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, Resistance in general. For, the force of the argument that was presented to
the Commission was that it exploited the virtue of the Unie's anti-xss
history to the point that the Unie's legality (its bovengrondse status) was at
once the peculiar source of its strength and expressed fully its resistance
purpose. What De Quay and Linthorst Homan suggested was that it was
only because the Unie was legal that it could successfully be the buffer
against the NSBand, thereby, convene the only effective form of mass
resistance to the Nazi£ication of Dutch society.

From the time that the Parliamentary hearings accepted the case for the
Unie being considered as a resistance movement, it was only a small step to
the further and completing claim that the Unie's sphere of action not only
possessed a value on the scale of opposition (initially indirect as this may
have been) to Nazism, but was also an integral prelude to the larger - it
could be said, proper - area of resistance conventionally associated with
illegal movements. If open and clandestine resistance were to be regarded as
two sides of the same coin it was also reasonable to propose that one led
naturally to the other as circumstances changed. This was the thinking
behind Linthorst Homan's assertion to the Commission that "for many, it
(sc. membership of the Unie) was the first contact with what later became
resistance." Here he was largely echoing and developping the judgement in
this respect made by the Schermerhorn tribunal to the effect that the Unie's
activities had provided the "impetus" to what subsequently became the
organised underground.

Most surprising testament to the attraction of this idea is that it was
sanctioned by L. de Jong (who in other areas must be considered to be
hostile to the claims of the Unie) so that it provides the substance of his
summing-up of the history of the movement:

"as a mass movement it was the expression of a spirit of resistance; it
contributed in an important way to the fact that the NSBwas forced into a
corner; and it, above all in the last phase [...] provided a source from which
originated important components of the illegality."

This is a measured statement and one with which, as we have earlier
suggested, once the history of persecution after the end of I94 I is taken into
account, it is hard to disagree. And yet, despite the qualifications, especially
in terms of chronology, that De Jong introduces, the basis of his judgement
is to accept that the passage of the Unie from legality to providing the means
of clandestine activity, was a sequential one. For De Jong the ability of the
Unie to be a source of recruitment to the underground is to be explained by
regarding this second phase as a development of the first. The anti-Nazi
activity that formed the business and rationale of clandestinity issued
directly from the Unie's previous anti-NSB position. There was no disconti-
nuity of spirit or of intention, only of means. In this interpretation, then, the
Unie's first legal, incarnation was a holding operation for later resistance. It
provided a focus of refusal which, by keeping its members clear of the taint
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