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Abstract

To what extent can heroes coordinate and legitimize otherwise strongly- proscribed and

potentially repugnant political behavior? In this paper, we exploit the purposefully ar-

bitrary Noria rotation of French regiments to measure the legitimizing effects of heroic

human capital, gleaned through exposure to the pivotal Battle of Verdun under General

Philippe Pétain in 1916. We wed this with a unique newly declassified dataset of 97,242

individual collaborators with the Nazis collected by French army intelligence in 1945 to

show that, during the Pétain-led Vichy regime (1940-44), municipalities that raised troops

that served under Pétain at Verdun later housed more collaborators with the Nazis than

otherwise similar municipalities. Residents of these municipalities were 5 to 10% more

likely to join Fascist political parties or paramilitary groups that conducted the internal

repression of the regime against Jews and resistants, and to directly join German military

units. We interpret these results as reflecting the role that Verdun played in generating

both credentials for leadership and organizational capacity that legitimized otherwise pro-

scribed values, forging political identities that proved durable in explaining the Left-Right

divide in France throughout much of the post-war period, and was particularly salient in

times of social and political crisis.
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“J’ai fait Verdun.” [I did Verdun.]

“In our old age we’d be able to say to our families, and to young children being taught

the Battle of Verdun, that we were there. And if we’ve seen such things, . . . people will

look at us in amazement . . . ”- Marcel Dupont, Lieutenant, 7th Chausseurs, En

Campagne: L’attente, 1918, cited in Ousby (2007)[p.7]

“Frenchmen! Having been called upon by the President of the Republic, I today assume

the leadership of the government of France. Certain of the affection of our admirable

army that has fought with a heroism worthy of its long military traditions . . . , certain of

the support of veterans that I am proud to have commanded, I give to France the gift of

my person in order to alleviate her suffering.”- Philippe Pétain, June 17, 1940

1 Introduction

In July 1940, one of the most durable democracies in the world, one that had endured for sev-

enty years, committed suicide. The French Parliament voluntarily ended its own sovereignty,

and with it the Third Republic, by voting full powers to Marshal Pétain, an 84-year old

military officer credited with saving France during the Battle of Verdun in the First World

War. Pétain established an authoritarian, conservative, and repressive regime that would

collaborate with Nazi Germany until France’s liberation by the Allies in June 1944. Over

that period, more than 97,242 French individuals would subsequently be listed by French mil-

itary intelligence as having actively collaborated with the Nazis, while countless more would

collaborate more tacitly. France’s crushing military defeat in 1940, however, was only part of

the story, indeed arguably was in part also a symptom, of an underlying process that had led

to an undermining of democratic values.1 Unlike other democratic states that had fallen that

year to the Nazis, France’s elected representatives in 1940 chose not to set up a legitimate

government in exile. Instead, many, from the extreme left to the extreme right, appeared con-

vinced that a dictatorship, by a historic war hero, was necessary for the “national renewal”

of France.

Under what conditions do democratic values erode and previously durable democratic

institutions falter? To what extent can heroic credentials play a role in legitimizing otherwise

proscribed and repugnant, extreme, anti-democratic political preferences? How is personal

attachment to a hero formed, and how durably can it shape political choices? In this paper,

we measure the effects of heroic human capital– encompassing both the credential that heroic

1The remarkable tenacity that French soldiers had displayed in spite of devastating losses in the First
World War contrasts with the collapse of French arms in the Second. For example, during the similarly grim
crisis of September, 1914, with German vanguards approaching the suburbs of Paris, the French leader on the
spot, Ferdinand Foch famously cabled headquarters: Mon centre céde, ma droite recule. Situation excellente,
j’attaque.[ My center is giving way, my right is in retreat. The situation is excellent. I attack.]”. More than
1.3 million French soldiers died in WWI compared with 218, 000 in WWII. The former represented around 7%
of the French male population.
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acts provide in acting as a costly signal of leadership type and the actual organizational

skills acquired through learning by doing – in legitimizing and coordinating political action.

Our setting, 1940s France, provides a very useful laboratory for understanding the political

economics of heroism. Almost by definition, heroes engage in patriotic acts, deemed pro-

social in most societies, making it hard to distinguish heroic legitimization and endorsement

of political activities with their inherent social desirability. Yet in the 1940s, French men

and women were asked by the great hero of Verdun, whose patriotic credentials could not

be questioned, to confront an abrupt revocation of the nation’s long-standing democratic

institutions, to collaborate with an oppressive foreign regime and to forsake France’s historic

democratic values.2 Our setting allows us to examine which individuals choose to follow a hero

politically, and the extent to which this influence is disproportionately transmitted through

others with heroic credentials and their networks to local communities.

In particular, we exploit an natural experiment– the arbitrary rotation of front-line French

regiments to service at the pivotal Battle of Verdun during the generalship of Pétain between

February and April 1916– on subsequent active Nazi collaboration by individuals from the

home municipalities of those regiments during 1940-1945. We combine this identification

strategy with a novel dataset we gathered from a range of original archival and secondary

sources at a very fine level of granularity, exploiting data at the individual level, regimental

level and the level of France’s 33,721 municipalities. This data set includes unique individual

data on more than 97,242 collaborators that we hand-coded from a 1945 French intelligence

report that had subsequently gone missing and has been only recently declassified.

We first document how the French army adopted a systematic rotation system, the Noria,

that was based upon the military need to maintain inter-changeability of line regiments, and

was aimed to rest troops from L’enfer de Verdun, rather than on specific characteristics of

their home communities. Indeed, consistent with the arbitrary nature of the rotation system,

municipalities that raised regiments that served under Pétain at Verdun are similar along a

range of characteristics to other municipalities, both within the same department and more

generally. These characteristics include not only their demographics and pre-1914 political

leanings but also the regiment-level casualties they endured in the First World War. We

next show, however, that during the Second World War, residents of municipalities that

served under Petain at Verdun were 5 to 10% more likely to join fascist political parties or

paramilitary groups that conducted the internal repression of the regime against Jews and

resistants, and to directly join German combat or auxiliary units. These municipalities were

also 10% less likely to raise members of the French resistance during the war. In contrast,

we do not find these effects for regiments that served at Verdun outside of the period of

2Even the rallying cry of the Great Revolution that had long been the motto of Republican France: Liberte,
Fraternite, Egalite was banned in 1940 in favor of Travail, Famille, Patrie [Work, Family, Fatherland].
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Pétain’s generalship, even in the immediate month following his replacement at Verdun, or

in municipalities that happen to be geographically just across the border of the military

catchment areas of regiments that served at Verdun under Pétain. We also observe no effect

on collaboration of home regimental exposure to the other major battles of the First World

War, such as the Marne in 1914, the Somme in 1916, or the Chemin des Dames in 1917.

We further find that these effects are attenuated among municipalities that raised regi-

ments that suffered more fatalities after the battle of Verdun (but not before), suggesting that

it was that the surviving soldiers themselves who were responding to and bringing back the

treatment. We also find an additional effect in municipalities whose regiments had served the

longest under Pétain, even before Verdun. However, these effects, tied to the heroic veterans

themselves, only explain paramilitary collaboration, which was strongly grounded in veterans

circles and swore its allegiance to Pétain. They do not explain the Pétain exposure effect

on other forms of collaboration, such as engagement in collaborationist political parties, or

direct Nazi collaboration. To rationalize those, we document the effect of exposure to Pétain

at Verdun on political preferences, which started materializing even before the Second World

War. Even though Pétain assumed no major political role in the inter-war period, he was

already a deeply popular heroic figure3 and widely recognized as a right-wing, conservative

figure. We observe that municipalities whose regiments served under Pétain started to vote

more for the right in the 1932 and 1936 elections. These effects also appear durable after the

war in terms of shaping support for right wing parties, and diminishing support for those on

the left up until the 1980s. These effects are particularly accentuated during years of social

and political crisis, such as the threat of Algerian independence in 1958, massive social unrest

in 1968, or the coming to power of the first Socialist president of the Fifth Republic in 1981.

We interpret these findings as reflecting the role played by exposure to Verdun in creating

a network of individuals, tied to Pétain, who all shared heroic credentials. Heroic credentials

can provide a strong, often tragically costly, signal of an individual’s patriotic type, by which

we mean a agent relatively more willing to forego private interests in the interests of the

nation. This credential can enable war heroes, whose patriotism cannot be questioned, to

adopt and support otherwise highly-proscribed and potentially repugnant policies relative to

other public figures, whose type is less clear. While often such heroes can use this credential

in a pro-social manner, such as to pursue peace, in our example, the war hero, Pétain, also

packaged peace with a range of extreme racist and dictatorial policies aimed at ‘national

renewal’. His decisions, which dramatically challenged France’s institutions and its democratic

traditions, along with our unique dataset of collaboration, help us to better isolate the role

of heroism in legimitizing otherwise proscribed and repugnant political behaviour.

3Even Léon Blum, the Jewish socialist politician and Prime Minister in the Left Popular Front government
in 1936-37 called Pétain France’s “noblest and most humane soldier.”
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While heroes often distinguish themselves by showing individual initiative, their creden-

tials as heroes do not operate in a vacuum. While we cannot measure the effects of Petain’s

legimitization of anti-democratic values on France as a whole, we can compare which munici-

palities were more responsive to his message. Our results suggest that Pétain’s legimitizing au-

thority was relatively stronger among those communities home to the regular citizen-soldiers

who were themselves heroes of Verdun and directly linked through shared experience with

Pétain himself, the poilu [the shaggy ones]. This appears to reflect not only their relative

willingness to follow the leader in his political views, but also in their ability sway others

around them.4

Further, as we show, the effects on political preferences appear durable, even after the

collaborationist regime would fall, extreme right wing parties were banned, and Pétain himself

would be convicted of high treason.5 The fact that support for those right-wing parties that

remained in municipalities exposed to Pétain at Verdun tended to be particularly pronounced

in times of political crisis in the post-war period, hints at how views legitimized through

exposure to heroes can at times also lead to a durable affinity with dictatorial conservatism.

To the best of our knowledge, our paper is the first to measure the role of heroes in legit-

imizing previously proscribed and repugnant policy preferences. Heroes, and the narratives

that emerge around them, have arguably been central to the mental models that humans

use to comprehend their past and establish benchmarks for their future interactions with one

another and with the state and society at large. From historic annals such as Homer’s epics,

the tale of David and Goliath, the Ramayana and the Romance of the Three Kingdoms to the

Band of Brothers and modern Hollywood franchises, stories of heroism, particularly forged in

war, are ubiquitous across cultures.

Yet, measuring the effects of heroism and the mechanisms through which it operates has

thusfar been very difficult. This is because the emergence of heroes, the networks that they

develop and the heroic acts that they perform are often hard to empirically distinguish from

the specific contexts which enable their heroism. Further, heroic narratives are also often

shaped after the fact by those with specific objectives, making the propagation of heroism

itself often endogenous. In our setting, we are able to exploit an arbitrary process that formed

a network of heroes, those that did Verdun. We are able to exploit a setting where the heroes

of the First World War were themselves connected to a leader on the wrong side of history,

widely perceived as a villain, of the Second War.

Our results also highlight the importance of heroism in providing a form of capital that

can broaden the spectrum of policy preferences that individuals can publicly adopt. By

4See e.g. Lenz (2012) on how party leaders can sometimes change the policy preferences of those who
identify with that party in the US.

5Pétain would die in prison in 1951. His deputy, Pierre Laval, would be executed, along with a number of
other high ranking Vichy ministers.
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imbuing heroes with a credential of proven willingness to sacrifice for the nation, heroes can

challenge other sources of political legitimacy, including traditional sources such as stemming

from religion or descent (Greif and Rubin, 2020) or, and more pertinent to our case, the

legitimacy of democratic elections (Levi et al., 2009). Thus, as we discuss below, depending

on the context, heroes can become potent champions of democracy and freedoms, but also,

as in our case, potentially their greatest challengers.

Heroic acts can not only provide a credential for adopting more radical political positions,

but also for directly assuming the role of leadership itself. Thus our paper links to emerging

literatures measuring the effects of leadership (e.g. Bertrand and Schoar, 2003; Jones and

Olken, 2005), on the aftermath of conflict, and the determinants of declines in democratic

values and political extremism more generally.6

Arguably the closest works to ours are by Dippel and Heblich (2018) and Jha and Wilkin-

son (2012),2019. Dippel and Heblich (2018) compare American towns where exiled former

leaders of the failed 1848 revolutions in Germany chose to settle relative to otherwise similar

towns, and find that the towns with more leaders were more likely to develop local Turner

societies, open German newspapers and to mobilize more volunteer troops in the American

Civil War. A strength of their work is that it overcomes the reflection problem— that leaders

emerge endogenously from their communities— by analyzing a setting where the leaders had

already emerged elsewhere.7 Our setting also allows us to both exploit an arbitrary process

which credentializes heroism and, with it a specific type of leadership, but also to more di-

rectly overcome the challenge of the endogenous choice of the communities in which leaders

choose to operate by examining the effects on political action in the communities– determined

at birth– of those that acquire this heroic credential. Our unique setting also allow us to dis-

tinguish between both ideological effects and effects through the network of individuals with

heroic credentials.

We also build on Jha and Wilkinson (2012), who use a similar identification strategy to

ours– the quasi-random assignment of Indian army battalions to different combat experiences

in the Second World War– to measure the effects of combat exposure on public goods provision

and ethnic cleansing in the battalions’ home districts during the Partition of South Asia. Jha

and Wilkinson (2019) further exploit the arbitrary assignment of French regiments to serve

6The many ways through which leaders can influence individuals actions have been explored in an extensive,
though largely theoretical literature. Leaders can persuade and organize followers (Hermalin, 1998) (Caillaud
and Tirole, 2007). They can coordinate group action by defining a reference behavior (Akerlof and Holden,
2016), affecting expectations and social norms (Acemoglu and Jackson, 2015), or directly shaping group identity
(Akerlof, 2016).

7People choose to follow or reject leaders based on their own preferences, making it very difficult to disen-
tangle the causal influence of leaders from the preferences and actions of their followers. Other solutions to
this reflection problem include the use of experimental methods that randomly assign leaders in short-lived
lab-experimental sessions (see .e.g d’Adda et al. (2017)), and the measuring of changes in outcomes when
managers or leaders turn over or die (Bertrand and Schoar, 2003; ?)
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in the American revolution to examine how exposure to democratic ideas among military

veterans helped precipitate more local support for democratic values and pro-revolutionary

mobilization in the early, constitutional, phase of the French Revolution. They interpret their

results as reflecting the key role that military experience can play in providing local leadership

and organizational skills to veterans, which can be particularly potent in propagating new

political ideas. In contrast to this work, which emphasizes organizational capacity derived

from combat experience in propagating more egalitarian democratic values, we are able to

examine a different channel: the role of heroic credentials operating through a network, this

time to undermine democratic values.

In this way, our paper also ties to an emerging literature on democratic values and how

even durable democracies can fail.8 In a number of benchmark models of political econ-

omy, democracy is seen as an absorbing state (eg Acemoglu and Robinson, 2005), Fukuyama.

However, nascent democracies often revert to dictatorship. Indeed, an important body of

work on the inter-war period shows how in the German context, Nazis were able to assert

their authority within the nascent Weimar republic through propaganda (Adena ,Enikolopov,

Petrova, et al.), the leveraging of public works projects (Satyanath, Voigtlander and Voth)

and existing organizations (Voigtlander and Voth), to name a few. Yet, democracies ap-

pear to become more resilient as they survive. The extent to which communities transmit

and propagate democratic values over time is seen as an important potential driver of such

democratic resilience (Besley and Persson, 2016). Less is, however, known about how even

durable democracies may also revert to autocracy. Our paper measures the extent to which

democratic values are supplanted by autocratic preferences in the face of alternative sources

of legitimacy, such as that derived from heroism.

Our results also contribute to the literature on the effect of conflict on political and

economic development. Several studies have highlighted the influence of combat experience or

victimization on subsequent voting and political behavior. Conflict experience is associated

with heightened collective action (Blattman, 2009; Jha and Wilkinson, 2012; Bauer et al.,

2016).9

Finally, to the best of our knowledge, ours is the first paper to measure the determinants

of collaboration in Nazi-occupied Europe. This question has been relatively ignored by the

literature in economics and political science, which has mostly focused, instead, on the deter-

8Ziblatt 2019 provides an account of alternative channels through which this may occur.
9In the context of the World Wars in Europe, recent papers by Koenig (2015) show that places with more

veterans in the first World War were more likely to vote for fascist parties in Germany. Conversely, Fontana
et al. (2017) show that internal fighting under prolonged German occupation led to a higher vote share for
the Communist party after the Second World War in Italy. The underlying hypothesized mechanism is that
veterans and victims of the conflict identify with the side that won the conflict and against (actual or perceived)
those responsible for the defeat. In our setting, in contrast, the heroes of the victorious French army the First
World War were in fact more likely to support those the invading power that had lost that conflict.
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minants of insurgency and resistance.10 This is, in part, because collaboration, by its nature

tend to be more covert than overt acts of resistance and insurgency and thus hard to mea-

sure. Collaboration in France in particular has been the object of a mostly qualitative and

descriptive historical literature (e.g. Jackson, 2001; Ott, 2017; Burrin, 1996; Paxton, 2001).11

Instead we exploit a unique and largely untapped data source from a contemporary intelli-

gence report, which we digitise, clean and geolocate to create, to the best of our knowledge,

the most exhaustive list of collaborators in occupied Europe to date.12

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 below presents historical back-

ground on WWII in France, the collaboration and the resistance. In Section 3, we present the

new dataset we built for this paper and provide summary statistics. Section 4 performs the

empirical analysis and presents the results. In Section 5, we discuss a number of mechanisms

that may help rationalizing our findings. Finally, we discuss the broader implications.

2 Historical background

2.1 The Battle of Verdun

2.1.1 The ‘worst’ and longest battle in history

Like Stalingrad or Pearl Harbor, the Battle of Verdun assumed a great symbolic importance

for France. “In the French collective imagination, the Great War is Verdun” ((Jackson, 2001),

p.28, emphasis added).

On the 21st of February 1916, the German Army launched Operation Gericht. The plan

of the German Commander-in-Chief, Erich von Falkenhayn, was to exploit the symbolic im-

portance of the Verdun fortress to lure the French infantry into contesting a concentrated and

static position where they would be “bled to death” to the point of collapse.13

Verdun was, until 1916, a quiet sector of the front. At the start of the offensive, the

10For example, in Europe (Gagliarducci et al., 2018; Monteiro and Assuncao, 2011; Ferwerda and Miller,
2014) or in foreign US interventions (Dell and Querubin, 2017; Trebbi et al., 2017; Trebbi and Weese, 2019).

11We contribute this historiography in a number of substantive ways as well. While many historians agree
that Pétain’s prestige was forged at Verdun and may have helped to legitimize collaboration, there has been
no attempt, to the best of our knowledge, to measure this causally. While we cannot evaluate whether Pétain’s
prestige encouraged collaboration on the whole, as has been claimed in the literature, we break new ground by
showing that it was not the battle of Verdun that mattered, per se, but Pétain’s support was disproportionately
generated among the home communities of those who served under Pétain’s direct command at Verdun.

12Some key aspects of the data were summarized in Lormier (2017), who as describe below had been given
a copy of the then-classified report by Anne-Marie Pommiés, curator of the Centre National Jean Moulin. We
are very grateful to Dominique Lormier for allowing us to consult and transcribe the original documents.

13In the words of Falkenhayn “Within our reach behind the French sector of the Western front there are
objectives for the retention of which the French General Staff would be compelled to throw in everyman they
have. If they do so the forces of France will bleed to death – as there can be no question of a voluntary
withdrawal – whether we reach our goal or not. If they do not do so, and we reach our objectives, the moral
effect on France will be enormous” (Falkenhayn’s memorandum, cited in (Horne, 1962)[pg. 36], emph. added).
The French military doctrine of attaque à outrance would then play into the hands of this strategy.
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Germans found France grossly unprepared. After a few days of extraordinary rapid German

advance by First World War’s standards, disastrous loss of French men, guns, and strongholds,

and the successive sacking of no less than five impuissant French Generals in the first five days

of battle (Bapst, de Bonneval, Chretien and Herr), Pétain was put in command of the battle

on February 25th.

Pétain implemented two major innovations. Firstly, he adopted a more defensive stance

that relied more heavily on artillery and spared infantry troops. Secondly, he instituted a

system of troop replacements, known as the“Noria”. Under the Noria system, line regiments

were pulled out after a few days, before their numbers were decimated and morale impaired,

and sent to rest away from the front. They were then moved back to the line, then rested

again.14 To transport the large supplies of shells and fresh troops needed to relieve the

frontline infantry (190,000 men were brought in in the first week), Pétain re-organised the

supply line (that would later be referred to by the French nationalist, Maurras, as the Voie

Sacree [Sacred Way]).

These innovations succeeded in stopping German advances, and several months of dead-

lock battle ensued, to the dissatisfaction of France’s High Command which still believe that

“offensive at all cost” was the solution. Yet, Pétain, already revered as the “savior of Verdun”

was unsackable. The solution to them came on the first of May, when Pétain was promoted

away from direct command at Verdun and replaced by the overtly aggressive generals Nivelle

and Mangin. The opening of the Battle of the Somme on 1 July, finally forced the Germans

to withdraw some of their artillery from Verdun and ended German successes. The German

defense finally collapsed after heavy French bombardment on the 17th of December 1916.

Verdun was the longest battle in history. Estimates on the total casualties vary widely.

France’s Official War History (published in 1936) sets French losses at 377,231, although

calculations based on Churchill (1929) put them as high as 469,000. 15 German losses were

assessed at 337,000 (Churchill: just under 373,000). In any case, the combined casualties

reached over 700,000. Another 800,000 were estimated gassed or wounded. Between 40 and

60 million shells fell over the battlefield.16. Although Verdun itself was reconstructed, of many

surrounding villages nothing was left. Six of them were never rebuilt.

The battle was a watershed of prime importance in the Great War. As noted by (Horne,

1962)[pg. 1-2]: “Before it, Germany still had a reasonable chance of winning the war; in the

course of those ten months this chance dwindled away. Beyond it, neither the French nor

the German army would be quite the same again . . . In the aftermath, too, Verdun was to

become a sacred national legend, and universally a household word for fortitude, heroism,

14By contrast, the Germans, and the French before (and after) Pétain kept units in line until they were
literally ground to powder.

15Out of the estimated 1.315 million French soldiers killed in combat in the Great War (Horne, 1962)[pg. 6]
16All figures are from (Horne, 1962)[pg. 327]
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and suffering . . . Long after the actual war was over, the effects of this one battle lingered

on in France”. Because of the length of the battle and of the rotation system implemented

by Pétain, nearly three-quarters of the French Army and more than 80% of the line infantry

were drawn through it. As a result, more men of that generation would have the memory of

the Battle of Verdun engraved in their memory more than any other battle. The significance

of the simple phrase “J’ai fait Verdun.” [I did Verdun], adopted broadly among its veterans,

was understood throughout the country Ousby (2007).

2.1.2 Pétain: the savior of Verdun

Pétain’s rise to power, in the first as much as the second World War, was all but a succession of

historical accidents. Pétain, after graduating from the French Military Academy at Saint-Cyr,

had experienced very slow advancement. He had spent five years as sous-lieutenant, seven

years as lieutenant, and ten as captain (Horne, 1962). At the start of the War, at fifty-eight,

he was a simple colonel. His slow progress was explained in part by his modest peasant origins,

but also his disdain for political networking and his military philosophy that was at odds with

High Command’s. France’s High Command had been obsessed with infantry-led offensive

since France’s humiliating defeat against Prussia in 1870. Pétain, in complete contrast, was

a proponent of defensive attrition based on the artillery, and compulsively economical with

human lives. 17. Pétain was not liked by High Command, who found him too cautious, nor

was he liked by politicians, who found him irreverent and cold.18 However, the dramatic

failure of French military plans in the Marne battle and Commander in Chief Joffre’s ruthless

sacking of inept generals resulted in rapid promotion for those that remain, Pétain among

these. At the start of the Battle of Verdun, he happened to be in command of the Second

Army which was called to the rescue a few days after the start of the battle. As (Horne,

1962)[pg. 141] writes: “The choice of Pétain to command at Verdun was made less because

of his qualities than because he happened to be available at the moment”.

For his reliance on the artillery to spare the infantry and for the Noria rotation that

rested the frontline infantry, Pétain was beloved by his soldiers, the infantry in particular.

Pétain was also closer to his men than any other commander: always ready to move up the

front line with the infantry, “he was the paternal figure, the leader who was devoted to his

men, who suffered what they suffered” ((Horne, 1962)[pg. 139]). Nivelle and Mangin, who

replaced him in command of Verdun on the 1st of May, were never close nor popular with

the soldiers. Mangin was nicknamed the “butcher of troops”. Both Nivelle and Mangin were

entirely discredited by the catastrophic Chemin des Dames offensive of 1917. In the French

collective imagination, and particularly among the poilus, Pétain alone embodied the “sacred

17An open critic of Joffre, one of his favourite maxim was that “one does not fight with men against materiel”
18To Poincaré, then President of the Republic, he once remarked that “nobody was better placed than the

President himself to be aware that France was neither led nor governed” (Horne, 1962)[pg. 134].
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national legend” of Verdun.

2.2 Military Recruitment in World War I and the Verdun rotation

Our empirical identification relies on the fact that military recruitment in the First World

War was local. The French Army was reorganised after the defeat against Prussia by the

laws of July 24, 1873 and July 15, 1889. The territory was divided into eighteen army-corps

regions, each subdivided into eight subregions. The infantry was organised at the subregion

level, and each subregion had its own recruitment bureau and military depot.19 At the day of

general mobilization, on the second of August 1914, France had 173 line Infantry regiments.

France mobilized every man between 20 and 48 years of age. Among those, nearly one million

(the military classes of 1911, 1912 and 1913, men born between 1891 and 1893) were already

in the garrisons, completing their 3-year long military service.20 They were the line infantry.

In addition, 2.2 million men from the classes of 1900 to 1910 (24 to 34 years old in 1914) from

the reserves were called to form the reserve regiments. The older men formed the Territorial

Infantry (those 35 to 41 years old in 1914) and its reserves (those 41 to 48 in 1914), which

initially mostly had a support function, but were also drawn into combat as the war went on.

Over the course of the war, 8.4 million men were mobilized.21

Because of the length of the battle, and of Pétain’s Noria troop rotation system, more

French infantry regiments served at Verdun than at any other battle. The regiments that

were not rotated at Verdun were those kept in reserve for the major (and ultimately more

bloody) Allied offensive at the Somme in the Spring of 2016, or those already assigned to the

fronts in the Dardanelles, Greece, or Serbia.22 We use the resulting quasi-random variation

in infantry regiments’ exposure to direct command of Pétain at the Battle of Verdun. We

consider a regiment to be treated to Petain’s leadership at Verdun if it served between the

critical period of 25th of February and the 1st of May, as opposed to those that served from

May to December, under Nivelle and Mangin’s command.23 Both in its conception and, as

we will show, in its implementation, the rotation to Verdun, was based upon the needs of the

moment and unrelated to the home characteristics of the regiments involved.

19Other army corps, such as the artillery, were organised at the broader region level and are therefore less
suitable for our analysis.

20The 1913 Loi des trois ans had already extended the length of military service from two to three years.
21These included 7% colonial troops. 21 additional infantry regiments had been formed from scattered units

of decimated regiments, new recruits from annexed regions, or fresh troops of the classes of 1915, 1916, 1917
and 1918.

22The 145th regiment, that had been captured in 1914 and served 4 years of the war in German POW camps,
was also not part of the rotation.

23No regiment was withdrawn between the start of the battle and the arrival of Pétain, so that all regiments
that served in those 5 days are also treated. In the empirical analysis, we restrict our attention to regiments
that only served in April vs May, which removes potential unobserved heterogeneity between regiments that
were stationed at Verdun before the battle and those that were brought in after its start. We also exclude
fortress regiments that were generally stationed in France’s eastern fronts, such as Verdun.
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2.3 Collaboration during World War II

2.3.1 Pétain at Vichy

As fortuitously as he had found himself in command at Verdun in 1916, Pétain came to

head the government after France’s rapid invasion by Germany (the so-called “blitzkrieg”):

“Marshal Pétain did not seize power in the summer of 1940. It descended upon him like a

mantle” ((Paxton, 2001), p.185). After his retirement from France’s highest military position

in 1931 Pétain’s political roles had been limited during the interwar period. He held no “visible

ties to the politics of the sorry 1930s” (Paxton, 2001)[p.34].24 He seldom expressed his views

on national politics and held both politics and politicians in disdain.25 He was, however, an

immensely popular and “genuine national hero” ((Paxton, 2001), p.34). To all, he embodied

France’s traditional values, those of “Old France: an erect soldier of austere tastes, of Catholic

peasant stock, marshal of France” ((Paxton, 2001), p. 35). When a newspaper organized a

public consultation on who should lead France as its dictator, Pétain received the highest

support (see 11 in Appendix). He was revered by conservative right-wing circles, but even

Léon Blum, the Jewish socialist politician and Prime Minister in the Left Popular Front

government in 1936-37 called Pétain France’s “noblest and most humane soldier.”

1930s France had become highly politically polarized. The Third Republic in the inter-war

period had found it hard to maintain sustained majorities in the Parliament given the intense

political polarization, with some cabinets lasting less than a week. The Right’s attempt at a

coup in 1934 had radicalized the Left, while the subsequent victory of the Left Popular Front

in 1936 had raised the threat of social change and radicalized the Right. A common refrain

on the Right was “Rather Hitler than Blum”. The Republican system and its liberal values

were seen by some as responsible for these signs of France’s decay, and for its military defeat.

Collaboration with Germany and authoritarianism were the solutions to restore order and

prevent a social revolution.

To rescue France once more from Germany as he had done at Verdun, Pétain was called

to head France after her crushing defeat in World War II. On 18 May 1940, after Germany

invaded France, Pétain joined the government, in the hope that his presence would revive the

spirit of resistance and patriotism in the French Army.26 That having failed, Pétain supported

Commander-in-Chief Weygand’s call for an armistice and advocated for the government to

remain in France. The Prime Minister resigned and Pétain was named in his place. On 22

June, France signed the armistice at Compiègne that gave Germany control over the North and

24After the 6th February 1934 coup attempts by far-right leagues, he reluctantly accepted to become Minister
of War, a position he only held for a few months. He was then made France’s ambassador to Spain in 1939.

25He had for example described the position of President of the Republic as only ‘’suitable for defeated
marshals” in (?, p.134)

26He had initially turned down a position in the government when World War II had begun in September
1939
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West of the country, including Paris and all of the Atlantic coastline, but left the rest, around

two-fifths of France’s prewar territory, unoccupied. On July 10th 1940, the two legislative

chambers met to ratify the Armistice. They granted the Cabinet the authority to draw a

new constitution. Soon, Pétain assumed plenipotentiary powers as Head of State. This put

an end to the Third Republic, which, to this day, remains the longest-enduring Republican

regime in France.

Upon gaining power, Pétain’s regime, however, quickly took on a clear authoritarian

course. It implemented a “National Revolution” around the traditionalist values of “Work,

Family, Fatherland”. In October 1940, Pétain’s collaboration took a more over turn, we he

shook Hitler’s hand at a summit at Montoire. He promised the French, “a new peace of

collaboration” and “golden prospects” 27. The choice of collaboration is often explained by

historians by the fact that Pétain and those around him thought that a German victory in

the War was inevitable.28 Yet the regime’s actions rapidly took on an extreme right wing and

racist agenda, including the deportation of Jews, that outstripped both German expectations

and their requests.29 Any possible ambiguity about the nature of Pétain’s regime and of state

collaboration were resolved by 1942, when the Vichy government offered Germany to join the

war against the Allies alongside Germany ((Paxton, 2001) p.143). The regime took an even

more repressive turn after 1943, when formed a “Milice” to hunt down and kill the French

Resistance.

2.3.2 Collaborationist groups

Initially, Pétain’s authority as a war hero was such that most of France appeared to be behind

him in the summer and autumn of 1940. Collaboration was also encouraged by an active

propaganda machine put in place both by the Vichy regime and by the German occupation

authorities ((Burrin, 1996), p.179).30

The degree of support varied, from what Burrin (1996) describes as viewing collaboration

as a way to accommodate and secure advantages in difficult circumstances to viewing it as

a “providential” chance to implement authoritarian reforms and align with Nazi Germany

27Extract of Pétain’s speech on 10 October 1940)
28To a large extent, this view may have been shaped by Pétain’s perception of the inferiority of the British

infantry. (Burrin, 1996) p.118 writes “Pétain was convinced of the military inability of the Anglo-Saxons - an
old prejudice of a French infantryman.” and may be preferable for France given England’s territorial views
over the French Empire (Burrin, 1996)[p.117].

29Pressures on French to apply the Final Solution to Jews did not start until 1942 according to Paxton
(2001)[p.143] In any case, Hitler did not care about the National Revolution, which was, clearly, “the expression
of indigenous French urges for change, reform, and revenge . . . made urgent and possible by defeat.” ((Paxton,
2001), p.143).

30Censors’ estimates based on the sentiment expressed in about 300,000 letters each week suggest that
between 20 and 30 percent of the general population were still supportive of state collaboration after the Allied
landing in North Africa in 1942, which made an Allied victory more likely. Support for Pétain himself, however,
was believed to be higher and even more enduring (Burrin, 1996; Paxton, 2001)).
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(Burrin (1996), p. 183). Accordingly, collaboration took several forms, from economic collab-

oration (trading with the occupant), joining collaborationist political groups, participating in

para-military groups that conducted the repression of internal Resistance and the deportation

of Jews, free-masons, communists, and labourers for German factories 31, or directly joining

the Gestapo, the SS, or combatant Wehrmacht troops on the Eastern front. We focus here on

the forms of collaboration that denoted an ideological engagement: joining a collaborationist

political party, joining a paramilitary organization, or the German side.

Collaborationist political parties. A range of political parties and organizations in

France provided opportunities for different forms and intensities of collaboration. This di-

versity was in sharp contrast with other European fascist regimes, which tended to impose

a unique Fascist party; and with other occupied countries, where political parties were not

tolerated by the German occupant. This was due to many factors. Vichy only ruled over

part of France, and even there, Pétain did not encourage any particular political party. These

parties operated mostly in occupied France with Germany’s authorization and with German

funds. Collaborationist parties were most active in 1941-1942. They distributed newspapers,

held meetings, and organized demonstrations. But they also engaged in spying, informing,

denunciation, and violence against Jews and opponents, including the Resistance.

The two main collaborationist parties were the French Popular Party (PPF) and the

National Popular Rally (RNP)32. Estimates place total membership at between 40, 000 and

50, 000 for the PPF ((Burrin, 1996), p. 417, 469), and between 20, 000 (Burrin, 1996)[p. 393]

and 30, 000 (Paxton, 2001)[p. 253] for the RNP. Both parties were created by two former Left-

wing prominent politicians (respectively former number two of the Communist and Socialist

parties), both heroic veterans of the first World War: Jacques Doriot and Marcel Déat.33

Alongside them were parties that were direct emanations of the Right-wing fascist leagues of

the 1930’s, such as the Francist movement and the Revolutionary Social Movement,34 More

mainstream intellectuals joined the Groupe Collaboration, whose 42, 283 members promoted

cultural exchanges with Germany and the advent of a New European order.

Such a wide political spectrum of collaborationist parties shows how people from all sides

of the polarized and radicalized 1930s, rallied behind collaboration. All were united against

31The Compulsory Work Service in Germany (Service du Travail Obligatoire or STO), was instituted in 1942
for all males born between 1920 and 1922

32French: Parti Populaire Francais, PPF) and Rassemblement National Populaire (RNP)
33An active combatant for the whole duration of the war, Déat had been awarded the highest French order

of merit (the Legion d’Honneur) and received five bravoury citations. Doriot, 4 years his junior, joined active
combat in 1917 and was made prisoner. He was awarded the War Cross (French: Croix de Guerre) for
valourous service. Doriot eventually joined the Eastern Front in the “Legion des Volontaires Francais contre le
Bolchevisme”. He was killed by an Allied plane in Germany in 1945. After a short appointment in the Vichy
government at the insistence of Germany, Déat joined the SS, and fled to Germany then Italy at the end of
the War.

34Both movements had also been formed by WWI veterans Marcel Bucard and Eugene Deloncle.
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the Republic, against Bolshevism, and against liberalism. Although critical of Vichy for what

they judged a too tepid stance on collaboration, all the parties’ leaders claimed Pétain’s

support ((Burrin, 1996), p.382) and some, such as the leader of the RNP, accepted positions

at Vichy. 35

Paramilitary Groups. Immediately after the signature of the Armistice, Xavier Vallat,

the state secretary in charge of veteran affairs grouped all Great War veteran organizations

under the single umbrella of the Legion Francaise des Combattants (The Legion). Its statutes

plainly stipulated the Legion was to substitute for all existing associations of veterans (Journal

Officiel, Art. 5, 30 August 1940, p.4845), although it was forbidden in the occupied zone. The

Legion swore its allegiance to Marshal Pétain and was officially charged with the implemen-

tation of the “National Revolution”. The role of the Legion, its Verdun roots, and the central

influence of Pétain’s prestige is clear: veterans “must form groups down up the uttermost

village in order to have the wise counsels of their leader of Verdun heeded and carried out.”36.

However, the Legion never engaged in violent actions. This was the prerogative of two other

groups, the Service d’Ordre de la Legion (SOL) and especially of the Milice.

To substitute for the Legion, which was seen as too ideologically disparate and hard to

mobilise, the SOL was constituted in January 1942. It morphed into the Milice in January

1943. Initially a political movement37, the Milice became increasingly armed and violent

from 1943 onwards. Pro-fascist, the Milice was clearly encouraged by Pétain and his Prime

minister Laval. The creator of the SOL and the Milice, Joseph Darnand, was a heroic veteran

of the 35th Infantry Regiment who served at Verdun in April and May 1916. He was served

the Vichy government in 1943 and 1944, as minister of internal affairs. Contrary to previous

paramilitary groups, the Milice also became active in the occupied zone from February 1944,

where it was joined by many members of collaborationist political groups. Its main activities,

as the SOL’s, was to inform on, execute, or help deport Jews, free masons, anybody suspected

of Resistance as well as those seeking to escape the order to work in Germany under the

Compulsory Labour Service. 45, 000 people volunteered for the Milice and the SOL (Paxton

(2001), p.298), 15 percent of them women ((Burrin, 1996), p.).

Direct Nazi collaboration An estimated total of 22, 000 French people directly served

Germany in combat or auxiliary units ((Burrin, 1996) p.433). They joined the Gestapo or

35As Burrin describes: “The Paris leaders were rivals, not opponents, extremists of Pétainism, not anti-
Pétainists” ((Burrin, 1996), p.383).

36Xavier Vallat, quoted in D’Ordre du marechal Pétain. Documents officiels réunis et commentés par Jean
Thouvenin (Paris, n.d.1940 in (Paxton, 2001), p.190)

37The political objectives of the SOL are set against: “bourgeois selfishness”, “egalitarianism”, “individual-
ism”, “global capitalism”, as well as against “gaullist dissidence”, “bolshevism”, “the Jewish plague”, “free-
masonry” and in favour of: “discipline”, “authority”, “truth”, “nationalism”, and “Christian civilisation” (21
points of the SOL, in Germain, p. 481).
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the Waffen-SS or joined the Wehrmacht on the Eastern front under the “Legion des Volon-

taires Francais contre le Bolchevisme”, controlled by the collaborationist parties, or the SS

Charlemagne division, controlled by the Milice. Twice as many had volunteered but were

not deemed fit for service, many of them veterans of the First World War who were too old.

Pétain had actively encouraged them, by declaring in November 1941: “You are responsible

for part of our military honour” (in (Burrin, 1996) p.433).

The delimitations between political parties and paramilitary groups were much more fluid

than what modern-day understanding of political parties would suggest. By and large, the

collaborationist political parties were mostly operating in the occupied zone, while the pro-

Vichy paramilitary groups were mostly active in the so called free zone, and so, to a large

extent, one was the geographic counterpart of the other. Political parties engaged regularly

in violent demonstrations and violent actions. Conversely, the main paramilitary group, the

Milice, was originally intended as a unique political party, which would eventually absorb the

collaborationist parties. The boundaries between political parties, para-military groups, and

direct Nazi collaboration were also porous. Germany directly funded collaborationist political

parties. The SS provided arms for the Milice. The SOL and the Milice, together with political

parties, conducted many exactions alongside French and German Gestapo members.

3 Data and descriptive statistics

In this paper, we combine data from a number different sources to investigate how combat

exposure to Pétain in 1916 at Verdun drove collaboration with Nazi Germany in WWII. Our

unit of analysis is a municipality (33, 721 municipalities in France, the equivalent of a Census

block group). We assemble a novel dataset that combines new and hand-collected information

on more than 97, 242 individual collaborators – to date, and to the best of our knowledge, the

most exhaustive list of collaborators in occupied Europe– with combat exposure to Pétain

at Verdun. The measure of combat exposure is built from the military histories of each

line infantry regiment in WWI and the 1915 Dictionnaire des Communes which assigns each

municipality to its infantry regiment. We also use data on battle deaths in WWI, battle

intensity in WWII, membership to the Resistance, and Census data at municipality level for

each Census since 1911. Finally, we explore the legacy of Pétain on political preferences using

newly digitized electoral data for all but two of France’s 24 legislative elections since 1914.

We describe each of our main data sources in turn.
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3.1 Collaboration

Our measure of collaboration comes from a list of suspected collaborators established in 1944

and 1945 by the Resistance’s Central Bureau of Intelligence and Operations.38 This list was

declassified in 2015 but not made public because of enduring sensitivity(Lormier, 2017). The

goal of this list was to “signal the names of suspect and doubtful individuals who should be

subject to a thorough investigation”. 39. It was created under the supervision of Colonel

Paillole40, to punish active and potential collaborators after the Liberation of France. It

records information on the first and last name of each suspected collaborator, his or her

address at the end of WWII, the nature of collaboration, and, in some cases, additional

information on place and date of birth (or age) and economic occupation. Figure 4 in the

online Appendix shows an anonymized example of these files.

We digitized the two volumes of around 1,000 pages each, and geo-referenced the munic-

ipality of birth or residence of each collaborator. Our final dataset includes the names of

96, 636 collaborators. For almost 80 percent of them, we have information on the precise na-

ture of collaboration, recorded as membership to one or several of 50 different collaborationist

groups. We classify these 50 groups into either a collaborationist political party, a paramili-

tary group, or direct Nazi collaboration.41 We are able to geo-reference the address of 90, 508

collaborators (including 89, 118 in metropolitan France). For about a third of collaborators,

information is available on their age (28, 406 individuals, 37.28 years old on average) and

birthplace (19, 521 individuals). From the information on first names, we code the gender of

73, 626 collaborators. 15 percent of whom are female, which corresponds to other estimates

found in the literature (e.g. (Burrin, 1996), p.427).

The largest groups consist of the RNP (18.64%) and the Milice (16.14%). Other major

groups included various collaborationist political parties, paramilitary groups, or combat or

auxiliary German troops, such as the Legion of French Volunteers against Bolchevism and the

Gestapo.

[Figure 1 about here.]

3.2 Combat exposure to Pétain

To construct a measure of combat exposure to Pétain for all French municipalities, we combine

information on the allocation of each municipality to a line infantry regiment in WWI with

38The “Bureau central de renseignement et d’action” was created in 1940 by General Charles de Gaulle. It
was commanded by Major André Dewavrin, better known during the war under the name of “Colonel Passy”.
The volumes have been published by the “section Action” of the BCRA which later became the Fifth Bureau
of the General Staff (“Cinquième bureau de l’Etat-major de l’Armé française”).

39“Le présent document a pour but de signaler le nom des individus suspecs ou douteux qui doivent faire
l’object d’une enquête approfondie.”

40Paul Paillole : French secret service chief.
41see section in Appendix for details on the classification of each group.
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the military history of each regiment in WWI and, in particular, whether and when the

regiment was rotated at Verdun. We also rely on the universe of the 1.24 million military

deaths in WWI from Mémoire des Hommes and (Gay, 2017) to build additional measures of

battle casualties before and after Verdun and explore mechanisms underlying the relationship

between battle exposure to Pétain and collaboration.

3.2.1 WWI and the Verdun Rotation

We focus on the 173 line Infantry regiments that were already constituted at the start of WWI

in order to obtain sufficient, and precise enough, spatial variation at the municipality level in

the exposure to different battles. Other army corps, such as the Artillery were organized at

the broader region level and does thus not offer sufficient local variation in battle exposure.

Other Infantry regiments, which were formed after the start of the war, gathered recruits from

different regions so that we cannot trace back the exposure of a given municipality to a given

battle for those regiments. 42

We reconstruct the battle history of each regiment from each of the 173 “Historique du

Regiment” books, which describe the day-to-day operations of each regiment during WWI.

These documents are published by several sources (see the Appendix data description for the

list of all sources). For each regiment, we manually code whether, and when, it was rotated

at Verdun in 1916. We then define a dummy variable (“Verdun”) equal to one if the regiment

fought at Verdun in 1916; and a dummy variable equal to one (“Verdun under Pétain”) if the

regiment fought at Verdun under Pétain’s command, i.e. between the 26th of February and

the 1st of May 1916.

We code additional information of each infrantry regiment’ rotation to other crucial battles

of WWI, in particular: the First Battle of the Marne in 1914, the Battle of the Somme in

the Summer and Autumn of 1916 (1 July 1916 - 18 November 1916), and the Chemin des

Dames (April to October 1917), another battle of major significance for France, as well as

whether the regiment served on a front other than the Western front. Because Pétain played

a significant role in resolving the many cases of mutiny in the French Army after the disaster

of the Chemin des Dames in 1917, we also code a dummy variable that takes value one if the

regiment experienced an event of mutiny in 1917.

We also retain information on the 1, 237, 149 million military casualties in WWI of French

soldiers born in metropolitan France (Mémoire des Hommes, Gay (2017)).This data lists each

soldier, his rank, regiment (at death), date of death, date of birth, and municipality of birth.

42We focus on the line infantry rather than the reserves, as these were the most exposed to active combat
and therefore the most susceptible to form strong attachment to their commanders. Moreover, given that
reserve regiments were attached to line infantry regiments and drawn from the same locality (but from the
pool of older men), the history of each line infantry regiment mostly encompasses the history of the reserves.
The history of the reserve regiments is also harder to reconstitute as they were often divided between several
units, compared to the line infantry.
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We obtained this data from (Gay, 2017) and cleaned and matched municipalities of birth

to present day municipalities. We are able to match nearly 1, 150, 000 soldiers to (present-

day) municipalities and construct municipality-level overall death rates, and relative share of

officers among the dead. We also use this dataset to determine the extent to which infantry

regiments that served at different battles suffered differential losses over the course of the war.

Results are presented in Table10 in the Appendix. We do not find evidence that Verdun was a

particularly devastating battle, compared to, for example, the Somme, or Chemin des Dames.

Using information on regiment and date of death, we construct a measure of regiment-level

deaths before and after Verdun, as well as monthly death rates during the Battle of Verdun

for each of the 173 line infantry regiments.

3.2.2 Municipal exposure to Verdun and Pétain

As explained in Section 2., military recruitment in WWI was local. Each municipality was

allocated to a military depot, or garrison, where an infantry regiment was constituted. The

9th edition of the 1915 Dictionnaire des Communes(Baron and Lassalle, 1915) is unique in

that it lists the military circumscription, or recruitment bureau, to which each municipality

is attached. It also provides information on the assignment of each recruitment bureau to

a regiment. We digitised the Dictionnaire and assigned each of the 34, 259 municipalities

within France’s 1915 borders43 to its line infantry regiment. We check this assignment using

additional sources, such as the Handbook of the French Army (July 1914), the Carte de

répartition des recrutements militaires du Département de la Seine for Paris44

One issue we encounter is that some recruitment bureaus provided troops to different

regiments, in particular for the fortress regiments. These regiments, numbered 145-173, were,

at least initially, destined to man the fortresses in eastern France and they drew recruits

from different areas in France (Law of July 25, 1887). In particular, excess recruits from some

military regions were reassigned from their local regiments to these fortress regiments. Overall,

we are able to obtain a match to a unique regiment for 27, 241 municipalities. The remaining

7, 018 municipalities are matched to between 2 and 12 possible regiments. For those, we

average the battle history over possible regiments. The resulting estimates should therefore be

interpreted as Intention-to-Treat estimates. We then use a geolocalisation software to overlay

the boundaries of present-day municipalities to the 1915 boundaries in order to obtain the

assignment of present-day municipalities to their first World War regiments.

Figure 2 shows the allocation of each municipality to Verdun and to Verdun under Pétain.

In Figures 6 to 16 in the Appendix, we show the rotation of each municipality (through its

regiment) at Verdun for each of the 10 months of the battle.

431915 France did not include Alsace and Lorraine. Therefore the number of municipalities in 1915 is lower
than nowadays.

44(accessed 15 January 2020).
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Overall, 88.66 percent of 1915 France’s 35, 000 municipalities served in a regiment that was

rotated at the Battle of Verdun (see descriptive statistics in 1 and Figure 2). 49.22 percent of

all French municipalities, and slightly more than half (54.64 percent) of those that served at

Verdun, served directly under Pétain’s command. In turn, these municipalities have more that

their proportional share of collaborators, by a magnitude of between 10 and 20 percentage

points. Although they account for less than half of all municipalities, municipalities home to a

regiment that served under Pétain’s command hosted 61.88 percent of the 90, 508 collaborators

recorded at the end of WWII. Figures based on the commune of birth of collaborators are even

more striking: 67.17 percent of all collaborators were born in a municipality that served at

Verdun under Pétain. By contrast, under 30 percent (27.68 to 29.48 percent) of collaborators

were born or lived in one of the 40.78 percent of municipalities that had served at Verdun, but

not under Pétain. The remaining 5.15 to 8.64 percent of collaborators were born or lived in

one of the 11.34 percent of commune that did not serve at Verdun. Figures 3 and 4 show the

geographic distributions of collaborators, based on municipality of birth or residence and show

how these match areas of France home to regiments that served under Pétain’s command in

the First World War.

[Figure 2 about here.]

[Table 1 about here.]

[Figure 3 about here.]

[Figure 4 about here.]

3.3 Electoral data

To study the effect of combat exposure to Pétain on political preferences and to control for

pre-trends, we collected, digitized, and consistently coded the results of all but two of the 24

legislative elections in France since 1914. Section B in Appendix provides more institutional

detail on elections and political parties over that period. One of the main empirical challenge

is to classify the different political parties from the extreme-left to the extreme-right over such

a long period of time. The French political system is indeed characterized by a lot of entries

and exits of parties, and parties regularly change their name. In Section B of the Appendix,

we provide – for each election – a list of all the parties running, briefly describe them and

precise the associate label (from extreme left to extreme right we use to tag them). To do

so, we rely mainly on Agrikoliansky (2016), Poirmeur (2014), and Haegel (2007). Here, we

briefly describe the data for three crucial time periods in our analysis: 1914, in order to control

for pretrends; the interwar, when an alignment in political preferences along with Pétain’s

conservative right-wing agenda may have emerged; and the post World War II period, after

the fall of the Vichy regime and the restoration of the French Republic.
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3.3.1 The 1914 Elections and Political Pre-trends

Elections took place in May 1914, three months before the outbreak of WW1. We collect

and digitize the 1914 electoral results at the municipality level from the paper archives of the

Interior Ministry.45 We check that there is no pre-existing difference across municipalities

that were to fill the regiments that fought at Verdun under Petain, or not.

In addition to the 1914 electoral data, we capture longer political trends with data on

violent political protests in France between 1830 and 1914 and on strikes from (Tilly and

Zambrano, 1 12) and (Shorter and Tilly, 1974). We only focus on the subset of these data that

deals with pre-WWI events, as post WWI events may be influenced by our main treatment

of interest. We clean and aggregate at the commune level all the violent events described in

(Tilly and Zambrano, 1 12). 440 communes have one or more event listed in the database,

which we match to the rest of our data. We retaining information on the political affiliation

of demonstrators in the following main categories: Anarchists, Bonapartists, Communists,

Socialists, and Royalists. We also retain information on the number of strikes and the share

of employees who striked in each establishment affected by strikes from (Shorter and Tilly,

1974). This information is only available at department level.

3.3.2 The Interwar Period: 1924, 1932, 1936

We focus here on the 1924, 1932 and 1936 elections. All these elections saw the victory of a

left-wing coalition. The first “Cartel des Gauches”, an alliance between the Radical-Socialist

Party and the SFIO (the French Socialist Party), as well as the independent radicals and the

Socialist Republicans won the 1924 elections. The second Cartel des gauches won the 1932

elections.46. The 1936 elections saw the victory of a more radical left-wing alliance. For the

first time, the communist party was included in the winning coalition. The victorious “Front

Populaire” (Popular Front) consisted of the SFIO (Socialist Party), the Radical-Socialists,

the Communist Party, as well as a number of other smaller parties on the left.

The Right gathered a number of parties over that period (see Section B in Appendix

for more detail). Although fascist and extreme-right leagues were active during that period,

they rejected participation in elections, until the 1936 elections. The Parti Franciste and the

Jeunesses Patriotes ran in the 1936 elections, but obtained a very low electoral score. Online

Appendix Figures 1 and 2 presents the results of the 1932 and 1936 elections.

Results are available at the municipal level for 1924 47 but only at the canton level in 1932

and 1936. A canton is a geographical subdivision in France, smaller than the department,

45These results are available in the boxes C//7241 to C//7254 at the National Archives.
46The main parties constituting this Cartel are, as in 1924, the “Radicaux Indépendants” (Independent

Radicals), the “Parti Républicain Socialiste” (Republican-Socialist Party), the SFIO (the French Socialist
Party), and the Radical Party

47These results are available in the boxes C//10010 to C//10019 at the National Archives.
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but larger than the municipality. In 1932, there were 2, 227 cantons.

3.3.3 The Post-WW2 Legislative Elections

Finally, to investigate the long-run consequences of the exposure to Pétain, we gather the

results of the post-WW2 legislative elections. Under the Fourth and the Fifth Republic,

legislative elections in France were supposed to take place every five years. However, given

the executive power to dissolve the National Assembly – which happened a number of times

under the Fourth and the Fifth Republic – the time interval between two legislative elections

in our sample can be shorter. Between 1945 and 2017, 18 legislative elections took place.48

Data for these elections are from Cagé (2020) and Bekkouche and Cagé (2018), and further

detail on the different parties in the online Appendix Section B.

The wartime period marks an almost wholly clean break with the prewar party system:

in the aftermath of WW2, the political landscape is upside down and the ratio of power is

completely modified, in particular regarding political parties on the right. In striking contrast

with the interwar period, the Right held a large electoral advantage until the 1980s. As for

the extreme right, the history of the French extreme-right is the one of splinter groupuscules

that are marginal in the political life (Agrikoliansky, 2016)49 until the first electoral success

of the National Front in 1983.

3.4 Other data on WWII

We use several datasets that capture the other dimensions of French history during WWII

beyond collaboration, and in particular data on combat intensity in 1940 and 1944 and on

the Resistance.

3.4.1 Combat in 1940

We digitized and geocoded data on the battles that took place in France from the maps

of the The West Point atlas of American wars. The so-called “Battle of France”, i.e. the

German invasion of France, only lasted six weeks (from May 1940 to June 1940). It is also

known as the “Blitzkrieg”. We construct measures of the days of combat at a given point,

and we aggregate at the municipality level. Figure 12 in Appendix shows the resulting heat

map of combat intensity across France. The mean number of days of combat in a given

municipality in 1940 was 4.45 days, and the maximum 23 days. The delimitation of the

demarcation line was, to some extent, determined by the advance of German troops, as well

as by economic consideration, with major economic resources and railway lines in the occupied

48In 1945, 1951, 1956, 1958, 1962, 1967, 1968, 1973, 1978, 1981, 1986, 1988, 1993, 1997, 2002, 2007, 2012,
and 2017.

49The only success – the one of the “Poujadisme” in 1956 is short-lived.
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zone. Accordingly, the mean combat intensity is much higher in the occupied zone (6.46 days)

compared to the Vichy-controlled area (1.26 days).

3.4.2 Resistance

While the battle of France was extremely short, resistance movements organized to fight the

German occupation. To measure the “intensity” of the resistance movement at the local

level, we use data on individual membership to Resistance networks. We build a unique

dataset using 600, 000 individual files including information on the first and last names, place

of birth and affiliation to different Resistance networks of each individual. These files come

from “Mémoire des Hommes” and draws up a list of all the individual files established by a

number of administrations – and in particular the Resistance Bureau – at the end of WWII

in order to recognize and compensate (with war pensions for some) the activities of various

Resistants during the war.50.

3.5 Historical Censuses

We rely on the historical Censuses for information on population at municipality level. Cen-

suses were conducted in France in general every 5 to 10 years, depending on budgetary con-

straints. No Census was conducted in 1916 or in 1941 because of the wars. We rely both

on each historical Censuses since 1911 and on the harmonized historical population Census

(INSEE, 2019).51 The population Census before 1962 only include data on population counts.

4 Empirical analysis: Exposure to Pétain and Collaboration

Our analysis relates the intensity of collaboration in WWII to municipality-level combat

exposure to Pétain at the Battle of Verdun in 1916. We discuss the exogeneity of combat

exposure to Pétain in more detail in section 4.1. Our results show that local exposure to Pétain

had a substantial effect on collaboration in WWII. Our estimates suggest that exposure to

Pétain in WWI increased the municipal share of collaborator in WWII by 5 to 10%, and did

so across all dimensions of collaboration.

4.1 Empirical Strategy

Our individual level data on collaborators includes information on the municipality of resi-

dence or birth of collaborators. We aggregate the collaboration data at the municipality of

50“Titres, homologations et services pour faits de résistance”. http :
//www.memoiredeshommes.sga.defense.gouv.fr/en/article.php?larub = 268&titre = titres −
homologations− et− services− pour − faits− de− resistance

51This includes the Censuses of 1876, 1881, 1886, 1891, 1901, 1906, 1911, 1921, 1931, 1936, 1954, 1962, 1968,
1975, 1982, 1990, 1999, 2008, 2013, and 2015.
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residence level i, and we estimate the following regression at the municipality level:

Collabosi = α+ βV erduni + γV erdunPetaini + Xiφ
′ + ηDi + εi

where Collabosi denotes the logarithm of the share of collaborators either born, or residing

in municipality i, depending on our specification, normalized by population. Collaborators

were recorded in our list in 1944 and 1945. No Census was taken during the war, and the

first post-war Census only takes place in 1946. To avoid our estimates being contaminated

by potentially endogenous population movements during and immediately after the war, we

report the number of collaborators to the pre-war population of the municipality, measured

in the last pre-war Census of 1936. Our preferred specification deals with the shares of

collaborators born in the municipality. However, since this information is recorded for less

than a third of collaborators, we also present the results of specifications based on municipality

of residence. V erduni is a dummy variable that takes the value one if the line infantry regiment

associated with the municipality fought at the Battle of Verdun, at any time between 21st

February and 18th December 1918. V erdunPetaini is a dummy variable that takes the value

one if it fought at Verdun between the 26th of February and the first of May 1916, i.e. under

direct command of then General Pétain. Xi is a vector of municipality’s characteristics. The

death rate in WWI could have directly affected pro-German sentiment in the municipality. We

therefore control for the death rate in combat during WWI from our Memoire des Hommes

and (Gay, 2017) data, which we construct as the number of military casualties within a given

municipality of birth of the soldiers, as a proportion of the 1911 municipality population (the

last pre WWI Census). Because, as we have seen, densely populated areas were more likely

to give extra recruits, and extra recuits were more likely to be affected to fortress regiments,

and we also control for the logarithms of the 1911 population. To account for differences

in size across municipalities, which could affect the probability of joining collaborationist

groups through different mechanisms, such as the presence of an organized group but also

how visible one’s behavior was to others, we control for the municipal population in 1936

(in logs). We capture differences in local experiences during WWII that could influence

collaboration by combat intensity in 1940 (average number of days of combat), whether the

municipality was located in Vichy or occupied France, and the log distance to demarcation

line (in km). Last, we control for political pre-trends, measured by number of demonstrations

from Royalist or Bonapartist groups, from Anarchists, and from Socialists and Communists,

prior to 1914 ((Tilly and Zambrano, 1 12)). Finally, ηDi represents fixed effects for each

of the 95 departments in metropolitan France. These absorb unobserved differences in the

local socioeconomic and political environment (such as labor market conditions, influence and

quality of local prefects) and in geography. We cluster the error term εi at the level at which

our treatment is defined: the regiment.
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Exogeneity of combat exposure to Pétain Our identification hinges on the exogeneity

of the exact timing of the rotation of each of the 173 line infantry regiments at Verdun. We

compare, within a small geographic district, municipalities which filled regiments that were

rotated through Verdun in 1916, but at a different time: either under direct command of

Pétain before the first of May, or after. Our identification assumption is that the timing

of rotation of its regiment through Verdun in 1916 was uncorrelated with the propensity

of a municipality to support the Vichy regime and the German occupation during WWII.

Table ?? shows that across a wide range of dimensions, such military casualty rate in WWI,

combat experience in 1940, delimitation of the demarcation line between Vichy and occupied

France, major demographic characteristics, or pre-1914 political manifestations by the Right

(Royalists and Bonapartists), the Left (Communists and Socialists) or Anarchists, nothing

differentiates municipalities whose regiment was commanded by Pétain at Verdun from others.

Our identification also requires that it was specifically exposure to Pétain and not other

dimensions of battle experience, which could have differed before of after the 1st of May,

and that influence the propensity to follow Pétain’s collaboration agenda in WWII. We have

already shown that at least in one important dimension of battle experience: the military

casualty rate, there was no difference under direct command of Pétain or not. Nevertheless,

we are comparing regiments that fought at Verdun at different times. Therefore, the battle

experience of the different regiments could differ in two main ways. First of all, the timing at

which a regiment was in Verdun may have influenced its rotation to other major battles of

WWI, and most particularly the Somme, which also took place in 1916. To address this issue,

we present robustness specifications in which we control for the full battle history of each

regiment. Second of all, it is possible that the battle experience at Verdun was very different

in -say- February 1916, right after the start of the battle, than in December, when it drew

to an end. To reduce the associated potential unboserved heterogeneity in battle experience

at Verdun, we present specifications in which we restrict the sample only to regiments that

fought at Verdun in either April, under Pétain or in May, not under Pétain.

Our identification does not require that the boundaries of military catchment to different

regiments be exogenous. Given the circumstances of military recruitment in World War I

already discussed, and namely the fact that excess troops from a given area were more likely

to be affected to a regiment far away, such as fortress regiments, or other regiments that

were lacking recruits, we do not exclude the possibility that the local boundaries of military

circumscriptions were endogenous to local socio-economic characteristics. However, to the

extent that the exact timing of rotation to Verdun of the different regiments drawn from

these circumscriptions was exogenous, this does not affect our results. The fact that military

deaths during the conflict, as well as population or population density in 1911 (proxies for

the likelihood of having extra recruits in 1914) are uncorrelated with the Verdun rotation
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under Pétain, suggest that indeed, the exact timing of the rotation is likely uncorrelated with

municipalities’ characteristics that could potentially influence the exact delimitation of mil-

itary districts. Still, we provide two types of regression discontinuity analyses that address

any remaining concerns. The first, which we have already discussed, deals with the timing of

rotation. We only compare municipalities, within the same department, which served at Ver-

dun in April versus May. The second deals with potential endogeneity of military boundaries

and their potential correlation with the timing of rotation at Verdun, and is based on spatial

discontinuities at the boundaries of military catchment to different regiments. We compare,

within each department, municipalities that are just across the military circumscription bor-

der and that were allocated to two different regiments, one which served at Verdun under

Pétain, and the other that did not.

4.2 Results: Combat Exposure to Pétain in WWI and Collaboration in

WWII

4.2.1 Collaboration and Resistance

Table 2 shows that the share of collaborators was significantly higher in municipalities with

direct combat exposure to Pétain at Verdun in 1916. This result is true whether we consider

collaborators born (Columns 1 to 3) or residing (Columns 4 to 6) in the municipality. Columns

1 and 4 report results without any controls (only department fixed effects), showing that the

share of collaborators is 9.5 to 10.5 percent higher in municipalities whose regiments had

fought at Verdun under direct command of Pétain. In contrast, having fought at Verdun

under another general has no effect on collaboration.

Columns 2 and 5 add controls for the death rate in WWI at the municipality level, combat

intensity in 1940, an indicator for Vichy versus occupied France, distance for the demarcation

line as well as demographic controls for 1911 and 1936 municipality level population. The

coefficients drop to between 3.3 and 4.9 percent but remain highly statistically significant. The

goodness of fit of the specifications increases with the inclusion of controls. The results show

that the battle death rate in WWI is positively and significantly associated with the share

of collaborators during WWII. This suggests that the trauma of WWI and the willingness

to avoid another bloodletting on French soil drove the willingness to collaborate with the

German occupant, not only for Pétain, but for the broader population as well. By contrast,

combat days in 1940 or distance to the demarcation line are unrelated to collaboration. The

share of collaborators residing in a municipality is lower in Vichy France, although the share

of collaborators born in a given municipality is higher. This could be due to migration of

people from rural areas to richer and more urbanized areas, including Paris, which were then

occupied. This interpretation is also consistent with the opposite sign associated with the
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1911 population whether we consider municipalities of residence or birth, whereas smaller

municipalities in 1936 consistently have a higher recorded share of collaborators. Because of

potential migration, specifications based on birth municipality are our preferred specifications,

although this information is more sparse.

We also estimate specification 4.1 using the local share of Resistance members as the

dependent variable. Table 3 shows that Resistance was deterred in municipalities that had

fought at Verdun under Pétain. The magnitude of the effect on Resistance is comparable

to collaboration. The share of people who joined the Resistance is around 10% lower in

municipalities with direct combat exposure to Pétain. This result mirrors the result on col-

laboration: direct combat exposure to Pétain aligned preferences and political behavior with

those of Pétain. As such, it increased the share of supporters of collaboration, and decreased

the share of those who resisted against it.

Columns 3 and 5 of Table 2 and Column 3 of Table 3 add controls for political pre-trends.

These results highlight the role of pre-existing polarization and radicalization. Municipalities

where right-leaning, pro-authoritarianism Royalists and Bonapartists groups had been more

active before 1914 have a significantly higher share of collaborators and of resistants in WWII.

So do municipalities where Communists and Socialists had been more active. These results

are consistent with the historical fact that the collaboration agenda rallied a wide spectrum

of political groups behind it, not only from the right, but also from the left. The leaders of

the two main political collaborationist parties (RNP and PPF) were former forefront leaders

of the Socialist and Communist party. Results discussed in the next section accordingly show

that Left-wing demonstrations specifically explain PPF membership, which confirms that

the appeal of collaboration and fascism to former communists was widespread. Conversely,

the Resistance was not only a left-wing affair. Many members of France’s traditional Ger-

manophobe extreme right found Resistance against Germany more natural than collaboration

with it. Regardless, the inclusion of these political pre-trends does not affect the magnitude

or statistical significance of the coefficient of our variable of interest, suggesting that these

long-run trends in French society, although important drivers of political choices in WWII,

were uncorrelated with direct exposure to Pétain.

Tables 12 and 13 in Appendix show the robustness of these results to other functional

forms. Table 12 reports the results of Poisson specification using the number of collaborators

as the dependent variable. The results show that the results on collaborators in the munici-

pality of birth and on resistance are robust, but the results for collaborators in municipality

of residence fall short of statistical significance. However, Table 13 show that these are robust

when we consider the intensive margin of collaboration. [+++]

[Table 2 about here.]
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[Table 3 about here.]

4.2.2 The nature of collaboration

Table 4 presents the Pétain effect on collaboration across different types of collaboration,

discussed in Section 2: political collaboration (membership to a collaborationist party, such

as the RNP and PPF), paramilitary collaboration (membership to a paramilitary group, such

as the Milice and the SOL) and Nazi collaboration (the LVF, the Gestapo or the Waffen-SS).

Appendix Section A describes the classification of the 50 different collaborationist groups

into these categories. For each broad category, we present alternatively results based on

municipality of birth or residence. For each category of collaboration, we present results

without controls, and then add the full set of WWI and WWII-related controls, demographic

controls, and political pre-trends.

[Table 4 about here.]

The results show that combat exposure to Pétain at Verdun drove collaboration across the

whole spectrum of active collaboration. Based on our estimates for municipalities of birth,

the magnitude of the Pétain effect is comparable across the different categories of political,

paramilitary, and Nazi collaboration. As we have already described, the delimitations between

these different types of collaboration were very porous; and the activities and the rhetoric of

these different groups were similar. For municipalities of residence, the Pétain effect is most

robust for political collaboration. Table shows that these results are larger in magnitude

and more precisely estimated when the local density of Resistance members is included as a

covariate.

Table 14 and Figure 5 further breakdown collaboration amongst the major groups in our

sample.

The results show that the Pétain effect is comparable in magnitude across the main two

collaborationist political parties, the RNP and the PPF. The most notable result is that when

it comes to paramilitary groups, the results are only robust for the SOL, and not for the Milice.

As we have described in Section 2, the SOL was the precursor of the Milice. As such, although

our list does not include any information on the timing of collaboration, it is fair to assume

that members of the SOL joined the collaboration at an earlier point than those who joined

only the Milice.52 Historians such as Burrin (1996) have argued that the motivations behind

joining a collaborationist group, as well as the social composition of collaborators changed

over the course of the war. In particular, as the war was taking a more difficult turn for

52Of course, many members of the SOL would have joined the Milice and would therefore be recorded under
the Milice, which, as opposed to the SOL, still existed until the Liberation. Accordingly, membership to the
Milice is much more prevalent in our sample (15, 600) than membership to the SOL (1, 824).
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Germany, and internal repression by the regime against the Resistance was intensifying after

1943, collaboration became harder to justify and Pétain’s public image and popularity were

hurt. Consequently, Burrin (1996) highlights the declining role played by pro-Pétaininsm in

explaining collaboration over the course of the war. This may explain why the Pétain effect

is more robust for the SOL, which was created in January 1942, than for the Milice, which

substituted for the SOL in January 1943. Another group for which the Pétain effect is not

significant is the Workers Relief Committe (“Comite ouvrier de Secours Immédiat”). This

group was a left-leaning organization created in 1942 to deliver aid to factory workers affected

by English bombing raids. It was constituted mostly by former union leaders. Pétain being

a right-wing traditionalist who had banned unions, it is not surprising that we do not find an

effect for this group whose objectives and political orientation were very different from those

of Pétain ’s.

[Figure 5 about here.]

4.2.3 Identification: Full Battle History, April vs May 1916 at Verdun, and

Mutinies of 1917

As noted in Section 4.1, our identification requires that it was specifically exposure to Pétain

and not other dimensions of battle experience that influence the propensity to follow Pétain

into collaboration in WWII. Since our identification relies on the precise timing of the Verdun

rotation, these could differ in two main ways.

First of all, if a regiment was at Verdun in the Spring and Summer of 1916 (i.e. not under

Pétain’s command), it could not have simultaneously fought the Battle of the Somme of 1916.

Accordingly, we observe in our data an overall negative correlation between having fought

at Verdun and in the Somme (−0.24) but a positive correlation between having fought at

Verdun under Pétain and in the Somme (0.32). More generally, the different regiments may

have systematically experienced a different rotation to other major battles of WWI. It could

be these differences that explain the motivation to collaborate in WWII. To address this issue,

we add to our main specification 4.1 controls for the full battle history of each regiment. We

only present results without any controls and with the full set of controls. Results presented

in Table 5 are robust to these additional controls. Moreover, we observe that none of the

other major battles of the First World War robustly influenced collaboration in WWII.

Second of all, although we have found no differences in the casualty rate at Verdun under

Pétain, the battle experience could have differed between Feb-April and May-December for

reasons unrelated to Pétain’s command. For example, the Somme offensive forced Germany

to reassign units and eased the pressure on Verdun. To address this concern, we restrict our

sample to the municipalities whose regiments fought at Verdun during two consecutive months,
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in April and in May 1916, immediately before and after Pétain’s replacement by Nivelle on

May 1st (we exclude regiments that were serving in May but that had also served earlier,

under Pétain). The size of our sample drops by about a third to 13,297 municipalities. Table

5 shows the estimation results. Since all these regiments were at Verdun, we can only estimate

the coefficient associated with Pétain’s command. We focus on municipalities with residing

collaborators, because of statistical power issued when relying on collaborators’ municipalities

of birth. Although less precisely estimated in this restricted sample, the Pétain effect is still

statistically significant and about twice as large in magnitude in explaining the share of overall

collaborators, compared to the full sample. This suggests that other differences Across the

different categories of collaboration, the effect is only robust for paramilitary collaboration as

comparable in this small subsample. Our results are robust. The magnitude of the Pétain

effect, although less precisely estimated, is actually larger than in the full sample. Controlling

for the full set of controls, including the WWI death rate, municipalities that fought at

Verdun in April under Pétain’s direct command have a more than 10 percent higher share

of collaborators in WWII, compared with municipalities in the same department who also

fought at Verdun, but in May, under Nivelle’s command. We also check that our results are

not driven by other months at Verdun. Pétain was in command at Verdun in February, March

and April. We define placebo treatments as any other three consecutive months of battle at

Verdun. Figure 13 shows that the positive and significant effect of Verdun combat exposure

is only driven by the months of Pétain’s command.

Last, we also account for the fact that Pétain was not only famous for being the hero of

Verdun, but also as a result was also called in for one of the most difficult tasks: to suppress the

1917 mutinies. Although both events are often discussed together as contributing to Pétain’s

popularity, we expect these two events to play very differently as drivers of collaboration

in WWII. For saving Verdun and organizing a rotation system that rested and spared the

line infantry, he was revered by his soldiers. For putting down the mutinies, he was mostly

feted by politicians. In 1917, Pétain was general in chief of the armies and had much fewer

direct contacts with his soldiers than at Verdun. Moreover, even though he handled the

mutineers in an arguably more humane way than any other commanding officer of WWI,

it is hard to imagine how any commander in charge of handling mutinies could be popular

with the soldiers. 3, 500 soldiers were punished, including 554 sentenced to death and 1, 381

to forced labor. Accordingly, when we add a control for whether the regiment experienced

a mutiny in 1917 in Columns 7 to 10 Table 5, we observe not only that the Pétain effect

on collaboration driven by the Verdun rotation remains robust, but that the direct effect of

mutinies on collaboration is, if anything, negative. One possible limitation of this analysis

is that the 1917 mutinies were endogenously determined by soldiers’ experience at Verdun.

Historical accounts are unanimous that the mutinies were mostly driven by the disastrous
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Chemin des Dames battle of 1917. Nevertheless, the coefficients should be interpreted with

caution.

[Table 5 about here.]

[Figure 6 about here.]

4.2.4 Identification: Excluding fortress regiments and Military circumscriptions

boundaries sample

As already discussed in Section 4.1, our identification assumption does not require that the

boundaries of military circumscriptions are exogenous, as long as the they are not also sys-

tematically correlated with the timing of rotation at Verdun. It seems unlikely that military

authorities had sufficient foresight to engineer such an endogenous rotation. The same author-

ities, after all, considered Verdun a quiet sector of the front at the start of 1916. Nevertheless,

a specific concern deals with the so-called fortress regiments. As we have discussed, these were

more likely to draw recruits from different areas of France, and they were initially destined

to man France’s eastern forts, including those in the sector of Verdun53. Fortress regiments

experienced more deaths in battle (3, 526.94 deaths for fortress regiments against 3114.28 for

others (P-value=0.000). Serving in the east, they also observed directly the devastating effects

of German occupation of the East of France in WWI. We check in Appendix Table 16 that

the results presented in Tables 2 and 3 are robust to excluding these fortress regiments. Our

results are virtually unchanged, except for Nazi collaboration. In the case of Nazi collabora-

tion, either based on residence or birth municipality, the point estimate is actually more than

twice as large when we exclude fortress regiments, and this difference is statistically significant

at the 1 percent level.54.

Beyond the specific issue of fortress regiments, we provide a spatial regression discontinu-

ity (RD) analysis around the boundaries of military catchments that addresses any remaining

concern about the potential endogeneity of military boundaries. We compute for each mu-

nicipality the nearest distance to a military catchment area that sent regiments to Verdun

under Pétain. We then compare municipalities just on either side of the regiment catchment

border, but allocated to different regiments, which then served under Pétain at Verdun, or

not. Based on the Calonico et al. (2014) optimal bandwidth selection procedure, we only

retain municipalities that are less than 20km away from the military boundary.55 Since some

53These fortress regiments, number 145 to 173, indeed all served at Verdun, and probably because those
responsible for the Verdun sector were manning the forts at the beginning of the offensive, also more likely to
have served at Verdun under Pétain compared to other regiments (0.65 versus 0.48, P-value=0.000).

54The P-value on an interaction between combat exposure to Pétain and fortress regiment is 0.010 when
the dependent variable is log of Nazi collaborators residing in the commune, and 0.000 when the dependent
variable is log of Nazi collaborators born in the commune

55The average distance of a municipality to the boundary of its military catchment area is 25.89 (s.d. 22.34).
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municipalities belonged to a catchment that garrisoned more than one regiment with possible

different battle histories, ours is a fuzzy RD design.

We first check whether there are no pre-existing differences in political preferences between

the two sides of the regiment catchment border. Figure 7 shows that there is no difference

in the number of Left, Right, or Anarchist demonstrations prior to 1914. We also check that

there are no other differences related to either the first World War or the division of France

between Vichy and occupied France between the two sides of the regiment catchment border.

Figure 14 shows that there is no difference in the military casualty rate in WWI, in population

in 1911, or in the likelihood of ending up in the occupied part of France during WWII. In

contrast, Figure 8 shows that there is a sharp discontinuity in the local shares of collaborators

either residing or being born in the municipalities on either side of the regiment catchment

border. There is also a sharp discontinuity in combat exposure to Pétain (see last panel of

Figure 14). This confirms that combat exposure to Pétain encouraged collaboration, even in

municipalities that are geographically extremely close to one another. Table 17 in the Ap-

pendix complements these figures, presenting results based on spatial regression discontinuity

design (RDD) on the regiments’ catchment boundaries sample and controlling for pre-1914

socio demographic characteristics, WWI casualty rates, WWII but pre-Vichy related controls,

department fixed effects, and a quadratic polynomial in latitude and longitude of the centroid

of the municipality. We also present sensitivity checks that vary the bandwidth between 30,

20, or 15 km away from the boundary. The results confirm that combat exposure to Pétain

in 1916 increased the share of collaborators in the municipality during WWII.

[Figure 7 about here.]

[Figure 8 about here.]

5 Mechanisms

How can we rationalize the positive effect of the exposure to Pétain on Collaboration? In

this section, we test a number of different mechanisms. We first explore how loyalty to

Pétain operated through the organizational capacity of the veterans themselves and explains

collaboration in the paramilitary groups that directly emanated from veterans organizations.

We then provide evidence of a wider effect of loyalty to Pétain on political preferences, which

is consistent with the effect of Pétain on political collaboration and had materialized even

before the Second World War.
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5.1 Loyalty and the organizational capacity of the veterans

One possible mechanism that may explain why municipalities that served under direct com-

mand of Pétain in 1916 had a higher share of collaborators in WWII is though the organiza-

tional capacity of the veterans themselves. 3 million men had served in WWI. In 1939, 40%

of the French male population were veterans of the Great War. The main collaborationist

paramilitary organizations, the Legion, then the SOL and, after 1943, the Milice, emanated

directly from veterans’ organizations. Their members swore their allegiance to Pétain. Some

of them had served under Pétain and were personally, and deeply, connected to him. This

direct connection may have incited them to follow Pétain, as well as to organize, through a

cascade of leadership, other veterans.

We have two alternative ways in our data to track the veterans with a direct connection to

Pétain. The first is from the composition of the II Army Corps. Before the Battle of Verdun,

Pétain had been in charge of the II Army since June 1915. These soldiers would thus be the

ones with the longest, and probably deepest connection to Pétain. The Second Army included

eight line infantry regiments, who mostly served in the same sector in 1915. However, after

Pétain was promoted as commander in chief at Verdun, those regiments experienced a very

different 1916. Only two regiments served at Verdun (and did so under Pétain), while the

others served in different sectors before fighting the Somme, and one was dispatched to the

Salonica front. In Appendix Table 18, we estimate specification 4.1 with the full set of controls

and department fixed effect and we add a control for belonging to the Second Army. The

results show that the municipalities that housed the regiments of the Second Army later had

higher shares of collaborators. Although the coefficient in explaining overall shares of collab-

orators is barely significant at conventional levels, it is positive and significant at the 5% level

in explaining the share of collaborators in paramilitary organizations. However, the inclusion

of a control for the Second Army barely affects the coefficient associated with the Verdun

rotation under Pétain. In other words, serving in the Second Army is only an additional

channel through which closeness to Pétain contributed to paramilitary collaboration.

The second way to capture the possible influence of the veterans “treated” by Pétain’s

direct command, is to rely on the variation across regiments in the number of these “treated’

’ veterans who survived the war and came back to their villages to tell the tale of their heroic

Verdun commander. From the Memoire des Hommes data on the date of death of the 1.3

million French casualties, we construct variables that count the number of soldiers who died

either before or after (or during) the battle of Verdun (i.e. before or after February 1916).

The rationale for distinguishing between before and after is the following. If a soldier of a

given regiment died before Verdun, he was replaced by another soldier generally from the same

area. Thus, the number of soldiers who died before Verdun does not affect the potential stock

of veterans who will be “treated” by Pétain exposure after the war. By contrast, a soldier

33



dead after exposure to Pétain in 1916 is one less soldier to come back home to tell the tale.

56 We therefore expect to see no effect of casualties before 1916, but a attenuating effect of

losses after 1916 on the Pétain effect on collaboration. To test for this hypothesis, we estimate

equation 4.1 by adding the number of deaths either before or after February 1916, and their

interaction with Pétain exposure.57 Since we are using information on the municipality of

birth of WWI soldiers, we only present results for the municipalities of birth of collaborators.

Columns 1 to 4 of Table 19 shows that, consistent with our hypothesis on the organizational

capacity of veterans, the Pétain effect is attenuated in municipalities where fewer veterans

came back after their exposure to Pétain’s command. By contrast, we observe no effect of

casualties that occurred among untreated soldiers, that is to say before exposure to Pétain at

Verdun (Columns 5 to 8 of Table 19). Again, the effect is only significant for collaborationist

groups directly tied to veterans: paramilitary groups.

Both the additional effect of the Second Army and the attenuating effect of military losses

after exposure to Pétain are consistent with our hypothesized mechanism of organizational

capacity of the loyal veterans themselves. However, this effect alone cannot explain our full set

of results, which also indicate a positive and significant Pétain effect beyond veterans-based

paramilitary organizations, on collaborationist political parties that were not connected to

veterans and even on Nazi collaboration. In the next section, we provide direct evidence

of a more transformative effect of loyalty to Pétain on political preferences, which started

materializing even before the start of the Second World War.

5.2 Loyalty and ideology

Although Pétain assumed no major political role in the interwar, he was widely recognized

as a right-wing political figure, with a a conservative stance and a moral aura. Revealing is

the fact that when a referendum entitled “Is dictatorship up for discussion?” was organized

in November 1934 by Le Petit Journal – a right-wing newspaper – Pétain arrived first with

20% of the votes (followed by Pierre Laval with 16% and Gaston Doumergue with 12%).58

To investigate whether local exposure to Pétain had already shaped political preferences

in a way that prefigured collaborationist political inclinations during the Second World War,

we turn to political behavior in the interwar period. To do so and as described in the Data

Section 3.3, we collected data on the electoral results at three legislative elections: 1924, 1932,

and 1936. If the effect of the direct exposure to Pétain partly happens through ideology, one

should indeed expect an increase in the share of the votes for right-wing parties in the Interwar

56This is especially the case since, as noted by (BV., 1999), by January 1916, France had suffered well over
2 million casualties (dead or incapacitated) and already mobilised 87 percent of the total manpower it would
muster during the war, “thus making every soldier lost at Verdun” (or after) “litterally irreplaceable” (p.14).

57The results are similar when using the log of the deaths instead.
58Overall, 194, 785 readers participated in this referendum.
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period.

Consistently with our previous analysis, we estimate the following specification:

share votesi = α+ βV erduni + γV erdunPetaini + Xiφ
′ + ηDi + εi (1)

where our dependent variable of interest share votesit is the share of the votes obtained by a

given party (e.g. the Union Républicaine Démocratique) in commune i, and the rest of the

variables are defined as in equation (4.1.) For each of the elections, we consider alternatively

the total share of the votes obtained by the right (summing upon the right-wing parties), and

the share of the votes obtained by each party taken individually.

Results Table 6 presents the results for the 1932 legislative elections. We find that the

direct exposure to Pétain during WW1 leads to an increase in the vote share obtained by

the right, and that this finding is robust to the use of a number of different specifications

(specification in level in Columns (1) and (2) and in logarithm in Columns (3) and (4)).

[Table 6 about here.]

The findings for the 1936 legislative elections are consistent with the ones we obtain for

1932, and are presented in Table 7. We consider both the votes for the right and for the far

right, given a number of extreme-right candidates were running at the time. We obtain an

increase in the share of the votes in both cases; however, this increase in only statistically

significant for the right (but it is important to highlight that the far-right vote was so low at

the time that there was not a lot of variation).

[Table 7 about here.]

To better understand the mechanisms at play, we perform the same analysis but at the

party level. Table 8 shows the results. Interestingly, the increase in the vote share of the right

is driven by two political parties: the “Alliance Démocratique” on the one hand (Column 6),

and the Union Républicaine Démocratique (URD) on the other hand (Column 7). The URD

was created by Pierre Taittinger, who later founded the “Jeunesses Patriotes”, one of the

important collaborationist groups.

[Table 8 about here.]

To sum up, we have shown so far that combat exposure to Petain forged loyalties and

shaped political ideology. In the inter-war, municipalities with a direct connection to Petain,

a conservative figure, voted more for Right and Extreme Right parties. In the Second World
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War, they followed Petain in the course of collaboration by joining pro-collaborationist polit-

ical organizations. In the next section, we show that after the Second World War, the effect

persisted through a long-lasting Left-Right swing that shaped post World War II French

politics until the early 2000s’.

6 The Long-Term Effects of Pétain leadership on Political Be-

haviour

Last, we explore the long-term effect of exposure to Pétain on political behavior. We col-

lected information on each legislative election in post war France and classified each party

consistently along a Extreme Left - Extreme Right axis (see Appendix for more detail on the

elections and party classifications). Figure ?? below shows the estimated coefficient associated

with combat exposure to the “Victor of Verdun” on the share of vote for the Right or the

Extreme Right in each election of the post war. Each line is a separate estimation of equation

1 for a different election or decade.

The results point a clear picture of a postwar Left-Right swing in municipalities directly

exposed to Pétain, which lasted up until the 1980s. Point estimates suggest that the size of

the swing over that period amounts to more than 3 percentage point on average across all

elections. Considering that about half of all French municipalities fought under Pétain at

Verdun, these results suggest a roughly 1.5 percentage point durable advantage for the Right

in those elections. The analysis of individual elections reveal a striking picture of a durable

Pétain effect on reversion to traditionalism in times of real or perceived crisis. The elections

for which the Pétain effect is most significant and largest in magnitude are in 1981 (5.95),

1968 (4.13), 1958 (4.81) and 1956 (3.95). 1981 was a crucial year in France with the election

of the first Socialist president of the Vth Republic, whose radical program was seen by many

as a threat to economic and social order. The 1968 elections were held in the aftermath of

one of France’s most profound social unrest in the post-war period, “May 68”, punctuated

by general strikes, large demonstrations, and occupation of universities and factories, and the

French President De Gaulle even fleeing to Germany. As for the 1956 and 1958 elections, these

were held in the context of France’s military defeat in Vietnam and in Algeria. The crisis

in 1958 was so deep, with rebellious generals opposing Algerian independence even taking

control of Corsica and threatening to conduct an assault on Paris, that the Prime Minister

was sacked, a government of National Unity nominated in his place, and a new Constitution

(France’s current Constitution) drawn. Thus in times of crisis, the legacy of Verdun, and of

Pétainisme returns to shape French politics.

[Figure 9 about here.]
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[Figure 10 about here.]

7 Conclusion

“Whatever happens, the flame of French resistance must not be extinguished and

will not be extinguished.”- Charles de Gaulle, June 18, 1940.

In this paper, we have shown that in 1940, the heroes of the First World War, the saviours

of the nation in 1916, took France down a path of collaboration with one of the most oppressive

regimes in history. The attitudes forged in that war continue to influence its politics to this

day.

Yet, it is also true that the day after Petain offered a “gift of himself” as dictator in

1940, another veteran, a relatively obscure and recently promoted Brigadier-General, who

had himself served under Marshal Petain in the First War, broadcast his appeal from London,

calling on the French people to resist. De Gaulle, himself embodying the spirit of the French

resistance, would gain a heroic credential through the Second World War, which though he

would step away from politics in 1946, would later enable him to forge a Fifth Republic from

the collapse of the Fourth, and a constitution that granted stronger powers to a democratically-

elected President, a person who should embody le esprit de nation. This constitution remains

that of France to this day.

The threat that heroes might pose for democracy, yet the need that democracies might

have for heroes, is not limited to France. See for example, this letter written during a period

of crisis for another resilient democracy:

January 26, 1863: Major-General Hooker:

I have placed you at the head of the Army of the Potomac. I have heard, in

such a way as to believe it, of your recently saying that both the Army and the

Government needed a Dictator. Of course it was not for this, but in spite of it,

that I have given you the command. Only those generals who gain successes, can

set up as dictators. What I now ask of you is military success, and I will risk the

dictatorship . . . And now beware of rashness. Beware of rashness, but with energy,

and sleepless vigilance, go forward, and give us victories.- A. Lincoln

.

The role of heroes in shaping events is the stuff of both the oldest historic sagas written

by mankind and the newest movies yearning for the superhumans of the Marvel universe.

Yet, much more needs to be understood about the extent to which legitimacy generated from

heroic acts can shape institutions, the extent to which heroes can adopt extreme preferences
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that can both strengthen and undermine democratic values and the actual mechanisms by

which heroes transmit their influence.59

59Further, heroes, while often emerging out of a crisis of war, like that of Verdun, may also emerge from a
courageous commitment to non-violent resistance to injustice as well (Bhavnani and Jha, 2012). Beyond the
effects on domestic politics, it is a common observation in international relations that politicians from relatively
hawkish parties are, ironically, often better positioned to make politically risky overtures for peace with long-
standing adversaries than their dovish counterparts.One is example is Nixon’s famous reapprochement with
China. However, our interpretation resonates with the greater set of options available to war heroes to shape
regardless of party. For example, Yitzhak Rabin, a commando in Israel’s war of independence who rose to be
the Army chief during Israel’s victory in the 6 Day War, was also able to pursue the Oslo Peace Accords, as
head of the center-left Israeli Labour party.
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Figure 1: Number of collaborators by category, main categories
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Notes: The map shows which commune housed a regiment that was rotated at Verdun under Pétain, at
Verdun not under Pétain and not at Verdun. The figure shows commune boundaries (in light gray), department
boundaries (in dark gray), the location of Verdun and of Bar-le-Duc to the south of Verdun. The two towns
were linked by the “Voie Sacree”. This map shows information for France’s 1915 borders as only information
for 1915 borders is available from the Dictionnaire des Communes

Figure 2: Municipalities at Verdun, at Verdun under Pétain and not at Verdun
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Notes: The map shows the distribution of collaborators based on municipality of birth. This map shows
information for France’s 1945 borders.

Figure 3: Quintiles of the distribution of collaborators – municipality of birth
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Notes: The map shows the distribution of collaborators based on residence. This map shows information for
France’s 1945 borders.

Figure 4: Quintiles of the distribution of collaborators – municipality of residence
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Verdun under Petain

0 .02 .04 .06

Rassemblement national populaire Milice Parti populaire francais
LVF Gestapo Service d'ordre legionnaire
Francisme Economic collaboration Groupe collaboration
Comite ouvrier de secours immediat

Notes: The figure shows coefficients obtained from separate regressions of the log share of collaborators
in different categories (as indicated) residing in the municipality, controlling for the full set of controls and
department fixed effects. Each line is a separate regression. Standard errors are clustered at the regiment level.
Horizontal bars indicate 90% CI. The figure shows that the Pétain effect a a significant driver of collaboration
across the board. The only categories for which the coefficient falls short of statistical significance is the Milice
(imprecisely estimated) and the left-wing collaboration group: Comite ouvrier de Secours Immédiat. One
reason why the coefficient is imprecisely estimated for the Milice is that the Milice was constituted very late,
in 1943, when initial enthusiasm for Pétain had already waned. Furthermore, as stressed by (Burrin, 1996),
due to its violent nature, the Milice was a disparate group formed not only of Pétain’s faithful followers but
also of many hot heads and criminals, a category that would blur the Pétain effect.

Figure 5: Number of collaborators by category, main categories
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Petain: Feb, Mar, Apr

Mar, Apr, May

Apr, May, Jun
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-.1 -.05 0 .05 .1

Log collabos pc, address

Notes: The figure shows coefficients obtained from separate regressions of the log share of collaborators
either residing (left panel) or born (right panel) in the municipality, controlling for the full set of controls and
department fixed effects, and varying the months of combat at Verdun. Each line is a separate regression.
Standard errors are clustered at the regiment level. Horizontal bars indicate 90% CI. The figure shows that
the positive and significant effect of fighting at Verdun on collaboration is only observed for the months during
which Pétain was the general in command of the battle (i.e. February, March, April).

Figure 6: Estimated effect of fighting at Verdun in different months on the share of collabo-
rators
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Notes: This figure uses only municipalities in an area 20km or less of the boundary between two military
catchment areas: one that did sent troops to Verdun under direct command of Pétain, and the other that did
not. The figure shows that there is no difference in political preferences measured by local demonstrations
for: Royalist of Bonapartist groups, Anarchist groups, or Communist or Socialist groups, before 1914. Dots
correspond to data aggregated into 3-km (1.86-mile) bins for visualization, while the lines are based on all
underlying observations, with the shaded areas representing 90% confidence intervals. The 20km bandwidth is
based on the ?? optimal bandwidth selection procedure.

Figure 7: Regressions Discontinuity plots
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Notes: See notes to Figure 7. The Figure shows a sharp discontinuity in the local shares of collaborators, with
the local shares of collaborators residing (left panel) or born in the municipalities (right panel) whose regiment
served under direct command of Pétain at Verdun in 1916. See Table 17 in appendix for the corresponding
regression results.

Figure 8: Regressions Discontinuity plots
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Verdun under Petain

-5 0 5 10

1945 1951 1956 1958 1962 1967
1968 1973 1978 1981 1986 1988
1993 1997 2002 2007 2012 2017

Notes: The figure plots the results of individual specifications identical to using the share of votes for the
Right or the Extreme Right in each election (as indicated in the bottom of the table) as the dependent variable,
with the full set of usual controls and department fixed effects. Standard errors clustered at the canton level
(political administrative unit).

Figure 9: Pétain and the vote share for the Right and Extreme Right in post-war France
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Verdun under Petain
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1993 1997 2002 2007 2012 2017

Notes: The figure plots the results of individual specifications identical to using the share of votes for the
Left or the Extreme Left in each election (as indicated in the bottom of the table) as the dependent variable,
with the full set of usual controls and department fixed effects. Standard errors clustered at the canton level
(political administrative unit).

Figure 10: Pétain and the vote share for the Left and Extreme Left in post-war France
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— Lundi prochain, la Chambre abordera le projet sur le blé ; quand il seravoté, je demanderai & l'assemblée de

prendre immédiatement après le projet
3ur le vin et enfin, je réclamerai le votedes 800 millions pour la défense nationale. Tout ce travail se fera pendant quela Haute Assemblée discutera le projet
de budget. Cette discussion commenceraau Sénat le jeudi 13'décembre, c'est-à-dire de demain en huit. D'après les
conversations que j'ai eues avec les représentants de la Commission des finan
ces du Sénat, je crois pouvoir vous direqu'au Luxembourg, le vote du budget
sera assez rapidement mené. Tout enexerçant, certes, son droit légitime. decontrôle, la Haute Assemblée ne créerapas de difficultés au gouvernement.
Comme c'est son droit, la Commissiondes finances du Sénat sur les quelque-quatre cents chapitres que comporte lebudget, a réalisé pour douze millions decompressions,
i Nous quittons M. P.-E. Flandin nonsans qu'il nous ait assuré que le budgetde 1935, les projets sur le blé, le vin etles crédits militaires auront été votés assez à temps pour permettre aux parlementaires de. célébrer le réveillon en fa-\mille. Le décret de clôture sera lu le 23décembre au plus tard.

; Et avec un fin sourire qui traduit son<contentement, M. Flandin nous dit ;
' — Nous aurons fait tout cela en res-pestaat les droits et les prérogatives del'Assemblée.
Quant aux projets visant la réglementation de la vente des armes et les ma

nifestations sur la voie publique, ils seront inscrits en tête de l'ordre du jourde la session de janvier.
Par ailleurs, rencontrant M. Mandel,ministre des P. T. T., nous lui avons demandé ce qu'il pensait de l'activité qu'enaussi peu de temps auront déployé le

gouvernement aussi bien que le Parlement. Très aimablement, le ministre desP. T. T. nous répond ; '
— La diligence dont.auront fait preuveles deux Chambres en votant avant laNoël et en l'espace de quelques semaines

un budget dis 47 milliards, deux gros projets de loi comme ceux du blé et du vinet un projet intéressant la défense nationale, prouve que la machine parlementaire n'est pas si mauvaise qu'onvoulait bien nous le dire il y a quelquessemaines. Point n'a été besoin pour obtenir ce résultat de manier l'épouvantailde la dissolution. N'ai-je pas moi-même,et tout le premier, donné l'exemple de ladiscipline en faisant voter, on peut presque dire sans discussion; le budget desP.T.T. alors qu'il avait fallu plusieurs
séances dans de précédentes sessions ?
» Trouvez-moi beaucoup de gouvernements qui, en moins de temps, ont faitplus d'utile besogne. Qu'est-ce que celaprouve ? Ceci : que les assemblées valent surtout par l'énergie que sait leurcommuniquer un chef de gouvernementrésolu et décide. Cela prouve encore quedans le respect de la tradition parlementaire, on peut obtenir beaucoup des assemblées si l'on fait preuve de volontéet d'autorité.
» Rapprochez ces résultats des menaces et des- dédains dont on abreuvait ily a peu de temps l'institution parlementaire -et voyez si un heureux rétablissement n'a pas été opéré ? » .Il faut évidemment • s'incliner devant

ces résultats. MM. Flandin et Mandel
nous ont bien fait comprendre, hier, quel'outil parlementaire n'est pas aussirouillé que d'aucuns voudraient le fairecroire. Le tout est de savoir s'en «ervir.

La Chambre a repris hier matin, sousla présidence de M. Fernand Bouisson,la discussion de la loi de finances, interrompue, en séance de nuit, à l'art. 46.
Elle a achevé l'adoption de tous lesarticles de la loi, mains un certain nombre qui avaient été réservés et dont'l'examen a été renvoyé à la séance del'après-midi. 'Tout cela fut accompli en une heureà peine,

, ce qui prouve que l'Assembléepeut travailler avec i 'e rapidité extrêmequand elle le veut.
Peu d'interventions notables. A, M.Gourdeau, qui s'alarmait du déficit deschemins de fer, le ministre des Finances

>a répondu en formulant l'espoir que dessolutions Interviendraient pour écarterle péril.
On adopte ensuite la nouvelle rédaction de l'article 46 bis portant de 2897à 2994 millions la limite de la participation de l'Etat au paiement des tra-

-vaux entrepris pour lutter contre lechômage. Ce nouveau texte, ainsi que le.fit remarquer le rapporteur, permettra
-de - faire accélérer les travaux prévus
.pour les chemins vicinaux Furentégalement adoptés les chapitres réservés dubudget.de l'Intérieur. : .! L'équilibre du budget
Après une courte suspension, M. LéonBaréfcy vint exposer-.comment s'établit•l'équilibre du budget : les dépensess'élevent au chiffre de 47.881.144.001 fr. ;les recettes à 46. 986.316.540 fr., soit undéficit de 594.827.461 fr.

Explications...
;

La traditionnelle déclaration socialiste fut faite par M. Vincent-Auriol. Elles'efforça de prouver que, seule, l'adoption des principes socialistes pouvait
assurer un budget équilibré, en ranimantla vie économique et s'acheva sur desperspectives assez pessimistes.
M. Germain-Martin monta à la tribune et fit valoir les efforts accomplis

par le gouvernement. Le ministre s'attacha moins à prouver la perfection duprésent budget qu'à révoquer l'aspect
catastrophique qu'il aurait revêtu sansles compressions qui y ont été apportées,
Au nom du parti radical, M. Yvon

Delbos exprime sa satisfaction que lebudget ait pu être voté sans qué laChambre ait eu à recourir à la procédure de douzièmes provisoires,
...et vote sur l'ensemble

: Enfin, ce fut un échange de fleurs. :le ministre des Finances félicita la
Chambre,son président et sa commissiondes Finances ; M. Malvy, au nom de
cette commission, renvoya les compliments au gouvernement, à l'assembléeet à M. Fernand Bouisson ; M. FernandBouisson, pour ne pas être en reste, distribua des félicitations à la ronde.
On passa au vote:' par 471 voix conÉre122,. le budget fut adopté. *
.Prochaine- séance lundi' S, 15

.
heures,

pour la discussion des projets sur le bléet "le vin, on pense que l'ensemble budgétaire reviendra du Sénat vexs le 18 oule 20. ' '

LESPROJETSD£ LOIS
SURL'ASSAINISSEMENTDUMARCHÉ

du blé
Retour à la liberté des tran
sactions.- Afin de parer auxdangers de la surproduction
pour l'avenir, les coopéra
tives pourront stocker et
échelonner les ventes.Le prix
du pain baissera de 21 à 25
centimes le hilog.
Le projet de loi sur le blé, pour leqttella Chambre vient d'adopter la procé

dure d'extrême urgence, ainsi d'ailleurs
que pour-celui concernant le vin, con
sacre les principes que le gouvernementavait exposés dans la déclaration minis
térielle. lies deux projets seront discutés
lundi à laChambre.

.
• Voici les principales dispositions de laloi sur le blé :
' Retour à la liberté des transactions>près assainissement du marché.
Mais comme il est Impossible de. pas

ser. brutalement de l'économie dirigée àla liberté totale, c'est seulement trois
mois après le vote de la loi que le marché redeviendra libre.
H sera fait exception cependant pourles blés faisant l'objet de contrats de

report et de stockage. Les blés qui sont
dans ce cas et qui proviennent de larécolte de 1933, bénéficieront du prix
minimum de 131 fr. 50 jusqu'au 15 Juillet; prochain.

: ,
-
Mais pour Jes blés qui ne font l'objetd'aucun contrat de report, le prix mini

mum sera ramené à 97 francs.
Dès la promulgationde la loi* le reportet les taxes fiscales sur les farines derégime seront supprimés. '
Les coopératives pourront stocker du

blé et en échelonner les ventes afin de
parer .aux dangers de la surproduction,
pour l'avenir: L extension des emblavuresest prohibée, ainsi que l'emploi de variétéde blé à grands rendements,niais & fatale valeurboulangère.
Si le projet est voté, on peut entrevoir,

«oomme l'a promis le chef du gouvernement, que le prix du pain baissera de
20 à 25 centimes environ au kilo, c'est-à-dire qu'il sera ramené aux environs
•«e 1 fr; 75.
Les consommateurs accueilleront évi

demment la nouvelle avec satisfaction.Quant aux cultivateurs, il faut appelerparticulièrement. leur attention sur cefait que la loi les engage pour une période de sept à huit ans. C'est en effetà peu près ce laps de temps qui seranécessaire pour amortir, avec le produitde la taxe de 7 francs à la production
par quintal de blé, l'emprunt' de ÏJ00millions prévu pour assainir le marché
H faut demander aux cultiva

teurs de se discipliner et d'écouter les dirigeants de leurs associa
tions pour limiter eux-mêmes leurs embiavures et mettre leurs récoltes enharmonie avec les besoins de .la consommation. Là seulement, pour eux, estle salut.

et du vin
Des vignes devront être arrachées par lès propriétaires
qvi cultiventplus de dix hec
tares. Des peines seront ap
pliquées en cas d'infractionà cette prescription. L'Etat
achètera 100.000 hectolitres
d'alcool.
Le projet de loi pour l'assainissementdu marché du vin que le gouvernement
a élaboré et qui vient d'être distribuécontient des dispositions qui seront fa
talement d'application compliquée.

-L'article premier prévoit l'achat de
l'alcool à un prix maximum,de 400 fr.
avec un tarif dégressif qui descendra
jusqu'à 250 francs l'hectolitre-à 100° lors
que la quantité livrée pour un même récoltant sera égale ou supérieure à 300
hectolitres. Les quantités à distiller parles récoltants seront fixées par décret.On les estime de 12 à 15 millions d'hec
tolitres.
Les articles 3 et 4 édictent la prohibi

tion de .vendre, d'acheter et de planter
des cépages d'hybrides directs. lies arti
cles 6, 7 et 8 imposent l'arrachage dans
certaine proportion de vignes pour lesexploitants qui en cultivent plus de dixhectares ou qui, cultivant seulement 5 à
10 hectares, possèdent plus d'un quart,
planté en. hybrides producteurs directs.L'article 9 exonère de la servitude d'ar
rachage les vignes à appellation d'ori
gine.
L'article 10 rend solidaires dans la servitude d'arrachage le propriétaire, le

concessionnaire ou le locataire de vignes.L'artile 11 exonère du biocage les vi
gnerons qui"auront satisfait à l'obli
gation d'arrachage et dans la mesurecorrespondante à la quantité de vin quela vigne arrachée était réputée produire-
L'article 12 précise les peines qui seront appliquées en cas d'infraction à;

l'obligation d'arrachage. 'L'article 14 interdit la circulation des
vins issus des cépages hybrides producteurs directs, sauf pour la vinaigrerie.Enfin, l'article 2 prévoit l'achat par leservice des alcools, de 100.000 hectolitres
d'alcool, pour un prix maximum de 400
francs l'hectolitre, diminué des abatte
ments prévus à l'article premier ; lesachats s'appliquerontde préférence à des
alcools, de cidre.- fPour financer les excédents de dépen
ses qu'entraînera l'application de la loi,
le droit de circulation des vins sera majoré de 5 francs par hectolitre et celui
sur les cides et poirés de 2 fr. 50.Le ministre des Finances sera autorisé à prélever sur ces droits 5 % pour
assurer le contrôle des mesures édictéesdans la loi. La nouvelle réglementation
sur la viticulture, si elle est sanctionnée
par le parlement, pourra-t-elle aboutir

I à l'assainissement du marché du vin ?
Souaitons-le,mais ne dissimulons-pasla complexité de ce projet qui confirme

bien ce que disait récemment M. FJan-dm : '.«Tl est facile d'entrer dans l'économie dirigée, mais il est est très diffi
cile d'en sortir. » A. Fauchère,

La vie tranquille de Bonny
à la Santé

rSUITE DE LA PREMIERE PAGE1
Enfin, pas use seule fois .son regard se

portera sur le guichet de la pirte, sans y
rencontrer les yeux d'un gardien veillant
sut lui. ,Mais Bonny' est on détenu «' tranquille ». Déjà, dans :sa* cellule, située aurez-de-chaussée du quartier haut, après,
avoir disposé en ordre ses petites affaires,
il s'évertue à supporter sans trop d'abatte
ment sa vie de prisonnier solitaire.

Une nuit blanche
Au soir de son arrivée dans la triste

prison, après avoir passé au greffe, pais à
la fouille, il avait bien en, en franchis
sant pour la première fois l'étroite porte
de sa cellule, une longue crise .de

.
larmes.

Longtemps, ce. soir-là le gardien qui veil
lai: sur lut, put le voir assis sur le bord de
son lit de fer, le dos voûté, la tête enfouie
entre ses deux mains osseuses et blanches,
ses épaules secouées par les sanglots. Puis,
une sonnerie s'étant fait -entendre' quelque
part dans une galerie, à ce bruit, :Bonnyreleva la têre, ses yeux, errèrent un instant
sur tes murs, >1 fixa longuement les deux
fenêtres garnies de lourds barreaux d'acier.
Au robinet de cuivre de la petite fontaine
qui se trouve dans un coin de sa geôle, il
lava ses yeux rouges d'avoir pleuré. Avec
les deux draps rugueux qui lui avaient été
remis à la « fouille ». il fit son lit. Deuxheures plus tard, lorsque passa !a première
ronde, les surveillants trouvant Bonny
couché, mais ne dormant pas.'-.
— Ça va ? ",
Ça ça,.. y.. v ,

*
,

—— Pas ttop le cafard f ' -
— Non,'c'est fini.
Et idepnis cet

.,
instant, le prisonnier.

quoique très affecté, a su se plier docilement
à la discipline de la prison. Le matin, à
son réveil, il nettoie sa cellule, il fait satoilette. A 9 < heures, il prend place dans
le rang des autres- prisonniers silencieux.
Avec eux, il va aux préaux, respirer du
rant une demi-beure, enfermé dans une cage
de fer, l'air de l'extérieur. Sa promenade
terminée,- aussitôt il prend place devant satable où il écrit de nombreuses lettres.
Après le déjeuner qui lui est servi i uheures par le restaurant de la prison, il
reprend sa plume et rédige alors jusqu'à lanuit d'interminables aote&
Avec ses gardiens, les seules conversationsqu'il * eues jusqu^i ont trait au.règlement

de la prison ; visites de sa famille, de ses'défenseurs, expédition-du courrier, etc...Bonny «st* aujourd'hui, un détenu
« tranquille ».

Bonny» quoique suspendu,
continue à toucher son traitement
La situation administrative de l'ins

pecteur Bonny a fait l'objet d'abondantscommentaires :
— Je sais que l'on s'est étonné quel'inspecteur Bonny, quoique suspendu,continue à toucher son traitement, nousa déclaré à, ce sujet M. Cadiot, directeurdu personnel à la Sûreté nationale. Pourtant, rien de plus compréhensible. Dèsqu'un inspecteur lait l'objet d'une enquête. même s'il s'agit d'une affaire dont 11doive sortir certainement justifié, nous lesuspendons, parce que nous trouvons Inadmissible qu'un fonctionaire sur qui pèsequelque soupçon que ce soit, continue à

exercer ses fonctions. Mais tant que lesreproches qui lui sont faite n'ont pas étéétablis, qu'aucune sanction n'a été prisecontre lui, il est impossible de lui supprimer ses moyens d'existence.Inutile de direqu'aussitôt les responsabilités établies etla révocation prononcée, le traitement
cesse d'être paye,. ..

Qui est exactement le général de Lavillatte
duc de Saint-Simon ?

M. Lavillatte, «duc de Saint-Simon»,,
est venu, hier après-midi, au Palais deJustice pour préciser à M. Fougery,
doyen des Juges d'instruction; les termes
de sa plainte en menaces verbales souscondition contre Jean Hobart, un de
ceux que poursuit Mlle Cotillon.On a raconté déjà comment M. Lavil-

Le « duc de Saint-Simon »
latte entendait prendre à son compte les
menaces de chantage faites à la jeunefemmeet qui ont motivé, comme on sait,_la réouverture de l'instruction judiciaire.
L'avocat du plaignant était déjà venu,

Q y a'trois jours, mais avait été invitéà régulariser les termes de sa plainte.Hier après-midi, M. ;Fougery a
,
reçu ledocument et a fait consigner.'au-greffe,par le plaignant, la somme de 400 îrs.

La véritable personnalité
du pseudo duc de Saint-Simon
Octave-Jean-Marie ' Dlssandes -Lavil

latte, qui s'affirme général et se prétendduc de Saint-Simon, fait l'objet, depuis
deux mois environ, d'une double enquête
menée par M. Verdier, Juge d'instruction au parquet de la Seine.
• Ce magistrat fut en effet saisi, fin
septembre, d'une plainte émanant du
comte Adolphe Rouvroye '.de.: Saint-
Simon, pour usurpation, de nom et dt?
titre, agissant au nom des héritiers du
célèbre mémorialiste du siècle de Louis
XXV. Parallèlement, un second réquisi
toire fut pris contre Lavillatte, à la
requête cette fols du parquet, pour portillégal d'uniforme et de décorations.
Cette deuxième instruction fut motivée
pa.r un curieux incident survenu auxobsèques du général Dubail, grand chan
celier de la Légion d'honneur.- Avant vous, mon général !
Alors qu'il s'apprêtait à prendre place

dans le cortège, le général Marlaux, gou- j
verneur des Invalides, aperçut un offi

cier, porteur. d'i^A -magnifique uniformeinconnu et chamarré de- décorations. Cetofficier, qui se disait « colonel-général »,prétendait avoir le pas sur le généralMarlaux
Il fut conduit au commissariat desInvalides. C'était Lavillatte, colonel-général honoraire des ' bataillons sanitaires d'Umberto I*, lieutenant général

d'aviation, altesse sérénissime, etc..., etc...Mais tous ces titres étrangers lui avaientété, disait-il, reconnu par le roi détrônéde Monténégro, Nicolas/ C'est lui qui
nomma le •père de Lavillatte.«duc deSaint-Simon», du nom d'une petiteparoisse monténégrine.
En réalité, le colonel-général ,qui n'a

que trente-trois ans, a fait son serviceau Maroc, dans la cavalerie. Nommé
brigadier, 11 .fut cassé et regagna sesfoyers somme simple soldat. B comparutdeux fols devant le Conseil de guerrede Rabat, pour port illégal de décorations et d'uniforme. La première fois, ilrécolta un mois de prison. La seoonde,
11 fut acquitté comme Irresponsable etInterné pendant quelque temps.
L'enquêtemenée à Paris permit d'établir qu'il avait fait figurer la Légion

d'honneur & la suite de son nom surdifférents annuaires mondains. Sur sonfaire-part dé mariage, il était porté
comme décoré de la Médaille militaire etde la croix de guerre, bien que n'ayant
aucun droit à ces déooratlons.Ajoutons que, pour régler la questiongénéalogique, le inagistrat va faire examiner'par un expert héraldlste les documents remis par Lavillatte. Mais 11 nejugera pas sans doute utile de joindre
au lot des parchemins, les papiers concernant l'Ordre- de l'association frater
nelle des Chevaliers du Mont-Carmel,
créé par Lavillatte lui-même, qui s'estoctroyé généreusement le titre de
« grand-maître » et décora ainsi plusieurs généraux!

« Nous ne comprenons pas
pourquoi Mlle Cotillon
a déposé sa plainte »
affirment Georges Dubois

et Jean Hobart
M. Benon a longuement interrogé hierle' banquier Georges Dubois, en pré

sence de, ses avocats, M" Paul Gaye etAndré Paironne. Ancien directeur du
Cercle dléna, Georges Dubois a fait
au magistrait le récit des conditions
dans lesquelles fut créé le cercle en 1931,
La société de gestion était alors aucapital de 200.000 francs. Au mois de
juillet 1932, Georges -Dubois céda" sesparts — 1.940 sur 2.000 — à Mlle Cotil
lon, moyennant la coquette somme de
650-000 francs, L'opération fut, on le
voit, fructueuse.
Avant de quitter le cabinet du magis

trat, Dubois a affirmé à nouveau qu'iln'avait pris, aucun»-part à la campagne
de chantage menée contre la Jeune
femme -par un Journal hebdomadaire.
Quant à Jean Hobart, qu'accompa

gnait M*. Pierre Greffe, il a protesté
lui aussi, contre son inculpation.

Dm MricÉe délaissée"corrigeai" en pleinerue
sonami,cîietd'crcliestre,à coupsdecrossederevolver

Des agents interviennent'
et l'un d'eux blesse grièvement

d'une balle perdue
un camarade du musicien

H y a quelque temps, le jeune chef
d'orchestre d'un restaurantà la mode si
tué. avenue Plerre-rr-de-Serbie, M. André Ekchyan, âgé de' 27 ans, deineuiant
9. avenue Franco-Russe, à Pans, faisaitla connaissance, dans l'établissement,où
il .travaille chaque nuit, d'une élégante
et très Jolie cliente, Mme Marguarey
Chadwick, 26 ans, demeurant en hôtel,
43, avenue Plerre-I"-de-Serbie. Cette
idylle qui avait été recherchée depuis de
longs mois par la jeune femme, auraitcertainement duré si, au cours d'un pre
mier rendez-vous — il y a quinze jours
— Marguarey, femme fantasque et,
croit-on. cocaïnomane, ne s'était avisée,
après avoir reçu fort - convenablementchez elle le chef d'orchestre, de. renvoyer
celui-ci, non sans l'avoir giflé et brisé
sur sa tête les flacons d'un service detoilette. - ,m

,,: .Avant-hier, elle se ravisa et fit savoir
au musicien qu'elle était prête à le revoir. Il n'en eut cure.

Après le bal ;
A 2 h. 30 du matin, au moment de lafermeture de l'établissement, ayant vu

apparaître le chef d'orchestre qui sor- ;tait en même .temps que plusieurs musiciens, la Jeune femme s'élança vers luiet lui- donna une fois encore sur la tête
un grand coup de crosse de son éaormepistolet. L'homme chancela -sous le coup
La femme le mit en joue. C'est à ce moment précis que bondirent sur elle deuxgardiens de la paix, MM, Yvon Gonnet
et Emile Garlet, du 8' arrondissement
Dans les poignes des deux agents.

Marguareyse débattit, puis brusquement,
un coup de feu claqua. Un gémissement:lui répondit. Un musicien, témoin de la!

scène; M. Maurice Giégas, 34 ans. demeurant 24, rue de Moscou, frappé d'une
balle à l'épaule, venait de s'écrouler sur
le pavé. H fut transporté d'urgence à
l'hôpital Beaujon, où son état fut jugéinquiétant.
Ia balle n'avait pas . été tirée par laJeune femme, -comme on le crut tout

d'abord, mais, accidentellement, par
l'agent Gonnet qui reconnut les faits
avec difficulté, n fallut pourtant bien
qu'il se rendit'à l'évidence.Un peu plus tard, Gonnet, Inculpé par
son commissaire de police de- blessures
p r imprudenoe, était prié de se tenir àla -disposition de. la justice.
>i un.fr i i i »< i..n»APRES L'ATTENTAT OE MARSEILLE

Le Croate Paylovitch
1 arrêté à Olîioules
avait np complice

Toulon, 4 Déc; -i- Vinkô Pavlovltch, le
Croate arrêté hier dans les gorges d'Ol-
lioules, a subi, dans le cabinet de M.
Emile Roux, Juge d'instruction, un inter
rogatoire qui s'est prolongé pendant cinq
heures,

, •
" -L'oustachl a 1 ajouté à ses premièresdéclarations qull avait été employé &

la construction des abris fortifiés de
Metz et il a fourni des précisions sur
son séjour en France. H s'est refusé parcontre à révéler quoi que ce soit sur un
de ses camarades se trouvant avec lui &Oliioules, et qui échappa à la police.
BBRUXELLES. — Le maréchal Franche»

d'Bepérey a fait une conférence sur « Le
roi Alexandre, mon compagnon àe
guerre », en présence de M- Claudel, ambassadeur de France, du ministre de You
goslavie et de nombreux représentants du
corps diplomatique. ' '

tes avocats de divers inculpes
de l'affaire Stavisky protestent
auprès du garde des Sceaux
contre ie maintien en prison

de ieurs clients

Les avocats chargés des intérêts de
divers

.
inculpés dans l'affaire Stavlsky

ont adressé à M. Pernot, garde des
Sceaux,- une lettre de protestation.Faisant valoir que l'instruction, pourle plus grand nombre des inculpés, estaujourd'hui terminée, ils s'élevent contre
le prolongement de l'emprisonnement
préventif de leurs clients.
Les avocats concluent ainsi :
n. Les défenseurs de la plupart dos Inculpés de l'affaire Stavlsky, considérantqu'il est inadmissible qu'une lot puisse6tre abrogée en fait par ceux qui ont lacharge de l'appliquer, vous demandent d*mettre fin à une situation qui n'est nifrancùe ni légale, en prenant résolumentparti pour le respect de la loi ou pour ,sonabrogation.

,Confiants en votre haute conscience, lis-vous demandent respectueusement :Soit de prendre l'Initiative de déposerun projet de loi tendant à son abrogation,Soit de rappeler à vos parquets que laloi du ;7 février 1933 existe et qu'elle doitêtre par swte respectée dans toutes lesaffaires quelle que soit leur Importanceou les reactions d'une opinion publiquequ'on s'honore de guider au lieu de lasubir.
-,Cette lettre est signée des noms deMM. André Berthon', Georges Bouche

ron, Gampinchi, Ceccaldi, Pierre Charpentier, Alfred Dominique, MauriceFlach, Pierre Gabriel, Guyonnet, FélixKanouï, Raoul Lantzenberg, Pierre Loe-wel, de Poorter, Maurice Ribet.

Mme Stavisky proteste
à nouveau de son innocencedevant M. Ordonneau

Mime Stavlsky, qu'accompagnaientsesavocats. M" de Moro-Giafferri et Berthon, est venue hier au Palais de Justice, où M. Ordonneau lui a donné connaissance des charges relevées contre,
edle par l'accusation.Trois ordres de faite ont été retenus
pour motiver l'inculpation de recel :1" Mme Stavisky mena avec son mariune, vie somptueuse.
201 En septembre 1933, elle a téléphonéà Tisfier, à Bayonne, pour s'entretenir

avec lui de la débâcle qui commençait,disant notamment : « Tout est fini ».3° Enfin, un mois plus tôt, elle avaitvendu ses bijoux pour venir en aide à

H (V 4L#jh y ^
si' 't -a

: Ariette Stavisky arrivant au Palais
par une porte dérobée

son mari. Elle le vit .alors brûler dans
sa chambre de nombreux papiers, parmilesquels des talons de chèque.
Mime Stavisky, devant le magistrat, aprotesté à nouveau 'de son innocence.Elle va rédiger dans sa cellule une réponse au questionnaire écrit que lui aremis, hier, M. Ordonneau.

L'inspecteur Bonny
connaissait-il dès 1923

les agissementsde Stavisky?

L'inspecteur Bonny se départlra-t-ilde sa discrétion ? S'il se décide à rappeler ses; souvenirs, comme ses défenseurs nous l'Ont annoncé, il est possibleque certains détails encore mystérieuxde l'affaire. Stavisky s'éclalrcissent- Etdéjà notre confrère Pierre Bénard vientd'adresser à M. Guernut, président de lacommission d'enquête une lettre danslaquelle il déclare notamment :
1 — Ayant eu l'occasion de connaîtrel'Inspecteur Bonny au oours d'un reportage que Je faisais sur l'affaire Seznecet sur- l'affaire du fameux: marquis deChampaubert, J« me souviens fort bienqu'il me déclara, au cours d'une conversation, qu'une très grosse affaire Sta-vif.ky-Aiexandre allait éclater.La Commission Guernut entendra M.Pierre Bénard aujourd'hui.

La Commission d'enquête entend
de nombreux ténioins

La commission Stavlsky touchera aujourd'hui à sa dernière scène d'auditions
de témoins.
Il est vraisemblable qu'avant les vacances de Noël, les travaux de 1% commission seront définitivement clos.
Quant aux trois rapports auxquels il

a été fait allusion lors du procès Bonny-Qringoire, il se confirme qu'il ne s'agitpas exactement de rapports mais d'unensemble de notes prises alors que durant l'été de 1933 l'inspecteur Bonnyavait été amené à surveiller les agisse
ments de Stavisky, connu surtout alors
sous le nom d'Alexandre.

o On n'a retrouvé aucune trace
des trois notes dont parle

M* Lamour » nous déclare:,.
M. Ducloux

M. Ducloux se montre naturellementtrès réservé quand on lui parle des troisnotes dont il a été question pendant ledernier procès Bonny-Gringoire :
— Tout ce que Je peux dire, nous a-t-ildéclaré, c'est qu'on n'a retrouvé aucunetrace de ces notes dans les dossiers Sta

vlsky. Elles n'ont pas été enregistrées a laSûreté et elles ne se trouvent pas dansles dossiers qui ont été transmis en blocà la- commission d'enquête.

Le baron de Guerlaciie de Gomery
meurt à Bruxelles

Bruxelles, 4 Déc. — Le baron commandant Adrien de Guerlache de Go
mery est mort à l'âge de 69 ans.Directeur général honoraire de la marine; il était membre correspondant de
l'Institut, de France et titulaire de la
grande médaille d'or des sociétés de
géographie de Paris, Londres et Chi
cago.

NOTRE GRAND REFERENDUM
Si la France devait choisir

un dictateur, qui désigneriez-vous?
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Les astres nous disent m
m

M. BERGERY (Lunt-VénuA-Satucne).
— Idéologut cherchant sans le troav» le
côté pratique des choses. Sens allemand de
la spéculation philosophique. Volonté réelle
mais bridée par les mots auxquels il ccoit.Désir de plaire, d'obtenir le suffrage de
tous. S'imposera difficilement, parce qu'il
a trop d'idées (vraies ou fausses) et pas
assez d'extériorisation de sa personnalité.
M. LEON BLUM (Mercute-Soltil-Vi-

nus). — Un grand désir de briller/ d'a
voir l'approbation de tout le monde etaussi le désir des biens matériels et des plaisirs qui en dépendent. Du goût, la recherche des joies de l'esprit oui éloigne de lui
le public auquel il s'adresse. N'aime ni le
risque, ni la responsabilité. Période dan
gereuse après soixanre-cinq ans.
M. JEAN CHIAPPE {Japiut-Mats-So.

hil). — Une grande autorité basée sur le
courage personnel et les responsabilités nonseulement encourues, mais recherchées.Droiture pouvant aller jusqu'à la brutalité,
et cependant capable de diplomatie. Fiertéintraitable, en ce (jni concerne son honneurpersonnel — et cest pat là qu'on peut
« l'avoir », car il ne revient jamais sur cequMI a dit, même si ce qu'il a dit lui estpréjudiciable. Un bomme — variété envoie de disparition.
M. EDOUARD DALADIER (Véntu-

Mars-Mercure). — Velléité de commande
ment bridée par la crainte des responsabilités, Ne saura jamais que les omelettes sefont en cassant les oeufs. Voudrait conten
ter tout le monde, ce qui le fâche avectous. De l'intelligence, le goût des belles
choses, peu de courage civique.
M. LEON DAUDET (Jupiter-Soleil-Mats). —- Volonté très précise, dirigée patun sens social très averti. Esprit « central »

Voir le détail du règlement et la liste des prix dans nos numérosdes 21, 22 et 23 novembre
Découper en deuxième page le bon n° 15

Nous rappelons & tous ceux qui sont désireux de participer à notre référendum,doté de 50.000 francs de prix, qu'il suffira de nous retourner, rempli, le question*nalre, qui sera publié incessamment, en y joignant 5 bons consécutifs.

CE QU'EN DIT LA PRESSE

.ie veux dire autour duquel.s'animent f*u»lement ceux gui l'entourent. Sens* latin <fesl'autorité basee sur le devoir, autorité dupère, du chef, etc. Amout de .U vie" sous
toutes ses formes, mais qai n'eynpièu jamais sur le-domaine des idées-qui .lui sontchères et i qui il se dévoue.
M. RAOUL DAUTRY \Mttcurt-Japi-

ter-Macs) — Esprit lucide, clair, désireux
de n'être dérivé sur aucune pensée qui nesoit la sienne, non qu'il tienne à la-.-sienne,mais parce qu'il l'a préalablement étudiée àfond. Un chef, mais un chef dans un otdreétabli. Non qu'il manque d'autorité,ornais
parce que la lutte dérange l'ordre flu'il aimeplus que tout. ' v .' :
LE GENERAL DENAIN (Jupiter.

Man-Soleil). —. Un .organisateur susceptible d'activité en vue de faire prévaloir unidéal de justice ou une pensée qu'il croitutile. Pas assez; d'ambition.personnelle bienqu'il aime commander. Assez difficile i
comprendre pour ceux qui (onfondent l'ambition et le goût des responsabilités. Volonté ferme, amour du travail et de la perfection ponssée jusqu'à la. minutie. Aime
être aimé de ceux qu'il commande,' mais
sans faiblesse. Désire « faire des choses »,perfectionner ce qu'il fait, et il y réus
sira.
M. P.-E. FLANDIN (Jupiter-Mef

cure-Vénus!.^— Un sens très exact de laresponsabilité, du devoir et même de la
gloire, mais aussi le sentiment beaucoup
trop net de l'inutilité de certains efforts.
Fera de son mieux tant -que les circonstan
ces s'y prêteront, mais n'espère pas contretoute espérance, ce qui est le propre duchef et de l'entraîneur d'bommes. De l'in
telligence, de la justice, de la bonté, du
courage personnel, mais trop de clair
voyance à l'égard des réalisations.

Elle en parle beaucoup, elle en ditmême beaucoup de bien, ce qui prouve
que notre initiative, prise sans arrière-pensée aucune, était intéressante et répondait aux préoccupations de l'heure
présente.
Nos confrères de Paris, des départe

ments et de l'étranger la signalent &
l'envi, comme le plus actuel des « sondages ». C'est l'avis du Petit Bien :

« Belle matière & philosopher, beau su-Jet de composition pour le Concours Général I On comprend bien que le « PetitJournal » n'a pas cessé d'être .un organerépublicain et n'entend nullement selalre le fourrier d'une dictature quelcon
que. Il te borne & opérer dans 1 opinion
un sondage dont les résultats peuventêtre extrêmement curieux, en oe qu'Us
désigneront les hommes « les plus populaires de France
C'est une liste d'une quarantaine depersonnalités de premier plen que l'on

soumet au publie, liste établie avec unéclectisme louable et où le hasnrd de l'ordre alphabétique tait, par exemple, figurer M. Chéron entre M. Caohin et
M. Chiappe ; liste où les gens d'éelisevoisinent avec les gens d'épëe, les Industriels avec les avocats, les parlementaires
avec les chefs de ligues nationales. »
Notre distingué confrère, M. de Mar-

sllly, ajoute cette remarque Judicieuse :
« L'histoire. de la dictature prouvequ'un pays ne choisit pas un dictateur,mais que, bien au contraire, un dictateur est un homme qui s'Impose — parla force morale plus encore que par laforce matérielle — et qui commence parn'être soutenu que par une Infime minorité avant de gouverner sans opposition.On est bien obligé de faire cette réserveavant dapprécler l'Initiative du « PetitJournal ». si Ion ne veut pas en méconnaître la portée. Or, cette portée n'est pasnégligeable à partir du moment où laquestion est redressée. On peut la poserainsi : « Quel est l'homme qui serait plébiscité par le plus grand nombre de suffrages si le vote populaire était consultésur la personnalité d'un chef unique ? »
L'Avenir, sous la plume de M. HenryBlessac, ne se dissimule pas non plus

que notre enquête vient au moment
psychologique :

« Il n'en est pas moins vrai — a quoi
bon le nier ? — que de nombreux citoyens, parmi lesquels U y a autantd' » avancés » que de , retardataires ».vous disent froidement, dans des conversations privées :
— L'Immense oagaie au milieu de laquelle nous vivons, sans savoir si nouspourrons nous en dépêtrer un Jour, commence & me porter sur les nerfs. Je suisrépublicain : c'est entendu. Mais si, demain. un « homme » me démontre qu'ilest capable, par l'exercice du pouvoir personnel, de remettre de l'ordre dans nosaffaires, Je ne serai pas le dernier & luiapporter mon concours.Constatant cet état d'&me, un grandquotidien, le « Petit Journal ». vient deposer é ses lecteurs les questions suivantes :
— On dictateur ? Mais qui ? »
La Concorde veut bien revenir, unefois encore, sur notre référendum pour

en souligner l'utilité :
« Nous avons déjà signale l'intéressentooncours-reférendumorganisé par notreexcellent confrère • Le Petit Journal »sous ce titre : « Si la France devait choisir un dictateur qui désignerlez-vous ? »L'éclectisme qui préside au choix despersonnalités représentatives est des plusremarquables, mais 11 convient eifcore designaler l'objectivité des notices biogra

phiques qui aocompagnent la présentation des oandidsts malgré,eux.
Et qu'on ne s'y trompe pas : contrairement a ce qu ont pu erolre certainsesprits trop pessimistes, ce concours n'anullement pour objet d'habituer le publloa l'idée d'une éventuelle dictature, maisconstitue bel et bien un coup de sondedans les .assises profondes de la sensibilité nationale, » _ .Le Cri d» Jour observe de son, côtéavec des éloges auxquels nous sommessensibles :
« Le plus Intéressant du concours, oesont les portraits de ces 41 candidats-dictateurs. On les a rédigés, et avec uneobjectivité malicieuse et prudente, on adisposé les arguments,-«pour » et les arguments « contre » en un double tableauhabilement balancé, qui montre la plussubtile finesse d'esprit.On prête au Petit Journal l'intentionde réunir ces portraits contrastés en unebrochure. Ce sera une lecture délicieuse,en ces (ours troublés.* «
Le Rire, qui s'occupe- souvent, et avecesprit, de sujets moins graves, fixe également son attention sur notre référendum, la « voix du peuple » :
« SI la France devait choisir un dictateur, qui désigneriez-vous ? Telle est laquestion que pose à ses lecteurs notre aimable confrère Le Petit journal. Nous nedoutons pas que ce grand référendumobtienne un vif succès auprès du publioqui depuis trop longtemps, hélas ! cherchele sauveur qui doit remettre en état lapauvre maison France si discréditée. »Et, en province, même suite ininter

rompue de citations aimables où nousretenons d'abord une preuve d'intérêt
pour l'idée. Entre autres, le Progrès dn
Non! :

« Le Petit Journal, dont les heureusesInitiatives ne se comptent plus, vientd'ouvrir un référendum et de poser & se»lecteurs la question suivante : « SI laFrance devait choisir un dictateur, quidésigneriez-vous ? » Cela ne veut pas dire,évidemment,que notre confrère croie a lanécessité d'une dictature. La mode étant
aux référendums. Le Petit Journal, qui ale sens de l'actuelité, a dressé, avec le plualouable souci d'éclectisme- et d'impartialité, la liste des personnalités les plue envue...
Etant donné le nombre des lecteurs duPetit Journal, les résultats du référendumfourniront une Intéressante Indication

sur l'état de l'opinion.^
Cet éclectisme est approuvé aussi parla Tribune de Llbourne :
e La mode est au référendum...Le PetitJournal vient de dresser une liste de futurs dictateurs. Le nom de M. l'abbé Ber

gey y voisine avec ceux de M. Jouhaux etdu colonel de La Roque. St-Emlllon va-
t-11 perdre «on curé 1
Le Salut Public, le grand journal du

soir de Lyon, consacre un article de tétaà notre référendumdont il souligne toutl'intérêt et il fait ,en- passant, cette re
marque : ;
Le plus amusant, dans ce référendumprivé, c'est peut-être la présentation ou

< client », les notices où sont Juxtaposéesles arguments pouir et oontre. Le texte,fort adroit, donne parfois, pour qui saitlire entre les lignes, des défauts en recommandation et des qualités à la chargedu candidat. C'est, au demeurant, un petit Jeu fort piquant de massacre parlementaire qui, naturellement, fait ^quelquebruit dans les milieux intéressés. Mais, autant que Je sache, les critiques viennent
moins de ceux qui sont un peu égratlgnéa
sous les fleurs que des oubliés.
Mais arrêtons-nous -pour aujourd'hui..

M. Paul Bourget est malade

M. Paul Bourget, souffrant depuis
quelques Jours, a été transporté hier soirdans une maison de santé, rue Oudinot.Nous avons fait prendre, dans la soirée, des nouvelles de l'illustre académi
cien.
« M. Paul Bourget, nous a-t-on re-

Sondu, a passé une journée relativement
onne. »

M. André Tardieu, rétabli
achèvera sa convalescence

dans le Midi

M. André Tardieu, complètement réta
bli, a quitté la clinique parisienne de
la rue Bizet, où il était en traitement.L'ancien président du Conseil quittera
Paris, aujourd'hui, pour le Midi, où il
achèvera sa convalescence.

' M. Corbedaine, sénateur
de la Moselle

est blessé dans un accident d'auto

Metz, 4 Déc. CDép. P. J.). — Cet
après-midi, M. Corbedaine, sénateur de
la Moselle, président de la *. Chambred'Agriculture avait ramené son. secrétaire à Metz, en auto. Alors qu'il rentrait chez lui à Thioourt, tenant le volant, la voiture dérapa sur la route hu
mide et alla s'écraser sur un arbre- Ellesubit de graves dommages. Le sénateureut la Jambe coincée par le levier de
vitesses, et fut blessé peu gravement.

UN COR REPELLC
,ità tous concilies ne résiste jamais a l EnîpIMr®

FEUILLE 0E SAULE (Willew Leaf) le seul oui Prtv
Soulage ' ' " *érit, AJS dans toutts Phanuctab

Figure 11: Referendum on “If France had to choose a dictator, who would you pick?” in the
“Petit Journal” newspaper, on 5 December 1934
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Figure 12: Heat map of combat intensity in 1940. Own calculations based upon weekly
German individual unit movements derived from the The West Point atlas of American wars.
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Petain: Feb, Mar, Apr

Mar, Apr, May

Apr, May, Jun

May, Jun, Jul

Jun, Jul, Aug

Jul, Aug, Sep

Aug, Sep, Oct

Sep, Oct, Nov

Oct, Nov, Dec
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Log collabos pc, birth

Petain: Feb, Mar, Apr

Mar, Apr, May

Apr, May, Jun

May, Jun, Jul

Jun, Jul, Aug

Jul, Aug, Sep

Aug, Sep, Oct

Sep, Oct, Nov

Oct, Nov, Dec

-.1 -.05 0 .05 .1

Log collabos pc, address

Notes: The figure shows coefficients obtained from a specification regressing the shares of collaborators either
residing (left panel) or born (right panel) in the municipality on any combination of three consecutive months
at Verdun, controlling for the full set of controls and department fixed effects. Each line is a separate regression.
Standard errors are clustered at the regiment level. The figure shows that the effect of combat at Verdun on
the shares of collaborators is only positive and significant for the months during which Petain was in command
of the battle, that is to say: February, March, and April. For the share of collaborators born in the commune
(right panel), the positive coefficient remains positive but becomes smaller for March, April, and May, that
is to say when the combination includes two treated months (March, April) and an untreated month (May),
suggesting that the inclusion of the untreated month brings the coefficient towards zero.

Figure 13: Number of collaborators by category, main categories
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Notes: This figure uses only municipalities in an area 20km or less of the boundary between two military
catchment areas: one that did sent troops to Verdun under direct command of Petain, and the other that did
not. The figure shows that there is no difference in other covariates related to the first World War, such as the
rate of military casualties, or to the Second World War, such as the delimitation between Vichy or occupied
France. There is also no differences in the log of the population in 1911, which could gave affected the likelihood
of drawing excess recruits, which could then be affected to a different regiment than the military catchment’s.
Because some military catchments garrisoned multiple regiments, whose battle history could differ, the RD
design is fuzzy. Nevertheless, the last panel in the Figure shows that there is a sharp discontinuity in the
probability of serving at Verdun under direct command of Petain to the right of the border. Dots correspond
to data aggregated into 3-km (1.86-mile) bins for visualization, while the lines are based on all underlying
observations, with the shaded areas representing 90% confidence intervals. The 20km bandwidth is based on
the ?? optimal bandwidth selection procedure.

Figure 14: Regressions Discontinuity plots
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Table 1: Descriptive statistics

Variable Mean Mean St. Dev. Min Max
Collaboration
Log Collabos pc, address 33,721 -5.77 0.85 -9.40 -0.35
Log Collabos pc, birth 33,721 -5.92 1.01 -12.53 -0.48
Log Pol. Collabos pc, address 33,721 -5.93 0.92 -10.61 -1.95
Log Pol. Collabos pc, birth 33,721 -6.02 1.03 -12.53 -1.03
Log Param. Collabos pc, address 33,721 -5.95 0.93 -10.20 -1.59
Log Param. Collabos pc, birth 33,721 -6.01 1.03 -12.53 -0.83
Log Nazi Collabos pc, address 33,721 -6.07 1.06 -12.53 -1.95
Log Nazi Collabos pc, birth 33,721 -6.03 0.99 -11.76 -1.95
Log RNP pc, address 33,721 -5.99 0.98 -12.40 -1.95
Log PPF pc, address 33,721 -6.02 0.98 -10.91 -1.95
Log Milice pc, address 33,721 -6.00 0.97 -10.43 -1.95
Log SOL pc, address 33,721 -6.07 1.05 -12.05 -1.95
Log Gestapo pc, address 33,721 -6.05 1.02 -11.76 -1.95
Log RNP pc, birth 33,721 -6.06 1.06 -12.53 -1.95
Log PPF pc, birth 33,721 -6.05 1.04 -12.53 -1.95
Log Milice pc, birth 33,721 -6.04 1.05 -12.53 -1.12
Log SOL pc, birth 33,721 -6.08 1.07 -12.53 -1.95
Log Gestapo pc, birth 33,721 -6.08 1.07 -12.53 -1.95
WWI variables
Verdun under Pétain 33,721 0.49 0.47 0 1
Verdun 33,721 0.89 0.30 0 1
Marne 33,721 0.65 0.45 0 1
Somme 33,721 0.44 0.48 0 1
Chemin des Dames 33,721 0.37 0.46 0 1
Mutinies 1917 33,721 0.24 0.39 0 1
Second Army 33,721 0.04 0.21 0 1
WWI Death Rate 32,920 3.78 3.17 0.01 400.55
Log Pop 1911 33,542 6.24 1.00 0 13.22
Share officers as prop. all casualties 33,005 0.02 0.05 0 1
Total Deaths Regiment 33,721 3135.05 722.32 1373 4726
WWII variables
Log pop 1936 33,721 6.09 1.08 1.95 12.55
Combat days in 1940 33,721 4.44 3.50 0 23
Log distance to demarcation 33,721 4.65 1.16 0 6.35
Vichy France 33,721 0.38 0.49 0 1
Log resistants 28,369 -4.37 0.71 -10.89 1.99
Political pre-trends
Royalists or Bonapartists < 1914 33,447 0.12 3.34 0 100
Anarchists < 1914 33,447 0.02 1.28 0 100
Socialists or Communists  < 1914 33,447 0.06 2.38 0 100

Data sources: Data on collaborators from the list of suspected collaborators from “Bureau central de ren-
seignement et d’action”, data on commune assignment to WWI battles from the 1915 Dictionnaire des Com-
munes and the military histories of each of the 173 line French infantry regiments engaged at the start of WWI,
data on military casualties in WWI from Memoire des Hommes and (Gay, 2017), data on combat intensity in
WWII from the Hoover Institute. Data on political protests from Tilly and Zambrano (1 12).
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Table 2: Combat exposure to Pétain and Collaboration

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

Verdun under Pétain 0.109** 0.032** 0.033** 0.101** 0.051** 0.051**
(0.052) (0.013) (0.013) (0.042) (0.024) (0.024)

Verdun -0.044 -0.011 -0.011 -0.038 -0.012 -0.012
(0.084) (0.011) (0.011) (0.080) (0.032) (0.031)

WWI Death Rate 0.004*** 0.004*** -0.001 -0.001
(0.001) (0.001) (0.001) (0.001)

Log Pop 1911 0.076*** 0.073*** -0.049* -0.053*
(0.010) (0.010) (0.026) (0.027)

Log pop 1936 0.792*** 1.054***
(0.222) (0.231)

Combat days in 1940 -0.015 -0.302
(0.767) (0.894)

Log distance to demarcation 0.900** 0.954*
(0.430) (0.512)

Vichy France -0.903*** -0.904*** -0.536*** -0.537***
(0.010) (0.009) (0.030) (0.031)

Royalists or Bonapartists < 1914 0.001 0.001 0.002 0.002
(0.002) (0.002) (0.005) (0.005)

Anarchists < 1914 -0.006 -0.006 0.015* 0.014*
(0.005) (0.005) (0.008) (0.008)

Socialists or Communists  < 1914 0.030** 0.029** -0.074** -0.075**
(0.013) (0.013) (0.032) (0.033)

Department FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Observations 33,728 33,728 33,728 33,721 33,721 33,721
R-squared 0.248 0.853 0.854 0.220 0.626 0.628

Birthplaces Addresses
Log Collaborators per capita

Notes: This table shows that municipalities which fought at Verdun under direct command of Pétain in 1916
have substantially higher shares of collaborators in WWII either residing or born in the municipality. We ran
regressions at the municipality level using data from the list of 100, 000 suspected collaborators collected by the
“Bureau central de renseignement et d’action”, the 1915 ( Dictionnaire des Communes, the military histories
of each of the 173 line French infantry regiments engaged at the start of WWI, data on military casualties
in WWI from Memoire des Hommes and (Gay, 2017), data on combat intensity in WWI from the Hoover
Institute. We impute zeros for observations with missing information on: Pop 1911, Pop 1936, or WWI death
rates, as well as an indicator dummy for whether the variable is missing. Robust standard errors clustered at
Regiment level in parentheses (*** p¡0.01, ** p¡0.05, * p¡0.10).
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Table 3: Combat exposure to Pétain and Resistance

(1) (2) (3)

Verdun under Pétain -0.081** -0.110*** -0.109***
(0.037) (0.029) (0.029)

Verdun 0.004 0.022 0.022
(0.057) (0.038) (0.038)

WWI Death Rate 0.003** 0.003**
(0.001) (0.001)

Log Pop 1911 0.344*** 0.343***
(0.030) (0.030)

Log pop 1936 -0.524*** -0.525***
(0.030) (0.030)

Combat days in 1940 -0.012* -0.012*
(0.006) (0.006)

Log distance to demarcation -0.017 -0.017
(0.016) (0.016)

Vichy France 0.090** 0.090**
(0.043) (0.043)

Royalists or Bonapartists < 1914 0.439***
(0.126)

Anarchists < 1914 -0.156
(0.236)

Socialists or Communists  < 1914 0.479***
(0.139)

Department FE Yes Yes Yes

Observations 28,369 28,369 28,369
R-squared 0.324 0.428 0.429

Log Resistants per capita

Notes: This table shows that municipalities which fought at Verdun under direct command of Pétain in 1916
have substantially higher shares of resistants in WWII. We ran regressions at the municipality level using data
from the list of 600, 000 members of the Resistance from the military Archices. Other sources of data are the
1915 ( Dictionnaire des Communes, the military histories of each of the 173 line French infantry regiments
engaged at the start of WWI, data on military casualties in WWI from Memoire des Hommes and (Gay, 2017),
data on combat intensity in WWI from the Hoover Institute. We impute zeros for observations with missing
information on: Pop 1911, Pop 1936, or WWI death rates, as well as an indicator dummy for whether the
variable is missing. Robust standard errors clustered at Regiment level in parentheses (*** p¡0.01, ** p¡0.05,
* p¡0.10).
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Table 4: Combat exposure to Pétain and the Nature of Collaboration

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

Verdun under Petain 0.097* 0.016* 0.100* 0.018* 0.096* 0.010**
(0.054) (0.009) (0.055) (0.010) (0.057) (0.004)

Verdun -0.040 -0.002 -0.045 -0.008 -0.034 0.008***
(0.090) (0.007) (0.090) (0.009) (0.094) (0.003)

Pre-1914 controls No Yes No Yes No Yes
WWII Controls No Yes No Yes No Yes
Pre-trends No Yes No Yes No Yes
Department FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Observations 33,728 33,728 33,728 33,728 33,728 33,728
R-squared 0.251 0.936 0.250 0.934 0.245 0.982

(7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12)

Verdun under Petain 0.121** 0.057*** 0.094** 0.027 0.101* 0.024**
(0.050) (0.017) (0.047) (0.019) (0.054) (0.010)

Verdun -0.066 -0.034+ -0.024 0.006 -0.056 -0.018+
(0.088) (0.024) (0.086) (0.020) (0.092) (0.011)

Pre-1914 controls No Yes No Yes No Yes
WWII Controls No Yes No Yes No Yes
Pre-trends No Yes No Yes No Yes
Department FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Observations 33,728 33,728 33,728 33,728 33,728 33,728
R-squared 0.235 0.815 0.235 0.842 0.231 0.945

Per capita, Addresses

Log Pol. Collabos Log Param. 
Collabos

Log Nazi 
Collabos

Per capita, Birthplaces

Log Pol. Collabos Log Param. 
Collabos

Log Nazi 
Collabos

Notes: This table shows that Pétain exposure influences collaboration across its various facets. All
regressions are at the municipality level with department fixed effects. “Pre-1914 controls” are: World War I
death rate (number of soldiers born in a municipality who died in WWI, as a function of 1911 municipality

population) and the log of the 1911 population. “WWII Controls”: mean combat days in 1940, log of distance
to demarcation line, indicator dummy for Vichy France, log of 1936 population. “Pre-trends”: number of

pre-1914 demonstrations by: Royalist or Bonapartist groups, Anarchsist groups, or Communist or Socialist
groups. See notes to Table 2 for data sources and imputation methods for missing historical information.

Robust standard errors clustered at Regiment level in parentheses (*** p¡0.01, ** p¡0.05, * p¡0.10).60



Table 5: Accounting for differences in battle experiences in the First World War

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10)
Dependent variable

Sample

Verdun under Petain 0.091** 0.045* 0.105** 0.033*** 0.262** 0.105* 0.110** 0.052** 0.123** 0.031**
(0.042) (0.024) (0.052) (0.012) (0.099) (0.057) (0.044) (0.025) (0.052) (0.013)

Verdun -0.042 -0.018 -0.032 -0.003 -0.039 -0.012 -0.044 -0.010
(0.074) (0.029) (0.087) (0.012) (0.080) (0.031) (0.085) (0.011)

Marne -0.011 -0.006 0.009 0.017*
(0.075) (0.030) (0.086) (0.010)

Somme -0.001 0.012 -0.001 0.010
(0.059) (0.026) (0.074) (0.012)

Chemin des Dames -0.028 -0.017 -0.002 0.026*
(0.042) (0.035) (0.058) (0.015)

Outside France -0.042 -0.037 0.016 0.026*
(0.077) (0.032) (0.079) (0.015)

Mutiny in 1917 -0.039 0.001 -0.063 0.004
(0.038) (0.017) (0.044) (0.010)

Pre-1914 controls No Yes No Yes No Yes No Yes No Yes
WWII Controls No Yes No Yes No Yes No Yes No Yes
Pre-trends No Yes No Yes No Yes No Yes No Yes
Department FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Observations 33,721 33,721 33,728 33,728 13,297 13,297 33,721 33,721 33,728 33,728
R-squared 0.220 0.628 0.248 0.854 0.243 0.620 0.220 0.628 0.248 0.854

Log Collabos pc, 
address

Log Collabos pc, 
birth

Full sample

Log Collabos pc, 
address

April vs May 
1916 at Verdun

Log Collabos pc, 
address

Log Collabos pc, 
birth

Full sample

Notes: This table shows that the Pétain effect is rosbut to accounting for other potential differences in
battle experience in the First World War. Columns 1 to 4 consider the full battle history of the regiment in
other major battles or fronts of the First World War. Columns 5 and 6 restrict the sample to regiments that
fought at Verdun in either April (under Pétain’s command) or May (immediately after Pétain was removed

from direct command on May 1st). Columns 7 to 10 includes a control for whether the regiment filled by the
municipality experienced a mutiny in 1917. See notes to Table 2 for description of controls, data sources and
imputation methods for missing historical information. Robust standard errors clustered at Regiment level in

parentheses (*** p¡0.01, ** p¡0.05, * p¡0.10).
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Table 6: Exposure to Pétain and 1932 legislative election results: Vote for the right

Right 1932 (level) Right 1932 (log)

(1) (2) (3) (4)

Verdun under Pétain 3.811∗ 3.817∗ 0.440∗∗ 0.440∗∗

(2.179) (2.179) (0.210) (0.210)
Verdun -1.312 -1.314 0.002 0.002

(4.356) (4.356) (0.378) (0.378)

Fixed effecs Dep Dep Dep Dep
WWI Death rate Yes Yes Yes Yes
Political pre-trends No Yes No Yes
R-squared 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.28
Observations 28,221 28,221 28,221 28,221
Mean DepVar 15.4 15.4 1.5 1.5
Sd DepVar 21.8 21.8 1.7 1.7

Notes: * p<0.10, ** p<0.05, *** p<0.01. The models are estimated using OLS estimates. An observation is a canton.
All the estimations include department fixed effects.
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Table 7: Exposure to Pétain and 1936 legislative election results: Vote for the right

Right 1936 Far Right 1936

(1) (2) (3) (4)

Verdun under Pétain 0.560∗ 0.560∗ 0.001 0.001
(0.291) (0.291) (0.002) (0.002)

Verdun -0.790∗∗ -0.791∗∗ 0.002 0.002
(0.394) (0.394) (0.003) (0.003)

Fixed effecs Dep Dep Dep Dep
WWI Death rate Yes Yes Yes Yes
Political pre-trends No Yes No Yes
R-squared 0.34 0.34 0.19 0.19
Observations 30,536 30,536 30,536 30,536
Mean DepVar 1.8 1.8 0.0 0.0
Sd DepVar 1.8 1.8 0.1 0.1

Notes: * p<0.10, ** p<0.05, *** p<0.01. The models are estimated using OLS estimates. An observation is a canton.
All the estimations include department fixed effects.
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Table 9: Regiment-level deaths by battle

(1)
Battle Deaths Regiment

Marne 62.102
(113.758)

Verdun 177.239
(201.535)

Verdun under Petain -153.652
(131.601)

Somme 425.231***
(128.708)

Chemin des Dames 570.350***
(117.006)

Outside France -639.610***
(206.597)

Constant 2,597.935***
(211.203)

Observations 173
R-squared 0.303
Standard errors in parentheses
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.10, + p<0.15
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Table 10: Regiment-level deaths by battle

66



Table 11: Robustness to controlling for Resistance Membership

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

Verdun under Petain 0.121*** 0.038*** 0.038*** 0.110*** 0.064*** 0.064***
(0.041) (0.013) (0.013) (0.039) (0.024) (0.024)

Verdun -0.046 -0.014 -0.014 -0.032 -0.013 -0.013
(0.064) (0.012) (0.012) (0.066) (0.033) (0.032)

Log Resistants pc 0.529*** 0.086*** 0.084*** 0.445*** 0.175*** 0.173***
(0.020) (0.006) (0.006) (0.018) (0.011) (0.011)

WWI Death Rate 0.003** 0.003** -0.002 -0.002
(0.001) (0.001) (0.001) (0.001)

Log Pop 1911 0.052*** 0.051*** -0.072*** -0.074***
(0.013) (0.013) (0.023) (0.023)

Log pop 1936 -0.842*** -0.845*** -0.443*** -0.446***
(0.012) (0.012) (0.027) (0.027)

Combat days in 1940 0.003 0.003 0.005 0.004
(0.002) (0.002) (0.005) (0.005)

Log distance to demarcation -0.004 -0.005 0.016* 0.015*
(0.006) (0.006) (0.008) (0.008)

Vichy France 0.022+ 0.021+ -0.090** -0.091**
(0.014) (0.014) (0.035) (0.035)

Royalists or Bonapartists < 1914 0.766*** 0.939***
(0.230) (0.210)

Anarchists < 1914 -0.046 -0.298
(0.757) (0.857)

Socialists or Communists  < 1914 0.866* 0.838+
(0.453) (0.509)

Observations 28,369 28,369 28,369 28,369 28,369 28,369
R-squared 0.347 0.836 0.837 0.311 0.591 0.594

Log Collabos pc, addressLog Collabos pc, birth
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Table 12: Robustness of Table 2 to Poisson estimation
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Table 13: Robustness of Table 2: intensive margin
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Table 14: The nature of collaboration: Results by collaborationist subgroups
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Table 15: The nature of collaboration: Robustness to controlling for Resistance
Membership

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

Verdun under Petain 0.111** 0.020** 0.112** 0.021* 0.110** 0.013**
(0.043) (0.009) (0.044) (0.011) (0.047) (0.005)

Verdun -0.043 -0.005 -0.047 -0.010 -0.035 0.008*
(0.070) (0.008) (0.070) (0.011) (0.075) (0.004)

Log Resistants pc 0.540*** 0.050*** 0.540*** 0.049*** 0.547*** 0.020***
(0.022) (0.004) (0.022) (0.004) (0.023) (0.003)

Pre-1914 controls No Yes No Yes No Yes
WWII Controls No Yes No Yes No Yes
Pre-trends No Yes No Yes No Yes
Department FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Observations 28,369 28,369 28,369 28,369 28,369 28,369
R-squared 0.348 0.928 0.348 0.926 0.340 0.980

(7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12)

Verdun under Petain 0.129*** 0.062*** 0.107*** 0.036* 0.112** 0.027***
(0.041) (0.016) (0.041) (0.019) (0.044) (0.010)

Verdun -0.062 -0.034 -0.022 0.005 -0.055 -0.018+
(0.072) (0.024) (0.068) (0.021) (0.073) (0.012)

Log Resistants pc 0.486*** 0.103*** 0.501*** 0.106*** 0.534*** 0.061***
(0.020) (0.009) (0.020) (0.007) (0.022) (0.005)

Pre-1914 controls No Yes No Yes No Yes
WWII Controls No Yes No Yes No Yes
Pre-trends No Yes No Yes No Yes
Department FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Observations 28,369 28,369 28,369 28,369 28,369 28,369
R-squared 0.331 0.791 0.340 0.821 0.335 0.938

Per capita, Addresses

Log Pol. Collabos Log Param. 
Collabos

Log Nazi Collabos

Per capita, Birthplaces

Log Pol. Collabos Log Param. Log Nazi Collabos
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Table 16: Robustness to excluding fortress regiments
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Table 17: Regression Discontinuity across regiments’ catchment boundaries
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Table 18: Organizational capacity of veterans: The additional effect of the Second
Army
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Table 19: Organizational capacity of veterans: Deaths before and after exposure
to Petain
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