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T H E  H O P E  O F  F K A N C E  

‘ W e ,  the .rvriters, friends, readers 01 “l’enaps iYouveaai” do  not 
pretend to  consider ourselves the only or the sicjjiczent expression of 
the hope of France; but me a y e  firwly c;onz,ir,ced that our “lzttle 
flock” is one of the armies-of the uanguurds-of the reconquest 
and i!ze restxatzon of Fvnrice . . .’ 

My purpobe, in this article, is to  say something- about this ‘ little 
flock ’ with whom I was ptivileged to work up till the capitulation, 
and whose activities I have tried to lollow in spite of the prison 
walls which to-day surround their country. 

On June 18th, 1940, I was driving south towards Bayonne. A 
little way ahead, on a hill, a 5mal: boy-scout was directing the 
traflic. And as we continued down the long, 
straight, poplar-studded roads of the Ldndes, I knew that that little 
boy would go on with his job, and that he represented the real 
France-youthful in its enterprise and cnergy and courage, mature 
in its perseverance and devotion. W e  talkcd then, my friends and I ,  
of all those other young people whom we had seen or of whom we 
had heard,‘ who were directing refugecs, housing and feeding 
people, giving information, carrying luggage, delivering post, in 
fact, governing-that is, doing the real woi k of administration-a 
country whose official bureaucracy and civil service had collapsed. 
For those who knew the Fierich youth movements this was less a 
cause for zurprise than €or admiration: it was to have been ex- 
pected that France’s Catholic Action should fulfil its magnificent 
promise a t  the moment of France’s greatest tragedy. 

Nothing is more ludicrous than to maintain that Vichy France is 
responsible for a Catholic revival. On the contrary, it was the fruits 
of a very long-standing ‘ Catholic revival ’ which made it possible 
for Vichy to  govern a t  all. ’The men of Vichy found, ready to hand, 
a great body of young people whose one aim is service, whose watch- 
word is generosity, and who are ready to  make all the sacrifices 
necessary to help their suffering fellom-countrymen. And when 
Vichy talked of moral ‘ redressment,’ religious revival, spirit of sac- 
rifice and the rest, these young people recognked words of which 
tiley already knew the nieanipg-thoug h it may legitimately be 
doubted whether less fervent Lhristians u ere any more impressed 
by the wave of governmental ascetism than were the English i n  the 
sixtecnth century when Queen Elizahci 11 imposed an additional ab- 
stinence day (for the revival ol‘ the fishiiig tl-ade !I. 

H e  beckoned u s  on. 
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The Jocistes (Young Christian Workers), Jecistes (Young Chris- 
tian Students), Jacistes (Young Christian Landworkers), Scouts, 
Guides, Compagnons de Saint FranGois, and so many others, had 
their work cut out for them : millions of refugees-especially from 
the North and from Alsace and Lorraine-needing lodging and food 
and clothes and every sort 0:' attention; thcusands of skilled and 
unskilled workers needing work or training ; everyone needing a 
sort of spiritual tonic to  counter the despair generated by the capi- 
tu1a:ion But ro  say that, because tkese youth movements have 
helped to satisfy as inany as possible nE these needs, they are  sup- 
porters of the Vichy Government, is entircly to miss the point of 
the situation. The question was not a political one : ' shall I sup- 
port Pktclin and Laval? ' but an immediately human one : ' shall I, 
now, offer my room (if I have one) and my bread and my clothes, 
mid shall I give my time and my love to this particular needy 
Fersorl? ' And for Christians, of course, there are no two answers. 

Turning, now, to the po!itical side of tile picture, it should be 
remembered that Pdtain was not bv any means the first to think 
that Christianity and Christian legislation are good for France. 
The Radical Daladier, for instance (who recently came up for trial 
before Pbtain under that extraordinal-y parody oE a court of justice 
known as  the tribunal of ' politidal jzrsii~e '), said several years ago 
to M. Champetier de Ribes (one of his Cathoiic Ministers) ' il faut 
rechrzstianiser la France.' And it was under Daladier-for whom 
I hold no political brief, but this is significant-that the thoroughly 
Christian ' Code de la Famille ' was finally enacted. And in this 
connection, let me quote from a very recent nlumiber (August, 1941) 
of Temps Nouueau : 

li i s  nzot those who 
loudly upproue of all the measures of na[iolzal restoration who con- 
tribirle most effectively to the rebuilding of France; it is very often 
those wlzo, obscurely, obstinately, work t o  mainlain, to restore, t o  
remeate the  true Freqch tradiiions. Traditions of frankness, of 
generosity, of clear thinking, of couruqe ; traditions of order-but 
of a hinvtian order; traditions o f  dig7iity nnd honour; so many other 
rradztloris for which no Frenchman has ever had to blush . . .' TO 
which should be added thIs further quotation from an  earlier num- 
ber : ' W h a t  Joan of Brc came to say t o  her friends, to her enemies 
alid to their collaborators, was that heaiiwi jound it unbearable 
that !hings should go so badly in the land of France and that people 
should stand it . . .' If St. Joan were here to-day, continues the 
writer, ' she would make us see that the Kingdom'of Heaven i s  
intimately concerned in the liberation of the kingdom of F W W ~  . , . 

. . 

' I t  is not those who say: Lord, Lord . . . 
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When we hesitate to engaqe  in the fenrpouL1  struggle, wheu we take
shelter behind our hype+spirituality,  in times like our o-wn,  1 think
that we are refzlsing to put our bodies ni the service of ihis  two-
fold kingdom . . . Salvution  is in the example  which St. Joan o,i
Arc giaes us, with her sword, her banner, her war-like costume . . ,’
Small wonder that after this particular outburst the Vichy authori-
ties suspended Temps Nouveau for a month : their notion of ‘ Chris-
tian revival ’ has no use-that was clear from the outset-for St.
Joan !

I have touched on the social and political aspects of the situat:on
of Catholics in France : but it is the intellectual aspect which is the
key to the whole tragedy, a tragedy which is religious as well ari
national,  because it  turns upon Truth-upon the meaning of words
like honour and dignity and justice and good faith-upon the mean-
ing, in the last resort, of the Word of God.

I shall begin with distinguishin,c on the one hand between those
‘ intellectuals ’ - p h i l o s o p h e r s ,  nove!ists,  publicists,  s o c i o l o g i s t s ,
lawyers, etc.-who see Christianity as a life, a life to be lived first
of all by themselves and in whose light and through whose action
they have a universal-catholic-world-view and devote themselves
to a universal-catholic-reconstruction : and, on the other hand,
those who, profiting by the logical coherence and beauty of Catholic
teaching, try as ‘ professional ’ Catholics to ‘ use ’ it. This distinc-
tion is unpleasant but necessary : it had also to be made two thou-
sand years ago between the Pharisee ‘ professionals ’ and the ‘ ama-
teurs ’ who preferred to obey God rather than man. .4nd for ‘ whited
sepulchres ’ whether Jew or Gentile, the condemnation is the same.

In the light of this distinction one sees clearly two conflicting in-
tellectual tendencies. The one, universalist (Catholic) sees France
and the world as a whole and seeks for measures which will inte,grate
all men of whatever class or race or creed into the political and
international community (this conception has been fully worked out
by Jacques Maritain under the heading ‘ pluralist state ‘). The other,
closed (and therefore, for all its lip-se,rvice  to Catholicism, by i ts
very nature hostile to the universal spirit of the Church), trusts in
ihe  efficacy of ‘ order ’ to heal all social and political ills, but an
order which would isolate France from her neighbours and which,
inside France, would ’ liquidate ’ or expel those Frenchmen who,
because they are Jews or Communists,  are tainted with a special
and unforgiveable sin. (We have heard the same theory from the
other side of the Rhine.) These two tendencies find their fullest ex-
lpression  in ttio  papers, each of which is a ‘ movement ’ far more
than a paper, Actiou  Franpaise  and Ten+  Prdsent.
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A:tioz  Franpise, f o u n d e d  a n d  directed  by  C h a r l e s  hfaurras,
preaches ‘ integral nationalism ’ and favours  the hierarchical organ-
isation of the Church because of its ‘ usefuiness  ’ in keeping ‘ order.’
It was  condemned by Pope Pius XI in 1~127,  and the ban of excom-
munication was only lifted in the summer of 1939 after an explicit
retractation  of error : a retractation which was followed, v;ithin  the
next couple of days, with a renewed attack upon the Jews. To say
that Pope Pius  XII approved of the mol-cmen:  which was condemned
by his  predecessor is as false as to sa!’  that  Pope Pius XI approved
of National Socialism when he signed the concordat with Hitler on
the latter’s assurance of respect for Christian ethics, Christian youth
movements, and the Church in general. To-day Action Fraqaise is
in its element : its ,opponents are proscribetl,  suppressed, silenced :
communists and ‘ progressives  ’ are arrested, Jews are discriminated
against, and now, greatest of all triumphs, ‘i’cmps  Nou;leau  has been
suppressed.

Teraps Pre’sent preached what fiIaritain  calls ‘ integral humanism.’
Its aim was to animate people of every class and pl,ofession  and
political party with a new, integralisi (and Therefore fundamentally
Christian) outlook; a sense of responsibility; a habit of clear think-
ing-even in political and social matters : above all, a spirit of com-
munity and friendsship  such as is creative of ‘ new men ’ who, in
their turn, can effect the necessary rerolms. This  intellectual  aspect
of Catholic Action coincided with, and gave expression to, the ex-
traordinary flowering of the specialised movement.; of social Catholic
Act ion. It is not irrelevant to recall that in 1937, on the tenth an-
niversary of the foyndatiqn  of the French J.O.C., some .;oo,ooo
young workers came to a congress in P a r i s  as represe?7tatives  o f
their respective sections all over France.

TWI~F Prhent  soon fo’und  i ts way to the heart  and the intell i-
gence of an ever-increasing number of Frenchmen, outsjde  as well
as inside the Church. Its success is attested no,L  cnly  by the num-
ber of conversions for which it was responsible, nor by the enor-
mous increases in its circulation (especially during the war), but
above all by the boundless and effecrive  charity of the Amis  de
Temps  Prdsent  . Throughout the war, for instance, an unending
stream of voluntary helpers sent !etters  and books and parcels to
the soldiers; at the front the Amis  became the natural leaders and
animators of their fellows; during the invasion and the collapse,

civilian Amis  gave each other hospitality and every sort of material
and moral assistance., qu,ite literally one cou!d  say that they ‘ held
all things in common.’ I had personal experience of the most gen-
erous material assistance of this sort,
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‘I‘hc  writers and friends of ‘I’eirrps  P&sent  did not need Vichy to
tell them about Christian regeneration. For years they had prc;lc-hcd
it and applied it in social, political anti international  afiairs,  while
Maurras proclaimed Politiqi/e  d’abord  and scoffed at their ‘ ;i!eal-
ism .’ To-day Maurras and the rest of the 0tKcial Vichy press fill
their columns with ‘ repentance,’ ‘ rcgcncration,’ ‘ religious revival,’
‘ the spirit of’ poverty,’ ‘ the value of suflering  ‘-while ‘fenzps NOU-
veu7~ and all those priests and laymen who suggest that suffering and
poverty are admirable if one ch~~oscs  them for oneself ,  but  that  a
Government has no business to impose them upon its people (since,
its first duty is to see to the matelial welfare  and security of the
colrmunity),  and that anyway it is impossible to expiate past sins
by collahoratiq  in the enemy’s infinitely  more deadly present sins,
are now sty!ed, not  ‘ idealists,’ but dangerous revolutionaries.

Reason and experience vindicate sufficiently the political intelli-
gence and clear-sighted idealism of the writers of Tenlps P&sent.
We owe them more than gratitude for what they have done in the
past : we owe them tremendous admiration for their steadfastness
to-day. It is not so hard to keep one’s end up in the face of sheer
contradiction : it is agony to go on chrrmpioning  truth, honour, dig-
nity in the presence of peop!e who use these self-same words which
they have robbed of all meaning by their own attitude of falsehood,
deception and servility. To-day national unity, social justice, dis-
cipline, order-all these excellent things which Terrzps  Prksenl  has
always championed in the service of a free  Frnnce  and of God, are
parcdird-fancy s’peaking  of ‘ national ’ regeneration when two-
thirds of the nation have been surrendered and the remaining third is
entirely dependent upon France’s avowedly worst enemy !-in the
service of an enslaved France and of evil.

A year ago I received a letter from. one of the Temps  Pre’sent
writers. ’ Needless fo tell you  that nothing is changed in our atti-
tude,’ he wrote. Quite needless indeed. But for a number of months
the Vichy authorities did not fully realise  all the implications of
that attitude. And so, week after week, ‘Tern@  Nouusa?~ has given
hope and spiritual and inte!!ectual  strength to thousands of French.
Because of the censorship it  could not openly oppose the Vichy
rtgime and ‘ collaboration.’ But it was building ‘up  the .positive con-
tent of national resistance, positive love of the whole of France,
positive love of all Frenchmen, positive faith in the vocation of
France in the community of nations, positive, conscious choice not of
w-Christian resignation, but of Christian heroism; not of un-Chris-
tian masochism, but-if need ‘be-of ;Christian  martyrdom.

MIRA BENENSON.


