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Shadowy

Figure of

a Sad Traitor

By Professor Magne Skodvin, Professor of European

History, Oslo University

Vidkun Quisling, whose attempted
usurpation of authority in Norway
during the German occupation of 1940-
45 gave us a new word for traitor,
became the best known of fifth column
leaders in a period marked by many
Mrange deviations in political allegiance.
The man himself is, however, so
shadowy a figure to the outside world
that the lapse of time makes it easy
tor revelations of his private rectitude
to confound the issue of his political
turpitude, :

The facts of his pcfsonal character
are widely known in Norway and many_

of them were stated in evidence at his
trial in 1945, He was an awkward and
rather shy man, given to long mono-
logues and equally long silences, mainly
because he was u person of few and
rather vague general ideas, taking liule
ot no interest in other people, unless
they -came 10 sit at his feet.

He had cxcellent manners, frugal
habits and a marked disinclination for
any personal eatravagance. His scholas-
tic record was outstanding ; in fact, he
graduated from the Military Academy

‘with the highest honours ever awarded.

There was no trace of any love of
violence or dishonest tendencies in any
part of his life=outside his activities
in politics:

NO DOUBT OF GUILT

Because the contrastbetween. Quis-
ling’s private and public life is at first
sight surprising, atlempts have been
made to eaplain away the latter. Could
it be that he was a victim of circum-
stances, an honest man chained to the
Nazi juggernaut; or a visionary who
looked beyond a fratricidul war to the
supranational community of the future
but who. by an accident of history,
had happenad to choose the wrong side
for partner ?

There is, however, no need for such
attemipts 1o add a sort of mental fourth
dimension 1o one who was well bred
and intellectually'well endowed, but in
his sum total of qualitics and shortcom-
ings a rather ordinary sort of person.
For one of the terrifying things about
Nazism was ity abilitv to allract just
such a type.

Nor is there any doubt whatever as
to his guilt and the nature of the crimes
for which he was shot in October, 1945,
on judgment given in the High and
Supreme Courts.

He founded a National Union party
of strong fuscist leanings in 1933, the
year Hitler came 10 puwer, and he was
true to type in doing so: a military man
with no ability for practical politics and
therefore disgusted by it, a strong belief
1 authority and discipline, and a more
than naive contidence that the majority
of workers  were  misled political

prisoners under socialist bosses, needing
the

hand nf
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Scandinavian expedition the latter point
seems particularly incriminating.
According to the minutes of the meet-
ing. Quisling further declared that his
National Party intended to prevent such
developments ** by placing suilable bases
at the disposal of the German Wehr-
macht ™. Quisling and Hagelin had come
in order to clarify the fulure attitude

of the Third Reich towards Quisling’s

party.
INFORMATION GIVEN

They felt that “a complete political
reshufile ” must be possible in Norway,
In this case, Quisling's party was “ un-
likely to remain passive *. The speakers
were anxious for * discussions with a
viewi to concerted action ™, and there
was a reference to troops being moved
o Oslo. At the conclusion of the inter-
view Raeder promised to inform Hitler
and to keep Quisling informed.

This decument was introduced in evid-
ence during Quisling's trial in 1945, The
court, however, did not have full know-
ledge of Quisting’s activities immediately
before the German landings. He went
to Copenhagen to meet Colonel Hans
Pickenbrock, of the German Abwehr
(milkary intelligence), who had come
from Berlin for this specific purpose.

The results of the Quisling-Picken-
brock conversation were embodied in
the form of a résumé drawn up the
following day (Apri! 4, 1940). and incor-
purted. in the War Diary of the Sec-
kriegs-leitung (naval command). Though
it yielded no fresh information of use
to the Germany Navy, it contained

“valuable information for the Wehrmacht

and lLuftwatfe on the sirength of
Norwegian forces, the location of aijr-
ficlds, and the state of preparedness of
the Norwegian Air Force. coastal forti-
heations, and so on. Quisling considered
that six German divisions would be
sutlicient for a total occupation.

This entanglement with Nazi aggres-
sion lifted Quisling out of political inaig-
nificance into a new dimension where he
was entirely out of his depth. The sequel
was his six-day ministry at the beginning
of the Gerrman invasion, then two years
of management behind the scenes, and
finally the three years of office as
Minister-Pre<ident,

He never made up his mind about the
nature of his relationship with the Third
Reich. He never gave up asking for a
peace treaty and repeatedly maintained
that hostilities between Germany and
Norway had ceased with the end of the
campaign in 1940. On the other hand.
he did not object when his * Miaivers
and the controlled press repeatedly tried
to explain drastic German measures by
pointing to the staie of war with
Germany. Ia the autuma of 1943, how-
ever, he suddenly declared that Norway
was Germany's ally and at war with
Germahy's enemies.
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with the highest honours ever awarded.
There was no trace of any love of
violence or dishonest tendencies in any
part of his lite —outside his activities
in politics.

NO DOUBT OF GUILT

Beviuse the contrast between Quis-
ling’s private and public hfe is at first
sight surprising, sttemipts have been
made to explain away the latter. Could
it be that he was a victim of circum-
stances, an honest man chained to the
Nuzi juggernaut; or a visionary who
looked beyond a fratricidal war to the
supranational community of the future
but who. by an accident of history,
had happenad to choose the wrong side
for pariner ?

There is, however, no need for such
altemipis 1o add a sort of mental fourth
dimension to one who was well bred
and intellectually well endowed, but in
his sum total of qualities and shoricom-
ings a rather ordinary sort of person.
For one of the terrifying things abvut
Nazism was ity ability to attract just
such a type.

Nor iy there any doubt whatever as
1o his gwmilt and the nature of the crimes
for which he was shot in October, 1945,
on judgment given in the High and
Supreme Courts,

He founded a National Union party
of strong fuscist leanings in 1933, the
year Hitler came to power, and he was
true 10 type in doing so: a military man
with no ability for practical politics and
therefore disgusted by it, a strong belief
in authority und discipline, and a more

than naive confidence that the majority
of workers were . misled  political
prisoners under socialist bosses, needing
the liberating  hund  of organized
paternalism.  He blamed parliamentar~
imnism and democrzey for his own
failure o master ity machinery, and
therefore set cut to destrov both. :

The party presented candidates in two
clections (1933 and 1936); was unable to
gain a seat in the Storting and finally
split. - Quinlire’s inertia in party crises
was unbelievable.  On the cve of the
war, the Natonal Union party had
practically ceased to cxist.

GRAND ADMIRAL RAEDIR

Quisling,  however, originally an
admuter of Mussolini, had turned 1o
Germany for support, and his self-styled
Steliveriraier for Germany, Mr, Hagelin,
was instrumental in paving his way to
the  highest  places--including  the
Fuhrer himself, w.th whom Quisling and
Hagelin - discussed  possible  German
support, political and military, for a
Quisling coup détar in Norway,

The time was December, 1939, and
the gist of the Berlin conversations was
immediately put on paper by several
initiated persons, among whom Grand
Admural Racder was the most reliable,
having least imagination.

Avcording to Raeder, Quisling stated
that  Norwegian  political  life  was

| dominuted by ** the Jew Hambro ™ (then

president af the Storting), her press
bought by the British, and her Govera-
mient prepared to assist a British invading
force whose targets had already becn
agreed upon. To anyone famihar with

the stohbarn Norwegian  refusal 1o

b-ecom< jn any way implicafed v the
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ence during Quisling's trial in 1945, The
court, hawever, did not have full know-
ledge of Quisling's activities immediately
befure the German landings. He went
to Copenhagen to meet Coloncl Hans
Pickenbrovk. of the German Abwehr
(milsary intelligence), who had come
from Berlin for this specific purpose.
The rewults of the Quisling-Picken-
brock conversation were embodied in

the furm of a résumé drawn up the
following day (April 4. 1940). and incor-

ported in the War Diary of the Sec-
Kricgs-leitung (naval command). Though
it yielded no fresh information of use
1o the Germany Navy, it contained
valuable information for the Wehrmacht
and lufiwatfe on the strength of
Norwegian forces, the location of air-
ficlds, and the state of preparedness of
the Norwegian Air Force. coastal forti-
fications, and so on. Quisling considered
that six German divisions would be
suflicient for a tvtal occupation.

This entanglement with Nazi aggres-
sion lifted Quisling out of political insg-
nificance into a new dimension where he
was entirely-out of his depth. The sequel
was hivsix-day ministry at the begzinning
of the German invasion, then two years
of ‘management behind the scencs. and
finally - three years of office as
Minisae: 5 wdent, '

He never made up his mind about the
naturc of his relationship with the Third
Reich. He never gavé up asking for a
peace trealy and repeatedly maintained

that hostilities between Germany and -

Norway had ceased with the end of the
campaign in 1940. On the other hand.
he did not object when his * Ministers ™
and the controlled press repeatedly tried
to explain drastic German measures by
pointing to the staie of war with
Germany. Ia the autuma of 1943, how-
ever, he suddenly declared that Norway
was Germany's ally and at war with
Germahy's enemies. '

GAME NEARLY UP

This declaration had not been dis-
cussed in the Quisling Cabinet and led to
strong protests from several leading
party members. These protests became
all the more emphatic because a number
of Norwegian Army officers were
arrested by the CGermans on the sume
day and were sent to prison camps.

The German attitude towards Quis-
ling wax more consistent.  Hitler used
Y. when he could be useful, but other-
wise ignored him, without bothering
much about the courtesy nominally due
to a fellow leader. As for his relitions
with the German civil and military
authorities in Norway, the story is too
intricate for brief examination here. But
it may be summed up in the candid
remarks of a Quisling supporter, Finn
Storen, made in March, 1945, when the
game was nearly up: —

* 1 have a fecling that the (iermun
authorities are dcliberately making
fools of you, Mr. Minister-President,
and of the National Union. . . . As
you vourself have pointed out, Norway
I1s de jure at wur with Germany . . .
in «pite of all the support tha: Norway
under your government has given to
Germany. The de jure siate of war
has served and will . . . continue to
serve as a justification for a taung
of our resources which, 1n muny cases,
it tantamount to robkery. | . . Under
u pretence of friendsbip and coopera-
tion  they manage to make our
administration  share their  guilt as
plundcrers and oppressors.”

Having shared the guilt, Quishing

ghred e ponishment |
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