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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
Qft**'' "Sift " !j .<y 4 r 4 „  j  J*r - -p r  <

government at Vichy. Remember that once defeat has come and au­
tonomy is lost, the patriot’s unenviable task is to decide how best

Frew tH» biUwflM* and divisivenwas of the 
to ensure an honorable future for his country. In this circumstance,
. ' ? • " t h i  x i .  f-.lfii.ijsa f i v  t  f--- . '  X.' s f r m b o d l

the borderline between patriotism and treason is not always obvious.f ’ Si.• \ :■ y (■
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 19^0, 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

OCNft y& S. : V'.-. # # * -j ; Q .fkr .-si£f-

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

19mandate.

19Herbert Tint, The Decline of French Patriotism 1870-19^0 
(London: Weidenfeld & Nicholson, 196^), p. 233.
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If 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. Emile 
Toulouse, defending General Andre1 Zeller 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 {jnilitarg} 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. I pleaded, furthermore, before the Riom Court 
during the occupation; we defended those leaders who had 
faxth in de Gaulle and because they had faith in de Gaulle 
they disobeyed, and they were prosecuted because they 
disobeyed. . . , Then, following the Liberation, I 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 fromthe Declaration of the Rights of Man, "insurrection is a
disobeyed1 May gentlem©n, the £military_J leaders

They disobeyed, all the generals. They disobeyed be- 
cfu?eJ.''hei'r allegiance bade them to be at the orders of what they thought to be the Nation and the Patrie.ZO

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

„ 2°£TSP©s des Generaux Challe et Zeller, trans. author (Paris: 
Nouvelles Editions La tines, 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 19^2, 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 19^0 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

Toumoux, Defense des frontieres— haut ccmmandement et 
gouvernement 1919— 1939 (Paris: Nouvelles Editions latines, 
I960), p. 71.

L E G E N D E :

— t Front FortiFie

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

Destructions 

sED  Zone inondee ,

©  P/aces Fortes

(Z-s Grandes votes d  ’invasion

PREVISIONS DE LA COMMISSION 
DE DEFENSE DES FRONTIERES.

( Frontieres du Nord et du Nord-Est.^
N\\v Nlovembre 1926
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Toumoux, Defense des frontith*es—  haut cornnandement et 
rouvemement 1919— -1939 (Paris: Nouvelles Editions latines. 
I960), p. 328.
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APPENDIX C
PREMIERS, MINISTERS OF NATIONAL DEFENSE, OF WAR, AND 

OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS 1930 TO JUNE 194-0

Period Premier

Minister
of

National
Defense

Minister 
of War

Minister
of

Foreign
Affairs

29 Nov. 1929 - 
20 Feb. 1930 TARDIEU NONE MAGINOT BRIAND
21 Feb. 1930 - 
1 Mar. 1930 CHAUTEMPS NONE BESNARD it
2 Mar. 1930 - 
11 Dec. 1930 TARDIEU NONE MAGINOT M
12 Dec. 1930 - 
20 Jan. 1931 STEEG NONE BARTHOU I f

21 Jan. 1931 - 
12 June 1931 LAVAL NONE MAGINOT I I

13 June 1931 - 
13 Jan. 1932 •• NONE t»

BRIAND then 
LAVAL

14 Jan. 1932 - 
19 Feb. 1932 t l NONE TARDIEU n

20 Feb. 1932 - 
1 June 1932 TARDIEU PIETRI NONE TARDIEU
2 June 1932 - 

17 Dec. 1932 HERRIOT NONE BONCOUR HERRIOT
18 Dec. 1932 - 
30 Jan. 1933 BONCOUR NONE DALADIER BONCOUR
31 Jan. 1933 -
25 Oct. 1933
26 Oct. 1933 - 
25 Nov. 1933

DALADIER NONE n n

SARRAUT NONE i i 99

26 Nov. 1933 - 
28 Jan. 1934 CHAUTEMPS NONE t f I f

29 Jan. 1934 - 
8 Feb. 1934 DALADIER NONE

FABRY then 
BONCOUR DALADIER

9 Feb. 1934 - 
7 Nov. 1934 DOUMERGUE NONE

MARSHAL
PETAIN

BARTHOU then 
LAVAL
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APPENDIX C— Continued
PREMIERS, MINISTERS OF NATIONAL DEFENSE, OF WAR, AND 

OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS 1930 TO JUNE 1940

Minister Ministerof of
Period National Minister ForeignPremier Defense of War Affairs

8 Nov. 1934 - 
31 May 1935 FLANDIN NONE GEN.MAURIN LAVAL
1 June 1935 - 
6 June 1935 BOUISSON MARSHAL P&TAIN t t

7 June 1935 - 
23 Jan. 1936 LAVAL NONE FABRY n

24 Jan. 1936 -
2 June 1936 SARRAUT NONE GEN.MAURIN FLANDIN
3 June 1936 - 

21 June 1937 BLUM DALADIER DELBQS
22 June 1937 - 
17 Jan. 1938 CHAUTEMPS •1 11

18 Jan. 1938 - 
12 Mar. 1938 I I I f I t

13 Mar. 1938 -
9 Apr. 1938 BLUM n BONCOUR

10 Apr. 1938 - 
20 Mar. 1940 DALADIER

BONNETT then 
DALADIER

21 Mar. 1940 - 
17 May 1940 REYNAUD DALADIER REYNAUD
18 May 1940 - 
16 June 1940 REYNAUD DALADIER then 

REYNAUD

Gamelin, Servir (Paris: Plon, 1946), II, 463-64.
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France Germany

I* 6 - 7  Tons
Armored recon. full track 

i. 6 Ton
Armor: 13 - 15 ran*
Armament: 1 M3 or 1 25 mm. 

gun.
ii. New 7 Ton

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

2. 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 I and
11 with Brandt shell, but at 
short range it also penetrated 
PZ HI. Model 1937 37 mm. 
penetrated all German tanks.)

3*1* 15 Tons
Modem combat tanks
Armor: 25 mm.
Armament: 1 MG, 1 37 mm. 

gun.
ii. 16 Tons ]>1 (3 Bns. in North 

Africa)
Armor: 20 - 25 mm.
Armament: 1 MS, 1 37 mm. gun.

4. 20 - 22 Tons SOMUA and D-2
Armor: 40 mm.
Armament: 1 MS (2 for D-2)

1 V? mm. gun.

6 Tons 
PZ KW I

8 - 1 3  mm. 
2 MG* 2 * * S * * * * 10 11

9 Tons 
PZ KW II 
12 - 14 mm.
2 MGS (1 of 20 mm. )—  
Useless against Fr. 12 
Ton and heavier tanks.

16 Tons 
PZ KW III 
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 IV 
25 mm.
1 MS, 1 75 mm. gun.
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APPENDIX E— Continued

FRENCH-GERMAN TANK COMPARISON

France Germany

<5. 30 - 33 Tons B-l. B-lbis.
B-lter.

Armor: 4-0-70 mm. 
Armament: 2 MGS, 1 4-7 mm.

gun, 1 75 nim» gun*

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

Gamelin. Servir: Les Armees Francaises de 194-0 (Paris:
Plon, 194-6), I, 150-51*



APPENDIX F

COMPARATIVE OUTPUT OF FIR ST 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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EFFECTIVE STRENGTH 27 AUGUST, 1939

APPENDIX G

Army
Metro-
politan North 
France Africa

Colo-
Levant nies Total

Active 550,000 171,000 
Recalled before 27 Aug. 825,000 23,000 
Recalled 27 Aue. 725,000

28,000 116,000 865,000
#4-8,000
725.000

2,100,000 199,000

af5

28,000 116,000 2,4-38,000

J&Ts+ i 2* 192c PIjmi A
Navy

(France and over-seas)
Active
Recalled before 27 Aug. 
Recalled 27 Aug.

90,000 
12,000 
2^|000

troops d8ffc*ld« o f Fvmnm 126,000

ftidna. Air Force
(France and over-seas)

Active
Recalled before 27 Aug. 
Recalled 27 Aug.

50,000
30,000
30.00010 4 t$ iflflh. X ■ - Ary • J... Si 110,000

NOTE: General mobilization followed on 1 September, 1939.

Gamelin, Servir (Paris: Plon, 19^6), II, 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 

July 1926— April 1929 Plan A bis
Offensive

Beginning of shifting 
emphasis from offensive 

v<, into Ruhr and Rhineland
to defense of national 

„ , „ territory.
Rebellions in Syria 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 « • >  •  Horth,
Northeast,

Rhineland evacuated. Italy considered as 
hostile for military planning purposes.

April 1933— April 1935 Plan D 

April 1935— Jan. 1938 Plan D bis 
Jan. 1938— Sept. 1939 Plan E

Defensive
Defensive
Defensive
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Primary Sources

Ardant du Keq, Charles. Battle Studies. 8th ed. revised. New 
York: Macmillan, 1921. (First published in 1880: Paris,

' •
Valuable as background for Chapter One, it is the 

clearly explained philosophy of moral factors and training 
in war so badly misinterpreted by Foch and de Grandmaison.

Chauvine»u, invasion. , U 11. ----- -

Considered by most French officers to be a classic on 
vaiue of the defensive, it gave a fine insight to their 

thinking. Here is the summary of the passive defensive 
carried to the extreme.

The World Crisis. New York: Scribner'Churchill, Vanston S.
Sons, 1931.

A massive work with a thorough analysis of the cost 
in casualties for the major participants at Verdun and 
throughout World War I. The annexes supporting the study 
were particularly helpful, y

------ • 33a Secpnd World War. Vol. I: The Gathering st.nWn.
19̂ 8-49* ~ " ^ r flnest HoV£* Boston: Houghton-Mifflin,
. , The®e two works were extremely valuable— both in the
text and annexes— in presenting the British view point and 
British figures as a matter of general agreement or oc-

to Fl’?nch sources for the decades of the 192° s and 30 s (Vol. I), and the Battle of France (Vol. II), 
Volume II revealed British views of the Dunkirk evacuation 
and the armistice— French Fleet problem.

Paris: Berger-Foch, Ferdinand. Des Princines de la Guerrf>.
Levrault, 1903.

This is based upon Foch's lectures at the War College. 
There is a heavy influence of von Moltke combined with the 
aggressive spirit of attack.

234.
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-* Ihg Memoirs of Marshal Foch. Vol. II: New York: Double-
day* 1931.

The chapters concerning the preparations for the 1916 
Battle of the Somme as well as the 1918 offensives gave an 
insight into Foch’s confidence in the attack and an army 
of maneuver.

Gamelin, Maurice Gustave, ggrvir (Empires). 3 vols. Paris: Plon,
19̂ 6-47.

These are a scholarly history of the French Army of 
the period 1920-19^-0 with a massive degree of detail on 
organization and equipment. Strategic and technical deci­
sions relating to the defense of the northern frontier are 
logically explained. Written in reverse sequence, Volume 
One concerns the period of combat; Volume Two is an apologia 
for the degree and type of preparations for war for which 
the author was responsible in the 1930’s, based upon the 
developments of the 1920*s; Volume Three is an amplification 
of major issues.

The Army of The Future. London: Hutchinson,Gaulle, Charles de.
19^0.

This is the plea for modernization of the French Army, 
stressing the need for a professional striking force of 
armored divisions. The work is stronger on theory and the 
detail of organization than on the tactical employment of 
tanks. (First published in 193^: Paris, Berger-Levrault.)

--------* Erapce and Her Army. London: Hutchinson, 19^5.
Here is French military history written in the prose 

of a soldier who knows and loves the French Army. It un­
covers the psychology of the French soldier and expresses 
the mystique of the army as a role in French history.

Wa^emoirs. Vol. I: The Call to Honor. London:
Weidenfeld and Nicholson, 1955.

While providing a poignant defense of the correct em­
ployment of armor in the French Army, the author gives 
valuable characterizations and evaluation of responsibility 
for the 19^0 debacle for Gamelin, Weygand, Daladier, and 
Reynaud.

Godfroy, R. E. Memoires. L'Aventure de la force "X" aN Alexanrirde. 
Paris: Plon, 1953.

Written by the commander of the French naval squadron 
at Alexandria, this was valuable for the insight gained in­
to the morale and philosophy of honor and discipline of the 
French Navy regarding the war, the armistice, and Admiral 
Darlan.
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Guderian, Heinz. Panzer Leader. London: Michael Joseph, 1952.
Important for its frank appraisal of the quality of 

French armor, the German General Staff knowledge of the 
French Army plan for war in open country is dispassionately 
explained. Detailed organization charts on German Army 
units are valuable for comparative purposes.

Jauneaud, Jean-Henri. De Verdun Dien-Bien-Phu. Paris: Les 
Editions des Scorpion, 1959.

Assistant Chief of Air Staff 1936-38 and Air Force Com­
mander in Syria, 1939-^0, the author has written a bitter 
indictment of the inefficiency of Air Ministry planning in 
the 1930's compounded by the Air Chief of Staff's fear to 
expose his civil minister. Production figures by year and 
type of aircraft are accusingly compared to ministerial 
reports of progress.

Joffre, Joseph. The Personal Memoirs of Joffre. 2 vols. New 
York: Harpers, 1932.

The shadings of meaning in defense of his military 
decisions in World War I and the 1920's are artfully con­
trived to take credit where it exists and suggest reasons 
and persons to bear any blame. He is generally critical 
of Petain in the period 1916-18.

Ludendorff, Erich von. Ludendorff's Own Story. 2 vols. New York: 
Harpers, 1919.

Important for its condemnation of the Verdun battle 
and the exposition of the school of thought of those Ger­
man leaders espousing a war of maneuver, this book expres­
ses,*: the German respect for the fighting qualities of the 
French soldier.

Manstein, Erich von. Lost Victories. London: Methuen, 1958.
The author of the German invasion plan clearly describes 

the progress of the assault with important comments on 
French tactical reaction to a war of movement.

Maurin, Joseph-L^on-Marie. L'Arm^e modeme. Paris: Flammarion,
1938.

A eulogy to Petain's philosophy of the superiority of 
firepower and fortifications, this book makes it apparent 
why the author consistently voted for a defensive army, 
robbed of the power to maneuver.
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Petain, Henri Philippe. Verdun. New York: Dial, 1930.
The detailed tactical explanation of the French view 

of the Verdun fighting. However, there is a lack of 
frankness in describing the function between Petain, Jof- 
fre, and Nivelle.

Pierrefeu, Jean de. French Headquarters. 1915-1918. London: Bles, 
1924.

Clearly etched characterizations of the major figures 
of the French High Command are given by the composer of 
the daily official communique. It gives an insight into 
the reasoning process of the generals and their staff of­
ficers valuable to understand decisions made in the 1920*s.

Reynaud, Paul. Jeunesse. quelle France veux-tu? Paris: Gallimard, 
1936.

Written when he was Deputy from Paris, the author en­
deavored to awaken young Frenchmen to the danger of possesing 
a weak, defensive army. Anry organization and strength are 
derided, the government's insincerity towards its alliances 
and the worsening population balance vis-^-vis Germany are 
described. It was intended to shock and frighten France 
into military preparedness.

________. Le probleme militaire Francais. Paris: Flammarion, 1937-
This is a treatise on the*value and desperate need of 

France for de Gaulle's armored army of professionals. The 
details of the force and suggested means of recruiting the 
personnel Tinder existing law are explained. The organi­
zation of the service ministries is also criticized and a 
more efficient solution for wartime operation is proposed.

_______ . In The Thick of The Fight. New York: Simon and Schuster,
1955.

The comments on Gamelin and Daladier and their prose­
cution of the war 1939-40 are enlightening in view of the 
detailed explanation of their efforts at preparedness in 
the 1930's. The narrative of the armistice discussions 
between Weygand, Petain, and the Cabinet furnish an insight 
into the degree of panic and defeatism of the government.

Souchon, Lucien. Feue l'Armee Francaise. Paris: Fayard, 1929.
The work of a former officer, the book is a violent 

attack upon the groups in government and the army which 
advocated a reduction of the term of military service.
It describes the French Army as deceased if economy mea­
sures are carried out.
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Benoist-Mechln, Jacques. Sixty Days That Shook The West. New York 
Putnam*s, 1963. ------

This is a clearly outlined daily account of the defeat 
of France in May— June 1940. Military decisions and the 
deterioration^of government morale are pictured side by 
side. Quotations of the principal leaders are widely " 
used. There is a decidedly anti-British tone in the con­cluding chapters.

Bullock, Alan. Hitler. A Study in Tyranny. Revised ed. New York: 
Harper and Row, 1962.

This was pertinent on German rearmament and especially 
concerning German Army fears for the Rhineland reoccupation.

Challiner, Richard. The French Theory of the Nation in Arms 1866—  
1222.. New York: Columbia University Press, 1955.

An adept analysis of the interaction of abstract 
iormuiations, politicai interests, and military experience 
all serve as background to understanding the position of 
the army in French society.

Charnay, Jean-Paul. Societe militaire et suffrage politique m
Paris: S.E.V.p Ie .N., 19&. -----

This was particularly valuable for my conclusions to 
understand the historical development and interrelation­
ships between the army and its attitudes toward power, 
governmental authority, and the rights of citizens.

Czemin, Ferdinand. Versailles. 1919. New York: Putnam's, 1964.
The author draws heavily on primary sources to ilus- 

trate the lack of understanding by Britain and the United 
states of the French demands for security. It was useful 
for general background concerning the peace treaty.

Davis, Shelby C. The,French War Machine. London: Allen and 
Unwin, 1937.

An Englishman presents a detailed description of French 
units by type, composition, training andequipment. 
Characterizations of the various races and nationalities 
of soldiers in the French Army was an aid to appreciating 
the changing conscription laws and types of training for 
the troops during the 1920's and 30*s.

DeWeerd, Harvey A. Ggeat Soldiers of World frfar t t. New York: 
Norton, 1944.

A professional military historian devotes two chapters 
o comparing Gamelin arid de Gaulle in preparing for war and waging it. •* - 6
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Earle, Edward Mead. Makers of Modem Strategy. 7th ed. Princeton: 
Princeton University Press, 1961.

The chapters on Du Picq and Foch as proponents of the 
offensive as contrasted to the doctrine of defense resulting 
in the Maginot Line were pertinent. The bibliography was 
very valuable.

Fumiss, Edgar S., Jr. De Gaulle and The French Army. New York: 
Twentieth Century Fund, 1964.

This is a brilliant explanation of the crisis in French 
civil-military relations sympathetically portrayed in 
light of the background of the 1940 defeat, Free French 
versus Vichy, Indochina, and Algeria. Both the text and 
fine bibliography served as important background for my 
conclusions.

Goerlitz, Walter. History of the German General Staff. New York: 
Praeger, 1953.

Professional German military opinion of the value of 
The French Army is explained as well as General Staff 
trepidition for defying France in the Rhineland.

Horne, Alistair. The Price of Glory: Verdun 1916. New York: St. 
Martin*s, 1962. ~

The opinions concerning Petain and the impression made 
on the army and France by this battle were important in 
tracing the development of the doctrine of firepower and 
fortresses. There is a useful bibliography.

King, Jere C. Generals and Politicians. Berkeley and Los Angeles: 
University of California Press, 1951*

The details of the relationships of Foch and Joffre 
to wielding political power before the emergence of 
Clemenceau are important for the Foch— Clemenceau relation­
ship regarding the Versailles Treaty and later into the 
1920*s .

La Gorce, Paul-Marie de. The French Army. New York: Braziller,
1963.

In a penetrating yet sympathetic development of the 
problems of the French military professional, 1920 to the 
present, the author exposes the real and imagined abuses 
heaped upon the army and the resultant reorientation of the 
army’s values regarding the government. Read in its en­
tirety, the book furnished valuable background for my 
concluding chapters.
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Pertihax, /"Andre Gerau^. The Gravediggers of France. New York: 
Douhleday, 1944.

It is of special interest as a study of leading French 
figures in the army and government. The author attempts 
to assess the responsibility of Gamelin, Reynaud, Daladier, 
and Retain for the defeat in 194-0. No attempt is made to 
understand the motives of the accused--they are all con­
demned guilty of failing France.

Phillips, Thomas R. Roots of Strategy. Harrisburg: Military 
Service Publishing, 194-0.

This was a useful source for compairing Napoleon’s 
maxims to modern French military thought.

Pol, Heinz. Suicide of a Democracy. New York: Reynal and 
Hitchcock, 194-0.

The political background to army problems in the 1930’s 
is discussed in detail.

T. H - ”> 1 ' T4 < ST* . , ..

Recouly, Raymond. Foch— Mv Conversations With the Marshal. New 
York: Appleton, 1929.

The author has published Foch’s most important utter­
ances on the problems of security, the Rhine bridgeheads, 
and the value of the eastern European alliances. This was 
valuable for my study of the 1920*s.

________. Joffre. New York: Appleton, 1931.
The uncovering of the Marshal’s weaknesses give an 

insight into his criticisms of Fetain.

Roy, Jules. Le metier des armes. Paris: Plon, 194-8.
The philosophy of the professional soldier explained 

in detail was helpful in understanding the decisions of 
various general officers in 194-0.

Scott, William E. Alliance Against Hitler: The Origins of the 
France— Soviet Pact. Durham, North Carolina: Duke 
University Press, 1962.

It is  interesting background describing the m ilitary 
worthlessness of the Laval-concluded 1935 agreement.

Serrigny, Bernard. Trente ans avec Petain. Paris: Plon, 1959.
Though generally an apologia of Petain's decisions 

from Verdun to the premiership of Vichy, the quoted pas­
sages of the Ifershai allow the reader freedom of 
interpretation.
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Taylor, Alan J. P. The Origins of the Second World War. New York: 
Atheneura, 1962.

Chapters on the legacy of the First World War and the 
half-armed peace of 1936—38 were pertinent and helpful. 
There is an excellent bibliography.

Temperly, Harold W. V. A History of The Peace Conference of Paris. 
Vol. I. London: Frowde, Hodder and Stoughton, 1920.

Valuable for its exhaustive detail relating to the 
treaty provisions concerning the Rhineland, this is the 
definitive work regarding Versailles.

Tint, Herbert. The Decline of French Patriotism 1870— 19*4-0.
London: Weidenfeld and Nicolson, 196*4-.

Chapters concerning the rise of Fascist sympathies in 
the army during the 1930*s and the crisis of competing 
loyalties in 19*4-0 were useful.

Watt, Richard M. Dare Call It Treason. New York: Simon and 
Schuster, 19&3•

This is a well documented and penetrating study of the 
French Army mutinies of 1917. The characterization of 
Petain as well as the impression made upon the officer corps 
by this breach of discipline were important background for 
understanding army thinking in the 20*s and 30*s. The 
bibliography was useful.

Wheeler-Bennett, John W. The Nemesis of Power. New York: St. 
Martin*s, 195*4-•

The Rhineland crisis documented from the German side 
was helpful in evaluating French Army decisions of the 
period.

Public Documents

France. Ambassade de France, Service de presse et d*information. 
France and Its Armed Forces. Vol. X. December, 196*4-.

A detailed account is given of the national defense 
organization following the 1959 reform. The description 
of the strategic nuclear force, the force of maneuver and 
the force for operational defense of the metropole form 
an interesting modem contrast to the organization of 
1930— 19*4-0.
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Articles and Periodicals

Bankwitz, Philip C. F. "Maxime Weygand and the Army— Nation Con­
cept in the Modem French Army," French Historical 
Studies. II, No. 2 (Raleigh: North Carolina State College, 
Fall, 1961), 158-84.

This scholarly comparison of military philosophy con­
cerning loyalty to the state was valuable for my concluding 
chapters.

Bauer, Edward. "Idees de manoeuvre du haut commandement francais 
1939— 40,” Revue Militaire Swisse. (July 1942), pp. 48-54.

A Swiss Army Captain gives a piercing criticism of 
the misconceptions involved in the placement of the 
French armies for battle.

Bell, H. L. MAudacity in Battle,” Military Review. (October,
1 9 6 5 ) , pp . 5 0 -5 7 .

By describing the actions of one German division in 
the assault crossing of the Meuse, the contrast is made 
between offensive and defensive training of French and 
German troops.

Christian Science Monitor. '•Report of 1932 French Army Maneuvers 
by Russian Observers,” April 8, 1942, p. 3*

The shrewdness of Russian officers in identifying 
weaknesses in the French Army at a time the German General 
Staff feared France is enlightening.

Gerard, Robert M. "Defense Behind the Seine,” pp. 542-59; The 
Infantry Journal Reader. Edited by Colonel Joseph I.
Greene. New York: Doubleday, 1944.

Written by a French Lieutenant who participated, this 
is an account of the confusion, desperation and suffering 
of those French units involved in the fighting retreat 
south after the fall of Paris.

Groener, Wilhelm. "German Military Power,” Foreign Affairs Quar­
terly Review. II, No. 3 (April, 1933), 438-44.

The Minister of German National Defense 1928— 32 gives 
a comparison of German strength to that of France and her 
Czech and Polish allies. He concludes that Germany 
could hot win a war against so powerful a coalition.
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Helmreich, Jonathan. "Negotiation of the Franco-Belgian Military 
Accord of 1920," French Historical Studies. Ill, No. 3 
(Raleigh: North Carolina State College, Spring, 1964), 360-73.

The^ internal rivalries of Flemish and Walloon factions 
and their impact on Belgian defense policy vis-^-vis the 
French military accord is explained.

Kerguezec, Gustave de. "French Naval Aims," Foreign Affairs 
Quarterly Review. IV, No. 3 (April, 1926), 373-79.

The President of the Senate Naval Committee describes 
the danger to metropolitan France of a growing Italian 
Navy. In his bid for more naval construction he reveals 
French naval policy.

National Review. CXV, (London, 1940), 393-405.
This is Colonel de Gaulle's desperate and bitter staff 

paper of 26 January, 1940 to the French General Staff.
In it he makes a last protest for their refusal to increase 
armor formations and to allow the independent tactical 
employment of tanks.

Petain, Henri Philippe. "La securite de la France au cours des
annees creuses," Revue des Deux Mondes. March 1, 1936, p. 1.

Marshal Petain frightened the French public by accu­
rately quoting German military intent and turning it to an 
argument for more fortifications.

R^quin, E. "The Armaments of Germany," Foreign Affairs Quarterly 
Review, II, No. 2 (January, 1933)» 240-44.

The general serving as the military expert to the 
French delegation at Geneva gave a clear warning as to the 
danger for a defensive, slow-maneuvering French Army 
against his estimate of a powerful, offensively trained 
German Army.

Stein, George H. "The Waffen— SS." Military Review.
1965), pp. 58-67. -------

Written by an Assistant Professor of History at Columbia, 
the pages which detailed S.S. strength at the time of the 
Rhineland crisis were helpful in evaluating French figures 
of the period.

Tardieu, Andre. "The Policy of France," Foreign Affairs Quarterly 
Review, I, No. 1 (September, 1922), 16-18.

After a bitter denunciation of Britain and the United 
States for forsaking the security of France, the author 
stresses the increased importance of maintaining the Rhine bridgeheads.
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