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shame of defeat a haven of legitimacy, order, and obedience was
offered by the authoritarian government of Marshal Petain; not
without reason and logic did France obey the orders of a French

Qftr*" Sift "y 4 4,
government at Vichy. Remember that

<

Fr --p r
once defeat has come and au-

tonomy is lost, the patriot’s unenviable task is to decide how best
Frew tH» biUwfIM* and divisivenwas of the

to ensure an honorable future for his country. In this circumstance,

2 o " thi xi. f-Ifii.ijsa fiv t f— . ' X." sfrmbodl

the borderline between gatriotism and treason is not always obvious.
?Sle \my @

What is one to say of an army officer like General de Gaulle who

refuses to heed the orders of his legal government, who ignores an

armistice signed by his legal government, who invites all French-

men able to do so to follow his example and who thereby becomes a

serious embarrassment to his legal government in its attempt to

salvage authority from the wreckage of total defeat?

Therefore, in determining whether it was General de Gaulle
or the government of Marshal Petain which was the proper inter-
preter of the national interest after 1970, the facts and view
points of that time must govern. Less than three weeks after the
armistice the freely elected representatives of the French people

OCNfty&S. V- # # * § ;Q .fkrsff
met at Vichy: of a possible 932 deputies and senators, 64-9 made
their way to the temporary capital of unoccupied France and there,
with only eighty dissenting votes, conferred the full powers of the
Republic upon Marshal Petain. General de Gaulle possessed no such

mandate.19

19Herbert Tint, The Decline of French Patriotism 1870-1970
(London: Weidenfeld & Nicholson, 1967), p. 233.
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IT the point is raised that lucidity is a better guide to
patriotism and victory than the results of universal suffrage, the
fact remains that in June and July, 1940 no one could determine with
certainty where lay the best interests of France. The weakness of
lucidity is that it can only be applied after the event.

From the bitterness and divisiveness of 1940 the army
learned that it alone as the historic embodiment of the Nation®"s
spirit must in future crises decide the destiny of France. Enmile
Toulouse, defending General AndrelZeller after the Generali:* Revolt
in April 1961, made a telling case for the dedicated who labored
for the army:

, The trag;LC events that have assailed France since 1940
and that have proliferated governments speaking or pre-
tending”™ to speak in her name have put the minds of our
high {gnilitarg} leaders to a hard test, for the disobed-
ience of leaders has been successively considered as
treason and as glory.

T had, gentlemen, the great honor of defending many
leaders before all the High Courts which have followed one
another in France over the past twenty years, and whose
name and composition varied with the times. The crime
has always been the same— treason— but the definition
varied. 1 pleaded, furthermore, before the Riom Court
during the occupation; we defended those leaders who had
faxth iIn de Gaulle and because they had faith in de Gaulle
they disobeyed, and they were prosecuted because they

disobeyed. . . , Then, following the Liberation, 1 still
defended leaders before the Hign Courts; they were ac—
cused of having obeyed the Marshal. . . . We heard fall

+ h? _ of a high magistrate words borrowed from
the Declaration of the Rights of Man, ™insurrection is a
disobeyedl May gentlemOn, the £military_J leaders

They disobeyed, all the generals. They disobeyed be-

cfu?el™heiT allegiance bade them to be at the orders of
what they thought to be the Nation and the Patrie.Z0

To those few patriots who, iIn 1940, continued the struggle

. 2°£TSPOs des Generaux Challe et Zeller, trans. author (Paris:

Nouvelles Editions Latines, 1961), pp- 310-11, quoting Emile
loulousee
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under the Cross of Lorraine because they believed in a France
victorious, a line from Johann von Schiller is their tribute:

That nation is worthless that will not venture all
for its honor.

Two years later in June 1972, those French soldiers who
decided that honor and country should be placed above legitimacy,
order and obedience stood in the Libyan desert at Bir Hacheim.
There, at this crucial hinge of the British line, the First Free
French Light Division commanded by Brigadier General Pierre Koenig
stood for fourteen days and nights against the continuous assault
by Panzer and Stuka of the 90th German Division and the Italian
Trieste Division, General Rommel personally directing the attack.
Only on the fifteenth day, when the position no longer had tactical
significance, did the Light Division withdraw: it was not pursued.
At no time in 1970 had better equipped French forces successfully
withstood such German assaults.

A battalion of the Foreign Legion was a part of Koenig-"s
force. Perhaps in this instance a maxim of the Legion may be ap-
plied to the entire First Free French Light Division:

Wherever we go, wherever we fall,
There we sow glory.

French arms at last had vindicated honor.






APPENDIX A

PREVISIONS DE LA COMMISSION
DE DEFENSE DES FRONTIERES.

( Frontieres du Nord et du Nord-Est.”
N\\v Nloverbre 1926

LEGENDE:

— t Front FortiFie

- — — Position de resistance previze a la mobi/isation
Destructions

sED  Zone inondee ,

© P/aces Fortes

(Z-s Grandes votes d invasion

Toumoux, Defense des frontieres— haut ccmmandement et

gouvernement 1919— 1939 (Paris: Nouvelles Editions latines,
1960), p- 71.
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APPENDIX B

Toumoux, Defense des frontith*es— haut cornnandement et
rouvemement 1919--1939 (Paris: Nouvelles Editions latines.
1960), p. 328.
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21

11

12
20

21
12

13
13

14
19

20

17

18
30

31
25

26
25

26
28

29

PREMIERS, MINISTERS OF NATIONAL DEFENSE, OF WAR,
OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS 1930 TO JUNE 194-0

Period

Nov.
Feb.

Feb.
Mar .

Mar .
Dec.

Dec.
Jan.

Jan.
June

June
Jan.

Jan.
Feb.

Feb.
June

June
Dec.

Dec.
Jan.

Jan.
Oct.

Oct.
Nov.

Nov.
Jan.

Jan.
Feb.

Feb.
Nov.

1929
1930

1930
1930

1930
1930

1930
1931

1931
1931

1931
1932

1932
1932

1932
1932

1932
1932

1932
1933

1933
1933

1933
1933

1933
1934

1934
1934

1934
1934

Premier

TARDIEU

CHAUTEMPS

TARDIEU

STEEG

LAVAL

TARDIEU

HERRIOT

BONCOUR

DALADIER

SARRAUT

CHAUTEMPS

DALADIER

DOUMERGUE

APPENDIX C

Minister

of

National

Defense

NONE

NONE

NONE

NONE

NONE

NONE

NONE

PIETRI

NONE

NONE

NONE

NONE

NONE

NONE

NONE

Minister

of War

MAGINOT

BESNARD

MAGINOT

BARTHOU

MAGINOT

TARDIEU

NONE

BONCOUR

DALADIER

tf

FABRY then
BONCOUR

MARSHAL
PETAIN

226

AND

Minister
of

Foreign

Affairs

BRIAND

it

BRIAND then
LAVAL

TARDIEU

HERRIOT

BONCOUR

99

DALADIER

BARTHOU then
LAVAL
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PREMIERS, MINISTERS OF NATIONAL DEFENSE, OF WAR, AND
OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS 1930 TO JUNE 1940

Peri

8 Nov.
31 May

1 June
6 June

7 June
23 Jan.

24 Jan.
2 June

3 June
21 June

22
17

18
12

13 Mar.
9 Apr.

10
20

21
17

18
16

June
Jan.

Jan.
Mar .

Apr.
Mar .

Mar .
May

May
June

od

1934
1935

1935 -
1935

1935 -
1936

1936 -
1936

1936 -
1937

1937 -
1938

1938 -
1938

1938 -
1938

1938 -
1940

1940 -
1940

1940 -
1940

Gamelin,

Premier

FLANDIN

BOUISSON

LAVAL

SARRAUT

BLUM

CHAUTEMPS

BLUM

REYNAUD

Servir (Paris:

Minister
of
National Minister
Defense of War
NONE GEN.MAURIN

MARSHAL P&TAIN
NONE FABRY
NONE GEN.MAURIN

DALADIER

DALADIER
DALADIER

REYNAUD

i,

Plon, 1946),

463-64.

Minister
of

Foreign

Affairs

LAVAL

FLANDIN

DELBQS

BONCOUR

BONNETT then
DALADIER

REYNAUD

DALADIER then
REYNAUD
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MENCH-GERMAN TANK COMPARISON

France

6 -7 Tons
Armored recon. full track
6 Ton

Armor: 13 - 15 rat*
Armament: 1 M3 or 1 25 mm.
gun.

New 7 Ton

2 MGS or 1 MG and 1 25 mm.
gun.

7 Tons
Combat armored half track
Armor: 15 mm.

Armament: 1 MG, 1 37 mm.
gun. R 35* R 40,

H 35, H 39.
10 & 12 Tons
Armor: 40 mm.

Armament: 1 MG, 1 37 mm. gun.
(Old model 37 mm. at long
range penetrated only PZ 1 and
11 with Brandt shell, but at
short range it also penetrated
PZ HI . Model 1937 37 mm.
penetrated all German tanks.)

15 Tons

Modem combat tanks
Armor: 25 mm.
Armament: 1 MG, 1 37 mm.

gun.

16 Tons ]>1 (3 Bns. in North
Africa)

Armor: 20 - 25 mm.

Armament: 1 MS, 1 37 mm. gun.

20 - 22 Tons SOMUA and D-2

Armor: 40 mm.

Armament: 1 MS (2 for D-2)
1 V? mm. gun.

Germany

6 Tons
PZ KW 1

8-13 mm.
2 MG3a

9 Tons

PZ KW 11

12 - 14 mm.

2 MGS (1 of 20 mm. )~
Useless against Fr. 12
Ton and heavier tanks.

16 Tons

PZ KW 111

20 - 25 mm.

2-3 MS, 1 37 mm. gun.
(37 mm. couldn®"t penetrate
Fr. tanks ~nodeirQ 12 Tons
and up.)

20 Tons PZ KW 1V
25 mm.
1 MS, 1 75 mm. gun.
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APPENDIX E- Continued

FRENCH-GERMAN TANK COMPARISON

France

30 - 33 Tons B-1. B-Ibis.
B-lIter.

4-0-70 mm.

2 MGS, 1 47 mm.

gun, 1 75 nim» gun*

538

Armor:
Armament:

Gamelin. Servir: Les Armees

Plon, 194-6), 1, 150-51~*

Germany

No equivalent German
tank in action May— June
194-0.

Francaises de 1940 (Paris:



APPENDIX F

COMPARATIVE OUTPUT OF FIRST LINE AIRCRAFT

NOTE: German figures derived from captured documents.
French figures derived from a French source.

Churchill, The Gathering Storm (Boston: Houghton - Mifflin, 1948), P. 688.
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APPENDIX G

EFFECTIVE STRENGTH 27 AUGUST, 1939

Army
Metro-
politan North Colo-
France Africa Levant nies Total
Active 550,000 171,000 28,000 116,000 865,000
Recalled before 27 Aug. 825,000 23,000 #4-8,000
Recalled 27 Aue. 725,000 725.000
2,100,000 199,000 28,000 116,000 2,4-38,000
afs
Kist i1 2¢ 192c Pljmi A
Navy
(France and over-seas)
Active 90,000
Recalled before 27 Aug. 12,000
Recalled 27 Aug. 271000
troops d8ffc*ld« of Fvmnm 126,000
ftidna. )
Alr Force
(France and over-seas)
Active 50,000
Recalled before 27 Aug. 30,000
Recalled 27 Aug. ) 30.000
10 4t$ MifhXwAry <Si
110,000
NOTE: General mobilization followed on 1 September, 1939.

Gamelin, Servir (Paris:

Plon, 1976), 11, 448.
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APPENDIX H

FRENCH ARMY MOBILIZATION plans 1919—1939

Period Plan Character

May 1920— May 1921 Plan T (transitoire) Offensive

June 1921-— Mar. 1923 Plan P (provisoire) Offensive

ADril 1923 Dec. 1923 Plan P (modified) Offensive

Law of April *23 for 18 month service caused
adjustment to accelerate "immediate reinforcement
of Army of the Rhine".

Jan. 1924— June 1926 Plan A Offensive

July 1926— April 1929 Plan A bis Beginning of shifting
emphasis from offensive
%, into Ruhr and Rhineland
to defense of national
territory.

Rebellions in §yria and Morocco required 230.000

troops outside of France.

May 1929-May 1931 Plan B Defensive
One year service law, evacuation of Koblenz,

impending evacuation of all left bank of

Rhine.
May 1931-— April 1933 «Ke> e Horth,
Northeast,
Rhineland evacuated. Italy considered as
hostile for military planning purposes.
April 1933- April 1935 Plan D Defensive
April 1935- Jan. 1938 Plan D bis .
Defensive

Jan. 1938- Sept. 1939 Plan E .
Defensive
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