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, of collaboration (they were able later to claim that they had fought the NSB)
led them at last and inexorably to the opportunity to participate in actual
(illegal) resistance when the time was right.'

Aan het slot van zijn artikel hield Smith een pleidooi voor een nieuwe,
Europese benadering van het fenomeen.

, 'It has been our contention that an assessment of the Unie along such lines
has so far been excluded by the framework in which it has had to be
reviewed. The collaborationist case, which is the easiest to sustain, has
ultimately to merge the Unie as a movement in a generic fascism. By so
doing it leads, however, to the wholly misleading conclusion that a large
segment of Dutch society was, if only for a period, imbued with fascist
ideology. In reacting to such an unacceptable implication historians have
had to place the Unie- or the majority of its members -as part of a resistance
strategy and mentality. Guided by a distaste for the fact that fundamental
criticism of Dutch society should have been voiced with the consent of the
Nazis and in conditions of oppression, their interpretation has, of necessity,
emphasised the ideological and chronological limitations of the Unie's
function as being the temporary one of holding off the NSBand, in this way,
preparing for a mass rejection of the Nazis later. This case, while it has
rescued the integrity of the post-war settlement, has, in its turn, prevented
consideration of two important points. First, that the Unie's mass support
may have demonstrated the existence of a current of opinion in the
Netherlands that was at once anti-NSB and anti-Nazi but had, nonetheless, a
wide interest in breaking away from the dead hand of the pre-war political
arrangements. Secondly, that these critical attitudes had a provenance
outside the occupation. The conviction that they were valid was not
necessarily overturned, or made wrong, by the fact of the May defeat. On
the contrary, it may be that after the fall of France and Germany's seemingly
total victory on the Continent of Europe, their applicability appeared the
more appropriate.

Finally, there is the consideration excluded absolutely by the focus on
collaboration and resistance that the Unie's appearance on the political stage
may have stimulated, because of the type of organisation it was, the desire
for change among a vastly expanded part of the population. It is not
self-evident that the discussion sponsored by the Unie disappeared when
the movement was banned. If it did not, then the Unie might accurately be
seen as both the form in which a new future was discussed and the creation
of an urgency to do so. These thoughts are the starting point of an analysis
by which the Unie, and most of all its broad membership, are allowed a
history of their own. But until historians give themselves the flexibility to
approach the war period in terms other than those they have used, we will
not be able to judge either what the movement meant at the time or what its
impact may have been outside the boundaries of the occupation in


