson for coming
enerations, for those who, tomorrow, will bear the burden,
experience can profit others more than ourselves., It
i8 in that hope that I have gathered together these
reflections in the course of my solitary study. My ochief

purpose
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purpose has been to put young people- and also men - on
guard, against a eentiment into which, perhaps, as much
presumption aes discouragement enters .

France 1s, today, faced with an interregnum; it 1is
not faced with annihilation., Everything has not been
ewept away; everything does not have to be done over.
The defeat marked the collapse of our military machine;
it declared the bankruptoy of the directing class; it
diequalified in the publlic mind the political eystem
which that class had fashioned in i1te own image; it
destroyed human lives and wealth. It did not destoy
France, ite people, its soll, its character, that whole
mase of traditions, convictione and aspirations which le
today called its "epirit". From the point of view of our
military power, the war 1s perhaps over; from the point
of view of our national existence, it is noty. France
le not yet wvanquished; 1te destiny has not been halted,
8ince the war continues, without it, but for it., It 1s
8till permitted to hope, I think, that it will come out
of 1t independent, intact, perhape spiritually greater
in a freed andmeified Europe.



/TRANSLAT1O0N/

No erieie in history leaves a people in ite previous
state of equllibrium and it 18 particularly on that
aocnount that any crisie, independently of 1te material
results, 1s & revolutionary fact. At the end of a long
national war vietory l1s as upsetting as defeat,

¥rance experlenced this fact twenty years ago. All
normal family relations of affection, hablt, interest,
are interrupted and often broken. Familles are broken
up or scabtered; populatione uprooted or transplanted.
Brusque changee affect conditions, neighborhoods,
occupations, fortunes, Alarms, sufferings, anxieties of
every kind reopen the way to sentimente of form or of
religious content, to dlequlet as to the destiny of the
individusl, the nation, humanity. The worth of personal
life, subject to little variation in tranquil pertods,
is subjected to sharp differences, depreclated by some,
overestimated by othere, according to whether the shock
has engendered the spirit of sacrifice or developed
egolem and fear, Lastly, all the great corises of history
seem to invite a withdrawal or even the premature
exhaustion of the human generations, already decimated,
which had a direct part in them. With the exception of
a few old men, kept as fetishes or 1dole - such as Thiers
or Cleémenceau - and, moreover, soon thrown on the serap
heap, the etorm hae oleared the road for youth. Advancing
the regular course of transmiseion and inheritance, youth
does not merely feel the future promieed to 1t, but 1is
unexpectedly charged with thie anticipated task., It ie
proud of the faet, but 1t does not know the work; it
hesitates, Those who can go back twenty years in their
memories, will confirm this brief sketch line by line.

But when the war has ended in a defeat, when the
defeat - brutal and total - has left humiliation and
despondency in ite wake, then one sees another collective
geentiment arise. It is doubtlees as o0ld as human societles:
one would find ite original elemente in ancient religion
and particularly in the Jewish prophecies. After a battle
hed been lost, the Greek people wondered by what neglect
of the rites tney had alienated the protection of the god
of the elty; the Jewlsn people accused themselves, in
the voice of their prophets, of having viclated the pact
of mlliance which united them to the Lord of Hoete. The
instinet of nations ie justice, When they have been

etricken
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stricken, they need to believe that they have not been
wrongly etricken. They eeek in themeelvee what they
have been guilty of or elese they seek the guilty ones
among them, Thue, from the beginning of time, a
national calamity has been bound to the idea of a sin or
a fault, with ite natural developmente: contrition,
explation, redemption.

Peoples, like men, are alwaye tempted to belleve
that event which affecte their existence never happened
except to them, It 1s true that there are few examples
in hietory of the idea of ein and the neceesary redemption
having been cultivated so willingly as we see it under
our eyes, where it hae been vitiated to such a point by
an almost perverse fervor for voluntary flagellation; on
the other hand, it has never been exploited with more
astuteness and perfidy. However, the world scarcely
knows any older bellef and this belief is the oldest of
1llueione. or it 1s absurd to suppose that history obeye
thie elementary rule of dlstributive justice. A national
catastrophe 18 neceesarily explained by causee, but it
ie not necessarily Jjustified by faulte. If defeat had
to be the merited punishment of error, ignorance or vice,
one would have to admit that victory is the legitimate
reward of wisdom, merit and virtue. Even those who
believe in a providential design regulating human affairs
do not tranelate it into eo eimple & law; the ways of
God eeem more indirect to them, more distant, less
penetrable, What nation ie there to which one could
reasonably connect the changing deetinies to alternate
turne of recompense and punishmemt? The France of 1914
carrled off the victory; was it then more worthy, more
moral, more pius than the France of 19397 By what virtues
have Hitler and Museolinl deserved their victories? By
what faulte have Belgium, Holland, and Norway deserved
their fate? At the time I write, war le going on between
the Reich and Boviet Ruesia; either Hitler or Stalin will
necessarily be a victor: must we conclude therefrom that
one of the two will necessarily be a Just man?

Let ue then stop beating the breast so noisily.
Let us make a truce of these mortifications, these
denunciations of ourselves, or rather of these denun-
clations Of ethers, for thie cruel severity of Judgment
ie most often accompanied Ry a strange complalsance, not

to
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to say voluntary blindness. A collective condemnation
has ae 1te basis and should have as a condition the
moet rigoroue personal examination of conscience, and
we see qulite well that those who most arrogantly make use
of general vituperation and malediction carefully refrain
from beglnning by thelr own confeseion, their own mea

« HNo, let ue have done with that. t im true,
what ls natural, is that, after a great defeat, a nation,
like a man after a great fallure or a great disappointment,
should reflect in ite own conecience, make a scrupulous
check, try to see olearly in i1t. It i understood that
the examination should be severe and that it may lead
to hard concluelons; but i1t should not be governed in
advance by an avowal of fallure and indignity. We are
wrong when we have recognized, when we have understood
our wrong, and not because events have made us wrong.,
It 18 thue that we must examine ourselves and judge our-
selves, ‘he duty of equity exlsts even toward ourselves,

£ XXXXXIXIXXIX

When a people is severely stricken in its national
life, ite firet impulse, because it 18 the simplest,
is to accuse what 1t finde directly under ite hand: 1ite
responeible chiefs, its politisal regime, its inetitutions.
This instinetive reflex is often just, In the course of
the 19th century France had two great defeats., After
the taking of Paris and Waterloo, the guilty one was the
Emperor; after Bedan and Metz, the gullty one wae the
Empire. Juet ae, in the last century, a unanimous
inetinet epontaneously accused the Emperor and the
Empire, eso, after our present disaster, a part of publiec
opinion denounced the republican régime and the leaders
of the Republic. %he movement, thie time, wae neither
general nor by any means spontaneous, but no matter; what
ie certein 1e that it ie being propagated, that it has
taken on scope and extent simply becauee it fell into
the eense of the century-old tendency. It has not been
limited to throwing the responesibility for the catastrophe
on the form of the State or upon ite recent leaders; it
has not been only the “Yonetitution of the Republic and
the republican personnel which have been called into
question; 1t has gone much beyond that; the whole complex
structure of public life, its content as well ae its form,
hag been selzed upon., There has been an attempt to gather
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in, as in a great :wnuglar a net, everything which, for

a century and a half, d inepired doetrines and customs,
asg well ae inetitutione, Let ue speak plainly: in
addition to a political revolution, a civic and social
counter-revolution has been undertaken. The responsibility
of the defeat 1e not limited to the republie, it is
extended to democracy, to the dogma of personal liberty,
to the principle of the natural equality between citizens.
All the parent ideas, all the many ideas which, since the
French Revolution, have seemed to be the foundation and
the force of socliety, those ideas which the monarchial
Charter of 1814 or the imperial constitutions had them-
selvee recognized and proclaimed, have, it seems, been
reduced to powdér by the shock of Hitler's armies, To
deny them or to secoff at them would be little; we are
told that they have been d estroyed; that a sort of proof
by evidence, or by absurdity, has annihilated them and

we are derishely taken to walk among their ruins,

I know quite well that people pride themselves on
bullding anew on this annihilatioen. t I shall not
dwell on this attempt at reconstruction, even though it
ie dressed up with the name of national revolution. Ite
Tiret defect is precariousness, since it 1is condemned
to non-survival, eilther with the more and more probablp
defeat of Hitler or with his definitive victory. Its
second defect 1s contradietion., The unsure workers who
have charge of it vacilate between groesly contradictory
notione: return to the anclient traditions and ocustoms
of France; imitation of totalitarian régimes oreated
out of whole cloth by German nazism and Italian fascism.
The sentiments which inspire theee two notions, although
they equally attest to lack of invention, routine thought,
poverty of spirit, are self-contradietory eince the return
to t he anclent French tradition indicates a certain proud
infatuation with whatever is or wae national, and
imitation of the totalitarian régimee means abasement,
submieeion to the conqueror, servility. These notions
may even converge, in eo far as it 1e a question of
demolishing repubiinln France, but beyond that there 1ie
no possibility of conciliation or compromise between t hem
as soon as it ie a question of building up. Our old
monarchial state, all impregmted with abetract and sentimental
beliefs, in which the royal power incarnated a regular
hierarchy of classes, corps and privileges, has nothing
compatible with those somber autocracies in whiech
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idolatrous adoration of a man ie substituted for
religious faith in a prinekple, in which the Banguinary
caprices of brutality replace the ordered majesty of
force, in which the scale of groupe and individuals 1g
levelled to a fanatic servitude. ‘he totalitarian
dictatorships which retain from modern civilization only
the material acquisition of progreee, would take
European societies far behind the monarchic development;
they go beyond it for centuries in hietory to the legend
of barbarous kingddms and elementary tribal rites.
Furthermore, while these two ideas refuse to mix, they
are at the same time but the vainest aberration of the
mind, Anclent France will not be restored. On should
honor the dead, one can draw inepiration from their
example; but one does not resurrect them. A tradition
can be prolonged in the mind, but no one will ever
succeed in pouring present reality intg ite abolished
forme. Torepeat an expression of Jaures, one can keep
the fire going, but one will not thereby give new life
to the ashee. Yurthermore, who would venture to

assume that what Hitler or Mussolini builde will laet
longer than Napoleon's work? How could be 1t solidly
established on Europe when, even in the countries of 1its
Toundere, 1t 18 bound to tneir lives? A few separate
elemente may subsist; the ensemble, the essential will
not continue. One does not wipe out twenty centuries of
history at a single blow; human Progrese pcesesses an
irresistible force. Nothing established by violence
and maintained by pressure, nothing which degrades
humanity and reste on contempt for the human person can
endure.

It 1s 1dle to inelst on these too evident truths,
The constructive work, the spectacle or promiee of which
18 offered us, is ruined in advance. What is most important
at the present moment 1s to consider and Judge the work
of destruction. I have recalled the fact that 1t responds
to an atavistioe inetinet; I shall not be astonished if
1t hae been able to seduece and win over a large part of
the youth, I gtill remember having been Young, Youth is
enthusiastic, systematic and uncompromleing; it can
admire and 1t can condemn. %o throw everything out, to
send even good material or material which only the tearing
down has hurt, to the dump heap, to make a clean place
for an entirely new world which it conceives in 1ite image

and
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and to ite measure, that ie a program which cannot but
tempt youth, Wae then everything in yesterday's soelety
false, medlocre or evil? On moment, young people, I beg
of you! Before taking the pick in your hande, answer

& question, just one. Do you want peace? do you hate
war? If war 18 not the worst miefortune for a pecple -
for a people llke a man sometimes only saves its lite

by rieking 1t and for a people, no more than for a man,
is 1life the supreme good - do you agree that 1t 1e the
worse scourge for humanity? Do you recognize that,
without the certitude of peace, there 18 no security in
work and in personal happiness for men, there 18 no
eontinuity in progress, no satisfaction for the highest
neéds of the human soul? Do you accept as the moet noble
of taske the extirpation from the world of even the
poesibllity of recreating war? You do, don't you? But
then not everything in the France of yesterday, in
democratic France, in the France of the Third Republie

1e indlseriminately bo be condemned, and You will do well
to heeitate a little before overturning pell-mell all the
conditions of 1te politieal, moral, socilal life, The
France of yesterday had at le=st the merit of generally,
and even unanimously wanting peace, of being ready and
adapted to peace,

Push your reflection a 1little farther. Do you, in
good falth, think that, if all the nations of Europe
h&d practiced the political and soclal regime of France -
this desplised regime - a general war would have been
possible? BSuppose that the German State, the Italian
S3tate, the “ussian State, had been modelled on our un-
happy democraey, today denounced with such arrogant con-
§empt, would not the peace of Europe have been sure and
lasting ¥ Certainly the European situation ineluded many
absurdities, many iniquities, although, after all, the
Europe reshaped by the Treaty of Versallles was less
absurd and lees iniquitoue than at any other known moment
of history. But if all the Btates of Europe had shared
our wretched regime, the difficulties would little by
1little have been solved by friendly compromises or, rather,
they would have been elowly effaced under the quiet action
of time., Look, oh young people, for the moment when and
the action from which the poseibllity of war was reintro-
duced into Europe, It is not obwbus that it is the moment
when Hitler seized the power and from the action of
Hitlerian racism? Right on the eve thereof, ope, under

the
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the impulse of the democratic spirit, wae organizing for
peace; right on the eve, general disarmament was a hope,
not a chimera. The risk of war increased in Europe in
proportion as Hitler's despotic power grew in Germany.

It could not be otherwise; tyrannies are conquerors in
essence, ag democracy is pacific, At the time when I
write, President Roosevelt and Mr, Winston Churchill are
publishing the eight pointe of the peace whicn the
Anglo-Saxon democraclee intend to establish after Hitler's
defeat and semi-official interpreters of the French Govern-
ment reply with bantering contempt: "We know that old
song. The eight pointe of Roosevelt and Churchill are the
Tourteen pointe of Wilson. One might have had illuslons
as to such no twenty-five yeare ago;
today we have put them to the hard test and we know that
they do not guarantee Juetice and peace." But, on the
contrary, what we know 1s that the fallure of the League
of Nations after the other war had as the causes thereof,
firet of all, the sour and suspiclous mietrust with which
the work was conceived and undertaken, then the absten-
tion of the United States, lastly and most of all the
appearance in Europe of dictatorial parties and régimes.
An honest and bold eecond attempt, with the thorough-
going participation of the United States, in a Europe
purged of dictatorships - who dares predict ite frustra-
tion? Who, above all, would dare wish for it?

Dictatorship and war, democracy and peace, will you
dare todeny theee necessary connections? No. Then you
have not the right to toes democracy out with a gesture.
You have not the right to condemn forthwith, as stained
by error or fraud, the work of men who, for one hundred
and fifty years, have tried to establish it in the world.
You have only one right, and one duty: that is to find
out why our effort did not succeed in order to take it
up more effectively after us.

1ou will doubtless reply to me that youth no longer
intends, like us, to lose itself in these chimerical
projects to which you impute a part of your misfortune,
and I percelve in fact what was, for a good many of you,
the firet of the relexes provoked by the defeat. Along
with a general distaste of all present reality, you felt
a need of withdrawal and turning in upon yourselves which
you extended from your person to your country. You wished
to isolat e France ae one 1solates a penitent or a patient,

You
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iou envisaged a deep and prolonged solitary treatment

for the country, the cure of a cloieter or sanatorium.

In the war which continues, you thought, France no

longer hae any duty, hardly any interest. It should no
longer mix in Europe except in the degree indiepensable

to its material existence; above all, it should meditate,
be infused with new strength; when it has beoome strong
again, they will see,...You were not the first to advise
thie conduct for a conquered nation. Fichte talked like
that, Stein acted thus in Pruseis after Jena and Tilsit:
in particular, such were the themes of Hitlerian propa-
ganda in Germany after Versallles, the attitude of Thiers
and especlally of Gambetta after the treaty of Frankfort,
But what do you intend to do with the France made strong
again in its solitude? What purpose do you aselgn to

i1te recovered strength? Revenge, of whicn one never
epeake, and of which one always thinke? Do you want a
etrong France that it may fully profit by the opportunities
which the "immanent Justice" of nistory might later offer,
or that it may, perhape, bring them about? Revenge will
then call for revenge and, from war to war, from generation
to generation, peoples will never ceaee paesing from one

to the other, as Jauree, used to say, the polecined cup of
the Atridae. No, it 18 not thus that you think of the
future. You wish to establish peace? But then French
etrength muet not be amassed, superneated like steam
compreegsed in a closed boliler; it must, on the contrary,
expand; it must be employed in the free cooperation of
natione; in tneir equal and fraternal organization.
Liberty, equality, fraternity will become your international
elogan! Proclaim it then immediately after the defeat, as
we did twenty yeare ago, a little more deservedly, imme-
diately after the victory. Then, whether you are skeptical
of 1t or not, you will etill rejoin the path of those
republlicans, of those democrate whom, a short time ago,

you were overwhelming with your repudiation.

I have not wished to make use of more than one
argument to ehow how absurd, how impossible even, were
these blind condemnations and indiscriminate relections,

I could nave furnished many othere; I have chosen the

one which, it seemed to me, had irreeistable weight. I
hope that there wlll be no astonishment at my showlng such
partisanship for the idea and even the name of peace at
the very time when we are witneeeing the most atrocious
phase of the war when - what can I say? - willingly or

not



not, we are participating in ite atrocity. A good
German enjoys the recital of a night-bombing of London;
on our side, we laud when our papere tell us of the
tragioc end of tn::gillg:ggj golng to the bottom with

its whole crew, hen we read in a communique from the
UGerman-S8oviet campaign that "a division was deestroyed”,
we make no effort to bring home to ourselves the reality
which these worde conceal and the Ploture of which would
rend the heart; we utter a ory of Joy or distrees acoording
to whether it ies a friendly or an enemy divieion. Like
the spectators at the Roman circus, passion has suspended
all sensibility. But will we, after the war, remain as
the war has made us, in epite of ourselves? If the war
8hould not leave in ue at least the determination to
suffer ite dreadfulnese for telast time, we would have

to despair forever of human destiny. This resolution may
doubtless be weakened by the event: it has already been:;
but it would be horrible for it not to be formed in us;
it 18, if I may say eo, obligatory. If we do not agree to
it in all sincerity, in all honesty of conscience, if we
should, on the contrary, give our acquiescence to the old
adage, as old as war 1tself, wnien claims that it 1e
eternal, then we must no longer talk of building & new
world., There would be no future as well as no present.

I cannot refrain from here polinting out one of the
elngularities of the moment, which 1g perhaps singular
ohly in appearance. Individuals, newspaperse, groups
which, in France, are of the chauvinistie school and
profeesion, those who beesmirch the good wordl "nmational®
to their taste, all worked for the armistice and
applauded the capitulation. All today advocate collabora-
tion with the conqueror or, to be more accurate, with the
enemy, Neverthelees, during the firet months of the war,
when almost all France expected a slow but certailn victory,
these same men set the conditions therefor in advance
with an unbending severity. ZThey wished to finish once
for all not only with Hitler and his bands, but with the
mlllions of living beings whom the name Germany covers,
They demanded, not merely that it be placed under guardian-
ship, but that it be dismembered, that brosd territories
be annexed to France. They treated as enemies the country
of the democrate and socialiste who, themselves, expected
no other fruit from the victory than a "new order' in which
the jJoint cooperation of nations would conetitute the
material guarantee of peace. Today proetrated before

might,
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might, they were yesterday ready to abuse might, and

they will be the same tomorrow. In a France again

beoome free and strong, they will again be "nationalists”
and chauviniets., They will resume their attacks on
"pacifist® traitors who do not give up the idea of

loeing peace on men's freedom and on the fraternal
equality of Btates. And the very men whom they were
denouncing yesterday, whom they will denounce tomorrow

as "pacifist®", they today call by the name of "war
mongers". For here 1s the other face of the apparent
paradox: the pacifiste of yeeterday and tomorrow, Just
because they conceive of peace as & free agreement betwwen
free peoples, have demanded a fight without reservation
and without respite for national independence. They die-
ayowed the armistice which delivered France and threatened
to deliver Europe to the domination of Eitler. They
repudiate a "collaboration" which, for Germany, means
solely the exploitation to its advantage and for ite

war needs of all French resourcee, and which, for France,
necesserily means servility, abdication, hypooritical
treason after the cynical treason of a separate capitula-
tlon and which would not even guarantee, from a conqueror
who hes made perjury into a eyetem, the slightest leseening
of severity at the time of a definitive peace. Even

when they hurriedly tried to rearm the France whose military
structure the nationalist chauviniete had allowed to fall
into ruins, even when they exhorted the French people,
driven to battle by Hitler's despotie ambltion, to persevere
therein to the limit of their strength, they remained, in
actuality, true to and consistent with themselves. They
remained men of peace. *hey entered into war only to
pregerve the necessary oonditions of any peace wort of
that name and peace remained their sole "war aim." oung
people, ask your conscience: are not they the ones who
were doubly right?

XXXXXIXIXIXIXIX

A short time ago I mentioned briefly an historical
"precedent” which it would be profitable to consider more
closely: in the succession of our military catastrophee,
the disaster ln 1870 1e the immediate antecedent of the
disaster of 1940, It fell upon a nation still more sure
and, it may be sald, still more infatuated with ite strength,
for the Napoleonic legend still covered France with ite
eplender, and rare indeed were those - even among the

adversaries
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adversaries of the Empire, - who did not consider the
French army to be invincible by nature. The downfall
wag all the more brutal, for one month after taking

$he field, the Emperor dapitulated at Bedan with the
next to the last of our regular armies, the last being
surrounded at Metz and soon surrendering. As in 1940,
the military collapse brought about a politieal change,
The difference is that that thie revolution ooccurred in
the open, by a soverelgn manifestation of the popfilar
will, and that the new republican government was not

eget up to beg for an armistice, but to continue the war,
coet what 1t might, despite the annihilation of the
imperial army, lnhini':n appeal to & mase rieing of
French patriotiem. in 1940, however, there were then
gecret partleans of an immediate peace, and peace at
any price: (ambetta, who inepired and who was the hero
of nntlgnnl resletence, wae termed by them a "violent
madman.

The political régime which the Prussian victory
had overthrown was, guita naturally, held guilty of
the French defeat. have sald that it was Jjustly so
held, and I bellege that. Over a period of five or six
years, an almost incredible succession of mistakes -
Poland, Denmark, Mexico, Prussian-Italian alliance,
Lumembaurg, Rome expedition - had enclosed France in
& tighter and tighter circle from which it could not
logleally have broken except by defeat or ehance, At
the last moment, however, an unforeseeable stroke of
luck wouldhave allowed the Empire to get out of the
matter honorably and peacefully. It had thrown away
the chance; a sort of fascination, which is the fatality
of autocraclies, hurled it headfiret agalnet an adversary
whose etrength, eince Sadowa, it had, howevér, no longer
any right to deepise. *he first incidentse of the campaign
showed up with scandalous clearnees, not only the ina-
dequagcy of our armament, but the total absence of competence,
order, technical preparation of any kind. To what internal
weakness of the regime were theese fatal errore related?
Since before Sadowa the reply of contemporaries had been
unanimous. The weaknesses of the imperial régime were
personal power, Junction of all sorte of authority inm the
hande of a eingle man, to whom all were responseible in
prineciple and who in fact was respansible to no one, the
elimination of all eontrol in the Parliament, of all free

diescussion
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diecussion in the preee and in publie opinion, the

secret conduct of foreign and internal affairs, like-

wise reduced to cabinet intrigues. BSuch seemed generally
to be the evil and, after an unfortunate peace, which
however left untouched the honor of a nation in mourning,
everyone was aleo in agreement as to the remedy, Royalists,
even those who attached to the "legitimate" branch did not
differ in thie from the Republicans. More than anything
alse it was necessary to give back to France liberty, a
public government responsible to the elected representatives
of the country, an independent press and publie opiniecn,
That means that what today 1s a remedy waes the disease

and what ie the disease wae the remedy.

Some thinkers, however, did not hold to this
immediate conclusion and tried to go more deeply into
the national reality. Their examination was anxious
since the defeat, scarcely accomplished, had been followed
by a more dreadful shock, the Revolutionary Commune of
Paris. Going beyond the political institutions of the
8tate, their sounding then reached the moral conetitution
of soclety. Had not the mind and willof individuals and
groupe been corrupted in thelr principles at the same time
a8 the organs of the government had been vitiated? Renan,
Taine and a number of others formed the elite of the
group which teught thus! the book published by Renan
after the war and the Commune 1s entitled: "Intellectual
and Moral Reform". France had been allowed to slip into
an intellectual and moral breakdown of which the military
defeat and the revolutionary movement which had followed
1t were both the expression and the punishment, Tnis
breakdown could iteself, in a sense, be well taken for a
consequence of the antocratic régime, but it had developed
1te own effects, and it required a dietinet cure, for
lack of which the "national renovation" would remain a
superficial or vain work. It wae manifested under many
aspecte! levity of mind - which must not be confueed
with galety, an authentic attribute of the French tempe-
rament - presumption, lack of serious application to
serlous purposes, a falling off in honesty and serupulous-
nese in bueiness, a greed for money and for enjoyment,
the contaglon of luxury, oetentation and, consequently,
of corruption and venality, a loosening of family bonds
and ostentatiome contempt of domestic dignity. he
collapse of the Empire had thue been like the biblical

climax
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climax of a great orgy involving practically all
bourgeclis soclety in its infernal whirlpocol. Royalty
had already offered the spectacle of these periods of
public profligacy, under the Regency, at the end of the
reign of Louis « But then the general corruption
had not touched elther intellectual culture or the
respect due 1t in soclety, and that was what Renan,
Taine and thelr friends were, perhaps, moegt aware of.
The France of the Empire had allowed general culture to
decline; it had endured the abandonment of the great,
disinterested studies . Entirely given over to the

two perilous tendencles which 1t had been &ble to
discipline in the splendid periods, the taste for the
"boulevardier" gpirit and the custom of oratorical
amplification, it had allowed Germany to take possea-
glon little by little of its primacy in all the higher
cccupations of the mind: pure thought, pure sclence,
erudition. At the other extremity of the chailn, 1t

had shown 1tself incapable of organizing, ae Prussia
had previously done, the solld instruction of its people.
A "glogan" was then current which, among the factors of
the Prugsian victory, placed the echoolmaster on the
same plane a& the needle gun or the Krupp canon. The
practical conclusion was naturally seen. It wes not
enough to resurface or point with new colors a building
attacked in its foundations; the work had to be done
over from the beginning; the systems of education
revised from top to bottom, relatlions of family and
goclety reestablished on sound principles, in short, all
the elements renewed which have influence on the forma-
tion of the indlvidusl and, thence, on collective
opinion, thence - in a democracy - on the government.

Here then, are the repercussions and lessons of
70 years ago from a national catastrophe. Nothing would
be more legitimate than to apply them today to a similar
work. We would all agree in searching among inetitutions
end customs for the organie or functional weaknesses to
which the defeat can be related, in order to trace for
the conquered people a practical plan of reflection and
reatoration, in order to prescribe for it the internal
effort and the external hygiene which would return to
it both ite modesty and ite oride, its wlsdom and its
love of work. But i1t is not permitted to push the
analogy farther. France in 1871 had the right and the
duty of making the constitutional régime responsible

for
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for the misfortune which had struck 1t; it does not have
the right today. The Empire had been gullty; the
Republic was only unfortunate. The Empire was bad and
evil in 1ts principle, which was personal autocracy;

the Republic 1s just and fruitful in its principle, which
i8 the government of the people by the people. It

erred only in weaknessee of organization and operation,
the origin of which it 1s easy to show and the remedy

for which it 1s easy to find. We have still lese the
right to eccuse this i1deology, which so many herole
gacrifices have made almost sacred, which the two
Empires themselvee proclaimed at their start, end

which found its dogma in the Declaration of the Rights

of Man, its rite in universal suffrage. As in 1871,

an intellectual and moral reform is necessary today,

but the most cursory examination will show that the
weeknesses which it must repair are entirely independent
of the constitutional régilme and of the ldeology on
which it rests. As a single, but imposing, example,

I have already shown the temerity that exlsts in making
a capital and summary condemnation of democratic principles.
Let us examine more in detall the reproaches made against
this régime - a régime which, yesterday, had only
partisans and courtiers and which, today, 1t requires
courage to defend.

The Empire wanted war, as &ll known autocracles
have ended by doing, even when they had promised or
sworn to peace. It wanted war, for need of prestlge
and for dynastic interests, to compensate at one blow
for & long succession of aberrations which, themselves,
had thelr origin in the autocratiec power, but which
left to a humiliated &and disaffected France the feellng
of failure. Republican and democratic France did not
want war. From the victory of 1918 it eought to draw
no other conquest than that of lasting peace, an organlc
peace. It ie in thie direction that 1ts collectlve
will was pointed; it 1s on this goal that all 1ts
aspirations converged and, unquestionably, there has
never been an example in history of a people =0
genersally and so deliberately pacific. It d4id not
have to 1ift iteelf from a downfall, since 1t had
come triumphant out of the last European crisis, since
1t believed itself and others belleved it to ce the
stronger. It dild not have to reestablieh the strength

or
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or popularity of an internal régime which, at the

time of Hitler's advent, was disputed by no one, with
the sole reservation of a few negligible groups of
theoreticians or consplirators, and, furthermore, ae
thie régime iteelf was pacific in essence, it was

not war which could have obtained this result. It

may be asserted as an indisputable fact thet at the
Time when Hitler selized the power in Germany, there
existed in Europe no risk, no reasonable possibility
of war, and history will undoubtedly verify thie

truth which, two yeers ago, every Frenchman consldered
dazingly obvious, that is, that war wes, reintroduced
into the European scene by Hitler, that it was imposged
upon republican France by Hitler. That, dating from
thaet moment, faults may have been committed, I would
never deny. DBut what was the greatest? It was the
fault of not having had consclousness or presclence of
the danger, of not having promptly and clearly enough
discerned the Hitlerian plan of rearmament, revenge
and conquest, of not haeving perceived the fatal ana
inexorable character of ite development. Because it
was pacific in eseence, France wanted to belleve in
the poesibllity of a "peaceful coexlstence" between
the democracies installed in Europe and the war-like
autocracy which was being implanted there. Because

of this possibility it made more and more costly
sacrifices which had no other result than to weaken
its prestige abroad, to compromise 1ts coheslion within,
and, consequently, to aggravate the danger; the four-
power peact, the relaxation and abandonment of the
sanctions against Italy, Mareh 7, 1936, Munich. Today
I ask myself whether, inl33, France should not by force
have forebldden a still dlearmed Germany from givlng
the power to Hitler and his party. No one in France
then envisaged this brutal intrusion into German affeirs;
it would, nevertheless, have saved Germany and pre-
served Europe.

I recognize this class of errors, from which French
people have worked out only little by little, one after
the other, and in which many of them remained enmeshed
even to the fetsl hour. I confese them, but I do not
blush for them, for they are noble in kind. Rather
than errors they are 1llusions, witnecsee of a premature
faith in the coming of peace, in the very virtue of

peace.
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peace. France, almoet ae a whole, profesced the
idealistic belief that the will of nations is hostile
to war, which is true, and that that common will would
finally ward off war by imposing egreements on govern-
ments, which are always posslible as a matter of fact,
and even easy, but on condition that they are sought

in good falth. At any event, 1f Republican France

can be reproached for not haeving foreseen the war soon
enough and clearly enough, 1t i1s at least & eign and
proof that it 414 not gesk war, £g did the Second Emplre.
However, the war found the Empire entirely isolated

in Europe and in the world, without an alliance, without
one friend, without sympathy, one nation after the
other having been allenated by the incoherence of 1ite
caprices, which, step by step, had sroused all sortes
of susplcions concerning ambitions scarcely more
conslstent then dreams. The French Republic, when
Hitler ceme into power, had practically only allies
and friende in Europe and in the world. Unquestionably
previous weaknesses had had their effect. Merch 7 had
detached Yugoslavie and dlsturbed the other Btates

of the Little Entente; Munich had made possible the
elimination of Czechoslovekia and prepared the sudden
change of the U.S8.8.R.: the civil war had thrown Spain
into the camp of the autocracles; the alllance of
Hitler and Museolini, long uncertain, became fixed
Just after March 7 and the Ethiopian war. The irrevoe-
gble vow had been broken and Musgsolinl had immolzted a
victim - Austria - on the altar. On the other hand,
never had the English alliance been so alncere or go
close, or American frliendship, particularly before
Munich, so cordiel or eoc warm. It is around France
that, in fact or in spirit, the small States of Europe
were grouped; it is around the allles that international
opinion gathered. In short, & revered and preferred
France, instead of an envied and suspected France, a
France bound by cloee tiles to all the democratic and
peaceful powere in the world, because it itself hsad
remained or again become the champlon of militant
democracys

Perhaps it is from the point of view of military
technical accomplishments that the comparison would
bring out an analogy. It is certainly not true that
the Republic's army was surprised in the state of
internal confuslon which parelyzed all the services of

the
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the imperiasl army from the first moment: everything wae
in order and in i1ts place. It 1s not true that it
went into combat with that crushing inequality of

arme which 1t has been sought to prove with figures
which are false to the point of buffoonery; the truth
will be reestablished in this regard; it will stupify
honest people and shame detractors. But it is true
that, like the Empire, the Republic was late in under-
taking its effort, that it was slow in taking account
of the strength which was growling alongside it and
against 1t. The Empire had rearmed only from 1867,
the morrow of Sadowa. The Republic rearmed only from
the end of 1936, while Hitler had been master of Germany
since March 1933 and had not lost a day. In 1934,
Gaston Doumergue's cabinet had given up seeking, on
the basls of a contractual limitation of armament, a
"possibllity of peaceful coexistence" with Hitler and,
on the contrary, it had inaugurated an active diplomacy
of closed or negotlated alliances which Germany could
quite legitimately take for an attempt at encirclement.
The obvious counterpart had to be an immediate start
on French rearmament. The Doumergue-Pétain cabinet,
however, deferred it like its predecessors and its
lmmedlate successors, even though it posed as a strong
government, &s & government of publlic safety and even
of "national renovation". It is ecually true that,
like the lmperial army, the ermy of the Republic suf-
fered from a "complex" of presumption and routine.
Just after the victory in '18, as on the eve of the
defeat in '70, it was proclaimed the first army in

the world; for 15 years, moreover, it had been almost
the only one. It had lived in the conviction of that
superiority; it waes an article of faith and I do not
weant to name the men who, at the time 1t took to the
fleld, were still profeseing it. That, without doubt,
was the prime reason why the effort, when finally
decided upon, was not made wilth sufficlent scope,

with sufficient method or in a new enough way. It

wae not understood that what was necessary was to
remake, rather than to add. Aging men continued

to work according to superannuated conceptions, since
they constituted the personnel and the conceptions of
the other war--which had led to wvictory. The purely
original character of German reermament wae not under-
gtocd, rearmament which had the advantage of starting

from
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from nothing and being all rebullt from the bottom in
a Btate organized br that sole purpose. Eyes were
closed to the strategic and tactical traneformations
which should logically follow the progress of modern
engines of war. As in 18&'?i the old army was strength-
ened, instead of a new army's being boldly made.

I have made this comparison in a eplrit of strict
equity. It shows the point to which an absolute con-
demnation, like that with which contemporaries unani-
mously eriticlized the imperial régime, would today be
an act of ignorance, injustice, ingratitude. It makes
obvious, however, serious errors in direction, and it
18, moreover, seldom that one arrives at any other
result when, after the fact, one examines & succession
of human affeirs with a little critical severity. I
do not conceal these errors, I do not excuse them,
but I asgk myself to what degree they can fairly be
related to the republican institutions and, particularly,
to the democratic principles by which thoee institu-
tione were in great part inspired. Like the men of the
generation of Taine snd Renan, we ought only proceed
to thie investigation seriouely, without any after-
thought of interest, Justification or reprisal. I
shall presently elucidate my conclusion. If one examines
the faults committed in the conduct of general affalrs,
of forelgn affairs, of military affsirs, one may
legitimately trace them back, as to a plausible cause,
to such or such type of republican institutiones in
France, but not to the esesential and universal prin-
ciples of democracy.

Let us pass over the lack of perspicacity, the
deflectlon or too short foresight: these are common
infirmities, which only the greatest spirite escape
and which they do not always escape. A whole get of
causes may logically determine only a single effect
and, nevertheless, when the reason 1s placed in a
given moment of time, it can cause a whole variety
of possible effects to follow therefrom. OChance plays
a rile here. The clear-geeing man is the one whom
events prove right, that i1s, in many ceses, the one
who drew the winning number in the lottery. Let us
examine a little closer the reproach which, by dint
of repetition, 1s today admitted as a trulem. I

mean
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mean the weakness of the régime, which ite detractors
characterize by the lack of suthority, of continuity,
of stabllity. There is there, so to spesk, a residue
of truth which analysie should lsolate wlth precision.
But firet it must be well remembered that the problems
of authority are net to be confused with probleme of
sovereignty. Autocracles have been known in which the
euthority was changeable, as well as absolute; weak

ag well &g brutal. France had proof of that, the last
time, less than three-quarters of a century ago.
Democracies have been known where authority was strong
and the Anglo-8axon natione glve us proof of that fact
today. Authority is not bound to a constitutional
form. A representative, parliamentary régime, in which
govereignty, which belongs to the natlon, ies delegated
in fact to elected representatives, 1leg not itself in
any way incompatible, in prineiple, with a powerful,
gteble &nd continuoue authority. It is enough to cast
a glance over the history of England to be convinced
of that fact. Let us not lose sight, either, of the
fact that between the practically indispensable
suthority for any government and the freedom legitimately
demanded by peoples and individuale, the exsct pro-
portion 1s quite difflcult to measure and to Keep.
Thie problem is the oldest &nd the most difficult one
in politicse. Strength, llke weskness, has ite excesees.
The instinctive reaction of peoples is to throw them-
selves from one excess into the other; that 1s why any
anarchy runs the danger of engendering a tyranny by

a counter-blow, but 1t is by defending iteself agalnet
these brutal and absurd reflexes th:et & netion atteats
the maturity of its growth. Furthermore, the progress
nf eivilization or, better, the necessitles of life

in socliety have little by little eliminated the
glementsry forms of anarchy; there was reason to hope
that they had, in the same movement, eliminated the
barbaroues forms of tyrenny. It would cause stupe-
faction in history to have them rise ageéin in our times;
but to yleld to thelr monstrous attraction on the
pretext that the methods or tentative efforte of
democracy heve proved dislllueionment poselble would
really be the abdication of all reasonable dignity.

I wish
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I wish, lastly, to recall that this governmental
instability of which go much is made 18 in no way
peculiar to the democratic Republle: that the Republice,
today, hae lasted four timee 28 long as all the other
political ecstablishments for a century and a half,
that 1t has been stable for more than eixty yeare 1ln
the sense that 1te legal existence was no longer
threatened or even contested and that no one any longer
seriously dared rise up against it as a publlic adversary,
that i1t i1s still stable today, whatever i1s written or
done, for it i1s so deeply implanted in the habit and
affection of the people that any effort to extirpate
1t will be vain. And if I am now asked why there were
in France so many similarly unstable political establish-
mente during a century and a half, including the re-
etored Monarchy and the military Emplres, why they
collapsed one by one, why the Third Republic 1tself
hes had to reslst shocks which would have shaken or
overturned a less popular régime, I shall gquite simply
reply what narrow leaders and mediocre polemiste seenm
not to know or always to lose sight of: no government
can remain etable in an unstable soclety and 1in an
uneteble world. One hundred and fifty years ago,
France experlenced and communicated progressively to
the rest of the civilized world the moest profound
transform:-tion which it had known since the Christian
evengelization. How many centurles were required for
Europe, transformed in its essentlal principles by
the Christian revolution, te find agaln a conslstency
and & beginning of stability? Should it cause astonish-
ment that it required some decades for France? The
regults of great revolutlonary changeg are never
definitively acquired at a single stroke. Equilibrium
ig reesteblished only little by little: 1t 1s thus
that nature, after the coup, imposes on revolutions
the periode of time which a regular evolution would
have required. To draw specificslly new characters
from them, societies need the revolutlonary change
but, after all, it does not make them save time. Thus
are gulte naturally explained the alternate upheavals
which, since the French Revolution, have shaken the
political order with us. They do not indicate the
demages of an evil virus introduced by the democratlc
revolution into the nation's body, but, on the con-
trary, the disturbances of growth which the revivified
body must overcome before attaining 1te full and
gtable virility. And if, since the 1914-18 war, these
disturbances have again taken on an acute form, the

cause
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cause must not be sought in the pecullarities of
institutions, since the same phenomencn can be

obeerved in all Europe, and even throughout the

world. The explanation is furnished by the war itself,
by the entirely new problems which 1t left behind it

in the territorial order, in the economic, financial
and monetary order, in the social order. These problems
were not, perhaps, new in kind, but they were in volume
and they had received only partlal, sketchy, obviously
provislonal solutions, when the new war broke out.

XXXXXXX

Obvious as these generzlities are to my eyes, I
would not, however, want them to seem to evade the
core of the discussion. It 1lg no difficulty for me
to agree that the governmental régime of France suf-
fered from a surplus of internal weaknesses, that 1t
carried within iteelf organic elements of instability,
discontinuity, ineffectiveness. I shall even agree,
Af you insist, though the fact seems to me highly
disputable, that these weaknesses were aggravated
over the twenty-odd years between the two wars. Use-
less to repeat the clinlcal description which one
finde everywhere today and the lines or colors of
which are, moreover, darkened or lightened at will:
the 1dle din of speeches, the slowness of procedures,
successive infringements of the Legislative on the
Executive and reclprocal usurpations of the Executive
on the Legislative, the battles of clans and rivalries
of individuals, precariousness and weasknes: of minle-
tries without established position and term of office,
lacking in imagination and boldness, in a word, qulte
without effectiveness. The engine ran badly, its out-
put was low in proportion to the fuel consumed, the
fly-wheel did not turn. I myself sketched the pleture
almost twenty-five years ago, at the time of my first
contacts with the cabinets and the assemblies. But
the only legitimate consequence is what I then formu-
lated, that 1s, that the governmental system of France,
i.e., the representative or parliamentary régime as
practiced there, must undergo thorough correction and,
if it is supposed that 1t 1s not susceptible of
gatisfactory correction, &8 18 claimed, the only econ-
clusion which one is entitled to add is that the

parliamentary
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parliamentary or representative régime does not con-
stitute the democratic form of government which is
accurately adapted to French soclety and that, ac-
cordingly, a search must be made Tor the forms which
suit 1t better. But the right that does not exist, ls
the right to press the consequence end to extend Judg-
ment to the essential principles of democracy: goverelgnty
of the people, government of the nation by itself, con-
trol by the nation of the executive authoritles, recogni-
tion and guarantee of civic righte and of the personal
rights of the individual. For what must Dbe the clearest
conviction, never to be lost sight of, 1s that parllia-
mentarianiem le not the sole, exclusive and necessary
form of democracy. Tuat is one of the essential polnts
of the discuseion: democracy &nd parliamentarianism
are by no means equivalent and interchangeable terms.
In no country in Europe, to my knowledge, are the
nistorical origins of parliasmentarianism connected
with & democratic movement or a claim; ite ascendance
is everywhere ariestocratic or oligarchic; 1t took on
democratic character and value only in proportlon ae
two ideas of & quite distinct order were incorporated
in it - the responsibllity of ministers to elected
ascemblies, the universality of suffrage. Thus
parliamenteriasnism 1s not essentlally democracy. On
the other hand, democracy is not necessarlly parliamen-
tarienism, eince & very large and a very small democra-
tic Republic, the United Statee and the Helvetlon
Confederation, have since their foundatlon practiced
régimes which are not parliamentarianism, the
sovereignty of the people not having been embodled
therein and, if I may so term it, absorbed by
parliamentary assemblies. I note in passing that

the American and Swies constitutions are on a federa-
tive basis, that 1s, they include in a very great
degree adminletrative decentralization and, 1n partic-
ular, deconcentratlion of powers. They tend to, and
they have, in one very large and one very emall country,
achieved the maintenance in activity of locel centers
of political life. The excess of centrallzatlion and
concentration of which everyone complains perlodically
are thue in no way one of the specific weaknesses of
democracy, and we "provincialliete" might usefully
remember that if the Revolution had vigorously to
uphold, ageinst foreign war and clvil war, the prin-
ciple of national unity - ae did Lincoln and hils friends

during
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during the War of the Becesslon - administrative
centralization is the deliberate and tenacious work
of the Monarchy of Divine Right.

Thus, even while considering the eritics who
heve raged agalnst parliamentarianiem - be these the
most exaggerated and the most groesly interested -
while even sgreeing that these weasknesses of operatlion
are irremediable and cannot be corrected by any work
of repairing or recasting, I can more firmly repeat
that the one logical and solid posltion to which we
are lead would be that of trying to find out whether
a different form of democratic government would not
be better adapted to the charscteristics of French
society and, unquestionably, in such search, one would
find the Bwiss and American examples useful. I know
quite well that during the entire course of the 1¢th
century, political theorists and practitioners, from
Royer-Collard and Guizot to Gambetta and Jaurds, were
1ittle in agreement in considering the representatlve
régime as the most perfect type of "free governments".
For a historian like Guizot, the parliamentary régime
embodled the primacy of the middle classes, it is
even concelved as the term and the end of elviliza-
tion which, through the long course of modern history,
felt the attraction of that final cause. But 1t 1s
perfectly legitimate to deny this almost unliversal
opinion, inspired, moreover, by the continuous progress
of parlismentarianism in England, and, for my part, I
will agree without a pang that the same success has
not been obtained in France, provided that, in return,
it is granted me thet the study of another democratic
type 1g the true lesson coming out of the failure. It
is accordingly in this sense, and in thls sense only,
that the ldea of a constitutlional change should be
welcomed. It goes without saying, moreover, that it
is for the country alone to declide on the matter, and
that it must decide thereon freely, that 1ls, through
en entirely free method of consultation, lte coneent
being won by the elimination of any moral or meterial
obstacle, 1ts declsion being enlightened by open &nd
equal discussion. Let us apply ourselves from now on
to convineing it, yes - and again on the condltion that
franchise and equality of speech be also allowed the

pontrary
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contrary theses - but no one can seek to force it.
Above all, no one can seek to replace 1t, for it did
not resign the power which 1t alone legitimately
possesses, &nd which it has handed to no one.

If it is desired to throw some light upon this
controversy, the first care should be to find out why
the confidence and hope of the 19th century were 8o
seriously disappointed, for what determining reason
the representatlive régime, which succeeded and progreesed
in England, failed in France and, in particular, falled
under the Third Republic. An historical experlence,
sufficlently wideepread today for it to be posslible to
discern its laws, establishes with evidence the fact
that the correct functioning of eny representative
or parliamentary régime necessarily implies the
existence of politicel parties. If parliamentarianism
hes succeeded in England and falled in France, 1t 1
essentlally because an old and strong perty organiza-
tion existe in England and - except for rare exceptlons
which confirm the rule - it has never been possible
to oreate such in France for a century and & half. It
18 easy to satirize or indiet parties, particularly if
one takes the point of view of totalitarlan dlctator-
gshipe for which the very name ls a flagrant contra-
diction. But 4t is no less certoin that the precarlous-
nese of ministerial terms, the slacknese or waclllatlons
of governmental action, the slowness or dlisorder of the
debates, in short, the gtopes and starte of the par-
liamentary machine in France proceed more than anything
from the ebsence of sufficlently homogeneous and
disciplined parties. It wae thus under the Restoration,
under Louis-Philippe, under the Moral Order &e 1t has
been for twenty years. Not around Thiers, or around
Gambetta, or around Clémencesu wes 1t possible to set
up solid, disciplined and lasting governmental parties.
The efforts obstinately employed since the beglnning
of the present century to extract a real political
party from the radical "state of mind" resulted in
nothing but mere appearances. Iz there any need of
recalling ite history since the war of 1914-18, its
divisione, ite variations, the public rivalries of 1its
leaders, its permanent inability to meintaln real
unity of direction and action? The attempt made after
the el=ctions in November 1919 to found a great con-
servative party falled even more rudely slnce, at the

end
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end of one legislative term, not even a trace thereof
remained. Mr. T. Tardieu, ten years later, tried

to renew 1t and hed to give up almost immediately.

Just before the war there was not a single moderate
party. The disparate elements of the Center and the
Right were incapable of uniting on anything except

on voting eystematic opposition. Who was the chief -
Mr. Paul Reynaud, Mr. Flandin, Mr. Laval, Mr. M. Merin?
Their political or persconal divergencee were stlll
gharper, more crying than thoese of the radical leaders!
Let us not search further for the determining and even
adequate reason for the inefflcacy of the parliamentary
system in our country. Furthermore, it is this con-
genital impotence to found regular and serious partles
which also explains the antipathetic and often offensive
aspect of parliamentary battles in France, the perslstence
of personal competition, the impatient and often unfalr
harshness in the pursult of power. Politlcal struggle
is not a sport; nevertheless, like all other forms

of struggle, it becomes degraded, 1t becomes repulsive
for the spectators if 1t is not held to a certain
number of rules and if these rules do not impose a
minimum of correct behavior and decency. Now 1t 1s
obvious that wrong or unfair behavior in the game
eannot be prevented except by the actlion of parties
which are stable and, thus, even concerned with
practicing in the opposition respect for the code of
usages by which they would beneflt in the government.
Let this be well pondered, and conslderation given

Just as clearly to the fact that it lg the lack of
organization of the parties which pute the elected in
France at the disposal of the elector and that 1t le
the same cause, egain, rather than the certain weak-
ness of electoral legislation, which had reduced the
glected to the r8le of representative or manager of
local interests.

But do we touch here on a pecullarity of the
French temperament or a pecullar characteristle of the
present-day French bourgeoisie? What yesterday was
opposed to the formation of parties worthy of the
name 18 the intolerance of dlecipline, the penchant
for ralling, scoffing, disparaging criticiem, the
lack of falth in the 1dea which one clalims to serve,
the lack of confidence, gratitude and almost of regard
for the leader whom one pretends to follow. There was
hesitation about recognizing a leader, even and
particularly when he takes the lead; his authority

is
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is not thoroughly accepted; to remaln faltnful to

him ie unknown. The average parliamentarian was
rarely a modest parliamentarian; it was not easy for
him to remain "in the ranks", in nie place; he was
impatient to play a part. The influence of the

milieu developed rapidly in him, like an hereditary
disease, that 1s, I will not say individualism, but
persondism, which means a mixture in variable pro-
portions of vanity, dietruet and ambition. It 1e
permissible to conslder thece eccentricltles as
inherent in the French temperament, in the sense that
a larger or emaller trace of them 1s found in all

ages of our national history. However, any honest
obeerver will be obliged to agree that the working
parties and the proletarian organizations of our
countrymd a feeling for discipline which, except
among the communists, was not a repressionof the
person, but subordination and voluntary offering to the
gollective good, to a conviction, to a cause; that
they knew how to obey a rule and a leader; that they
were proud, rather than enviocue of superiorities of
talent, culture or character; that throughout the
viciesitudes of parliamentary life, they habitually
gave a spectacle of coherence at least equal to that
of the Anglo-Saxon parties. In epeaking thue, I am
ralsing a whole swarm of difficulties which I recognize
and which I shall not evade. But I have the rignt to
submit that if, by hypothesls, parties analogous to the
SBocialist Party in structure armd mode of cperation had
been erected on all the other political and soclal
positions - radicallism, pro-capltaliet liberalism,
Chriestian democracy, congservatiem with retrograde
tendencles - parllamentary government would have been
poesible in Fmance as 1t was in England and the ldeal
of the theorists of the 19th century would have become

a reality.

The more completely to make my thought understocd,
I shall preeent 1t under a different aspect. With
respect to the working-class partiee, the risk of
disintegration lies particularly 1in stagnatlien, 1in
marking time, in banality; it ls through movement, a
forward march, creation, that they have most surely
held to a commact and ordered group. For the bourgeolsle,
the rule i quite the contrary. The parties or the

embryo
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embryo parties which they have been able to form fall
apart through movement, innovation, and can maintaln
a chance grouping only in resistence. BSince the
parliamentary system has been in operation in France,
I have seen scarcely three examples of governments whosa
length of of fice was founded on homogeneous Jorities
giving the appearance of solld parties: ¥illéle with
the ultra-royaliste under the Restoration, Guizot with
the ultra-conwervatives under Louis-Philippe, Jules
Ferry with the "opportunists® under the Third Republie.
In these three cases the permanence of the governments
and the majorities was assured much less by the excep-
tional qualities of the leader - intellligence, experlence,
moral prestige or strength of character - than by the
exceptional character of the eituations. In the three
cases, the bourgeoisie in power - for Villéle and hie
friende were property-owners rather than arlstocrate -
were disturbed by a rising of hostile forces; the
diseiplined ltlffanini wag effected through fear and
maintained by fear. t ie with the same feelings that
the bourgeoisie, eyes closed, abandonel themselves to the
Becond Empire by glving it a general mandate for adminis-
tration and defense. n any one of the situations which
I envieage, the bond is not formed by a poelitive or pro-
gressive program, the term ie not combined with a faculty
of evolution and creation} conservation and resistence
are the only words of order around which the French
bourgeoisie will assemble. The primiple of union, the
law of parties, 18 no more than a purely negative notion
of Order, conceived as the means of containi of* of
destroying whatever threatens private and publie privileges;
the sommunity of fear ie the only agent of dlsecipline.
The alternative which 1e thus raised for the pollitical
parties of the French bourgeolsle is elither to divlde or
rfall apart when, by chance they risk an attempt at
movement, or else to confine themselves to resistence, that
18, to inertia, in the midet of a soclety which evolves
with frightening rapidity and a political universe which
ie being traneformed at the same rate, The time quickly
comes when inert resistence ylelde to pressure from
within and without and the slifice which was thought to be
unshakeable collapsee amid orashes and shocks of an
almo=t revolutionary character, though 1t is true that
these episodes are, in the end, neither laeting nor
lorioue. The history of the congervative governments in
rance over twenty years, that 1es, the governments of the

"national
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"national bloc" under Poincaré and Doumergue, under
Messrs. Millerand, Tardieu and Laval, do not offer
very different charaoteristics.

In our politieal jargon, which follows fairly
vulgar modes, an expression ie very much in fashion
today, It 1s facility. By thie term it ie thought to
vilify the reforming work of democracy. But what is
facility, Af not the tendency to palliate the difficulties
of government by precarioue expedients reguiring little
effort, costing little in sacrifice, and to evade tho-
rough-going measures, bold solutions, great concessions,
which always require firmneses of view, that is, of
imagination; thén spirit, that 1s, audacity; coumsga ,
that is a certain taste for danger. Taking everything
into account, this tendency 1s a form of bourgeois
coneervatliem; 1t means today what was called resistence
in Guizot's time, opportunism in Ferry' s day,
political formation which recoile from the rike of aection
must aleo, for tﬂp same reasons, recoll from the employ-
ment of youth. timorous, pusillanimous poliey, it has
faith only in experience and experlence has almost always
something eenlle about it. The aristocratic régimes
gave themselvee to great undertakings and allowed great
actione from youth and Engli sh democracy has been able
to preserve a part of that heritage; popular revolutions
have always caused an immense reserve of young strength
to rise and pes 1nto action; popular organizatione are
never afrald of young leaders. On the contrary, bourgeois
prudence distrusts the temerity of youth in public life
as in private 1lifé; it does not want 1t to blow off its
steam in power; with very rare exceptions, it enforces
the slowness of heirarchical advancements, it maintains
the regular course of ages and honore, There is a study
by Balzae, very little read, known only by the setrangeness
of ite title, which the great visionary wrote a few years
before the Revolution of July 1830: he foresaw the coming
end of the bourgeois monarchy and he attributed 1t in
advance to the suspicious discarding of that youth whieh,
however, had cleared the way for it and made its plaoce.
The Third Republiec did not give much more eredit to oung
forces and did not find itself much better for it, t
the same effects proceed always from the same causes,
Everything happened in France more than a century ago, as
if the bourgeoisle, as a political body, had little by

little
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1ittle expended ites living sap and ite creative virtue.
It possessed this sap and thls virtue; in the great

daye of '89, it drew on them, it nourished the new

France with them, but it seems that 1t exhausted them

in the revolutionary orieis, then in ite strugele against
the restored monarchy; since then one finds only inter-
mittent traces, and, finally, nothing. That determines
1te destiny. directing clase whiech cannot maintain
ite cohesion except on the condition of not changing,
which 18 not capable elther of adapting iteelf to the
course of evente or of employing the fresh strengh of
rising generations, is condemned to disappear from hlstory.

We have already recorded a firm conclusion, that 1e,
that the attacke made against our representative system
are not valid. against the general principles of
democracy. We have the right to add thie here: the
proofe furnished against French parliamentarlanlem only
mean that the French bourgeolsle has lost the character
of a directing clase. This conclusion would be corro-
borated if, following the example of Renan, Taine and
their friends, we should now push our investigation
beyond political phenomena properly so-called to reach
the moral condition of soclety. Certalnly the Third
Republie, during the perlod between the two wars, 1s very
far from offering the same picture as the end of the
Second Empire or certain periode of the Ancien Régime.
There ie not the established profligacy, the dlissipation,
the fever of speculation and monopolization. Something
gimilar wae seen arising for two or three years immediately
following the victory inm 1818; but it was scarcely more
than an animal reaction: a people nerve-racked for long
months by constraint and suffering relaxed ite nervee as
beet it ecould, and everyone in hie own way, Then,
unquestionably, there was something unbridled, a fever of
spending, en)oyment and activity, an intolerance of any
rule, a need for novalty golng so far as aberration, a
need of liberty golng as far as depravity; what best
characterizes thie time 18, perhaps, the collective craxe
for dancing. But this time did not last; as sonn as
nerves were calmed, life resumed ite normal gait.
Furthermore, the illusion of prosperity which the victory
had bequeathed the country quiekly was dispelled; repeated
and inereasingly severe depressions one by one swept away
the new, risky enterprises, affected the oldest and soundest,

set
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set before each home, in more and more eerious terme, the
problem of dally life. To present the between-wars period
a8 a time of easy enjoyment, when actually it was most
often, and for most French people, a time of heavy trial,
a travesty amounting to mockery must be made of hlestory.
No less partiality ie shown when this perlod of twenuiy-
odd years 14 denounced as an example of public ecorruption.
On the wnole, the Third Republie, like the second and tne
fireu, was an honest regime. The 1life of public men,

even their private life, was watched over by a etrict

and suspiclous public opinien. Republlican parliamentarlans
were, in the very great majority, upright men, or at

least formed a collectivity of upright habits. The "scan-
dals", even though loudly exploited for party interests,
were nelther frequent nor extended and, as soon ag
revealed, they occasioned real moral revolte llke that
which, on February 6, 1934, went so far as to be trans-
formed inteo an insurrection.

If, however, we should seek the origin of these
scandals, we would find them in the fact that, by the
moet miscellaneous processes, private interests had ob-
tained for themselves regular representatives in the
parliamentary world and if weshould look over the serles
of scandales of the same tipe in the last century, we would
find that thie "ecollusion® of politice and bueinees 1is
one of the characterietic signs of bourgeole capitalism.
The corpe of officials had been affected by the corruption
more deeply than the political world: long reputed,
and most Juetly, for the irreproachable and almoet aggres-
give severity of its profeesional virtues, it 1s during
the between-wars period that the contamination of buslness
conquered it., But let us recall that, unlike Austria,
Germany, England, where the average and higher ranks of
public dutiee mere in great part arlistocratic, they were
and are exclueively bourgeole in France. One cannot without
shame think of the picture of the great prese in France
during the last twenty years and, except in bad falth, one
gould not faill to mgree that ite almoet general venallty,
shown simultaneously by a morasl decay and a technical
deterioration, was not a center of infection for the whole
gountry; but the great press depended eolely on circles
of big businees, that is, it was baurgeocis. As to the
state of culture, scientific work, education, toward whieh
the Renane and Taines had, after 1871, directed thelr
principal oritical effort, it was satlefactory 1in two
extreme sectors: higher learning and research, on the one

hand,
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hand, primary inetruction on the other, and the Third
Republic had erected in these two fields a work whieh
defiee its detractore; it was deplorable with respect

to the central sector, that ie, secondary instruction,

t0 which may be added the studies improperly termed
superlor, such as law and medicine, in eo far as they

are limited to professional preparation. Not only hae

no progress been ehown, but the decline has been sharp;
8econdary inetruction in particular, though it was the
objJect of special attention by the public, although the
student body in both sexes was oconstantly increased,

rroz year to year turned out poorer producte, Now the
lycee and the college in France are bourgeoie institu-
tione; medicine, the bar, ministerial offices are almost
exclusively bourgeols professions., What in the last
century wae cdled the enlightened bourgeoisie has
disappeared; we have before our eyes only an ignorant
bourgeoieie. It no longer furnished the public with works
demanding an acquired sum of knowledge to understand,
Reviews which, like those of the last century, would 1ift
popularization to a slightly elevated level, would no
longer rind readers: we see what type of magazines have
taken their place. Wherever one looks, a elinical
observation alwaye ende with the same result, In whatever
touches the bourgeoisie, in all its own flelds of bourgeoie
life and power, it reveals change, age, decay. If today
we have the impression in which all the others are summed
up, that of a general enfleeblement of French soclety,

the deep-seated reason ig truly that 8oclety had a bour-
geols frame and that the framehas given way.,

IXXIXXIXIXIXIXXX

For, despite all appearances to the contrary, it
really ie the middle clase which has been governing
France for a century and a half. The exceptions which
the between-wars period seems to present are purely
{lusory. The grouping of forces rather than of parties,
known under the name of the Popular Front, was only a
defensive coelition, spontaneously formed after February 8,
1934, by a sort of instinct for self-preservation, for the
defense of democratic principles, The Boclalist Party was
called to govern, but it knew perfectly well that it could
exerclse powér only within the framework of bourgeolie
soclety, and it 1e for that very reason that it had avoided

that
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that ae long as the circumstances permitted, Even when

the Chamber electéd seemed to belong to a popular majority,
the bourgeoisle retained means of resistance which
¥ielded only temporarily to fear, and regained their
efficacy ae soon ag fear Wa@ Overcome. %t had at 1ts
disposal local assemblies, a machine of office-holders,
newspapers, finanoe, business circles, and, in particular,
the Benate, given such attributes ae a Becond Howe in

no country and at no time had thelike, and which the
framers of the Conmstitution of 1875 had purposely inserted
into the republican system as an impregnable rampart of
Conservatism, In fact, whenever the will of the country,
manifested by universal Buffrage, has compelled the coneti-
tation of an administration with a popular tendency and
actively reforming, the controlling bourgeoieie hae not
been slow in eliminating it and rejecting 1t as a foreign
body. The French bourgeoisie held on to power: it was
not willing to give it up or to share it. It kept it in
entlrety. On the eve of the war of 1939, 1t was still

at the wheel of the national machine. ®ut it was no
longer capable of steering it.

I am not drawing up here a doctrinal charge, in
the name of one class, againset another class. The dual
movement which led to thie inadaptability, this inade-
quacy between French soclety and the controlling clase
wae perhape not marked by the inevitable character of
an unavoldable occcurrence. I admit willingly that other
reglons of the globe and even other countries in Europe
do not show the same picture. But such ie indeed the
truth, the French reality, and it is enough to be convinced
of thie to look around one or to etudy very recent histery
with glances free from prejudice. Is it not evident that
for ten years the French bourgeolsie has not been able
to find within iteelf any reserve of energy, Any resource
of imagination, any capaclty for renewal and reetoration
to overcome the economic atrophy, that it could not do
anything, thereby renouncing all itsprinciples, but ask
the aid of the government as a suppliant; that wherever it
was without help, 1t let ite arme fall in despair, without
even attempting to etruggle? Ie it not evident that in
all fields of productive activity, industry, agriculture,
commeroce, banking, it had fallen behind in ite routine

traditions,
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traditione, that it had not even been sble to save for
France, far outstripped with regard to mase peduction by
more powerful nations, the old prestige of "quality*?
Wherever initiative and inventiveness had put France in
the lead, 1t had allowed itself to be overtaken and mesed,
It had allowed the condition d the workers to drop to a
wretched level., It had not understood that a continous
change in the relstionship between the aployer and the
employee were dictated to it not only by its own interests
but by a vital need of the nation. In 1636, when 1t
should have compensated ai one stroke for all the delays
accumulated by i1t, when great reforme became the sole
means of avolding a bloody revolution and when a "Popular
Front" administration endeavored to have them accepted

by it in concord, it accepted them only through fear, and
it exercieed ite wits, ashamed of and bi tter over its own
fear, to revoke them by force or guile.

The menace of Hitler, coming ever cldser and growing
geater, compelled France to rearm at fulleeed. But some
day 1t will be known in what a stat e of disorganization
the military machine had been left by the purely bourgeois
administrations that had succeeded each other since the
beginning of 1934, and when it had to be renovated urgently,
when an intense effort was required of French industry,
that is, of the bosees, that 18, of the bourgeoisie, it
wlll also be known to what extent it proved itself ineapable
thereof. I know what accusations have been brought agsl nst
the labor organizations, and I shall express myself with
regard to them ae freely as regarding all other subjlects.
Put, admit ting that there was unwillingness on the part
of some of their leaders, it 1e only too true that the
behavior of the boeses provided them, if not with reasons,
at least with plausible excuses; it is only too true that,
from lack of zeal or lack of energy, they did not succeed
in reorganizing either production or labor along suitable
lines, *he oarrying out of a program of rearmament,
itself planned by the high officers of the General Staff
with too little inventivenese and innovating boldness,
revealed almoet immediately the scantiness of the equipment,
the insufficieny or the obsolescence of the tools, the
scanty number of specialiets whom trade inetruction or
well planned systems of apprenticeship could have furnished,
in profusion in a country such as ours, and the government,
called upon as it wae during the crieis, had to pledge

billions
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billione upon billione to have the buildings epring out

of the earth and to have modern machinery imported from
abroad. Everything had to be started anew, under the

epur of time and necessity, and, in that supreme effort,
the French emplayer showed himself a wretched collaborator,
No boldness of view, no great plane, no spirit of enter-
prise, no senee of rigk, no unselfishness; a sort of
niggardly accounting, based o n the immediate ocaloulation
of profit or loss, reducing industrial policy to market-
etall caleculationse; differently from what took place from
1914 to 1918, an almost general nudiourit; of the higher
personnel among the owners or managers. hies time we

dild not see a cholce number of "captains of industry" stand
forth, eminent for qualities of character as well as for
technical @l fte, among whom the taste for taking changes
and the wisn to succeed came before the desire for the
nearest profit, and nothing prhaps allowe one better to
understand how rapidly the decrepitude of the leaders of
the bourgeolsie had progressed between wars. One would
Iry in vain to explain it or to excuse this degeneration
by the harehness, more and more annoylng, of the claime

or even the intrusions of the laborers, The power of

the efiployer was hardly lees discussed and less combatted
before the war of 1914, The development of the labor
power was an inevitable raﬁﬁaiith reepect to which a
decleion had to be made. t ie an employing class which
is unable either to fight or to agree with the labor force,
either to dominate it or give it its share, which can

base its authority only on the aild of the law or the aid
of the police? In our era there 1s no longer anything

but one way for the employing class to maintain ite
authority; that ie to exercise it with a euperiority

that makes 1tself felt; it 1s to establish around 1t 1ife
and peeperity, and that is just what the French employer
claas was no lenger ¢ apable of,

Beesldes, let us consider from a little further back
the poeltione taken within twenty years by the controlling
bourgeoieie on the "crucial® problem of war and peace.
The present French bourgeoisie is both pacifist and
chauvinist; that 1s, it wants peace - I will not gay with
honor; one would no longer dare use that phrase, but
with pride. It was unable to want peace when peace was
possible; it was not able to accept war when war had
become 1lnevitable. The "Wilsonian dreams", the League
of Nations, mutual aid, collective security, disarmament,
European federation, found in it only a Bceptical and

scornful
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scornful reception, based both on the precepts of an

0ld reetricted wiedom and on the intoxication of the

very recent vietory. France was then mistress of
organizing the peace, of dlctating peace to Eurufa:

the French bourgeoclsie did not deign to do so, t found
iteelf suddenly face to face with the danger which it had
not been willing to foresee., In Germany, a military
dictatorship had been reconstituted, more dangerous than
the one which the Allies had just broken, because 1t no
longer appealed to matedal force or intellectual method
only, but to the savage instincte and fanaticlame

of the human animal, Hitler had won power by rekindling
a national deeire for revenge; having become all powerful,
he tended thenceforth toward world domination, and the
independence of all Europe, that of France in particular,
was in peril, A time came when the intrepid acceptance of
War became the sole chance for barring his way, the only
means of preserving the integrity and the independence

of the coumtry. The bourgeoisie, which had not been able
to accept a great hope, could not fulfill ite great duty.
When facing the one or the other, virility of views and
will power were wanting in it. I should be right in
contrasting with 1ts conduct that of men who are now
defamed and who differed also, but in the oppoeite direc-
tion, who held to peace with all their faith as long as

a chance to organize it was left to Europe, but who, on
the other hand, as soon as Hitler plainly dieplayed his
d-nign: for conquest and mastery, strove to bring into
the free soul of France a current of vital energy.

It can 8till be understood that, before novel conceptes
such as those of Wileon and Briand, before prospecte such
as that of an international democracy, bourgeois prudence
should have hesitated. But how can it be conceived that
the nation was not unanimous in the face of danger, in
the resolve to face 1t, in coneent to the sacrifiees which
its own defense demanded? Why did not the national unity
which came about in England and united in the eame ardor
all the elements of soclety burset forth epontaneocusly in
France just after the Anschluss, Just after the taking
of Prague, Juet before and Juet after Munich? It was for
the middle olase, as the controlling class, to take this
movement in hand and lead 1%t; not only did it not lead it,
but one can declare that it placed obstacles in its way.

Groes
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Gross attachment to what it considered ite intereets as

a possessing olaee, a need both bitter and fearful of
preserving ite privileges and ite property, had stifled
patriotic feeling within it. It dld not want war in any
case, and i1t was not afrald of Hitler, because all its
capacity for fear had been monopolized by the Fopular Front,
particularly by communism. With respect to ite privileges
and its posseseions, Nazism appeared to it a danger less
to be dreaded than communism; perhaps 1t even cherished
the secret hope that Hitler's strength would come to
withhold labor rebellione for a long time. Ite egotism
88 & posgessor class thus caused it to turn in al
directions in search of an understanding with Hitler, at
any price. Do you know the disagreeable but truly striking
phrase of the editor of a great purely bourgeols newspaper
during the Munich orisis? One of hie reporters told him
that at the railroad etations in Paris the reservists,
called out by precaution, were entraining without a van
show of enthusiasm but with serlious resoluteness, and he
eried out, pounding the table hard with his fist: "Ah,
how clear 1t i1e that those fellows have nothing to loge I
ihat is how the French bourgeoisie allowed a people to be
agsalled by war whom i1t had not caused to feel either

ite cauees or ite meaning; thus it ie that 1t carried

on warfare without yet having frankly accepted it, almost
without belleving in it, Hietory will measure ite part

in the military defeat, but at present we can blame the
want of wlll on ite part if, from the first shock,
military defeat was transformed into national disaster.

Undoubtedly we now see appearing strongly the deep
reason for the distrese whioh seilzed almost the entire
nation during those acoursed daye. The bourgeolesie had
exercised sovereignty in the name of the nation; the
parliamentary regime of 1875 had actually delegated
soverelgnty to it, But the bourgeolsie had just broken
down; a frightful drama had just shown up ite decadence
and 1 te loss of power; it had shown itself not only
incapable, but unworthy of power; i1ts incapacity and its
unworthiness appeared not only:s the dctEent ocause, but
a8 the justification for the disaster. ¥y a last fault,
lese pardonable than all the others, 1t had considered its
own rulpn ae the general ruin; it bad proelaimed and it had
convinced perturbed public opinion that as soon as it had
foundered, hothing more would remain etanding. Bazaine,

aoccused
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Bccused of having surrendered at Metz, cried out before
the War Council: "What oould I do? -‘l'turt was nothing
else left", and the Chairman, the UVuke of Aumale,

replied: ‘Frlnnu wae lefrt", The controlling bourgeoisie
had forgotten that France was left, and France herself,
ewept away on thie wind of panic and despair, forgot that
she was left. She saw a sort of gaping abyse open under
her feet and she was selzed by all the alarme of dizziness.
We were present at that scene: a people whose body and
8oul were in pain, under which everyone was fleeing, whieh
did not know any lenger to what firm branch to eling
during ite fall. In 1870, the Republic had emerged, all
ready, fully armed, from the ruins of the empire, and it
had at once revived France by the recall of the great
revolutionary passion: the sacred love of country and
liberty. But the bourgeci sie, arulhliug, had stifled

in ite dust this flame always ready to be rekindled; and,
éxcept for a few factions without cons¥tence, concealed
behind some big name, nothing presented itself to rill
the vold that was opened. This impression of the suddenly
opened abyes, of nothingness, insupportable by peoples

88 by individuale, still remains, one year after the
armistice, the dominant element in the distress of France.
Many thinge and many men have fallen, much property has
been lost, many private lives have been overwhelmed

by anguish and misery, Put it wae ever thus in all the
vicissitudes of history, and a people 1e not etruck down
by the losses sufféred when it knowe that 1t can make them
good, Today France knows that she has lost people
believe that she has lost - all the directing elementas
neceasary for collective life, and she does not see how
ehe can make good the loss, in immense estate has been
opened, to which she does not see any hsirs, Nuch has
been, elnce the armistice, the domestic drama of France,
interpolated, Af I may say 80, in the universal drama.
For if France is vainly asking herself what she will be
tomorrow, she ias wondering still more anxlously what
Europe will be, and what she will be in Europe. Bne does
not know what her frontiers will be; she does not know
what her condition will be; she does not even know
whether she will survive as an independent naivion,

Thie capital phenomenon, that is, the disapperance
of the bourgeoisie, taken as a directing claes, has not
penetrated in ite full reality and ites full effects. The

enterprise
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enterprise designated by the name of the "New R_gime" or
"National Revolution" amounte, in fact, if we consider it
impartially, to a supreme effort to revive or resuscimte
the corpse by a sufficient transfusion of "young blood",
That young blood would be borrowed, of course, from the
regime uonquarinﬁ the French regime, the Nazi i1deology
coneidered as a "world donor". ®ut is Nazi blood assimi-
lable by the bourgeois body? It is true that the totali-
tarian dietatore have borrowed part of their directing
personnel from the bourgeolsie; Af we go back to the
origine, their officials are in the majority bourgeois
rather than proletarian, although these are bourgeds
elements which the succession of economic depressions

had "declassed” and "proletarianized®, It is likewise
true that, by an apparent contradiction, the eontrolling
bourgeolele, the political expression of modern capitaliem,
has almost alwaye contracted an alliance with thoese
"national socialisms" which presented themselves, however,
as destroyers of capltalietic doctrines. In Italy, that
is what invented and created Fascliem before installing 1t
in power; in France it aﬁplnudl or felgns to applaud the
"national revolutioh”., When one speske to it of a regime
without classes, the elimination of the wage-earner or
the proletarian, a sort of soclal and professional uni-
flecation under a collective authnritr‘ it appleuds vehemently,
for 1t well knowe by what acts these "socilalistic” formulas
will be represented at once, that 1s, by the destruction
of thelabor organizations and institutions, by the pro-
hibition of labor unions or the plaeing of them under
guardlianship, by the abolition of all the rights, of all
the lawe, of all the immunities, of all the customs from
which the workere drew their wunggn- in their century-
long etruggle against capital. at difference doee 1t make
to the bourgeciele that the *National Bocialists" or the
"national revolutions" declare against oapital, but
without doing 1t any eubetantial harm, provided that they
crush the only adversary of which it is afraid? Relieved
of labor socialiem by Naziem and its various substitutes,
it 1s counting on the movement of history eliminating
Naziem in its turn. Then it wald again find itself alone,
all powerful, rchqgtizad in an envigorating contact; it
would recover, with ite economiec privilege left intaet,
the political power of which it might be deprived for

the time being.

But will the future Jjustify this egotistical and
naive
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naive caloulation? No careful observer can bellieve so.
The "National SBocialiem" and the "national revolutions"”
can practice with the bourgeoisie only a temporary con-
nivance, It 1s valn for them to preserve temporarily in
substance the soolal structure of which they are the
expreseslon; they are nontheless obliged to proclaim them-
selves anti-capitalieitc, that ie, anti-bourgeoie.
Political allies of the bourgeoisie, they boldly borrow
the phraseology of their "class" enemiés; the essential
themee of soclialist phlemice, if not of socialist
doctrine, are Wought into their eet-up, The common
artifices by which they endeavor to isolste theee
acousations to limited obJectives, 'such ae the Anglo-S8axon
pPlutocracy, the Jewe or Free Masonry, do not make any
essentlal change; if capitalism 1e not aimed at, it is
certainly hit,. It ie therefore senseless to imagine that
the totalitarian governmentse, when the inevitable movement
of history has removed the last vestiges, could leave after
them a refreshed and reinvigorated bourgeocisie. No, the
pact made with the Nazi dmon will not have rejuvenated it
like Dootor Faust; it will emerge from the diabolic pact
even more discredited than today, more debllitated, more
suepected,

Besldes, I have argued up to the present by appearing
to concede that Nazi bloed really was young blood, that
the Nazi principle really wae a life prineiple. But we
know well that this postulate 18 only & bold imposture
against which reason revolte and cries out. Nazism does
not restore its youth to mankind; it takes back to tis
savage chlldhood, Its more or lese eincere apologists
reapeat to us that it has "made men". The Napoleoniec
Empire too had made men; Bolshevism, before our eyes,
hae made men. All fanaticiems and all idolatirea,
in all countiies and in all epochs, have made men, But
ie mankind condemmsd to return toward barbarism to escape
decrepitude? Is there no other power in it than brutality,
no other energy than primitive ferocity? Then who would
accept this impioue choice of 1t? The problem of
civilization, as it has come up ever since mankind has
become consclous of itself, 18 precisely to substitute for
animal energles disciplined, harmonized, epiritualized
forees, to traneform eavage fanaticisme and idolatftes
into certainties based on reason, convietions based on
the requiremente of the personal conscience. Human progress
consifs in preserving and even developing vital energy, but

by
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by applying it to purposes which provide a more and more
complete satisfaction of the "imperatives" of reason and
the personal consclence and consequently to those
collective ideals which we call liberty, fraternity, and
Justice. Whether people talk about Christian eivilization,
Greco-Latin humanism or "historie materialiem®, they
designate nothing more than this evolution which is the
very law of mankind., Nazism #self ventures to endeavor
to turn back thie ocurrent; it throws out all the resulta
acquired from human progress; it denies and floute all
the 1deal prineiples which have been the inspiring
element, It is not a water of youth, but a mortal poison;
it can kill living bodies, but not resuscltate corpses.

The French bourgeoisie is today acclaiming publi-
eltarian formulas which, if taken literally, would mean
the death eentence of capitalism, Ah, if its calculated
recovery could be a generous gif§; if 1t were truly
resolved to sacrifice, in the hope of a national rejuve-
nation, the privileges included in the eystem of capital-
istlc property; if, in return for ite Bacrifice, 1t
would stipulate the maintenance and development of the
prineiples of political, eciviec and personal liberty which
have been 1ts motto and ite reason for existing, since
17891 Then, indeed, 1t would be retemprédd and revived,
not by an injeotion of Nazi blood, but in a bath of
confidence, concord, French human kindness! It would
feel itself selzed and exalted by a current of creative
enthusiasm such as the French Revolution knew on the night
of August 4th or the day of Federation, The working
people would not mies the appeal: they would recelve
both Justice and liberty; they would have both esocialism
and democracy; they would see the accomplishment of the
'slnrioul and tested" formula, which was that of the
"Social Democrats", that of Marx, and at bottom that of
Jaurés. With Social Democracy finally accomplished, or
on the way to being accomplished, 1t would be ready, as
it always has been, to glve national unity as a framework,
certain besides that the common needs of labor and pro-
duction, as well as the supreme interests of peace, would
Joln together im an international order, by a closer and
closer tlie, all the peoples Jointly, That is a fine
dream; 1t would depend only on the controlling bourgeocisie
to make 1t a reality. If there is still any power of life
left in 1t, let 1t use thies to €ive the example of

gaecrifice
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sacrifice, and then 1t will be reborn from its ashes,

like the bird in the story. But it will not do that:

1t 18 even far less capable than the aristocracy of '89

of abdicating from privileges which 1t has, however,
ceased to consider legltimate. “or it to sacrifice 1its
immediate interests, it would have to have just that
clearnese of vislon, that courage, that spirlt of abne-
gation which it haes loet; the disaster and the sufferings
of the country would have had to accomplish already within
the depthe of its collective consclence this moral
revolution of which the first symptoms are not perceptible.

A moral revolution: I use these words purposely;
they designate the very focus of the evil from which the
French bourgeoisie le dylng before oureyes. The organ
attacked in it without recourse, that from which the
trouble has affected all the others little by little, 1ie
indeed the moral faculty. We might review 1te history
more cladsely, indicating it by acts and texte durlng a
century and & half, and all would converge toward the
game concluslon. it is Just there tix the trouble lay;
it is from thence that the internal contagion started. To
be sure, the French bourgeoisle had great virtues. It
was sober and upright, patient and prudent, modest and
self-respecting, economical and reasonable. It was
perfectly adapted to the conditlons of the life of former
times; within the narrow circles of the famlly, the
business, urban or rural soclety, it had prospered, 1t
had acecumulated, it had become rich. *“ut it was not made
for the life of great intensified capitaliem, for the
phase of accumulation and overproduction of wealth. Zhe
system that suited it was the continued and economical
progrees of infant capitalism, home operations, a fortune
constituted by modest profite, by saving, by time, the
regular rounding out of the income, the enterpriee or
the land, the almost unnoticeable shifting of conditions.
In that atmosphere, French bourgeoisle found 1ts own
medium of protection and develepment, but it was not made
for repeated shocks, for the rapid ups and downs of the
great economic erises, It has been attacked, corroded as
Af by too powerful acids, in the mixing of conditions and
fortunes., Let us look around us: there are two parte
which the French bourgeolsie cannot perform without
undergoing a change: that of the newly rich person and
that of the newly poor person, It has loet ite anclent
virtuee, which the sspect of the times rendered obsolete

and
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and almost ridiculous. The rigld forme of its old probity
have been effaced under the friction of "modern business".

In thedys of Birotteau, of Pere Goriot, and even in the
days of «» Poirier, each person found it natural that a
bankrupt should blow his braine out. Honor lay in the
commercial eignature, but at least there was honor smmewhere.
Under the impact of the great capitalistic crisee which

have succeeded each other for a century at an almost
regular rate but with ever lnereasing intensity, the
French bourgeoisie has worn out that honer. It has lost
the intimate feeling of ite dignity. It has lost the
energy, the creative vigor of the intelligence whioch to
some extent honor, dignity, eself-satisfaction always
presuppoee, It lost ite public virtue by the deterioration
of the private virtues.

Why hae the French bourgeoisie shown thie incapacity
for acclimatization which haes caused it to die avay, while
in other sectors of the bourgeols clase, in the Anglo-
Baxon countries for example, means were found without too
much difficulty of adjusting the moral attitude to the
progress of economic evolution? The contraet 1s due perhaps
to the difference in national types, and without doubt also
to the importance which certain religious elements have
retained in the tralning and education of the Anglo-Saxon
bourgeoisie. However, the fact exists, evident and
eloquent. The decay of the French bourgecisie became more
and more plainly pronounced as the industrial transformation
of production and the concentration of capital went on,
in proportion as the new problems of a domestlc or foreign
nature were outlined, which this new phase of world
eoonomy would necessarlly engender. After the downfall of
the Empire, after the heroic awakening which the name of
Gambetta will alwaye incarnate, after the grave examination
of consclence which I have personified by the names of
Renan and Talne, but to which many other memories remain
attached, after the laborious and serlous efforts which
ended in the adoption of the ballot and the placing in
force of the Conetitution of 1876, one could believe
that the treatment was putting the patient on the road to
recovery, and that the progrees of the disease was, at
least, checked. Ten years later, there was the Boulanger
gang; fifteen yeare later, the Panama scandal; a relapse
wae inevitable, For the French bourgeoisle to have
recovered 1te capacity for political direction, it would

have
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have had to recover in the first place the only atmos-
phere propitious to 1%s peculiar temperament, that 1e,

for world economy to be turned backward more than a
century, The totalitarian dictetorships themeselvew

would fall in that underteking, towards which the French
"national revolution" doee not seem preclsely to be

drawn by the internal logic of the system. But Naziem
and Fasciem have been able to efface temporarily the
great spiritual prineiples which guided mankind for
centuries; they will not succeed in annulling and causing
to be forgotten the great scientific and technical
discovdries which have renewed the material universe. They
have been able to turn millions of men back to savage
brutality, but they will not bring production and business
back to the stage of the workshop, the market stall, the
family field, the hand tool and family investment.

XIXXXXIXIXXXX

Here I am taking the bourgeolsle only as a controlling
claee, ag the political expression of modern capitalism.
I lhlil not pretend hot to know that within ite bosom a
number of individuals have, for more than two years, pro-
vided the most preclous examples of civic epirit and
patriotiem, War and defeat, like all the great collective
erises, have been a testing block for characters, and
among the men who came out of this natural seleotion
unscathed or made greater, there are some bourgeoles of
811 eshades whose services will be needed by the France of
tomorrow. I do not even heeltate to acknowledge that
certaln groupe belonging to the oultured ocirclee of the
0ld liberal Catholie bourgeolsie have formed the densest
centers of national resistance. But those individuals
and those groupe would doubtlese be the first to agree,
in the eincerity of thelr consclenees, that the class
from which they spring i1s neo longer in a condition to
maintain ite monopoly of property nor, consequently, to
exerclee 1ts privilege af governling, and that ite
historic exietence hae therefore ceased. France is today
at the close of a second revolutlon, which in reality
has been going on for more than a century, The first one
had transferred power th a rising class already mistrese
in large part of property. The second one excludes a
fallen class which has not been able to adjust its acquired
temperament elther to the necessities of industrial
production or the needs of demccratic government.

In
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In former times people shouted: "the King is dead;
long live the King", and the transmission of royal power
took place automatically, without power having been
vacated even for an inetant, by right. GQueen Bourgeolele
is dead in France, but France does not want anyone to be
proclaimed in her stead., BShe 18 absolutely opposed to
the totalitarian dictetorships, which moreover will be
brought to nothing where they exiet, for they will not
survive the war, and mankind will extirpate this cancer
which was beginning to w it, To meturn to the old
régime, that of before '89, that of before 1830, or even
that of before 1848% A powerful monarchist party, having
a majority in the National Assembly, standing on the
traditions and fidelitlies B8till scarcely interrupted,
falled in that undertaking directly after the defeat of
1871. Who could dream of reasonably renewing it, today
when the monarchy 1 no longer anything but the perslstent
dream of a few theoristes, since it not longer represents
even a memory for anyone? British and Belgian experience
has shown that monarchical eoverelgnty was not lncompa-
tible, in fact, with a real democracy. But in France, it
ceased a century ago to incarnate national unity, and
it could not be based either on a persieting aristocracy,
a consistent bourgeolsie or a "loyal” people. If the
mOnAar were presented as & representative government
with liberal tendenclees 1t would de nothing but renew
in all ita weakness the parliamentary Republie, If it
took the form of & counter-revelutionary restoration,
it would be placed in violent opposition to the reality
of thinge and the inevitable tendency of the times.
France knows well that all these chimeras arise from a
poet that is entirely gone. On the other hand, she hae
never been mistaken as to the hazardous undertaking
attempted under cover of disaster and characterized as
& "national revolution®, B8he feels in that a gross
bargain between the prfnciples of the old monarchy by
divine right, which she rejects with all her might, and
totalitarian dieciplines which she rejects with etill more
repugnance; she recognizes 1o 1te dally hesitations or
aberrations the congenlital contradictione whiech infeect 1it.
But then who 18 the helr of the bourgeols republiec; who
will be ite successor?

France feele hereelf facing an interregnum the
length of which she cannot measure and the outcome of which
she csanot foresee, There is still a sort of tragilec

anxlety
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anxiety in these long intervals, and today the yawning
vold opene before a country two-thirds of whioh 1is
occupled by the enemy, whe 1s engaged in a war in which
she 18 no longer taking part, but which ie being con-
tinued, and in which her destiny le one of the stakee !
Even Af France were free and asesured of her material lot,
she would feel as a burden upon her the weight connected
with thies unexpected break in soverelgnty; why, in the
unheard of eituation in which events have now placed
her, should she not rind herself overwhelmed? To be
sure, whenever in the history of a people power changes
its nature there 1 produced what I formerly called, by
& migunderwtood phrase, a break in legal succession.

Even though the succession of the new power 1 immediate,
it 18 not installed at once with 1te legality entirely
approved; the institutione of the power overthrown have
fallen with it; the institutions of the new power can be
elaborated only gradually, and the interval is necessarily
filled by an interim of a more or less dictatorial
character. This phenomenon ie normal and does not cause
any alarm: a nation which, like France, has known numer-
ous political revolutione is accustomed to it. But at
this time what is vacant 1s not legal power, 1t is power
iteelf, 1t is sovereignty, and we cannot see by whom or
when the vacancy will be filled.

There 1s indeed a designated heir of whom we can
8till say that he is alwaye designated, since he 18 the
natural soverdgn, namely the people, which a Catholie
publieist called in a recent pamphlet "the multitude".
Why then do not the parties and the organizations which
most authentically represent the masses of the people
precsent 1t? Why do they not claim power, as happened
on September 4, 1870, at the downfall of the Empire?

Why has not French opinion turned and why 1& it not
turning spontanecusly toward them to call on them? The
people 18 the sole legitimate succeesor as the only
poseible successor: there i1e left nothing but it, and
all the slopes of history converge toward it. The almost
unanimous aspiration of the country calle for the
suppreseion of monopoliee and privileges (that is to say
Justice), the substitution of natural and personal
hierarchies for factional and hereditary hilerarchiee,
(that 18 to say equality), the subordination of private
interests to the public good (that is to say eollective

organlization
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organization of production and the distribution of
wealth), peace (that ie to say international order).
Boeialiem and trade unioniem incarnated in advance thie
regenerating will, They are in natural correspondence
with the sense of economic evolution, eince they have
issued from that evolution. They are the rising sap of
the nation, and anyone who has lived in famlliarity with
them has felt an inexhaustible reserve of fresah strengn
quivering in their depths. They condense within themselves
the benefit of this popular education which has not

ceased to progress in France for more than half a century,
while the bourgeois culture was retrograding. A "militant”
socialiet or trade unionlist surprised one by his avidity
for knowledge, by the maturity of hle reasoning, by the
geriousnese of his Jjudgment; the laboring or farm publie
of a popular gathering would follow the most delicate
technical demonetration with an attention, a penetration,
an enjoyment of which, for my part, I never grew weary.

On that point, I am a chauvinist: the French people

of the laboring class is undoubtedly the most intelligent
of all peoples., The governmental inconatancy of the

Third Republic had as 1ts essentizl cause the disorder,
the lack of disecipline, the inability to keep in existence
thoese dense and homogeneous parties on which a representa-
tive eystem of government muat neceesarily be based. But
I have already recalled the fact that the people's parties
dld not participate in any way in thie purely bourgeois
inecapaocity. They appeared in compaot bloce, practiced
etrictly unity of tactlce and voting, and conformed in
action to the programs publiely debated and defined.
Perhaps even the reproach which they incurred would be

te have fallen into the opposlte extreme, that ie, to have
agreed to too many sacriflces for the rule of interior
unity and unanimity, and for my part I consider that that
reproach ie in part well grounded. Discipline in a party
is the normal state of affaire, and its unity must be
atrictly preserved against the egolstio defectlions inspired
by intereste, ambitlone and temptatione of all kinds. n
the other hand, relaxation of rules or even the breaking
of party ties must be fearlesely faced whenever extraor-
dinary erises confer upon the problems raised by publie
life she value of cases for the individual conscience.

The true eriterion of morality, in party life as in the
majorisy of the incidents of individual existence, 18

uneselfishness.
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unselfishnese. The breaking of party tles is immoral

and reprehensible when it ie stained to any extent
whatever with what I shall call, in the broadest sense

of the term, venality. It becomes respectable or even
pralseworthy when it meete an imperative demand of the
conscience when confronting a "eruelal® problem. Besides,
it 1s thanke to these effedts of individual dlscrimlination
that the British parties, inestead of remaining motion-
less in their programs and unchanging in their offilcers,
have been able in practice to transform themselves and

to renew themselves with the progress of the times.

But I leave this digreesion, to which I would not
have indulged 1f 1t were not a testimony of eincerity
on my part., Responding to the ideal and sentimental
needs of the masses, breathing, if I may so speak, in
bharmony with the laws of economic development of the
world, resting upon & strong structure and tried methods
of propaganda, recrulting and organization, having,
moreover, demonstrated thelr governing capaclty by thelr
participation in publie 1life and by the management of
thelr own interior democracy, SBoeclaliem and the trade
union movement had all the abilities and all the rights
required to seiite the pending inheritance in the name
of the people, the workers, Howewr, the fact is; the
nation hae not extended its arme toward them, What I
am eaying? BSardoniec rumors have been heard, spreading
almost everywhere, frequently coming from men who have
owed all the advantages of thelr careers to sooclalism:
Boclaliem has dieappeared! It has evaporated in the
fire of events! Othere recorded with poorly concealed
satisfaction "ite irremediable political and intellectual
decay". As to trade unioniem, it is prhape not entirely
dead ! But it has been weakened to such an extent that
the "national revolution" will absorb it at one etroke
into its own corporative organizatione ! There 1is
undoubtedly much infatuation and imprudence in thece
opinions. BSoclaliem in a state of bankruptey? In a
etate of decomposition? Immedlately after the é&ays of
June '48! Just after the Commune, 1t was attacked far
more severely! with mass military executions, followed
by thelr train of pseudo-legal repression; people
flattered themselves that they had extirpated it forever.
In order not to seek references except ih our own times,
Socialiem was much weaker and more fragile just after the
Treaty of Versailles, the National Bloc elections, and

particularly
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particularly the Communiet split which had taken away 1ts
liveliest elements, Every time, however, in splte of
the prophets of misfortune, we have seen it reborn from
ite ashee, stronger and more certain of 1ts strength.
How could it be otherwise? BSoclallism is an entirely
humane concept, but one which feede, if I may say so, on
the necessity of things. 4s it was made by the mental
synthesis of Marx and Jaures, who mas composing hle
dogma for some thirty yeare, it is at the polnt of inter-
seotion of all the forceful ideas of our time, What are
the esesentlial problems brought before our ecountry and
before all others? To concillate the 'right of peoples
wlth peace, the righte of man with order, to comblne the
collective organization of production and consumption
with the development of personal liberties! These pro-
blems are those whisch in our times Socialiem has been
the firset to define, or rather, those are the problems
which have created ﬁauinlill. They are eymbolized by
that name of "Bocial Democracy" that the majority of ites
political organization chose and the real meaning of
which is fully perceived today. Hence we can predict
with certainty: 4t will be reborn once again. What
difference does it make if once more the silence of
oppression reduces it for the time being to an embryonie
existence? The power of evente and of 1ldeas will act:
its rebirth should not be long delayed and undoubtedly
ite time is aXeady approaching. However, I acknowledge
anew: the French people, the laboring people, have not
invoked 1t in thelr distress. They have not even felt
ite presence in the traglc houre of the defeat and the
Armistice, The people, which saw the bourgeolslie going
to pleces before its eyee, which would have had only to
move forward to seize the deserted pke, observed that
soeclaliem, 1ts natural organ, 1te normal tool for action,
was wanting also, Why? Here we must force ourselves to make
a very etrict examination of consclence.

At the time at which the political armature of the
bourgeoisie was weakened in the military disaster, one
single and sole passion might have passed through the
French people like an electric current, fused it, re-
animated 1t in living unity: that was patriotie passion,
the instinot for national self-preservation. A party
could not carry the people after 1t or serve ae an

instrument
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inetrument in the spontaneous movement of the people unless
it embodied that passion., The Jacobins of the Committee
of Public Safety had embofded the “"sacred love of

gountry® in 1793; Blanqui had embodied 1t during the eiege
of Parle; Jaures, if living, would have embodied it
during the war of 1914, and, in his blood-stalned place,
hles teachers and thie puplle, Gueede and Renaudel, Vaillant
and Albert Thomas, had urged the working people "to the
point of combat, It muet be admitted that in the month
of June 1940 Boclaliem dd not embody i1t. Not, as ite
detractors insinuate, that it had "forgotten tne nation"
in 1ts long propaganda; not that it bore the accumulated
wight of 1te "anti-militaristic and internationalietic
campaigne". It had always concelved international order
as resting on the basle of free and independent nations.
It bed fought chauviniem, but remained ardently patiotiec.
It had worked with all ite soul for the establishment of

& Just peace, equitable and stable, but it had never
cultivated the cowardly forme of pacifism; it was ashamed
of any bzase confusion between peace and the abasement of
seervitude, and i1t had never ceased to proclaim that 1t
would be the first to rise to defend the soil of the
country if attacked. It had mocked, sometimes with poor
taste, the routine usages which long kept the sons of workers
in barracke, without employment; it had Justly denounced
the hateful eystem, still lese tolerable since every
eltizen has become a scldier, which makes of the army in
time of peace the guardian of the bourgeois order, that
is, the instrument of ¢he class againet the immense
majority of the nation. But it had constantly applied 1t-
self, since the unforgettable efforte of Jaures, to raising
the organization of ntional defenee to t he level of sclen-
tifle, technical and civiec progrees. The Socialiet group
in Parliament, out of ritual fidelity to an o0ld symbol,
contlinued to refuse the military appropriations of which
it well knew that their fate did not depend on ite vote,
and in that 1lte action wae not free from some hypoecrisy,
but when summoned in 1936 to the control of the adminis-
tration 1t had, firet of all, proposed the extraordinary
appropttations which were eventually to permit the subeti-
tutlions of modern equipment for the obeoclescent equipment
of the war of 'l4, The first broad and coherent program
that was undertaken, after the Hitler revolution, to

place France in condition teo reslet aggression bore 1ite
signature, Besides, Jauree, Guesde, and Vaillant had
taken part in the same campalgne and the same ballotings;
they had even done eo with more polemic bitterness, and

that
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that memory did not prevent, during theother war,
patriotic contact with the massee of the people from
being established without the least difficulty. What
separated eoclaliem from the people, at the time of the
defeat, was therefore not its old doectrine and ite
propaganda of all times; no, it wae something eimpler

and closer; it was the constrained and equivocal attitude
that 1t maintatned after Munich toward the problem of

war. The working people had vainly awaited from it a
clear and winning watchword; it had not been able to take
8 decided etand and position either on one side or the other.
It had not sald: "Rather enslavement to Hitler than war®,
but neither had it said, with revolutionary fire and
falth: "Rather war, rather death, than enslavement to
Hitler; if war is forced upon us, we shall be the first

to throw ourselves into the furnace; we shall dedicate
oureelves to the sacrifice for the liberty of the country
and the liberation of the human race", It had kept silent,
or rather it had allowed only ambiguoue and balanced
wods, shameful in themselves, to be heard. In truth,

it was eplit into two parts basically opposed, the
relative strength of which varied with the clroumstances,
and it was that internal division which neutralized it,
which condemned it to silence and impotence. The attacke
and calumnies that had always broken before its unity

had redoubled in virulence as soon as they found an echo
within 1te breast. It Bad thue dragged on, for more than
two years, a humiliated and suspected existence, so that
finally i1te presence appears no longer to have been noted.
To be sure, it would have been better for an open break
to have separated the irreconcilible elements when facing
& vital problem, The outcome would have given the proef;
the masses of the people would at once have rallied round
those who had seen clearly. - I have already made confession
of that, but the cult of unity was strongest.

I add with the same frankness that in the eyes of
public opinion the Party wae affected, or rather, compro-
migsed, by ite very recent collaboration with communism,

1o be sure, it did not have teo blush for having concluded,
in the turbulence of the insurrection of February 6th and
in view of the preseilng peril to the ﬁ.pthlio, that pact

of "unity of action" that was to serve as a basis for the
"Popular Front", A spontaneous and irresistible instinet

of
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of the masses necessitated thie rapprochement, which was
to be, and was, the salvation of liberty. Today, when
we have seen the undertaking, of which February 6th was
only a firet epleode, developed to ite full extent, under
cover of the national disaster, we can hardly doubt that
without the alliance of all the republican and democra-
tiec forces France would have been reduced as far back as
five or slx years ago to the condition of Franco Spain,
What was there ill-omened or impiouse in the prineciple

of thie alliance? Would "gcollaboration® with other
Frenchmen be prohibited? MNeither could the Socialist
Party equitably be blamed for haging avalled itself
according to popular ug!niun, of the Franco-Boviet flot
negotlated in 1935 by Messrs. Flandin and Laval, nor

® r having, during the interval between Munich and the
war, supported the Blnn Tor a treaty of military assistance
with the Boviete. Here agaln the proof le given: the
close rapprochement of the Anglo-Saxon and the French
democracles with SBoviet Rusela, that is, an international
"Popular Front", would have been the saving of peace.

But Stalin himself had evaded that rapprossment; he
treated with Hitler after all; it was the bargain made
by him with Hitler that had permitted the invasion of
Poland and had brought about the war. Public indignation
wae then rightly unchained; 8talin had betrayed peace, and
the Communist Party, by remaining obstinately faithful to
him, was betraying France. In the light of this tragic
viciesitude, the repeated recantatione of French Communism
during the laet few years were very naturally trought up.
Until Just before the pact of 1ﬁaui it had preached and
practiced "revolutionary defeatism"; just following that
1% had become the most ardent champion of the independence
and honor to the country. Up to the eve of the Germano-
Boviet pact 1t had set the pitch and even the ewing in the
campaign againet Naziem; immediately following 1t, it
proclaimed 1te inalterable submission te Stalin, the ally
of Hitler against France., These changes of front had
been made at one stroke, all at once, without other
concelvable explanation than the reversal of orders recelved
from Moecow, which themselvee were explained only by the
succeeslive shifte of Boviet polioy. Bo it had become evident
that the control of the French Communist Party did not
belong to itself, but waes imposed on it from outside. It
blindly obeyed the orders dictated, not by an international

organization,
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organization, but by a paer, a government which itself
transformed them according to ite national interests.
Hence it was not an international party, but a foreign
nationalist party. The dietinetion 1s of prime im-
portance. Internationalism rests on the poestulate that
among all the nations which have reached the same period
of e conomic eolution there are a number of undivided
interests and common ideals, An internationalist labor
party acte in the conviction that the interests of each
country, if underetood thoroughly enough and conceived
under the long-term aspect, cannot be dissoclated from
the deep and permanent intereste of the other countries
of Europe and even of all mankind., It expects to serve
the French cause by serving the international c ause:

it 1e national while being interndional, and because it
is international. The communist party, on the contrary,
appeared ae a foreign nationaliet party, since it rested
on the postulate that the causeof the workere in all the
other countries depends on the special interests of one
elngle government, the Republic of the Soviets, not on
ite 1deal and permanent interests, but on the changing
modalities of ite temporary and political interests.

Now, since August 198@ Btalin had decided that 1t
was to the interest of the Soviet Republic to ally itself
with Hitler, the enemy of France. It was therefore
inevitable that, during the war and Juet after the
defeat, the Communist submiesion to Stalin should appear
like treason toward the country. It was inevitable that
the abhorrence provoked by that betrayal should be
transferred more or less confusedly to the Socialist
Party, considered as the near relative of the Communist
Partyi a8 1ts Introducer and guarantor in the "Popular
Front® coalitlion, then in the majority resulting from the
electiones of 1936. The confusion was to be sstablished
all the more easily, as a large sectiond public opinion
has never made any very clear distinction between oclaliem
and Communiem - although they aré two absolutely separate
forme of labor doctrine and action - and as the same
expression of "Marxiem" currently covers both in the
vocabulary of their common detractore, In a situation
all the elements of which were transformed, people could
hardly remember with cmlmness that "unity of action" had

been.
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been rigorously impoeed by cilrcumetances, and that the
responsible authors were no other than the authors of

the plot whicn had placed republican liberties in peril,
Communiste and Soclaliste were nlaced "in the same sack";
the ones were stigmatized; an attempt was made to etrike
the othere by a sort of automatic eliminstion., Today,
that is, fifteen monthe after the armistice, those
disastrous errors appear to be cleared up; however, the
problem which welghed so heavily during prewar years

does not bear down on the futute with a formidable weight.
What place can and should be made for Communism in French
political 1ife? The question remaine before ue, and we
must consider 1t all the more frankly since a new change
has occurred in the Soviet posltion, and has been
immediately echoed, like the preceding anes, by French
Communiem.

S8talin was attacked unexpectedly by Hitler . Stalin
has become the ally of the Anglo-saxon democracies.
Soviet Russia is fighting today for a stake which includes
in the firet place the liberation of the countries
oppreseged by Hitler's armies, and consequently of France.
A Popular Front has been formed agaln among the peonles.
In thie conflict, Boviet Ruesia has stupefied world opinion
and forced i#8 admiration. The thinkere who imputed to
bolshevisem, ae an unpardonable crime. the perversion and
the degradation of the human individual have now been
compelled, if they are honest, to revise thelr opinion.
To be sure, bolshevism has destroyed, to the extent that
they existed in Russia, the feeling for personal liberties,
eritical independence, and intellectual and moral scrupu-
loueness, but it has preserved or even exalted courage
and the spirit of self-sacrifice; it has created a faith,
Like the French peasant people during the Terror, the
Ruseian people is attached to the régime which it undergoes,
because 1t has kept an abhorrence for the régime which
bolshevism overthrew, and it considers as its enemles
those who claim to free it. In France, idolatrous sub-
migssion to Stalin coincides once more, as in 1935, Juet
before Munich, with the tendencies of national patriotiem,
and thie time 18 no longer manifested by valn words and
susploious exhortations. French Communists are risking
their lives; they are in the foretront in repression as
in reelstance; it 18 from among them, as from among the
Jews, that Hitler selects hie hostagee and hies victima,
Juet after the viotory, 1t will be recalled that the new
national unity wae in part cemented by their blood; what

can
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oan be done to exclude them from i1t? And yet the problem
will not have been solved; we shall alwaye find ourselves
face to face with the unbearable anomaly represented by
the insertion into French political life of a foreign
nationalist party. For French Communiem, despite its
service record, to be tolérated as an assimilable element
in the national organization, for it to resume its integrant
place in public life, a radical change abeolutely must
have taken place either in the nature of the tie whioch
unites 1t with Boviet Russia or in the natures of the
relations which will unite Boviet Russia witn the European
community. French Communiem will have to break away from
Soviet Rusela or Boviet Russia will have to give pledges
toward Eurcpe, perhaps both.

Without this change, France would necessarily again
find herself a prey to the internal difficulties from
which she hae suffered, but is it being too optimistic
to foresee this and diecount 1t? Juet as French Communism
was strictly dependent on Russian bolsheviem, there
existed among ue elements attached to German Nazism or
Italian Fascism by an ideological bond almost equally
close., Is it chimerical to hope that in the fire of war,
common sufferinge and final liberation all these wounds
will be cauterized at the same time and that there will
no longer remailn in France anything but free Frenchmen?

Is it not probable that, in order to gain ground agal nat
Hitler's aggression, Soviet Russia in turn will have to
modify 1ittle by 1ittle the sirit of her domestie regime?
As for myeelf, I am counting on it that after the
dlsappearance of the of the totalitarian dietatorships,
after the victory of the Anglo-Saxon democracies,a victory
in which she will have participated heroically, but to which
she will owe her own ealvation, Russia will necessarily
form an integral part of a European soclety or federation,
In proportion as the charter of peaceful cooperation and
emulation which will be the real treaty of peace is con-
solidated among the nations, in proportion ae the theore-
tical and practical interests which are common to them are
brought out, Soviet Russia will lose the quality of a
power foreign to Europe, and French Communism will lose
the nature of a sect Torelgn to the nation,

Equivocal diemay when faced with the problem of war,
confueion with Communiem, which is stained with treason!
these two causes suffice to make it understood how

Boclaliam
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Socialiem has been cast down by a succession of events
whieh logically should have carried it into the power
whieh has fallen into escheat, But were there not still
other reasons for Boclalist abstention, and consequently
for popular abstention? Undoubtedly, and the t rouble

has not yet been probed to the bottom. I have declared
that the militant labor people and Socialiem, which was
their natural expression, had furnished a model of orzanic
discipline, political maturity, propensity and aptitude
for rational education, I attest thie again. I reject
and throw back the accusation partially expressed

against both of having developed, side by eide with the
bourgeols corruption, a popular corruption of another
order, of having grossly reduced progress in the conquest
of material advantages, of having cultimted laziness and
selfishness by unresting search for comfat - in a few
words, and to repeat the most commonly bellieved phrase,

of having weakened the = ense of duty by the exclueive
claiming of righte. People take pleasure in repeating,
for example, that the 1936 social laws, by diminishing

the weekly period of work and by ralsing the rate of DAYy,
by introducing the idea and the practice of leisure, had
produced a moral perversion of the laboring dlases. It
would be wrong to forget that those laws, of which 1t is
easy to speak 111, after thinge have occurred, formed

the ransom from a civil war, but, at any rate, what per-
verts labor morality i1s not leisure, not a shorter working
day or a higher wage; 1t 1s idleneses and poverty. Lelsure
is not idlenese; 1t is repose after work, The organization
of leisure and the increase in purchasing power of wages
enable the laboring family to maintain health by exercise
and a good disposition by sports, to augment the time left
for domestic occupatidne and affectlions; they will some
day permit the mother to devote herself entirely to her
home, that is, they strengthen at the same time all the
moral factors of existence. People have made much fun

of the two-Sunday week. It was perhaps not an elegant
gpeotacle, that procession of young couples, families

and children whose tandems, motorcycles, and small cars
that covered the roads during the week-end, within the
radiue of the large citlies, those campe and lunches on

the grase at the edge of the woods - less elegant, to be
sure, than the golf course at which the bosses met at

the same hour, but it wae a moral spectacle and also a
comforting epectacle., It is thus that a race is restored
and reéjuvenated, for there is no Joy in work without the
Joy of living. If the problem must be considered from

Tar
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far back, will one venture to d eny, even fortifying
oneself” in the capitalistic concept of society, that regu-
lar advancement in the condition of the laborer must
necessarily correepond to the continuous advance of
science or technical skill? Modern industry permite the
creation , within a constantly diminishing time, of a
constantly increasing quantity of products. In this
collective enrichment can the wage earner be refused

hie proportionate part, and in what can this part consist,
if not in the reduction of the standard working period
and the augmentation of the standard rate of pay? That

18 his mite, and we could not deprive him of it without
the most wrongful abuese of power. When the wage earner
demands thie, the ory is raised that he is depraved by
"the gimme spirit". He would not demaml this if we had
not firet thought of offering it to him. The bourgeoisie
would indeed be wrong in being astonished and indignant
at the "prevalence of the gimme epirit" among wage earners
of all sorts., Demanding is what produced in them the
first awakening of consciousnees; they formed groups in
the firset place to make demands, to d efend themselves
againet the brazen law which regulated their work and
their pay, not by the state of collective enrichment,

not from the cost of the necessities of life, but by

the law of supply and demand, by te quotation of the
human unit on the labor market. Do you know what the
budget of a factory worker or a farm laborer 18? Can you
imagine how much the slightest reductionaf an hourly

wage 18 reflected in the life of each of the members of
the family? They are accused of not having been suffi-
clently mindful of their obligations: but had we not
begun by forgetting their rights? During a long serles
of centuriee the workers have known, and we have known for
them, only duties, imposed by the need for living, the
coercing force of society, the parsuasive force of religion,.
What they call thelr emancipation has consisted in the
laborious conquest of their scorned ri nte, and this
conquest has not been completed yet, here are no rights
withou. auties, we say; unaoubtedly, but neither are there
any dutiee without righte. How can we be astonished that
thie synoptic solidarity, so 1ong denied them, is not
always precent in their minds? 8 1t alwaye mo exactly
obeerved by those who have never been deprived of their
righte, and whose righte resemble privileges even today?

Everything
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Everything that I have esaid there is true; every-
thing that I advance le irrefutable - and yet, when I
deescend to the lowest depthe of my being, some internal
feeling, I might say almcet a secret pain, warne me that
I have Juet touched one of the deepest roote of the evil.
From the standpoint of distributive equity, all my
argumente, all my citations remain valid., We have no
right to epeak of popular perversicn, alongside the
bourgeols demorallization; we have no right to burden with
this heavy charge the mase of workers, the corps of
millitant Socisliste and trade union members, nor even
their responsible leaders. BSuppoeing that in such and
such an area, at such and such a time, we succeed in
bringing against them excessive demande or bitterness;
they would be pardonable & hundred timee. Let us con-
slder that settled. DBut that is not the real problem;
it amounts actually to knowing why, at the time at which
the crumbling of the bourgeolelie created a vacancy in
power, the laboring people, through their legitimate
representatives, did not selze the open inheritance. Now
from thie etandpoint negative innocence was not enough.
The fact that the working people were not gullty of the
faults attributed to them wae not sufficlent to render
them worthy of the miseion of sovereignty that wae
offere@f to t hem. The bourgeocieie crumbled because it had
shown itself unworthy of ite part; the laboring class
should have appeared entirely worthy of ite own.
SBovereignty implies superiority. The morality of the
laboring otlass might well have remained intact, but it
would have needed, in addition, for its moral superiority
to be outetanding, and that was what wae lacking. It
lacked, to carry away the nation, a generosity, a magnani-
mity, an ideal deportment, evidence of dilsinterestedness
and sacrifice for the collective interest, eventhing
that Nletzsche calle somewhere "the grand etyle in morals",
everything by which morality bordere on religion and
propaganda on miesionary work.

I should like, this time aleo, to make my idea clear
by more exact applicatione. The "Popular Front" adminie-
tration, the result of the 1536 elections, had had lawe
passed which reduced the working period and which, by the
operation of collective contracte, consolidated the railese
in pay, approved labor union organization, and authorized
labor delegates inside plante. At the same time, brought

face
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Tace to face with the menace of Hitler armament, observing
that nothing had been done, or even Berlously attempted,
eince the close of the other war, to renew Frence's mili-
tary apparatus, it had started a wide and methnodical pro-
gram of manufactures, The two labors were to be conducted
elmultaneously, without injuring each other, and, besides,
when the needs of the national defense came into the
matter, the social legielatlion provided for and permitted
all derogatione. However, public opinion feared that the
execution of therogram would be hampered by the operation
of the legislation., No doubt thie fear was propagated
and exaggerated maliciously. The proof of this is that
the 1:;5 program, although expanded as it went along, did
net suffer any delay: far from that, at the time that
France entered the war, contrary to everything that people
incessantly repeat inside the country and outeide the
gountry, the accompliehment of the program wae considerably
ahead of expectations; the French army already had "modern
equipment" in large enough quantities to be, with regard
to quantity, in a state of Yhonorable equality” with the
German army, and that ie, moreover, the explanation why
its heads had contemplated entry into the war without more
apprehensioh, But whatever the final and genersl result
may have been, the difficulties encountered in the
execution of the profzal, as far as labor is concerned,
were no less real. nger hours had been disputed or
refused by the labor unions, although they should have
applied 1% to urgent manufactures: agitation had persisted
in many plante; the hourly output had dropred. When we
appealed to the workers, reproaching them with misunder-
standing the spirit of the new laws, they would reply:

"If we defend the letter with so much stubbornness, it is
because we feel that they are menaced; the bosses have not
submitted to them in good faith: they are exploiting the
needs of national defense in order to strangle them,

We are asked to work extra hard, but have the bosses on
their side tried to improve methods, organization and
investment? Have they built new bulldings, installed new
machinery, reduced the shifts, or trained epeclalista?

No, they have been afraild to undertake anything, afraid

to riek anything, afraid of making lese on government
contracte than on ordinary maket ordere. And we are the
onees who are asked to etop the gaps or the lags due to thie
incapacity by sacrifices which tomorrow will be turned
agdnet us ! Why should we alone pay for the common effort?"
And when they used such language, they were largely right;

almost
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almoet everything that they said was correct. In the
fleld of dietributive equity, there wae no reproach to

be addressed to them. hey were in no wise to blame,

but did they show themselves worthy of the directing
migsion which they claimed? They Jjustly denounced the
calculation of profite among the bosses, the fear of loss,
that feeling which dieturbs the human heart more than

any other, the fear of being the dupe of a generous
impulse; but had not they yilelded to the same common
motives? In drawing arguments from all this bourgeois
pettiness, they were putting themselves on the same plane
as the bourgeolsie, whereas they whould have risen above
it. It was from that pettinese that the bourgecieie was
dying out f; the directing clase: 1t should have shown
iteelf rit Feplace 1t, "Yes, we are going to do cheer-
fully what we are asked. We are not unaware of anything;
we see clearly. We know what errore our tardy gift must
guard against; we know that it will be vain unless the
employers, like us, go beyond their duty. It makes no
difference; we will not haggle; we will not quibble;

we will set the humiliating example which must be followed.
You, bourgeois, eet aside your calculations and your
intrigues in view of the common need, not us.® That is
the langusage which it should ew used, to show iteelf worthy.
The national aceclaim would have called or accepted the
working clase, provided that it crushed the bourgeols
medioerity under ite nobility and that 1t gained power by
magnanimity.

What I have Jjust said about war manufacturing would
apply Just ae well to other similar thi 8, for example,
to the work on the 1937 Exposition, but prefer to sele ¢
my second example from a different field. BSince the War
of 1914-18 and the Treaty of Versaillee, the idea of peace
had taken a preponderant place in socialist and trade
union publieity. It could not be otherwise; the ocruel
uselessnese of war had hever appeared with more atroclious
plainnese; heroism, enormous sacrifices and vietory md
led to naught but boundlees disappointment, But what
themee did pacifiet publicity employ ae it wae eonducted
by the teachers' unions or by important elements of the
Bocialist Party? It was based rticularly on the sacred
character of individual life. That is a very pure idea,
very lofty, which has served and is still serving as a
principle for whole uirilizutinncs but on condition that
it 1is set forth by the precept! Never voluntarily make
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an attempt on any life", and not by the gommand: "Above
everything, save your own skin", Man ought to know the
price of life, but he ought to be able to subordinate it
to 1deal aims, which are collective aims: Justice,

human liberty, national independence, peace itself, for
peace etands among the number of the necessary aims of
mankiné, and perhaps is the moet necessary of all, in the
eense that 1t ie the prerequisite for almost all the others.
Thies subordination i1s called, in practice, Belf-sacrifice,
and a revolutionary propaganda that no longer knows how to
teach 1t is lowered and vulgarized; it can drag on during
ordinary timee; 1t is not up to the level of the daye of
tension, anguish and peril. Experience teaches that at
the terrible moments in hie life a man saves it only by
risking it. Likewise, high-minded publicity would have
shown that, faocing a Europe that had become dangerous once
more, we could preserve peace only by voluntarlily and
courageously running the risk of war, The Treaty of
Versallles had not disarmed Eurcpe; the Hitlter revolution
had rearmed it. Now in a Europe in arme there was no
other means of subjugating war than an armed system of
mutual aesistance, and assistance pacts could be effective
only if each of the peoples which had concluded them
showed 1tselfl resolved to honor ite signature with 1ite
blood. People repeated: "We will not die for Dantzigh,
but to die for Dantzig meant to die for peace, and they
could not save peace without being determined to die for
it. Thus Scelaliste and trade unioniste had been entirely
right in preaching peace, but they had lowered it and
themselves by & tone of false good sense and egoiem, Cour-
age and a spirit of sacrifice are not survivals of bar-
barism; what ie barbarous ie the purpose to whiech mankind
6t1ll applies them. These great virile virtues are Just
what must be cultivated;we shall not construct another
future without them; by them a nation, in the erises of
its history, will always recognize ite leaders.

When a Boclalist orator was haranguing a throng of
workers, 1t was seldom that he did not finish with an
exhortation of which the following ie approximately the
theme: "Workmen, we call you to enlist in our ranke, but
you ought to know what engagements you enter into when
coming to us. You obligate yourself to be the best every-
where, to be a model for all. You muet by your conduct

set
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get an example of dignity; you must give the shop the
example of skill and conscienticusness, The manner

of 1ife and of work of each militant possess publicity
value for the whole party. Help us to prove to our
adversaries that in striving to make workngmen free,

we are making better men", What Soclalism nad understood
with regard to each of ite militants, i1t had not under-
8tood clearly enough with regard to iteelf, It too, in
its publie aetion, in ite political inspiration, in the
spiritual justification for ite doctrine, should have
shown itself the worthiest, the noblest, the best; it too,
for the other parties and for the whole nation, should
have been a model and an example, We should have set

the example of the pride, the absolute unselfishness,

and the greatness of eoul that are the attributes of youth-
ful forces. We should have always almed at the highest
objectives and always excluded low or medlocre means,

even those which were employed againet us, No aggression
because we were attacked; no insults because we were
insulted; we were not like the others; we were not on the
same plane, Bn the same human footing even, and everything
in ue should have made that plain, e should not only have
pereuaded reason, a task that is necessary but not suffi-
clent; we should have touched eentiment and exalted the
imagination. I ask myeelf, after so many years dwoted to
aotion, after so many montise occupled by careful meditation:
is thie not the fault of the leaders that the working
class had chosen? Did they fully understand their miseion?
Have they fully performed their duty? Had we gone deep
enough into the meaning of the effort by which Jaures

had transformed the Marxian deduction? Marx had provided
for the will for labor combat the most tonic and the moet
powerful of coneclations; I mean the conviction that an
inevitable tendency of history was working toward this.

But what 1s inevitable is not necessarily juet, is not
necessarily satisfying to critical reason and the moral
consclence. Jaures then showed that the soclal revolution
is not merely the unavoidable consequence of the economie
evolution but that it would be at the same time the end

tc an eternal demand of the human reason and the human
conedence, Hence 1t ie Boelaliem which would bring full
satisfaction and exact Justification to the glorious
watohwords of the French Revolution: the righte of man
and of the citizen; liberty, equality, fraternity. It is
through 1t that that democratic herolsm chuld be exalted
and could triumph, the struggles of whicn have filled Europe

and



- 62 -

and the world for a century. The materialistie concept
of history would thus have been impregnated with all

of republican and humanitarian idealiem. In our daily
publieity, did we give a large enough part to thie
preaching of i1deals? We have repudiated with sufficient
plainness all recourse to the grosg instinctie of ;9;
human animal, brutality, malice; ££hfl we stressed/ the
wish to invoke only the noblest sentiments of the human
soul, , ite innate need for Justice, sympathy and frater-
nity? The trite argument: "It ie vain to change social
inetitutions unless thementality of the individual has
been changed" ie too easy a way of deferring the necessary
transformations to an indefinite future. DBut have we
done everything which was our duty to improve the human
individwd, the human unit, at the same time that we wWere
striving to transform goclety; have we carrled on the

two tasks elde by side, as we should have done, causing
one to enter into the other, by supperting one by the
other? I put these questions to myself; although my
personal conscience does not address too etern reproaches
to me,ldo not venture to formulate & categorical anser.
The firset period of socialist publieity, which wae,more-
over, only a sort of ferocious and implacable melee, had
decidedly more greatness morally, We had Tought against
danger and apidst dally abnegation; sacrifice exalted
falth. Jaures again had lived under the permanent menace
of imprisonment and assassination, The danger had disap-
peared little by little, and faith had died down, We had
become too atrong, too cautious; we had Tlowed little by
into the mould of ordinary life. There wWas in us somewhat
t00 much of "success", At the time when the nation was
awalting a ory of appeal, a rallying cry, a great voice
could not come from our ranks,

An English thinker whose syestem offers some relation-
ship with that of Marx, has maintained that, in the progress
of history, moral forces played only a negligible part,
The intellectual forces, precleely those which determine
material evolution, according to him represent the only
appreclable factor of evolution. Humanity, he says, has
been living for thirty years on the same almoet p- rmanent
fund of moral notions which are found almost identical
in all religions and in allphilosophies. bBut as humanity
has singularly changed in that interval one would have
to conclude, thdrefore, that its variations do not depend
on a practically invariable factor. I do not denounce as

false
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false this theory which doubtlese containe a measure of
truth, It may very well be that the idea of continous
progress 1s as alien to morals as it 1s, for example,

to art, while for pure intellectuallty, for science and
in technical matters, it takes on the character of an
absolute law., But, if there is not parallel progress,

one must agree at least that the constancy and permanency
of a certaln moral atmosphere remains one of the conditions
necessary for intellectual progress. Thie body of con-
victions and beliefs, which has indeed since the beginnings
of our civilizations constituted the common fund of
humanity, 1s the vital milieu without whiech intellectual
progress and consequently material progress would have
been unable to develope. One may easily conceive that

the intellectual progreses may not correspond to a moral
progress, but one has difficulty in imagining that a moral
retrogression would not involve the intellectual retro-
greesion of humanity., The Nazilem of Hitler offers the
example of this. In a soclety which hae as a matter of
rule smothered the instincts of Jjustice and charity,
broken the ties of the family and of friendehip, destroyed
respect for human life, imposed as duties fanaticliem,
eruelty, delation, in such a soclety the conastant mllieu
which had protected and mothered the progression of
intelligence ceases suddenly to exist, and what had been
growing up to that point meete an untimely end. The
retrogression to a barbarian morality involves gradually
the return to a barbarian thought and a barbarian life.

We have not been able to profit from the teaching which
"the drunken helot" laid before our eyes,

XXXXXIXTXXXIXIXIX

I ehall 1imit myeself now, in conelusion, to colleeting
and placing in order the conclusions to which the reflec-
tione which you have just read have Buccesslvely led me,

A ruling clase and a politiecal system have given
way under the revolutionsary shock of events, That hae
happened before without France suffering from it; feudal
aristopracy haes dieapoeared; divine right royalty has
disappeared. But the immediate task 1s to set up new
ingtitutions, since a nation cannot live without laws.
The principle upon which these institutions will rest
neceesarily has nothing new about 1t, It is gElven; 1t 1s
known, 7The world war will end, according to the almost

unanimous
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unanimous hope of the French, in the world-wide vietory

of Democracy. The conetitutional power therefore presents
iteelf in relatively eimple terme. The false and weak
bourgeolis democracy has fallen down; i1t ie a question of
conetructlag a true democracy, a democracy which will not

be a bourgeois democracy but a popular democracy, which
will not be a weak democracy, but an energetic and efficient
democracy. That is the first point,

I am not a manufacturer of constitutions; I leave
that work to the specialiste, I have established as I
went along two truths which I belleve incontestable!
firet, that parliamentary government is not the sole form,
nor even the pure form of democracy; second, that the
defects with which French parliamentary government hag
been 8o often reproadhed did not in reality represent
anything but the faults or tares of the French bourgeoisie.
But I shall not try to find out here what place the
parliamentary or representative principle must keep in a
pupular democracy. I shall only affirm this!: whatever
may be the part assigned to the Chambers in the general
economy of the future Republic, there can be no question
of violating either the elective principle or the law of
universal suffrage which le the very symbol of democracy.
In order to eliminate them, 1t would be necessary to
deestroy down to the very roote the public spirit in France.
On the other hand, that which will probably not survive
of the bourgeocis experience which hae been continued over
more than a century, is the representative régime properly
g0 called, that ie to say the integral delegation of the
popular sovereignty to the elected Chamber and its con-
centration in the legislative assemblies.

I am inclned, for my part, to the systeme of the
American or Swies type, which are based on the separation
of and equilibrium between the powere, consequently on
the sharing of soverelgnty, and assure to the executive
power, in 1te own sphere of action, an independent and
continuous authority. These systeme create stable powers
and have in addition the great merit of subatituting the
real notion of checks and balancee (goptrbdle) for the
eomewhat 1llueicnary notion of responsibility, which has
always played too llrﬁl a r8le in our country. I could
wish that, aa in the United States and in Bwitzerland,
thie conception of the central power might be paired with

a powerful



a4 powerful centrifugal movement golng eo far ae a sort
of federalism: I have never been afraid of the term,

The American etate, or the Swiss canton, retaine a

Bhare of democratic soverelgnty; it maintains a loecal
life; the man of good will can find there employment for
& free and useful activity:!: 1t is in this genge that

1t 1e permissible to recall the provinces of old France.
I have alwaye been attracted, moreocver, by the ideas
formulet ed by Rathenau on the morrow of the German
disaster of 1918: the de-concentration of the State
seeme to me to be ae necessary as its decentralization,
which means that one single executive authority, one
single legieslative power can no longer discharge all

the necesesary functions of the modern State and that
provieion should reasonably be made, around the central
organs, charged above all with a réle of orientation and
coordination, for the gravitation of small satellite
states each one endowed with a certain independence of
movement, Totalitarian Germany has partly realized this
view: there is a German Fuehra; but there are local
Fuelrers for each region and, for each one of the large
parts of the State, special Fuehrers have a large degree
of autonomy. The problem would therefore be to re-
establish on the democratic plane what the Hitlerian Reioh
has bullt on the plane of personal autocracy. But I do
not wish to dwell more at length on thie order of dilscussions.
There may be argumente on the given data of the problem:
there cannot be wseful argument on its solutionse. France
must determine them herself.

My second cordusion is that this popular demecracy
cannot and will not be other than a social democracy,
That 1s the condition for all future 8tabllity. One ecannot
reasonably conceive of a separation between the political
power and the economic power. The bourgecisie had derived
ite political power from ite economic power., It has loat
today 1te political privilege, If nevertheleess it retains
the economic privilege, which it has shown iteelf no leess
incapabable of exploiting for the common good, France
would remain exposed to the mat perilous viclesitudes,
One could predict almost certainly another period of
agltation and impotence, another succession of shocke and
perhaps of revelutiona, The bourgecleie does not exercise
ite economie privilege except with a hesitant and unskill-
ful debility, but it etill possesses it Tormally and
legally. Harmony must be re-established. We must make an

expropriation,
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expreprlation, legally, progreesively, in a friendly way,
but inevitably,- an expropriation which will in fact be
only an appropriation, e muet today transpose the old
formula of the Thiers and Dufaure: the popular Republic
will be a social Republic or it will not exiset.

Besides, how are we to get rid of the social problem
when 1t ie raised by the necessity of thinge? Will we be
able to tolerate tomorrow that men should lack their
necegeary subsistence, a healthy dwelling, means of
protecting their family against hunger, cold, sickness
and vice? Is that allowable? Will the new generations
agree to live slde by side with the soclal sacrifices,
enduring them as a natural fatality? No, of couree; they
are resolved to meet them face to face, finally to master
them: that is the heroiec task which they assume. But
how are we te think even of eradicating them if we instil
ourselves on any other plane than that of Soecial Democracy?
Any solution involving the abolition of the wage eystem -
that 1s, the relationship of authority and dependence
created by the purchase and esale of lzbor - will necesesarily
lead toward a system in which producers of all kinde, each
one according to his useful capacity, will be asspciated
in the creation and consumption of wealth; and thue so-
clety, whether it becomee conscious of 1ite Journey or not,
will transport iteelf into a full collectivist régime,

It 18 easy to allow formulas such as abolition of the

wage system to fall lightly from our lipe, but we must
clearly see what these worde mean., Moreover, any solution
concelved within the framework of capitalistic society
and, therefore, allowing the wage syetem to remain, muet
at least recognize to the worker his absolute right to a
wage - I mean the wage which ie called a living wage, one
which 18 sufficient not only for the phyesical preservation
of the human animal, but for the 1life of a free eltizen,
and even, in my opinion, for the life of his family, for

I maintain that the wage of the male who works should
aggure not only hie own subeistence but that of his
family and I do not by any means admit that, in order to
maintain the home, the contribution furnished by the
labor of the wife and "kids" muet obligatorily be added,
as 1t 1s today, to the wages of the man. We see ourselves
thie time inj)ected into complete state soclaliem, since
from all appearances the power of the State must be
engaged to define, protect and guarantee the worker's
condition., The problem will be to make a part of the

soeolal



= 87 &

social reality those formulas whioh, about 1848, sounded
like revolutionary slogans: the right to live, the

right to work, the right to organize labor., Whether we
give way to one or the other of these two trends the
political authority will be led Just the esame to assume
the task of ordering and regulating production. In a
syetem in which insufiecliency or incoherence of production
would be equivalent to civil war, the collective author-
ity, whatever ite form, cannot escape the obligation of
lub}unting it to an "over-all" conception and organization,
of "planifying" it.

Other probleme arise then which can no more be
avolded, The continuous progress of science and technics
makee 1t posslble to produce in a constantly shorter
time a constantly increasing quantity of wealth. Progress
ie no one's excluslve property; it ie the anonymous
heritage and consequently the collective property of
humanity, since it containe and presupposes all the
accumulated labor of the generations of humanity. Bourgeois
Capitalism, inept at spreading this excess 6f wealth
through the mase of the consumers, gets rid of it with
the help of periodical crises and "systematic deflations®,
Progrese in its hand had become a cause of excessive profit
for a few privileged perscne or a few lucky ones ("changards" ),
but a cause of unemployment and poverty for the immenee
ma Jority of men. Progress belonge to all; we will have
to end up certainly, willingly or unwillingly, by drawing
& benefit from it for all, The masTers of the day have
talked a great deal about having esch worker share in the
profits of the enterpriese which employs him, whieh means
nthing, but there is a participation from which one will
not escape, one which gives the mase of the workers, whicn
is to say the maee of the people, a share in the profits
won by eoclety ae a whole, each individual worker collec-
ting his share of the dividen- through the new extension
of hie comfort or further reduction of his labor, Further-
more, the increase of production is not only a matter of
laboratories, of machine tools and "rationalizing"
methods, To attain to the greatest possible production,
it 1e also necessary that each poeltion be filled by the
moet cepable person and consequently that each individual
be ageigned to the job for which his phyeical or spiritual
vocation most exactly designate him. The organization of
the work implies in the largest measure a epeclal equipment

and



- 88 -

and assignment, consequently, an education and a selection.
The very necessitiee of production will thus direct the
democracy of tomorrow toward the inasuguration of true
equality, that ie to say toward the kinde of institutions
which I hold to be the final purpme and the sufficient
reason for all socialiem. Real equality in no way falls
TO0 recognize natural inequalities., On the contrary it
takes account of them; it draws aavantage from them, It
consiets essentially in the exact utilization of each
human unit, in the close fitting of each individusl into
hle soclal assignment, all jobs being considered equally
noble, since sll, in one sense, are equally useful. In
bourgeois Capitallem, the passage from one soclal clags

to another wae poseible, and examplee of thiswere
exhibited with complacence. There were exchanges among
the classes, but such exchanges represented accidents,

not the normal working of a law. or a working man to
attain to capitalistic ownership was a miracle; for a
bourgeois to fall back on manual wages was a tragedy.

The democracy of tomorrow muet draw out the beat in the
poesession of each individual by using his natural indi-
vidual gifts without any class distinetion, that is, without
any conelderation of the cade, clan, race or fortune which
characterized him, his parente or his ancestorse, The son
of a blacksmith, if hie talent has destined him for 1it,
may as today become minister of the people or a great
chief of industry., But the son of the great chier or the
minieter, if ne ie good only for blacksmithing, will be

& blacksmith,

These themes have nothing that 1s new; they are what
the soclalist or syndicalist propaganda was developing in
the country an the eve of the war. In a glven stage of
material evolution, as in & given atage of solentific
research, the same prolems do indeed arise before the minds
of all, The regime which calls itself the National
Revolution iteelf proclaims the necessity of aprlying a
solution to B:nn Just as Fasciem or Nazism had done
before it, t I cannot too firmly repeat that France
intends to look for it at home and by democratic methods.
Political Democracy and Boelal Democracy are, in France
at least, inseparable terms. Political Democracy can
not live if 1t does not develope into Social Demoocracy;
Social Democracy would be neigher real nor stable if it
were not founded on Political Democracy. The French people
cannot sacrifice one to the other either the great human
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ideals defined in '89, or the great "musts" which have
8ince then derived from the material reality; 1t wishes

to combine economic order and social equality with
political, oiviec and personal liberty. The task is hard;
it intends, nevertheless, to do it 1teelfl, applying to

1t the sovereignty which it has won through high struggle
and of which it will not consent to divest itself., It
would not receilve it ready made from the hande of masters
it has not chosen and whose titles it does not recognize.
It demands justice, and does not ask for charity. It knows
moreover that Justice would never be diepensed to it from
above as a kindness by a government "of achievements"
("d'owuvres"), It observes that abroad the Nazi and
Fasclet autopracies have reduced labor to a machine-like
gervility without suppreesing the privileges of capitalie-
tic ownerehip. In France, even, it perceivas that the
formulas with which people try to dazzle it, and the frank
application of which would obviously imply the destruction
of the whole bourgeols etructure, are operated by bourgeols
imbued with the primacy of their class, and who, after
all, are trying only to preserve it. Political sovereignty
of the people and soelal Jjustice are therefors two ideas
and two taske indissolubly Joined. The foundation of a
"S8ocial Democracy", in the full sense of the term, the
hope of yesterday, becomes the necessary program of
tomorrow,

Buch i1s the second article of my eoneclusione; here
1s the third, Just as Political Democracy in France would
be nelther feasible nor stable unless it developed into
S8ocial Democracy, so French Social Demoecracy will be
neither feaeible nor stable unless it is integrated into
a European order, or better sald - eince the presgent war
will have further reduced Europe's place on the map of
the world - in a human order, in a world-wide order.
Democracy implies Social Democracy. Social Democraecy, in
the highest sense of the term, implies internationallsm,
On this point, again, we shall find ourselves face to face
with & necessary deduction, drawn from the compulsor
force of the facte (choses). The inauguration of a Social
Democracy presupposes by definition a certain number of
measuree transforming essentially either the juridiocal
nature of property or, at the very least, the condition
of the workers and the management of the economy, Now,
it 1s evident that measuree of this order cannot be
applied without confusion, without loes, nor even without
risking failure in the limited framwork of one mation

alone,
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alone. A national economy, ae long ms it remains open

to the lawes of competition and to the current of the
exchanges, as long as 1t retains the character of a

market and s eeks openinge, 1e subject to the equilibrium

of the milieu with whieh it is surrounded, and which is
nothing else than the world economy, A law in common, a
common usage ls imposed on it, and if 1t braves thise
universal code too rashly, each infraction exoses it to
hard penalties of a commercial order, of a monetary order
and even, by way of consequence,of a political order. To
escape this it 1s inevitably necessary, therefore, elther
for the reforming nation to cut off ite communications
with the outside, cut the normal flow of competition

and exchange, and shut iteelf up strictly in the framework
of a despotic autarchy, - ae Soviet Russia and Nazi Germany
have done, - or for it accept becoming a part of a whole
and to plant its own action in an actlion of a world-wide
character. France is repugnant to the first solution;

it must therefore devote ite entire will to making the
second prevall. If one will go back a few years one will
géee that the Popular Front Government under socialist
direction set up in France in the middle of L Y36 found
iteelf faced with these alternatives, although its pogram
did not involve very profound soclal transformations:

it doubtless came up againet a kind of political deception,
I mean, that in spite of appearances, it did not pogsess
total legal power, of which a hostile bourgeoisie continued
to hold solid and powerful elements. DBut the essential
and almost insoluble difficulty lay precisely in the fact
that the changes made by it in the condition of the workers
and in the social structure could not easlly and surely
have been carried through except in the f rame work either
of an international organizationar a totalitarian autarchy.
For the firet alternative elrcumsetances, alas ! had not
reached the point of maturity. Anl if it had been poseible
to give to the French example, a& in the great days of 'ag,
the virtue of a communicative 1ngpiration%r If it nad

been permitted ue to light again in all Europe that
enthusiastic contagion which Michelet has described with
religious lyricism. Far from it, Europe waes sceptical

or. rebellious. Never, since the treaties of Versallles
had it been more removed from idealistic enthusiasm, nor,
consequertly, from union: there nd longer exlsted elther
coherence or harmony of views or confidence. Subconscious-
ly ready for the new battles, it could not be r eady for
coopratlion and solldary organization. As for the seoond
alternative, that ie, the dictatorial taking in hand of a

closed
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closed economy, it was barred in advance to a government
one of whose objectives was to revive in France, in
cantrast with the enterprises of the Fascist type, the
traditions, passione and practices of Demoecracy. ‘lhe
Popular Front Government thus found itself faced with an
intrineie contradicion which, moreover, offered absolutely
nothing unknown or unforeseen to its chiefe, and to which,
Af I may say, they sacrifieed themeelves to preserve the
country from a bloody crieis. I recall this past episode
only to illuminate my thought and make it poesible to
presage the future more exactly. Tomorrow, as Yeeterday,
attempts inspired by the same 8pirit will enpunter the
same obstacle. Tomorrow, as yeaterday, the integration
of the national work into an international organization,
ite fitting into an armature covering all the fractions

of the world economy which have reached the Bame etage

of evolution, will furnish the only satisfactory eolution,
the only one at any rate which remains compatible with
the principles and institutions of liberty.

We must therefore accept 1t as & fact that any Social
Democracy in France has for its indlspensable basis a
suffieciently firm international 8 Ttructure. Without such
foundation one weidld try tn vain to build it, and if one
should succeed in doing the impossible, one could not
make 1t subsiet. For it would remain at the mercy of the
firet war crisis that might come again to t ear Europe
apart. It would sucoumb, almost infallibly, ae ie proved
by the history of the last 25 years, elther to the direct
blows of the war, or to its antecedents or inecidences,
vietory in thie reepect would not engender consequences
much less pernicious than defeat. Now, in the absence
of a sufficiently firm international organization, how
ward off enduringly the reality or threat of war, how
weld enduringly the spirit of solidarity, how ecreate that
body of ecomplex sentiments which are the necessary food
thereof and which we group under the name of "security",
It ie the history of the last 25 years also which teaches
us that right after great world wide commotions there comes
& moment of reason when such creations are poseible but
that the opportunity must not at &ny price be allowed to
pass, for it passes quidly; that we must on the contrary
8elze 1t, cling to 1t with an upsurge, a strong effort of
hope and raith, Right after a general war all humanity
would wish that the scourge, whose wound it carries still

fresh,
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fresh, may have appeared for the last time on the earth,
We have learned that it is costly not to supply at once
this almost unanimous demand with consistenecy, and
consequently, with durability and efricaciousneess. If we
were again to commit the same mistake posterity would not
forgive us for this second offense. We must have our
resolution and our will in regard to this all ready.
The war will come to an end, pershaps soon. It will end,
infallibly, in the defeat, the cruehing of the Axis. But
thie cruehing defeat will not suffice to create the
conditione of a lasting peace. Any peace is more or less
8 Diktat (dictated peace). I have never joined in the
exceselve severity which has been shown to the authore of
the Treaty of Versaillee, for never, on any occcasion in
history, did the representatives of the vietoriocus DOWETSB
make such an effort to base on Right the new status created
by force. Nevertheless the treaties of Versailles have
left behind them a whole heritage of errors, apsurdities,
iniquities, which have been paild for in torrents of blood.
I do not doubt that the authors of the future peace will
be poseeseed even more intimsat ely than the plenipotentiaries
of Versallles by the spirit of equity, by the will to seek
the unshakeable foundatione of peace in human Justice, I
will eay, even, in human charity. Nevertheless we may
be .certain in advance that the future peace will not be
irrepoachable elther, that 1t will not be perfect, that it
also will leawe behind 1t a whole clase of difficulties
unsolved, or bound to rise again, iniquities not corrected,
or corrected at the price of new iniquities, One may
reflect upon the obligatione assumed in the course of the
war, for war needs, and which will have been made Joint
obligations by the victory, of the claims based on the
quo ante, on the strategic neede, on the necessities
of accees to the sea, of all these inextricable questions
of races and ethnic minorities, which Hitler out so eimply
by exterminations or forced migrations. If the war epirit
subslste, 1f it ie not driven out or subdued by psace
institutions, 1t ie inevitable that futute treaties will
leave behind them occasions, even legitimate occaelons,
for reparation and revenge. It is inevitable that
territorial problems, sooner or later, will be again
brought up by force &f the frontier idea iteself doee not
" gradually step down, ie not stripped little by 1little of
1te present value by a sufficiently close incorporation
of the nations &tn an international body, capable moreover
of correcting too obvious errore or of edapting the legal
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etatus to situatione of fact too profoundly changed, One
may affirm to the world with inflexible, imperturbable
conviction: From thie war there must come finally,
fundamentally sound international institutions, an
entirely effective international power, or else 1t will
not be the last war either. Europe and the world will
again be delivered to the scourge. As for the edifice
of Democracy, political or social, national or inter-
national, it will again be exposed to ruin, and thie time
perhaps for good.

International organization, European order, these
formulae are today in every mouth. The totalitarian
dletatore and their crews do not make a speech, do nat
gend a message, without invoking the European 5rﬂar.

In France, the men of the Armistice, their theorists, their
practitioners, theilr apologlsts, never worry of showlng us
agaln that they betrayed France in order to be faithful

to Eurcpe, and thereby to International Bocialiem., Do

I need to repeat with what horror I repudiate the abomin-
able abuse of these formulae stolen from our vocabulary.
When Hitler and Goebbels spek of organizing Europe, when
the French "collaborationists" echo them, we know what

they mean and what they demand. Their European Order

is nothing elee, in actual reality, than the utilization
of all the resources of Europe, that is, their co ession
and extortion, for the needs of the war which the Axis
Powers are waging, and their organization of Europe is
nothing elee, in the reality of tomorrow, than its absolute
subserviance to Hitlerian domination., 80 the same words
come to dalignntu ideas which are directly contradictory.
When we say Eurugaln Order" we think about peace and not
war, when we say "European Organization" we do not think
of a common subjection under a tyrannical hegemony,

but eaf an equal federation of friendly nations. League

of Natione! Let us confess that the 1919 formula wae fine.
Let us recognize, without yielding to a too commonplace
ralllery, that we must have recourse today to the same
inspiration. The League of Nations, as 1t had been
simultaneously concéived at the close of the other war

by all the great democracles of the two worlds, wae a
magnanimous and magnificent creation. I render this
Judgllnt in epite of ite fallure which I do not try to
palliate; I maintain that in .epite of that fallure,it
would of iteelf suffice to impose respect for the political
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Bocleties in whoese heart 1t wae conceived, and I add that
from that faillure, which was an experlence, the world must
draw a moral tomorrow. The League of Natione, inaugurated
by the Treaty of Versallles falled because indiepensable
great powere like Ruseia and the United States were absent
from it from the beginning, because its foundere, in order
to diearm certain prejudices or certaln fears, had not
da“ed to equip 1t with the agencles and the vital power
whien ite function demanded, because 1t was not a great
eoverelgnty, dietinct from the national soverelgnties
and superior to them, because to enforce executionda 1its
declelions 1t did not vossess any political authority or
any material force which could prevail over that of the
Btates, because its limited and intermittent attributions
did not permit it to embrace all the forms of the

national activities. In support of each one of these
Eointn, it would be easy to adduce arguments and facts,

T we take the reverse of each one of them we shall

obtain the principlee the application of which will make
it poeeible to obtain this time a living and efficacious
international body. It is necessary that allL the great
powere, the United States and Rusela in the first place

be parties to the Covenant. The international body must
be provided with the agencles in power whieh will permit
1t to @ischarge its functions; I admit that it should be
frankly and boldly inetalled as a Eupreme state, on a
plane dominating the national sovereignty, and that
consequently the associated nations should concede in
advance, in the full measure in which thie superior
soverdgnty may eo require, the limitation or the subordi-
nation of their own individual soverelgnty. The inter-
national body must be placed in a poelticn to impose
executlon of 1ite declsions on refractory nations which
will involve necessarily either a preponderance of arms
due to the exclusive possession of certain enginee auch
a8 war planes, or to the sufficiently accentuated disarm-
ament of each individual state. Instead of being governed
by conferences of delegatee, each one of whom r emains
subject to the interests and the inetructions of the state
they represent, the superstate must possese its speclal
institutione and directing body. The permanency of 1ite
actlon must be assured by the complexity of ite attribu-
tione, for & real international community ie something
other than a court of arbitration or a place of diplomatic
assembly., It muet create an Order if it wishes to maintatn

peace,
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peace, and the creation of that Order demands a econtinucus
action and e conomic conflicte and crises threaten it ae
well as political disputes, The founders of the League
of Nations had indeed felt that necessity, since side by |
8lde with 1t and on the same plane they had bulld the Bup-
Blolantlrr inetitution known as the International Labor
ffice; but that Office posseseed even less of decleive
and executive power than the League iteelf. The inter-
national bedy muet this time call up, with an authority
which implies obligation, all these probleme of labor
which, &8 I have shown elsewhere, are not Busceptible of
a4 satisfactory solution within the frame of one nation
alone. It must hear, with the power to legislate and
decide, these grave questions of outlets, of raw materials,
of migrations, which are found eo dangerously in contact
with economy and politice. It must settle the problems
of the customs, ward off the general orises in currency,
garhapa by the inetitution of an international currency.
t muet possese the means to undertake the great worke
of international utility - dralnage, industrial equipment,
means of transportation, eolonization, in the broadest
sense of the term - 8o as to ralse all the nations gra-
dually to the same level of civiliation, and for this pur-
pose 1t muet be endowed with powers to make loans provided
through a budget which would be fed, not by the voluntary
and ungracious contribution of the assoclated states,
but by amll taxes levied on goods of universal consumption
or the monopoly of some international gervices. Some
soclaliste who met at Frankfurt right after the other war
to & tudy together the protlems of the Reparations, had
already reached an agreement on a plan of this scope.
They belonged to all the belligerent nations: I shall
name, among those who are dead, only Matteotti, assassinated
by Mussolini, and Hileferding, surrendered to Hitler by
the French Government.

The themes that I have just indicated involve each
of the dewdopmentes and Justificatione that 1t would be
easy to draw from the most recent "world" history. But
if we wish really to lay ouwr finger on the Iragility and
precariousness of any peace which does not rest on a etrong
international construction it is sufficient to mention the
Russian problem and the German problem. Hitler will be
vanquished and his personal fate matters very little,
but, after his disaster, his disappearance, what will

the
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the conquerors do with Germany? They will find themselvés
face to face with a contradiction which, on the basie of
the present Europe, that 18, on the bate of national,
absolute eovereignties, would not be susceptible of any
intelligible coneiliation., On the one hand a universal
sentiment, polsoned, alas, by hatred and by the need for
revenge that Hitler ha# propagated throughout the whole
world demande that Germany be put in a condition, and this
time definit¥ely, such that she cannot begin again the
atroclous adventure. One will refuse, and I agree that
the rdéfusal will be legitimate, to distinguish between
the tyrant who has made hie people fanatic and the people
whicn has piteously served its tyrant. It will be protested
that peace is only a deceltful and murderous pretense if
the world is not infallibly protected againet any future
attack of Germanyc barbarism. All that will be natural
and Just., Now, on the known terrain of history, on the
basis of national sovereigntiee, to what can this natural
and Juwt demand lead, if not to a system of partitioning,
dismembering, annexation, interdictione, tribute? The
imposition of this system beyond a doubt will be demanded,
and those wio will shout the loudeet will be certain of
the "collaborationists" of the present. But on the other
hand 1f the men who have charge of meking peace retain
the courage to reflect and remember, how can they fail
to have their eyes fixed on the future perspectives which
would be opened up before the world by & status founded
on the use and the abuse of force. Hatred is not extingui-
shed by hatred nor violence by #iolence. One does not
annihilate people, a language, & tradition, a legend, The
abuee of force creates the will for revenge, time does
not extinguish 1t; the hazarde of hietory offer to it,
sooner or later, unexpeoted opvortunities. However hard
the conditione imnosed on Hitlerian Germany may be they
could hardly be more brutal than those which were imposed
on Prusela the day after Jena, and Leipzig, only a few
decades betwemn Tileit and Sedan. To solve the contradic-
tion, to obtain German harmlessness in a peaceful and
sure status of Europe there 1s therefore only one method,
ich ie to incorporate the German nation in an inter-
natonal community powerful enough to re-educate i, to
discipline 1t and if necessary to subdue it. If the
application of force should become necessary to force
Germany into thie incornoration then it would be legitimate,
and as salutary as a paternal correction. Then force would
be in the service of Juetice and peace., Thnen time and habit

would
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would act in the sense of adaptation and coordination,
and consequently of pacification and reconciliation.

What I have jJust sald of Ge many 1s not less evident
of Ruseia, although for reasons of an entirely different
nature. The Russian problem, the Ruselan unknown quantity
welghe at the present time with a strange welght on the
ldea, I will say even on the hope of peace. have alresly
called attention to the fact that, in a certain number of
B8tates, of which France is one of the firet, it would be
practically imnoseible to assure the regular operation of
the Government if a part of the working class remained
subject, by a direet or indireet relation of dependency,
to a foreign sovereign. Likewise 1t will be practically
impossible to maintain a secure peace among the whole
group of the nations of Europe and of the-world, if the
riek of a domestic revolution, prepared and engineered
and directed from without by that same sovemrElgn continues
to t rouble each of them. If such a grave difficulty
were not removed, to what future would Democracy and peace
be destined? I do not believe, for my part, that it is
eliminated, thanks to a substantial modification of the
Soviet structure; it is chimerical to lmagine between
Russia and the other States a kind of communication leading
them to a common level. Hugsia will retain,doubtless,
all the internal characteristice which give 1t ite essen-
tlal personality; f£will not change, in order to establish
a glmilitude with the rest of the world, either 1its
system of government or its syetem of property, I believe,
however, that i1te forelign way of living, its "deportment"
with respect to the other powers will be penetrated by
profound amendments under the two-fold influence of the
confliet which will have heroleally exalted it, and of
the vietory which will have consolidated and confirmed
ite power. It will emerge from the wial freed of the
growlng pains which had been shaking it for 25 yYears;
confident in ite etrength, aggrandized at the same time
88 reassured, capable, consequently, of the effort
necessary to offer to international life a participation
which will not provoke dangerous disharmonies therein,
What may we expect of 1t? That it will cease to maintain
a forelgn body in the interior of each nation and that it
will cease to pose as a foreign body itself with reapect
t0 the rest of the nations by a sort of provocative rupture
with the traditional notione of morality and humanity. A
Concordat should and can regulate in this conneeotlon the

conditions
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conditione of the common exiastence, and in order to deter-
mine ite clauses, to assure respect for it, we must certain-
ly imagine the intercession, the persuasive pressure of

the International Body of which Russia will be a member.

I use this expression Concordat with some hesltancy, for

I should not like to offend any susceptibility bg the
comparison which it suggests, but if you will reflect on
the matter without pmjudice, it 1s surely on the relations
of the 8tates and a temporal Churech that it 1s a question
of drawing up a compromise delimiting the respective
domains of hlerarchical falth and of national sovereignty.
I belleve that Russia, even remaining sovietic, will lend
a hand to a compromise of this nature, and I truet to the
evidence of its advantage. It will be unable and will

not wish to detach itself from the Anglo-Saxon powers,
without whose assistance 1t would have been unable to
repulee viectoriously the Hitlerlan aggresesion, and whose
continued collaboration will 8till be necessary to 1t for
the reconstruction of ite ravaged economy. Integration
into the International Body will represent for the

Boviet 8tate that full and egual recognition, wilthout
retlicence and without reservation, to which ite leaders
have aspired so long and which in fact no power had yet
accorded to it, not even those that dealt and treated
with 1t. Finally Russia will not wish to be surpassed

by anyone, in the eyes of the proletariat of the world,

in that will to peace of whiech the strong effort toward
international organization will be coneidered as the most
vielble eign and the moet certain testimony., I will add,
in one word, that that is for it the only means of
balancing the historical responsibility that welghs upon
it. If 1te abstention or intransigeance should form an
obetacle to the firm building of the Peace, it would annul
the immenese service rendered to humanity by ite heroiem;
it would place itself again as regarde the civilized world
in the same position as in September, 1939, following

the criminal error whose remembrance, even, must be
effaced,

I would be led here, by the loglec of reasoning as
well as by the assocliation of ideas, to envisage, in the
membership of the International Body, the opportunenese
of another presence., It is of the Court of Rome that I
am thinking, the Holy Aposlolic Bee. Its participation
in the same capacity as the Statee would be ip ltself the
moet brilliant sign that, in the world of tomorrow, other
powers than the temporal powere will count, Itsactive

cooperation
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cooperation would make it possible to ralse to a higher
plane and to regulate by general "concordats" all those
categories of disputes with the States which, within the
national framework, debase political life and lead to
insupportable confllects. Tnie rble would assuredly sult

a Church which is pacifiet in its essence, eince it
incarnates & religion of peace, and which is padfiet

also, functionally, if I may eay eo, eince even its constl-
tution ie of an international order. The pontifical
influence has always been used and ie still ueed in favor
of an organic peace, based on justice, on equdlty of
peoples and of men, on the eacredness of contracte. The
first public addrees delivered by Pope Pius XI after the
Latran accords, from the tope of the loggia of 8%. Peter's,
was a pathetic plea for peace. Peace 18 necessary to the
Church, and 1t 1e not less certain that the asaslstance

of the Church would be infinitely profitable to the work
of pacific organization., But in the zone of humanlity which
the International Community would cover , if the Catholie
Church ie the only one which presents itiself under the
shape of a centralized and world-wide hlerarchy, the
Catholic religion is not the only one professed by the
multitudes. t would be necessary therefore to recognize
a principle of equality among religlone as among Statee
and addrees the same appeal to all, Their form of repre-
gentation would not be fixed without some difficulty, for
the other confessions are not constituted in advance,

like the Church of Rome, on the hierarchical type of an
empire; tut supposing that difficulties of this order can
be finally smoothed out, as I belleve, one le obliged
reasonably to foresee that the insurmountable obstacle
would be raised by the Church itself. The Church will
doubtlese manifest lte warmest and most helpful sympathy
for the international work; 1t l1e probable that it will
not participate in it ae an assocliate, that 1t will not
bind itself to 1t, will not assume obligation toard it.
Could it consent to an equality of righte, or even a simple
recognition of face with regard to ¢ he other confesslions,
gince it holds them to be heretical or infidel? Could

i1t acquiesce in a sort of division of the universal faith
when a revealed promise lms given to 1t as lts purpoee the
compest of all souls; and when by abdlcating this mandate
it would fall short of ite divine election? Could it
accept the eupremacy of the Buper-State, alienate to the
profit thereof a portiond ite sovereignty when ite own
supremacy results in ite eyes from 1te institution, Could
it, in a word, share the reeponeibility of an international

order
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order other than one the rules of which were furnished by
ite own directione? If from principles we descend to
Erlutino, if we consider that the current task of the
nternational Community will be to decide disputes, to
render sentences, to decree and perhape apply penalties,
could the Church, were it as a member of the Community,
take the part of one State against another, that is, in
favor of some of ite faithful against othere, when it
holds iteelf to be their common mother? It has not done
80 during the last war or during this one, how could it
do 8o during the peace? I assumed, while examining the
position of the Boviets that the temporal interests of
the Russian State would prevail over the strict Communist
doctrine, but when the Papacy 1 involved I can no longer
form any such conjecture, because 1t is no longer charged
with any temporal intereet: A pope of the XVI century who
supported an army, who entered into coalitione, who made
war,might have been ewayed between some imperious necessity
welghing on the Pontifical States and the intraneigeant
severity of the dogma. The Papacy of today no longer
knows such heeitations, and no longer needs to bow to
such compromises. It ig a Eurclr epiritual power. That
ie why 1te presence in the International Community would
appear to me more ardently deesireable, and that is also
why 1t seeme to me chimerical to hope for 1it.

When I thus develope the perspectives of the inter-
national soclety inetalled above the world of tomorrow,
I know well that I do not expos @ myself merely to that
light and in reality oredulous ecepticlsm of which no
account ig to be taken, but that I cause concern also to
a perfectly honorable and legitimate semtiment. I mean
the sentiment of patriotism, always more alive and more
Busceptible immediately after a defeat, and coneequently
more aqulck to take offense and more Jealous. I hear its
voice? "What! France has not arisen from her ruins, her
wounds are not yet healed and you are already thinking
about Eurcpe and the world. You again appeal to that
humanitarian sentimentality from which we have suffered
g0 much when the duty to the natlon imposes i1tself upon
us with a precise, imperative and exclusive imperiousness.
Not France first! France above all! France has only
one way of salvation, the selfish love of all her children...

It 18 true that in the misfortunes of our country we
become more clearly and etrongly consclous of the love, at

times
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times unrecognized, that we cherished for it. It 1s true
that the history of these recent years ought to teach ue
T0 preserve the patriotic sentiment in all ite natural
vigor, in all ite dignity. But in ehowing that the
Europe and the world of tomorrow must necessarily bring
themselves to order, or slee give themselves over to
chaos and war, in a framework larger than the framework
of the nation, I mean nothing that may of fend, injure

or restrict the national sentiment. I do not propose

to patriotiem that it yield, give place, like an obsolete
instinct which hae had ite day and no longer meets the
aspiratione of modern intelligence. I do not by any
means think that patriotiem ought to be absorbed, and
consequently disappear in more general and, if you wish,
higher affections, like faith in human solidarity, love
of humanity. Love of country ie eternal, for the same
reason ae love of family, love for one's native place,
and all the ties that bind the soul to the nearest and
dearest realitles. But what I am fully convinced of is
that patriotiem and humanism, or if you prefer, love of
the national fatherland and the international fatherland,
are in their essence compatible sentimente. The attach-
ment to the nation, on the one hand, and on the o her
hand the "charity for humankind" ss a great ancient said,
may dwell together in the same consclousness, as
naturally ae patriotiem and love of family, as patriotiem
and a religious bellef. BSearch for no other witnesses
in thie connection than the citizens and eoldiers of the
Revolution of '89, Not only their ideal dream, but

their positive and considered will, was to found an
immense human soclety on principles of a universal order;
yet patdotiem never in any time manifeste itself more
flercely. Never was the soll of the fatherland defended
with more herolc ruggedness. The explanation i eimple:
It 1s that free peoples, independent nations form the
inalterable basis for any international construction,

Any international community has for its primary purpose
to guarantee the lihartg and lndependence of the different
nations composing 1it. he nations will assemble and take
thelr place in the community, but just as their art, Just
as thelr history and their traditions of every order have
made them, with their own tastes, their preferences,
their original t emperaments and their singularities. The
national peculiarities, necessary elements in the human
harmony, will be not merely respected, but cultivated,

within



within the international organization, exaotly as are
individual peculiarities in the membership of the soclal
organlzation, Neither in the one case nor in the other
doee the community presuppose or even allow for a certain
officlal and compulsory Gniformity, When I evoke the
future League of Nations an image of Hugo'e inevitably
comes to my mind: I see them seated "like eisters
around the hearth", around the common foyer of justice
and peace, sistere born of the same blood, but each one
distinguiehed from the othere by their dress, by their
movements, by the acgent of thelr voice, the expression
of thelr face. Jaures sald once that a 1little inter-
nationaliem perhaps drew one away from patriotiem but
that a great deal of internationalism brought one closer
to it, and I think I understand the deep meaning of his
expreession thus! 1t is in the atmosphere of equal peace
and comfort created by international solidarity that
national originality developes with the greatest liberty
and fecundity and aleo that man becomes most precieely
consclous of it, by experiencing how it reechoes upon
the most intimate fibers of his own perscnality. add,
not without a certain pride, that this harmonizing of
patriotism and humanism ie more matural and eagler for a
Frenchman than for any other citizen of the world since
the particular temperament of France, as I have already
recalled, has always understood snd still understands
the noble need of thinking and acting for universal
accomplishments.

The danger of internal frictions and conflicte
doubtlese subsiste and will never be completely abolished:
in the personal 1life, it ie not always easy elther to
establish order and to determine a hierarchy among the
diverse passione which compose a character which 18 suited
to the circumstances, But an effort of good failth and
reason must finally bring about the conciliation, and this
effort will conelst almoet always in freeing either
patriotism, or humaniem, from the natural impuritiees which
had debased it. For there exlsts an inetinct as old as
the history of man, of the same essence &s the t ribal or
clan epirit, which impele ue to reeign, I will Bay almost
to condemn, every faculty of reflection and oritical
Judgment, wherser relations between our country and other
counties are at stake. "I do not have to search further;
my country cannot be wrong, because it is my country" and:

"or
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"of course it 1&g my country for which world wide primacy
le destined....." Thie inetinct is faleely called
patriotiem and only the pejorative namee of Chauviniem
or rationalism are proper for it. It engenders pride
and hatred, 1t bears within 1t the fatality of war, for
it 1e not epecial to one single country; it reigns in
other countries when it burns fiercely in ours and the
etruggles to which it gives rise among the peoples do
not bear of any concilliation nor even, which is more
serlous, any posesible reconciliation. There existe, on
the other hand, a sentiment of infinitely more recent
formation and i1t has developed only under the protection
of certain revolutionary propaganda, and which tends to
agsume the reverse of Chauvinism, that 18 to say, to
dleavow in advance, by & pre-Jjudgment, the national
poeltlion and the national interest in every foreign
;ulrrul. "My country is wrong because it is my country".

his eentiment separates thoee who profess it fram the
natlonal community in which the Chauviniets wall them-
selves in blindly, But i1t would improperly be named
internationalism; 1t 1e in reality only a Chauvinism
ineide out. Each time that one makee the effort to
distinguim true patriotism from Chauvinlem and wue
internationalliem from the inverted Chauvinism, one will
find between the wo authentic ideas not only compatibllly
but almost coincidence. True patriotiem and true inter-
natlonaliem both essentially imply the will to make the
relations between nations and all the questions growing
out of them sublect to the common eriteria of rezson and
coneclence, to apply to them not an absolute impartiality,
certainly, which would go beyond nature, but an absolute
intention of impartlallity. Now, thie examination promptly
convincee men of good faith that, in the present stage of
human evolution, on the one hand the liberty and pros-
perity of a nation is no longer separable in practice
from the liberty and prosperity of the other nations,
and on the other hand that the love of country i1s no
longer separable, from & point of view of reason and
sentiment, from certain bellefs which are valid for all
humanity.

In this way, therefore, the walle of the new world
must rise. Within the nation Political Democracy 1s
Juetified and consolidated by Social Democracy. The
whole group of the national democracies supporte an

international
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international order which crowne them and which maintaine
their equilibrium, When the war shall have delivered
humanity from the supreme convulsions of barbarism and
despotiem - and such will indeed be the meaning and the
effect of the victory of the Allies - it 1s on a plan

of this order that it will necessarily have to distribute
ita effort. I do not understand in any other eense the
Atlantic Charter signed by President Roosevelt and

¥r, Wineton Churchill in the name of the two great Anglo-
Sson powers, and to which all the allied nations have
unreseervedly given their assent. The triumph of liberty
and Justice through the war must naturally involve the
organization of liberty anddustice in the peace, I do
not see, moreover, in what other way the world could
seek either the eatisfaction of its immediate needs or
future securities. I have asked myself scrupulously
whether this view did not sein through an excess of con-
fidence in the regularity of historical eolutions, perhaps
also through that misleadng inclination of the mind,
which is alwaye more marked in men who have been active

in great affaires and which renders them incapable of
running the present and the future in other moulds than
/that o the paat,

It 18 true that this projJection o the new world is
nothing else, basically, than a return to conceptions
which are more than 25 years old. All that I demand and
all that I announce for the perliod following the present
war repoduces what the men of my age hoped for after the
Treaty of Versailles and which They were unable to
accomplish. There is nothing new, I know, but the solutions
can hardly be essentially modified when the probleme have
not been essentlally changed and a generation does not
at will ochange the problems which history places before it.
It ie true, moreover, that progress like that whose
advance I indicate presupposes a tranquil labor, a friendly
accord between peoples, and adherence which is already
union, and I realize very well that many minde pieture
the realities of tomorrow under a very different aspect.
Thie beautiful classical architecture, how could it raise
ite order from a soil which will be upheaved by popular
convulsione? As scon as peace shall have liberated the
expansion of forces long repressed? Humanity will some
day find ite order, doubtless, but after an inevitable
phaese of tearing asunder and of chaos and by other

inetruments
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inetrumente than the tranquil and considered will of the
peoples ! There has been too much poverty, too muech
suffering. There will remain too many legitimate angers
which will not be calmed by the serene contemplation of
an ldeal! And then, muet we not take account of the
Boviet's force of attration, the natural preetige of the
power whieh, while it iwll not have conquered alone, will
have been the first to have stopped the German military
force, the work of propaganda and grouping whien the
Communist parties, scorning all dangerse, are pursuing

in each of the occupied nations, Europe will not escape
& revolutionary eorisis tomorrow, and it is only from that
eriele, by methods essentlally e revolutionary as itselr,
that the institutions of Juetice will be able to arise
&mong men and peace among the nations. ZThat is the
historical poeelbility that my deductien apparently has
made the mistake of omitting. I understand this presenti-
ment but I do not share it.

I do not by any means believe that war, and especially
a long prolenged war creates the revelutionary oceaslon,
Arouses the revolutionary instinct among the victorious
peoples. I say "victorious" for the victory of the group
of nations to which France continuee to belong willingly
or unwillingly, is the only hypothesis on whigch I reason,
first because it 1is the only reasonable One, and especlally
because, if the universal battle were to terminate in the
victory of Hitler, none of the questlions which I am studying
would arise again for a France reduced to slavery. Twenty-
three years ago, in 1918, I already found it difficult to
admit thie sort of mechanical equivalence between the war
whilch ends and the revolution which begins; today I no
longer give it any credence. It is not that the revolu-
tlonary faith has been deadened in me by experience or by
age. Moreover, how could a revolutionary profession
incommode any one in a perlod when the label of revolution
1s attached everywhere and to everything, even if it were
the most out and out connter-revolution? But I perceive
more and more clearly that the essende of every revolution
resides in the nature of the aims which 1t propmes and
the results which it obtains, not in the nature of the
means used by its action. Any profound change in the
political structure, and with 8till greater reason in
the régime of property ownership and produetion, provided
it ie accomplished in advance of the regular evolution of
things, represente a revolutionary mutation, even though

it
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it were obtained by the most legal and peaceful methods;
a violent lnsurrection, the conquest of power by force,
even terror, would on the contrary be only an unsuccess-
ful attempt at revolution if they did not result in a
political or soelal transformation of a definitive
character., Now, war may in certaln cases create con-
ditione favorable to insurrection and conquest of power,
but not to revolutionary transformation, If I followed
my thought to the end I would Bay that thies law is
verified on the vanquished nations almoet as atrietly as
on the victorioue nations: the example of the Commune of
'71 18 there to prove it, as well as that of Germany
after the Armistice of 1818, and the Soviet revolution
1tself has suffered and still suffers hindrances from
the economic difficulties which the other war left to
1%, Thie consideration is added to those which I have
already formulated and which lead me to doubt whether on
the day a fter the Allied victory Communist propaganda

in France might assume the form of an excitation to
insurrectl onal violence., Collective sentiments which will
Then manifest themeelves, throughout Europe, with the
greatest strength and imperativeness will doubtlees be

of a much eimpler order than is supposed. Men are
everywhere men, and they aspire first of all to satis-
faction of those elementary human needs of a material,
affective or even intellectual order, which the war
interrupte but does not eliminate, and to which the
cessation of the war seems to promlese a satisfaction,
People have been deprived of their ehildren, driven from
thelr home; they want to see them again. They have been
hungry. They want to eat untll satisfied. They have
been bound and gagged by all forme of violence: they wish
to live and speak freely, They have suffered, for months
and years "the great insomnia of the world"; they wish
to find quiet and repose again, Thoee are the underlying
sentiments which emerge quiddy from the froth of claims,
anger, reprisals. In reality, the only collective need
which a long war can excite to the point of filling it
with the power of a revolutionary pasesion is simply the
need for peace, that which Communiem explolted so
effectively in and outside Russia during the last phase
of and after the other war, ¥%hat wnich the leaders of
the "National Revolution" tried hard to exalt and capti-
vate before and after the Armistice. This need exists
and will pereist a certain time after the victory: Over-
done by the war, exhausted by the war, men will wish, ae

in
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in 1918, that thelr sacrifices may be of profit at least

To their children, and the essential duty of all who
possess any influence over them will be precisely, during
The period, perhaps quite short, that is left for useful
action, to selze this poseibllity of enthusiamem, to hold
it, to animate 1t with a créative surge, without ite

belng exhausted in powerléss convuleions and before 1t
falls back into human routine. People will be able to
gonvince themeelves without too much difficulty that

true peace can reet only on the stratified foundations

of Folitical Democracy, Social Democracy &and the Inter-
national Order. It 1s in this direction, moreover, that
the work of world reconstruction will be directed with

an almost automatic certainty, since 1t will take for its
starting point the destruction of the autarchic dictator-
shipe, and ite guidance will be entrusted to the hande of
the two greatest democracies of the world. I do not
belleve, elther, that the peoples will be very slow to
take into account, sc obvious ie the spectacle to the eye,
that history has cleared the ground before them; the
material obstacles are overthrown, or ready to rall at

the firet shock. The political power of the bourgeoisie
no longer existe, and ite economic power will melt likewise
a8 soon ae a hand 1e laid on it. In France and throughout
the continent of Europe, the bourgeois framework already
lies in ruin; in the great Anglo-Saxon countriee we see

the bourgeoisie already consenting to a renewal which is
nothing but an abdication. History ie, then, blowing
favorably and everywhere the people feel themeelves carriled
by destiny. But here 1s where the real difficulty arises:
will the people be worthy of this deetiny? Will it be
equal to playing the part assigned to it already by hietory?
Will 1t understand or permit itself to be convineed that

a favorable, or even destined, combination of clrcumstances
are not sufficlent for its acquieition, and especially

ite enduring possession, that, in order to selze the
direction of a soclety, it, certainly, has need of force,
the authority which is conferred by coincidence with the
plan and the tendency of economic revolution, but that he
also hae need of dignity, that ie, the ascendancy which

ie conferred by competence and moral superiority. For a
tranefer of power to take on the etability of a historical
establishment, it must win assent from the coneclence and
the feelinge as well as the reason; every sincere man muset
be obliged to exclaim at eight of it, not only: "Ihat was
to be", but: "It is Juet, 1t is good, it 1e fine that that
should be". The French people, like all others, will not

accomplish
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accomplish its mieelon, that 18 to eay, will not build

& soclety in ite image, except to the extent that 1t
shall have cult¥mted and exalted in iteelf the virtues
which Juetify all human primacy: courage, generosity

of heart, integrity of conselence and reason, abnegation
of the person in view of the collective good.

Such 1s the theme of the necessary persuasion. Such
18 the task which must be undertaken immediatdy. We
shall dispose o only a short eriod, perhaps, in which
to bring 1t to a econclueion, en human affaire are not
started in time and thoroughly in the new direction, it
1s alwaye to be feared that a sort of automatic elasticity
will take them back into their ori inal rute; therefore
there will not be a day to lose, hat we muet understand
Tiret of all is that the effort would remain incomplete
and vain if 1t were confined to a mase of individual
catechizations. There is a morality of groups - politiecal,
soclal, national - ag there is a morality of persons and
it 18 to the bottom of these organe of the collective life
that the work of moralization muet be injected. If we
contemplate, for example, internal democracy, is it not
evident that 1t would be epolled in ite very essence
if the play of forces facing each other therein were not
made sublect hereafter to the rules of good faith,
probity, honor? Every democracy preeupposes free activity
and consequently possible econflict, but i1t ie not true that
everything is permisesible in the eivie etruggle, that all
means are good thereln and the end justifies them, whether
it 18 & questiona pertlies, of soelal groups, or of the
rress, quite as well as individuals, no adventage, not
éven any necessity, Justifies lying, defamation, disloyal
trickery, abuse of force, betrayal of the obligations
assumed and the word given. If one pletures in hie mind
the international order the evidence becomes 8till more
etriking, for it can rest on no other foundation than
the valldity, the sacredness of contracte, and if this
foundation ie lacking, everything 1es lacking, everything
crumbles, Doubtless a violation of the law of contracts
will always be possible in international life, like a
crime in the civil soclety, but it must neede be, at least,
that ageinet this criminal exception, the nation injured
may be able surely to set off all the othere, that is to
say, that morality will remain the law, Moreover, at all
etages of thie collective 1ife, the subordination of the

more
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more individual interests to the more general interests
must be recognized and practiced aes an absolute obliga-
tion., Life in common would be impossible for men if

the special and momentary interest of the individual did
not bow before the general and permanent interest of a
group, but the problem is to obtain from each politieal
or soclal group what we demand of the individual, that is
voluntary subordination to the general and permanent
intereet of the n&tion or of the economy, and of each
nation what we require of the grow, that ie, voluntary
eubordination to the general and permanent interest of
humanity. "Partisan" obstinacy, corporative narrowness,
chauvinism, are of the same éssence as personal selfish—
ness, Thie renunciation of the rivalries and cdlaime
founded on the divergence of immediate interes®, this
spontanecusly accorded sacrifice to a higher will, thie
coneclousnees of & constant relation and a dependency
toward an order of superior reality which, from step to
step, rises to the most extensive idea, that is what
Socrates or Plato called wlisdom, and what a Christian
thinker like Pascal calls humility., But thie humility
muet be & force and man'e consciousness of 1t must be

@ pride., The past centuries have made of it a reason
for believing and submitting oneself, we must make of

it a reason for believing and acting,

It ie a socialist who speaks so? Of course, and he
flatters himself on being perfectly consistent with him-
self, The object of socialism is the establighment of
& unlversal society founded on equal Juetice within
nations, on equal peace between peoplee. Many means must
contribute to thies end, but no Socialist worthy of that
great name has ever thought that it could be obtained
without a perfecting, an enriching, a deepéning of the
human person, without a continued propagation and extension
of the epirit of diseipline and sacrifice. Socialiesm
has never denied the "moral values" nor the "spiritual
values"; it has never repudiated elther the sentiment of
virtue or the sentiment of honor; it hae only given them
another meaning, as did Christianity before it. It heg
often been reproached with drawing to itself the multi-
tude of the unhappy only by mirroring before their eyes
the "satisfaction of their purely materialistic wishes",
ae Renan said in the past ointurri or, as they say today,
the increase of their "enjoymente®, To do away with
poverty, eradicate scourges like cold, hunger, slcknesgs,
that 1e not a "purely material wish”, How 1s the search

for
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for soclal equity a more materialistic sentiment than
charity? When a workman demands a higher wage he is not
thinking merely of loading his table with more focd, he

is thinking of a more spacious and healthful home, of
better fed and educated children, Living, family, home,
the healthy growing up of children, Becurlty in old age,
those are not "materialistic" intereste. Nevertheless, if
gocialism had confined itself to thie order of claims,
egolstic although noble, it would not have gathered =bout
it such crowds of humanity. But it teaches the indivi-
dual that hie own selfish needs are solidary with the
needs of all other men, his rights with their rignts,

hie liberty with their liberty; that they will not obtain
satisfaction except all at once, by thelr common effort,
in a total creation as wide, as coherent, as harmoniouse

&8 t he physical universe, *nuu, over the doctrine there
hower the broadest human ideas: the universality of
order and of fraternity. In the conception of Jaures,

for example, the idea of humanity becomes a principle

of progress for civilization as a whole, It may furnish
& new foundation for almoet invariable moral precepte,

for usages and righte which are constantly changing, a
new food for art and speculated thought, It may impregnate
all the forme of personal life, and all forms of collec—
tive exlstence, as the ldea of God did in the Middle Ages.
“Integral Soclaliem" is not at all a religion eince it has
neither dogma nor rites nor priest, but i1t calle and may
Batisfy the religious need, since it teaches a wisdom

and virtue, since it accustomse the conscience to Bcrupu-
lousness, since it teaches one to find in an ideal superior
T0 the individual the motive and the recompenee for
personal action, since the form of assent that it receives
permite sacrifices and resembles a faith.

How have people been able to be misteken about 1t?
How have honest minde been able to debase to such a degree
the doetrine which so many million men in the world have
cultbated in themselves as the highest aspiration? I
have shown as I went along how we the Socialists were
ourselves accountable for the error committed to our harm,
but I believe that I can indicate in a word the deep
reason for it. The couree of great human dootrines, and
of religions even, ie determined by the nature of the
reslstences which they encounter as much as and more than
by the nature of the initial impulse that they received.
Socialiem has had to live first of all, to install iteelf,

make
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make a place for iteelf: 1in order to demonstrate its
legitimacy 1t has had to do a work of eritical destruc-
tion; in order to protect ite firet steps, i1t has had
to make a duty of conflioct. Capltalistic eociety, mis-
led by the instinect of conservation, treated it as a
Bavage enemy, with which no Accommaédation is possible
and which muet be rejected and destroyed without pity.
It has had to attack in order to defend iteelf, Battle
has taken the place of apostleship, and in battle there
necessarily intervene the primitive eentiments of man:
reciprocal fear, avidity, tolerance; but now the polemie
phase has passed; socialism may page from its mlillitant
period to ite triumphant period. The soclal régime which
it was fighting and which wes Tighting it 1s fallen in
rukne: even where it still perslste materially it no
longer believes in ltself, and placee itself in contra—
dietion with ite own laws. The poetulates and axioms
of socialiem are usurped by the men and the parties who
have conducted the most ferocious war on soclalist
organizations. It 18 on the basis established by the
soclaliet prineiples that every soclety, consciously or
not, tends to reform itself today. There is none even
to the Roman Church whicn, through the position taken
fifty years 820 with regard to probleme of Property and
labor, and without goling back, moreover, on a condemna-
tion in principle, does not manifeet a paralleliem of
direction, a posseible convergence of efforts, and, at
least, a compatibility with eocialiem. In this stage,
polemic has become aslmost uselees and battles are no
longer in season. BSocialism MUST now apply iteelf only
to the apostleship, to spiritual conquest. It must
return, as the chuch did preclisely in the crisis where
the care for temporal interests had too dangerously
obecured the object of ite mission, to the purity of
the original aspiration.

Is that a religious propaganda? If you wish,
Spinoza has written: "Every action of which we are
ourselves the cause, insofar as wWe have the idea of
God, I attribute it to religion." What Spinoza calles
the idea of God, we may call it the ldea of the human,
the ldea of the universal, and the formula 8t1ll holds,
What is sure is that it corresponds to the particular
character of France, which all through its Btory, from
the Crusades to the French Revolution, has made human

solidsrity
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solidarity and the aspiration toward the universal

the higheet form of its patriotism, It 1e by this
teaching, which I am almost tempted to call a preaching,
that individuals and the nations they make up will

become worthy of their historic miseion. The purpose

is to perfect man and 8oclety the one througn the other,
to arouse and animate in man the best that he has of
virtue in o rder that he may make of hie personal con-
tribution the element of the best poseible solution.

The occasion 1s opportune for these great tasks: the
field 1s favorable, The political crises which shook
Europe before the war, the war iteelf, defeat, nave
served to prepare the ground. Enclosed in the burdens
and the cares of the present we are never optimistic
enough, for any optimistic view of the world presupposes
& perception, an advance understanding of the duration,
Who knows? A century or two from now, when thinkers con-
template with perfect serenlty the development of our
age, perhaps they will go so far as to Judge that Naziem
and Faciem have themeelves played their part in this
providential advance of progrees. I have recently reread
a study, published a very few months before the war of
1870, in which Renan foresaw, and seemed to mll for, the
irruptione of those barbarous forees of which humanity,
8ccording to him, always conceals a gort of latentg residue,
and which he considered as a reserve of dynamic vitality,
On the nations of extreme civilization, he 8ays, whose
virility 1s momentarily tired, the effusion, or rather
the dissemination of those barbarous forces may produce
an effect of etimulation, of renewal. The wave passes,
the barbarous forces are thrown back into their sub-
terranean hell, but the effect of fecundation, of renewal,
has nonetheless been obtained and continued., I have
already stated the reasons which keep me from recognizing
to the totalitarian barbarians this stimulating and
fecundating virtue, Renan had in mind the return of
hletoric eventualities of a quite different order., He
was thinking of those tidal waves of young and fresh
material which have as a matter of faet ecome and covered
over periodically, for thousands of Jears, the forms of
regular ecivilization, as for example the alluviumd the
Germanic tribes during the Foman Empire, as the intrusion
of the Blavic peoples and if You wish, of the Oriental
races in modern history. But he did not imagine, he
could never have imagined that the destruction of these
very forme could have been set Up ae an ideal, and that g

elvilized



civilized fraction of humanity should some day come to the
point of aseigning to itself, as a voluntary purpose, the
recall of primitive savagery. It is no longer a question
here of the virgin depcseits from a river, but rather a
wind from the desert which scatters sterilely the layers
of humus accumulated during the centuriee, Polsone are
sometimes remedies, but certain polsons, however, are

only polsons, Therefore I brush aside the appllieatlon

of thte view of Renan's to the totalitarlan dletatorshipe;
I cannot subseribe to it in any manner. 5Sut let us for

a moment make the effort of assuming, contrary to all
reason, that this barbarous fertilizer may have reawakened
the produetive virtue of an gxhausted soll, let us admict
that, through those channele of hietory which are perhape
impenetrable to the contemporaries, Naziem and Fasclem
have come to loot the old land of iuropa in order that
8oclalist humanity might finally ariee from it and flourlsh.
Then, what a reparation, what happy vengeance! In the
universsl harmony, the ralson d'Btre of the totalltarian
diectatorehips would have been to cause to ariee from
Frdnch soll the Bocial Democracy which 1s a living portion
and creative element of International Democracy !

XXIXXXXXXXIXIX

In the sesay to which I have juset alluded, after
naving noted the "extraordinary" and "capital" character
of the French Revolution, that "glory of France", tha
"French eplc par excellence", after having affirmed that
it will be, for centurles to come, "the subject on which
the world will divide, which will serve as a ground for
loving or hating each other", Renan added these words
with a etrangely prophetic accent; "Almost alwaye the
nations which have in thelr history an exceptional deed
explate this deed by long sufferinge, and often pay for
it with their national existence. It was so with Judea,
Greece and Italy. For ereating unigue things from which
the world lives and profite, theee countries have passed
through centuries of humiliation and national death ...
The natione which have created religien, art, ecience,
the empire, the papacy, all universal, not national,
things, have been more than nationse; they have been by
that very fact less than natione, in this sense, that
they have been the victims of their work...." This term,
explation, has become famlliar to use; they show us agaln
on every occasion that our country l1s today explating the
Revolution of 1789 and the sequel of errorse which i1t has

brought
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brought after it for over a century! But that ie only

a coarse polemic artifice; Renan, who ie a historian

and philosopher, takes this idea of expiation in an
acceptation much higher and much fairer. According to
him, France l1e not making explation for a false or
harmful work, but for a work too beautiful, too vast,

and prticularly too general for the forces of one

nation alone. It ie a question, in hie thought, less of
an explation than a sacrifice. The nation which was the
Tiret to conceive and introduce verities of a universal
nature thereby eacrifices itself to humanity. But Renan
dld not think that the consequences of this holocaust were
to be as lasting for France as they have been for Judea,
Greece and Italy, and for the very reason that the
revolutionary work of France had been "less great and
less universal"., He thought that the "expiation" of
France would fill the XIX century, after which France,
having paid for her generoue imprudence, would rise again
younger and sironger, as Germany rose again after the
political abasement wnich was 1te manner of explating the
Reformation., Renan had not calculated exaotly; the
explation will have lasted half a cemtury more. Today
France finds itself again on the level of humanity, it

ie 1te turn to receive the deferred recompense for the
sacrifice whose benefit humanity already had reaped.

How can all these concordant thoughis fail to bring
comfort to our conridence? The Just and necessary work
will be carried out. If ever the wretchedness and meanness
of the present time should throw confusion in our hearts,
then let ue fix our gaze beyond our eircumseribed moment
of the present toward the past and the Tuturd; let us
extend our view beyond our narrow canton of space toward
the harmonious whole of the univeree. Not that we should
forget the task at hand and amuse ourselves with vain con-
templations. We are not dreamere,we cannot afford to dream;
but the present moment will pase, the dictatorshipes camped
on Europe will paes, &nd eternal ideas do exist in tne wrld;
there 18 a human destiny which is itself bound to universal
lawe, in which we must inscribe our future destiny. We
work in the present, not for the present. How often,
in the meetings, I have repeated and commented on Nietzache:
"Let the future and the moet remote things be the rule
for your present days., It is not the love of the near, it
is the love of the moet distant that I commend to you",

Why should the human race, or the French nation, show

themselves
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themeelves unworthy in the future of what they have
accomplished in the paet? The human race has created
wledom, sclence and art, why should 1t be powerlese to
create justice, fraternity and peace? It hae given
birth to a Plato and a Homer, a Shakespeare and a Hugo,
a Michaelangelo and a Beethoven, a Pascal and a Newton,
all these human herces whose geniue is only contact with
the essential truths, with the central reality of the
universe, Why should not the same race beget the guidee
capable of leading it toward the forme of collective
life which approach most nearly to universal law and
universal harmony? The soclal system undoubtedly has
ite lawe of attraction and gravitation like the stellar
8yetems. Man does not hasve two different souls, one

for einging and research, the other for action; one for
feeling beauty and understanding the truth, the other
for feeling brotherhood eand understanding Justice.
Whoever contemplates this perspective feele himself animated
with an invinecible hope. %t man contemplate the goal,
let him trust to his destiny, let him fear not to use his
strength. When man becomes troubled and discouraged, he
has only to think sbout humanity.

XTXXXXXIXIXXIXIX
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