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In the tradition of the Fatber of Historical Revisionism,
Dr. Harry Elmer Barnes

Picturcd on the cover of this month’s TBR is John
Caldwell Calhoun, born on the 18th of this
month in 1782. This enigmatic, prickly and ambitious
man served as a congressman, secrctary of war, vice
president from 1825-1832, senator and secretary of
state. But he is best known as one of the staunchest
advocates of states’ rights and the doctrine of nullifi-
cation: the belief that the Constitution is a compact
mong sovercign political entities (the states) which
each hold the power to nullify acts of Congress they
consider unconstitutional. He clearly saw the struggle
between the states and the federal government as one
leading to disaster. In 1850, the year of his death, he
’ld a friend that the Union was doomed to dissolu-
tion: “I fix its probable occurrence within 12 years or
three presidential terms.” Our cover story this month
discusses in depth the controversy which has raged
throughout the two centurics of U.S. history over the
states’ struggle to assert their sovereignty in the face
of an obstinate federal government.
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be name of the chief of

the Norwegian World
War II collaborationist gorv-
evument, VidRun Quisling, has
1 -Ssed to posterity as d syn-
onym for “trailor.” The hated
label, applied amid wartime
passions and propaganda,
hardly fits the truth relative
to this complex figure of mul-
tiple facets. In fact, feiwe if any
Norwegians of the 1930s and
early 1940s could claim a
greater shave of the struggle
in bebalf of their country’s
interests.

Vidkun  Quisling’s  character  and
career have become highly distorted in
L oy and in popular inuigination. The
reality is tar from this mislcading. gener-
alization. In his classic carly study of the
fascist movements the German profes-
sor Ernst Nolte summed up in one
P’ ose Quisling'’s tragedy: “The English
pross succeeded in promoting the idea
that Quisling was the most vile of the
collaborators, but the reality. until the
execution squad ended  his lite in
October 1945, is that he remained, as
ever, an obstinate and convinced doctri-
naire.” .

Vidkun Abraham Lauritz Jonsson
Quisling was born July 18, 1887 in Ovre
Telemark, son of a well known family of
the Fyresdal Parish, in southern Norway.,
a rather mountainous and forested
region. His family had been represented
chiefly by farmers, Lutheran pastors and
officers during the last 10 or 12 genera-

By S.E. NORLING

Fhe author wevites thar Vidlase Qi i coas pros iy the wiost nisrepre

sented personality of World Wae i Burvope. fa the inonediate prewar
period Quisling Dad vvged Noieay (o adopt o strong defease and a nen
tral stance. ITn fact Dis personal Teauines eere toward Fngland rather
than Germany. Soon after icar hecan on Septesher 101939 OQuisling
cabled Beitish PV Nceoille Chanehevlcin, rovging coroud 1o hostilitios.
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Vidkun Quisling arrvives at the Stettiner railway station|in Bevlin on
February 12, 1942, He 1cas received as head of state. Quisting bad hoped
(o build a strong national government that would prove self- sufficient
and cooperative with Germany, thus allowing a nominal occupation such
as Denmark experienced throughount the war. Chese unrealistic hopes
could not come 10 pass due to very different conditions and siluations.

tions. His father, Jon Lauritz Quisling,
was the dean of the parish and his fami-
ly could even trace ties with the Norwe-
gian Nobel Prize winners Ibsen and
Bjornson. In 1905, the same year Nor-
way left the union with Sweden, a wave
of nationalism ran through the country.
Quisling chose to follow a_military
career and, after graduating high school
first in his class, he enteréd the Military
Academy that same year at age 17.

He became a licutenant in 1908,
receiving the best average grade ob-
tained by a graduate in the existence of
that school. He was appointed as the
most brilliant cadet to the General Staff
in 1911 and became adjutant to the
General Staff with the rank of captain in
1917. This period of his life left adeep
impression on his character. with many
good memories and sincere friends that
were to follow him in his political
career.

At the General Staff he first chose
China as his field of study. but some
years later he reccived instructions to
start to learn Russian. He learned the lan-
guage, geography, economy and anthro-
pology of the czarist empire. In April of
1918 he was appointed military attaché
to Petrograd (Saint Pcteesburg) and
served in that post for two vears, where
he was to witness first-hand the devel-

opment of the Bolshevik revolution.

For the 12 years between 1918 and
1929, Quisling was away from Norway
mostrof the time. The young, military
attache traveled around half of Europe
and almost all'the former czarist empire,
most of the time as assistant 1o the well
known Norwegian explorer Fridtjof
Nanscn, the high commissioner of the
League of Nations. in his relietf work for
the suffering people as a consequence of
the Red Revolution. Quisling  was
extremely busy during these years, even-
tually leaving his Norwegian Army posi-
tion in; 1928. He had met personally
many of the communist leaders, and was
well acquainted with Norwegian com-
munists and socialists. What he discov-
cred during his “field trips” as part of the
League of Nations delegation changed
his opinions about communism.

He witnessed the holocaust commit-
ted by Stalin against the Hkrainian peo-
ple in which more than 6 million died of
starvation. With a new perspective
owing to his personal experiences in the
ficld—despite the fact that he expressed
some sympathies for the conumunist rev-
olution at the beginning—he soon real-
ized how destructive it was for humani-
ty. He decided o fight against it with all
his might.

His experiences in Eastern Europe

NIARrCH, 19OD0

were summed up i his political-phito-
sophical hook contiining his ideology,
Russia and Us, which was transkued
and published in England in 1931, The
book—and the fact that it had been pub-
lished in England—made hinm a popular
person in Norway when he returned to
his home country.

The book first appeared as o series of
nawspapcer articles. [t provoked a strong
impression within Norwegian conserva-
tive groups that fearcd the oxtensive
subversive activities of the left-wing
groups in the country after WoWL L But
Quisling was also o lover of the Russian
peopler he fearned the Tanguage, and
even nuuricd @ Russian wonun, Maria,
who would remiin loyal to his memory
until her death in 1980,

thn Quisling retarned  to
Norway for good at the end
of 1929 he was a man filled with politi-
cal ambition; 42 years old and a recog-
nized and prestigious  personality. He
came with dreams to create a political
movement able to regenerate Norway.
His mentor had always been the well-
knownd Arctic explorer, scientist and
statesman Fridtjof Nansen, who died in
1930. Nanscn had also tricd 1o create a
patriotic political movement. called
ledrelandsiaget (Fatherland  League),
and Quisling considered himself its polit-
ical heir,

Quisling also brought with him a man-
uscript, which may never be published,
that contained his philosophical theory.
He called it Unidversisin, according to his
biographer, Hans Fredrik Dahl. who
studied the manuscript.

Quisling used many sources for his
philosophy, including Oswald Spengler,
Georg Hegel, Baruch Spinoza and
Immanucl Kant. This is another proof of
the intcllectual capacity of Quisling, far
from the intellectual pauperism accusa-
tion bestowed by his enemies.

Early in 1931 he convinced a group of
fricnds to start a new movement. He
intended to absorb  the  Fatherland
League and reunite, under his own lead-
crship, the broad center of Norwegian
opinion that was tired of Norway’s cur-
rent drift. The movement was called
Nordisk  Folkereisning (Nordic Folk-
awakening). But the movement was
short lived. On May 12, 1931, Quisling
was convinced by the Agrarian Party to
accept the post of minister of defense.

In this post, he denounced Bolshevik
revolutionary plans for Europe and the
demilitarization of his and other West-
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« € countrics. He became an ever more
popular man in Norway, cspecially
among conservative groups. As it was
clear it would be impossible o imple-
“ment his policies in a liberal govern-
ment, his experiences within that gov-
ernment made him more skeptical about
the parliamentary system. The Agrarian
Government finally fell at the beginning
of 1933, but Quisling had been planning
to leave for a number of months. He was
going to start his own movement this
time.

On May 13, 1933, Quisling
founded Nasjonal Sanling
(National Union), adopting as his party’s
symbol the Saint Olaf’s Cross. an old
national emblem. The platform of the

«ty was fascist in character. The term
1 .ers to the corporate national state, the
leadership principle, anti-communism,
strong nationalism and a simultaneous

to profit from experience and o build
support. They worked hard, bringing
their program to every part of the coun-
try, but failed again in the next general
election (19306), winning even fewer
votes. This time there was no excuse
and, as usual when defeat comes, there
were internal recriminations and resig-
nations.

However, despite these poor results
in the general elections Quisling was not
abandoned by his most loyal followers.
His movement was far from defunct. A
high level of activity continued.
Supporters launched newspapers and
other publications and printed propa-
ganda; political mcetings were held
cverywhere in the country, in cities
such as Stavanger and Oslo, where the
party had strongholds. Subsequently,
with good results at the polls, their par-
ticipation in the towns’ political life
became considerable. Despite some

At 25

desertions, the number of active sup-
porters increased and the political pro-
gram was improved thanks to the con-
tributions of party intellectuals.

Nasjonal Samling received the sup-
port of a large share of the Norwegian
cultural and artistic society. Among the
leading supporters of Quisling at one
time were, in the arts, Knut Hamsun,
Norway’s leading living writer and a
Nobel Prize winner; his wife would be
one of the movement’s most active
members; Jacob Somme and Kaj Fjell,
well known painters; and Alf Larsen and
Geirr Tveit, musicians. In science there
were Professor Almar Naess and  the
well-known  medical  doctor  Maus
Hansen. All were authoritics in their
ficlds, along with many other personali-
tics. Members of the country’s leading
families. were supporters of Nasjonal
Samling.

attack on socialism and capitalism.
But this should not be interpreted to

an that Quisling advocated a dic-
tatorship. What Quisling really want-
ed at this stage was a national gov-
ernment of experts under his own
guidance. He was not a man of mod-
est self-assessment. Quisling  still
believed, at this stage, as he would
for many years, that he could reform
the parliamentary systein.

His opponents accused him of
being a “Nazi,” as is often the case
when a politician opposes the estab-
lished system. But as the British his-
torian Ralph Hewins wrote as carly
as 1965: “He was an indigénous
product of deep-rooted Northern
origin . . . Had he been more expe-
rienced politically, he would not
! e called his party NS and himself
Forer, since the German concept.of
those names is alien to Norway.”
Quisling and his followers took the
NS platform to the Norwegian peo-
r’ at the polls. The general election
v._.» held that October. The results
were disastrous: a total of 27,850
votes (a 3,596 average in areas

i

It was during these crucial years
(19351939) that Quisling devel-
oped | his personal concepts
regarding foreign relations. It is on
this point that most myths have
been/ built around him and
Nasjonal Samling. Quisling’s con-
tinuing image was built by way of
wartime  Allied  propaganda.
Quisling was not a Germanophile
in the sease that it has been prop-
agated; he was more pro-British.
He read The London Times each
morning; he admired the English
classic writers; he had family ties
with the United States and was
also a member of the highly
esteemed Order of the British
Empire. He even published an arti-
cle in the bulletin of the move-
ment led by the British fascist,
Oswald Mosley (BUF-Quarterly
1-1 Jan/Apr. 1937).

On the other side, Germany was,
#4 | for him, a strange country. He
understood the German language
poorly and could use it less well.
He also had his suspicions about
the geopolitical aspirations of that

country. Despite the fact that

where they presented candidates)
did not give them any seats.
Despite this initial

A German poster wrging young Norwegians (o Quisling was a man who had trav-
sethack, join the Waffen (combat) 8S. To a degree it cted around Europe and loved to

" Quisling and his loyal supporters did (wonld become an international anti-commroiist theorize about international prob-
not dismay. They reasoned that the Jforce dratwn from rolunteers (hroughbout occu- lems, he was not the kind of per-

country was not prepared for the pied

Europe. Most  of these

volunteers son who wanted to be away from

changes they suggested, and that embraced National Socialist ideology far more  his beloved Norway.

their party machine was not suffi- (Dan Quisling. In Quisling, Paul M. [layes wirole

His relations with foreign fascist

ciently organized. Now, they rca- (hat bis subject’s political ideas were “a strange movements were few, even dur-
soned, they had three years before amalgam of romanticism and authboritariau- ing the war, and his experience
the next general election in which fism ™ that weve never clearty defined.

refative to the German freedom
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movement was negative. Theretfore we
should not consider it strange  that
Quisling chose¢ to became part of the

CAUR (Committee for Universality  of

Rome), an ludian organization that advo-
cated the expansion of Fascism, and
openly criticized German  National
Socialism during those years. Quisling
was also, personally, a member of the
International Entente Against the Third
International (an international anti-com-
munist organization, not a political
party).

Between 19341935 Quisling was an
active member, holding the post of scc-
retary of the Central Committee. It is
interesting to study Quisling’s approach
to Italian Fascism during these years.
This could explain his more corporate
rather than national socialist view of the
state and the country. But the Germans
were not interested in Norway or
Quisling’s movement. They had enough
problems during these years and were
little concerned with a politically
msignificant movement in a small north-
ern country. This despite postwar pro-
paganda to the contrary.

Quisling the person. in his private life,
was extremely Spartan. He did not drink
or smoke, and ate only what was strictly
necessary. His private assets consisted of
a small apartment in Oslo and his coun-
tryside house. During the war he lived in
an ofticial mansion without any luxuries.
He was married, without descendants,
to a young Russian woman he had met
in her country. He was tall, with a strong
constitution.  He alwavs _provoked
respect from the people who met him,
His supporters loved him even it he
hated to be considered as their leader.
His circle of friends was small. and he
:njoyed spending his vacations between
the mountains and lakes of his native
Telemark. Although they tried. his oppo-
nents were never dable to find any cor-
ruption during the time he was head of
he government during the Gepman
occupation.

During the immediate pre-war years
(1938-1939). convinced of the stupidity
of a new European war. Quisting dedi-
cated much effort and time attempting
to stop it. At the national level he fought
for a rigorous neutrality and the rearma-
ment of his poorly defended county: this
in order to protect its declared neuatrali-
ty. But his demands were not heeded,
and Norway slipped closer to catastro-
phe. Internationally, he requested the
involved partics to stop it before it start-
ed. e contacted other Nordic national-
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ist movements with the aim of building
a Nordic anti-war front.

In the fall 0of 1939 Quisling sent a long
telegram to British Prime  Minister
Neville Chamberlain; pleading with: him
to come to an agreement with Germany
and to end Europe’s new war. Quisling,
who had been the military, attaché in
Ruissia tor some time and was a former
Norwegian defense minister, considered
himself authorized to try to contact both
parties directly. This can be considered
as a sign ofhis naiveté, but also of his sin-
cerity. When the first attempt led to
nothing. he turned to the leaders in
Germany for the samce purpose. This
wassthe first time he had contacts at
high levels in Germany, and he even suc-
ceeded in meeting with Adolf Hitler in
December, 1939.

fter the war, especially in the
process that condemned him to
dcath but also in the official history, it
has been  claimed  constantly  that
Quisling offered himselt to act as a “fifth
column’™ to help Germany to occupy the
country. This version can simply not
stand serious scrutiny. There was noth-
ing of milituy importance that Quisling
could reveal, and the strategic Germin
plans were already so complete  that
they did not need help from a small i
well known group such as Quisling's.
The real culprits were others, people
who had no open connections with
Germany nor with far right groups.
Now. many vears Later, the real con-

was

tents of these contacts with Germany
have been revealed. We now know that
Quisting onlv exposed his peace plans,
as he had done for the British months
before, <and the way Nasjonal Samling
working to prevent Norway's
involvement in the war. Hitler's impres-
sions regarding Quisling’s overtures
were simple: he explained to Quisling
that Germany’s will was that Norway
remain neutral and that he too was an
anglophile. Nothing else came of these
meetings.

Norwegian opinion relative to the
great nearby powers of Britain and
Germany swung rapidly in early 1940.
On January 20 Winston Churchill, then
First Lord of the Admiralty, made a
provocative speech urging neutral coun-
tries to ally with Britain against Ger-
many. Paul M. Hayes wrote in Quisling
that the speech “offended opinion in
Scandinavia as a whole, and in Norway
in particular.”

ut by the carly spring of 1940

Norway was increasingly lcaning
toward the Allies, In February, a German
ship was attacked in Norwegian territor-
il waters and it was made public that
the Norwcegian — government, in
November of 1939, had arecanged  the
transference of almost all its cargo ships
to Britain. Soon after, the Allies prepared
plans to use Norway as a military base to
attack  Germany. On April 9, 1940,
German troops landed in Norway as a
counterstroke. Hitler had decided ro act
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before the enemy, reasoning that the
omission of strict ncutrality on the part
of the Norwegian government gave
Germany the right under international
law to take the necessary measures to
protect its vital interests.  The
Norwegian army offered a heroic
defense (it lasted three months, ending
in capitulation in June), but the govern-
ment and the king fled to England, and
the country found itself without a gov-
ernment.

Suddenly, Quisling proclaimed that he
had formed a National Government to
save the country from a military occupa-
tion. This was a very patriotic act in
accordance with his plans, but was mis-
understood by the Norwegian people.
They concluded, quite incorrectly, that

was in league with the invaders. But
Hitler had planned to deal with the exist-
ing legal government, as in Denmark,
not with Quisling. Immediately Quisling
was forced to recant, an administrative

ncil was formed and the country set
uvader the rule of a German Reichs-
kommisar.

Despite the failure of the attempt
to take over government
power, Nasjonal Samling became an
important piece of the new game. The
party grew fast, thousands applied for
membership, their uniformed ranks
took to the streets and their members
took over posts in the civil administra-
tion. As a matter of fact, most members
of the official administrative council
became or were Quisling’s supporters.
The strategy planned by Quisling was
clear, and should not be interpreted as a
simple collaboration with the occupa-

M A R Slifeldk? Gk Okkupasionshistorie, biid B BA IR INES IR EV TEWY

tion forces. Quisling became a shadow
leader; he said “no” to the invitation to
become a member of the council, and
worked hard to preserve Norway's inde-
pendence and prevent suftering of the
people.

First, he suggested that all resistance
against the occupiers should be avoided
in order to save precious Norwegian
blood; sccondly, an efficient manage-
ment of the scant food and energy
reserves should be organized and, third,
as a consequence of the other points,
this would prove to the Germans that
they did not need a military occupation
force in the country and that Norway
could receive the same treatment as
Denmark, maintaining their formal inde-
pendence under loose occupation.

In September of 1940, Hider chose
finally to trust in Quisling’s movement,
despite reports from Reichskommiscar
Terboven who was a strong/opponent
of Quisling. Nasjonal Samling had grown
now to a size that made the movement
able to take over the government.
Before the end of the war the party had
60,000 members, which represented
two percent of the total population of
3,000,000. It was an extremely signifi-
cant figure, given that Hitler's NSDAP
had only 806,000 members in.1931; cor-
responding to less than 0.9 percent of
Germany's population.

Nasjonal Samling became the sole
authorized party and administered the
country well and with efficiency, as
even their opponents would admit.

The arts, cultural and intellectual pur-
suits flourished again. The youth camps
and labor services covered the country.
Negotiations with German authorities to

- -
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Vidkun Quisling is pictured during a visit with bis party members on the

Eastern Front. The soldiers formed the Norwegian Legion and fought at
Leningrad 1942-43.
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achieve a peace treaty, which would
legitimize the situation (Quisling always
wanted to keep the formalities) and the
return to Germany of the Reichskomn-
misar were his goals. Quisling proved to
the Germans that this was the right
course, and in February of 1942 he was
appointed minister-president. This goal
was always clear for Quisling himself: to
preserve Norway's independence and to
do the best for the country, and this was
what he required from his followers. His
appoinument as minister-president was
the peak of his political career and the
one his opponents despised and manip-
ulated. It was not only the government
in exile in London and Allied war propa-
ganda that denigrated Quisling, but also
his colleagues who preferred German
rule and considered Quisling too anti-
German.

Thc course of the war, with the
German defeats in the East, and
the deaths of the Norwegian members
of the Waffen SS—who numbered 10
times more than the Norwegians who
saw action in British uniforms—made
Quisling’s last years especially hard.
After the war the official history has
tried-to show us that the clandestine
resistance movement was the main
problem Quisling had during his man-
date, but the reaiity is that Mil-Org (the
name the resistance gave themselves)
was exactly as they said, “clandestine.”
They were so “clandestine” that not
even the Germans were interested in
their activitics. Almost no terrorist or
sabotage attacks were made during the
war; only some murders of NS members.
But this never reached the magnitude
the resistance had in other occupied
northern countries such as Denmark or
Belgium.

The Norwegian government in
London passed several laws that would
have retroactive effects, among them
the announcement that all “gquislings”
would be prosecuted and the example
of the savage repression in France and

Erik Norling is a writer and TBR
subscriber living in Fuengirola, Spain.
He is in the process of preparing bis
doctoral dissertation in law relative to
post-World War I repressions in
Europe. He is conversant in the Nor-
wegian, Swedish and Danish lan-
guages and is a member of the
Norwegian INO-Institute, which spe-
cializes in the study of World War Il
Norwegian occupation bistory.
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Belgium—at least 75,000 civilians were
killed between 1944-406 after the hour of
the liberation—gave them something to
worry about. Some of Quisling’s most
radical cabinet members proposed to
him to resist until the end and assist the
German plans to make a “Festung
Newwgegen” (Fortress Norway). Quisling
rejected the idea. There exist plenty of
written proofs about his last-days efforts
to avoid a civil war in Norway and he
prepared himself to make the transfer of
powers in a civilized manner.

On the first of May, notice of Hitler’s
death reached Oslo. Now they knew
that everything was lost. But Quisling
rejected the opportunity to leave the
country. He wanted to accept his des-
tirv. In fact, it was Leon Degrelle, the

Jonian leader, who used a flight avail-
able at Oslo to reach Spain.

On May 8, 1945. Quisling was
detained by the Allies. He expected to
get fair treatment, as he had extended to
t enemy during the war. He always
imerceded before the German occupa-
tion authorities to avoid death penalties
for convicted terrorists: in fact, there
were few executions in Norway during
the war. But he was imprisoned in
extreme conditions and indicted as a
trajtor. He tried to explain his patriotic
reasons, but in vain; no one wanted to
listen to him. The death sentence was
prepared long before the defense even
gave their speech.

A veritable reign of terror spread,
affecting nearly 100,000 persons_with
their families; it has been estimated that
every seventh or eighth household in
the country was affected. Imprison-
ments, prosecutions, deprival of civil
r* s, loss of jobs, confiscation of prop-
erucs, etc. as well as summary execu-
tions and an environment of hate against
the losers and their families overran the
couniry. Even today there is lingering
birterness in Norway. Quisling’s closest
s. orters would be executed or incar-
cerated for many years. Not only party
members were imprisoned and convict-
ed. To be a simple party member of a
legal pre-war party was a criminal
offense following the new ex post facto
laws. Many intellectuals and artists were
prosecuted, such as Knut Hamsun, just
as Ezra Pound was incarcerated in a psy-
chiatric hospital in the United States.

uisling was executed on the
morning of Way 24, 1945 at the
Akershts fortress in Oslo. With him died
one of the names that will forever mark

Norway’s history. While imprisoned he
said to his captors: “I know that the
Norwegian people have condemned me
to death, and the easiest thing would
have been to take my own life. But 1
want to see how history judges me.
Believe me, in ten years' time I will be
like a new Saint Olaf.” He was referring
to the Christian king who died for the
unity and Christianity of Norway in the
Middle Ages.

Vidkun Quisling, a strong personali-
ty, may have been a man of consider-
able vanity and limited practical capac-
ities. But few serious students could
conclude that he was not a highly ded-
icated patriot, and one whose name
should rest in peace, not as a synonym
for traitor. *
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