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The Norwegian
Capitulation

Sir.—In his letter (January 29) Ralph
Hewins gives advice to British historiuns
on the *'curious academic situation”
in Norway at the moment.  Owing to
the postal strike it will tahe some time
before there can be a reply from Nor-
way dealing with his specific accusa-
trons, but in the meantime il may be
worth while to remind your readers of
M. Hewins's own situation in the politi.
cal questions involved.

For those of us- Norwegmns or
Germans who spent some time in Not
way during the war there was no prob-
fem at alt about the relative position of
Norwiy and Germany: they were

war. Consequently, the Norwegians
who collaborated with the enemy were
traitors, Sinoe the war the Norwegian
quislings have made a sustained cffort
o blur this issue, Some of them main-
tamn that collaboration with the enemy
was not treason since Norway had
capitulated to Germany, and the war wis
over. They base thew casc mainly o4
the capitulation  document which
stopped the fighting between the Nor-
wepian 6th Division and the German
forces in North Norway. and maintain
that this was an unconditional surrender
by the Norwegian government. This
view has never been accepted by legal,
military or historical experts in Norway,
with a very few exceptions. In ther
opinion the capitulation document was
a local ceasefire, and Norway and Ger
many continued to be in a state of war
This, of course, was also the opinion of
the ordinary decent Norwegian during
the war. How else can one exptain that
the loss of Norwegian lives in fighting
the Germans was immeasurably greater
after the North Norway capitulation
than before it ?

M. Hewins has been an active advo-
cate in this country on behall of the
Norwegian quislings, His book ubout
Vidkun Quisling-—or rather its Nor-
wegian translation- -was described by a
Norwegian critic as a falsification of
history. This offended the transiator,
whe fook the critic to court for libel.
The onus of proof lay on the critc,
and he won the case. Mr., Hewins him-
celf was in Oslo during the court pro-
ceedings and made his views on the
case known on television and in the
newspapers, but he did not testify n
court (as he had a perfect right not te
doy.

His letter to yon, Sir, contains some
oddities. For example, it is most curt-
ous to have the Quisling regune
described as “similar ™ to the honour-
able attempt made by some promunent
Norwegians in the early months of the
war 0 keep a Norwegian ¢ivil admim-
stration running under German occupa-
tion. To an English  public, un-
acquainted with the | character and
standing of these men, it blurs the issue.

Mr. Hewins's curious judgment of
people applies also to the present con-
troversy: he praises ‘“highly qualified
historians, such as $verce Hartmann ™
and cven appoints him to the position
of “State Historian 7, whilst the leading
Norwegian authority on this period of
history is reduced ta * the controversial
Profewsor Skodvin®.  Sverre Hartmamn
is essentially a very competent journal-
ist, who has done some useful digging
up of facts relating to the German occu-
pation of Norway, particutarly from
German sources,  For instance, he dis-
covered recently the previously hidden
fact that Vidkua Quisling had u meet-
in with a representative of the Germat
High Command in Copenhagen a few
days before the invasion of Norway
He is now receiving a government grant

ta carry on this research, but the
prestigious title of State Historian is as
non-existent as some, other titles and
appointments used by Mt Hewins:
State lawyer: primate Bishop. To call
Magne Skodvin * the controve ial Pro-
fessor © is another langhable twist, Pro-
fessor Skodvin states his views clearly
and  forcefully, undoubtedly 1o the
chagrin of the former quislings, buat he
_is no more controversial than any alert
histosian is and must be.

And pity the poor students of Pro-
fessor  Skodvin's  Historical Institute
who, Mr. Hewins tells us, “had the
courage to protest”, Norwu is not a
police state---now ; and Professor Skod-
vin is not the dictator of his institute.
fi takes no more courage for a Nor-
wegian  undergraduate  to protest
against what he wants to protest
against, than it does for an undergra-
duate in this country.

Finally. let us take a look at Mr.
Hewins's use of inverted commas. He
writes about the * treason ™ trials of the
collaborators, and the *liberation™
period of Norway at the end of the
war. It should be unnecessary to point
out that the trials of the coliaborators
were conducted by the established Nor-
wegian courts in accordance with
Norwegian Jaw. Some were tried for
treason and some convicted of it. Vid-
kun Quisling and a few others were
executed. There is really no need for
inverted commas. And the “ liberation ™.

Wasn't Norway liberated in 1945 in the
true sense of the word 7 1f Mr. Hewins
is in doubt about that, he should talk to
one—any one—of the British soldiers
who landed inh Norway in May, 1945,

TORGRIM HANNAS

33 Farnaby Road, Bromiey, Kent.
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papers for 1940, David Irving on Con-
voy PO17 and soon his biographies of
Hitler and Field Marshal Erhard Milch,
Correlli Barnett's military  history in
gcm:r;ul, and particutarly Muartin Gil-
bert’s next  volume of " (he ofiicial
Churchill biography- alt coneern Nor-
way In_some degree, great or smadl. e
is_therefore desirable that accumulating
mouniains of Norwepian documenta

ton and writing on Norway 1940-45
should be studied tharoughly  despite
the language difficuities and in context
with the prevailing Norweginn aca-
demic elimate, This, to say the least
is disturbing, .

On September R, 1974 1he State Law-
yer, Hikon Wiker broadeast over the
national teleyiston actwork  that mas-
sively documented  revelations by the
State_Historiun, Sverre Hartmann, con-
cerning the patire and aftermath of the
Norwegian and German High Com-
mands’ capitulation agreement of June
10, 1940, would be investigated by the
national  legad  authorilies  (Aften-
posten, September 4).  This investiza-
tion will he led by Police Adintant T,
Haitkenes of the Criminal Police, it was
Fusther reported nest day. '
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On  September 26 ihe national,
socialist weekly, Ahpnell, revealed that
the senjor St bawyer, B, 3. Daoren-
feldt, had ™ given the green Hght ™ 1o the
police investigation. Fhis has not been
denied since.

Naturally
national ou

g

this prospest hits ratved
_ Harirnn has deseribed
the investigation as = an attack on his-
toricat rescarch T and his view s widely
held, hut not upiversatly.

The opposition hus Aot heen amehor-
ated by Herr Wikers answer ta the
qucx‘!ioh whelher the authorities and the
potice intend to ek the help of guab
fied historians, notably Professor Magne
Skodvin  (Contemporary Norwegian
History, Oslo University}

Herr Wiker replied: " R i pretiy cleay
That we must have assistance from gnale
tied historians (o get o the bottom of
the matter lthe 1940 capitutation}. b
which " qualitied historians ~ 1 don’t yel
know.”

Concern has baen jong expressed n
the Norwegian mass madia about Pro
fessor Shodvin's aeademic approach to
the controversial capitulation in his
heaoks and the Taw Canrts T-or instance.
his doctorate thesis, Fhe Strigele over
the Occupation Powers in Norway fo
Septerther 25. 1940 (Oslo. 1956), does
ot mention the caprndiuon. Ao
over in  Beoveen Newality — and
Alliance (Oslo, 1968) he misguotes the
Defence  Chief  and Commander-in-
Chicf, General Otto Ruge, w ho was teft
to arrange the capitulation when the
Royal Nonwepian Government  wenl
into British exile on June 7. 1940, so as
to suggest that Norway fas @ state) re-
mained at war " whereas Ruge’s pro-
ctamation on June 9 actually stated (!»;n
only “ Nomvegians ' were stilt fighnng
on other fronts w fine but vital disting-
don. | Furthermore Professor Shodvin
repeated flatly during (he re-trial of the
former  Gestapo  Chiel, Hellmuth
Reinhard, in Karisruhe (September 21,
1970) that there was 1o total captinta
tion only one hetween the Norwegian
Sixth Division thitherto under the Allied

Commander, Admiral, ).ord Cork and
Orrery) and ihe Germans  in - North
Norway.

His. stand has prodoced 4 head-on
collision with hys Telow state histaran.
Hartmann: hence the pohee investiga-
fion.

Further topicality to 1hs issue s pro
vided by ihe impending appearance of
the 388-page Quisling. Rosenberg nnd
Terboven(Stuttgarthby Prafessor Hans
Dietrich 1aack, which was reviewed af
length in Der Spiegel on September 7.
with copions reperenssion 10 Noraas,
ncluding the news that his mspiration i
this work was none other than he
controversial Professor Skodvin,

}t has been pomied out in the Nor-
wegian press that the vestigalion of
historical data by the police and the
associated threat to the ventilation ol
historical discovenes, with professional
comment by highty gualified hidtorans,
cuch as Sverre Hartmann. amonnis (o 4n
undermining of paragraph 100 tn the
written Norwewan Constitution. guar-
antecing freedom of expression.

Two of Professor Skodvins own
pupils in his Historical Institute a1 Oslo
University have had the conrage ta pro-
test agiinst the police actton,

Finaly, in defavlt of any definitive or
convincing historical agreement in Nor-
way on the naure of the 1940 capitu-
ation, nnprepwdiced hy state-emploved
Tawyers ar the police, # festcase vn this
touchy subject was subhmitied to the
European  Convention  on Haman
Rights at Strasbonrg on September 25

The historical issue is the mature of
the cxiled Royal Norwegian Govern-
ment's association with Great Britam
from Junc 100 1930 - later with  the

United States and the Soviet Tnion-—
up to and inchedine the “liberation”
perind (May & November 1., 1945). The
legal issuc 18 whethes Norway as a stale
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was Cat war Toalter tune. TN0 g B
always been maintained officrally here.
despite academic donbts which have not
until now filtered through ta the popn
face or school textbaeks.

FFurther, the degal assue s whether
wich prominent Norwegians as the bate

Chief  Justice 1 Berg, the  late
primate Bishap Fivind Bergerav, and
their associates committed offences in

creating the Administrative Council Tov
!hc Occupied Territories and thus seeh
ing 4 modus vivendi with the German
Ovenpying Power £Aprif 15 (o Sepfem-

ber 250 fuath  and  whether Major
Vidhuo  Quisling committed  high
tresson in secking 4 similar modns

vivendi during his second govermment
tFebrunry 1, 1942, to May 8, 1945,
likewisc his musmerous sipporiers

Both issues are further complicated
by the mysterious disappearance ol the
onginal capitulation  document from
the State archives in 1947, at the height
of the ~ treason ™ trials, and the State
Archivist, Daghnn NMannsdher, is non
tooking for it Also (he twenty five
year-old report of the state Military In
vestigation Committee. which is widely
helieved to confirm the totality of 1940
copilufation, is srilf " top seeret

As the anthar of fwo books on
Seandinavia during the war and as 8
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pasticipant in_ the Norwegian  (am
paign, the * Free Novwegian Toactivi

tics in Stockholm, the Jiberation and
the Quisting Case  as a journalist 1
teel it is my duty fo acquaint my Tehow
nan-Norwegian  historians  with the
curious acadenie sitution in this out
post af Western Democracy tonday .
RAVPH HPWIENS
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