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Antifascist and resistant professors at the University of Strasbourg.

Traduction de Professeurs antifascistes et résistants de l'Université de Strasbourg extrait de Guth S., Pfefferkorn R., (dir.), Strasbourg, creuset des sociologies allemandes et françaises, Paris, l Harmattan, 2019

For reasons linked to my personal history, I have always been very impressed by the fact that the University of Strasbourg is the only French university decorated with the Legion of Honor for the resistance, respectful of the commemorative plaque of the University Palace, moved to note that, in the crypt of the Sorbonne where the members of the Resistance who were shot, the University of Strasbourg is present three times: for two stelae (the philosopher Jean Cavaillès and the doctor Paul Reiss), and for a plaque commemorative (the historian Marc Bloch), finally acknowledging that a plaque was affixed to the Pantheon for Maurice Halbwachs who died in deportation.

The fact that so many teachers, who arrived in Strasbourg in 1919, were linked to the movements of resistance to fascism and Nazism is not the result of chance which would have constituted here a conglomeration of individual destinies, but a social fact. where the effects of social trajectories and group effects are combined. There were, of course, anti-fascist and resistance professors elsewhere, but such a concentration exists only in Strasbourg, among those who were appointed in 1919 or later. To understand this, I wondered if these teachers did not share common ways of seeing, thinking and acting. To find out, we must first return to the situation of the university in 1918-1919 and state the criteria which prevailed, at the time, for recruitment and appointments. This proximity of ways of being, a necessary condition, is however not sufficient. It is still necessary that the dispositions of these academics have been able to be updated, during the fifteen or twenty years in Strasbourg, in an epistemology capable of making people aware of the immediate transformations of the world. For this, I wondered about the social and cultural conditions which allowed the development of an intellectual activity (including the works of each other, which often give rise to publications in a publishing cooperative -ancestor of the Presses University of Strasbourg, the organization of interdisciplinary meetings on Saturdays and the creation of what has been called "the School of the Annales" are testimonies), making in some way probable an attention to the German situation and more broadly to the development fascism in Europe. Finally, I will retain, as an example, the intellectual commitment of two professors, one a sociologist, Maurice Halbwachs and the other, a Germanist, Edmond Vermeil, which illustrates these trajectories and these ways of thinking well.

A State policy: creating a new French university

The Kaiser-Wilhelm-Universität.

The German university was particularly pampered after 1871. Germany undertook to create in Strasbourg a center for the dissemination and influence of Germanic thought. Not only did the Berlin government support the creation of important buildings, given the number of students, but also supported the creation of a library which, until the First World War, from which Harvard will supplant it, will be the first world's library in number of volumes. The professorships, which, in 1871, did not arouse enthusiasm because Strasbourg was considered an uninhabitable city, too much destroyed by the war, are filled by teachers with diverse curricula: some do not have the diplomas required, others had been refused until then for ideological reasons (Georg Simmel, who had suffered from anti-Semitism and had been refused appointments, finally obtained a post in Strasbourg in 1914), others, on the contrary, let hope for the University a great scientific reputation. The situation of the university, which had become rather enviable with the new town planning and the university constructions, nevertheless deteriorated around 1887-1888 when the government, to win the good graces of part of the native population, wanted to put an end to the anti-Catholicism of academics and begins negotiations with the Vatican to create a faculty of Catholic theology. That said, in 1918, the Kaiser-Wilhelms-Universität enjoyed great prestige because of its openness to industry and because of the teaching of renowned professors.

A recovery strategy.

From 1915 a certain number of Alsatians who had become university students, who "opted" for France in 1871, including Paul Appell (mathematician), Lucien Herr (librarian of the Ecole Normale Supérieure), Charles Andler (Germanist), Henri Berr ( philosopher), develop projects for a university of Strasbourg that has become French again. Study groups have been appointed by the Ministry of War and the Ministry of Foreign Affairs whose purpose is to draw up a policy of reorganization of the University of Strasbourg. In 1917 a sub-commission was created by the Ministry of War: it will include seven academics who will develop and plan the development of the new university. Historian Christian Pfister will write the report. The closure of the Kaiser-Wilhelms-Universität was final on December 7, 1918: German professors had to leave their posts. The situation is tense as the novelist Alfred Döblin expressed it well in Bourgeois et soldiers. A commission of 17 academics moved to Strasbourg. The objectives are clear: not only to create a university endowed with substantial credits to do better than the German university and to have the same courses and the same diplomas as in the other French universities, but also to create a modern university with a chair of modern letters , psychology, sociology (it's a first!), history of religions, comparative literature, and finally to maintain theology. For this, 146 positions will be assigned to the university. Christian Pfister, who served as dean, wanted the university to operate from January 1, 1919, but the government, which was preparing the Treaty of Versailles, dithered. In addition, the question of Alsace-Lorraine is dealt with in Paris. It will take the appointment of Auguste Millerand as government commissioner and his installation in Strasbourg to solve some of the problems. In the meantime, Pfister authorizes the holding of courses provided by teachers on loan from other establishments and by teachers, soldiers in the region; this is how Marc Bloch arrived at university! The fact remains that on November 22, 1919, the solemn return to university finally took place in the presence of the President of the Republic, Raymond Poincaré.

The existence of common "provisions".

The criteria for choosing professors in the Faculty of Arts.

The biography of the appointed professors makes it possible to grasp the criteria that prevailed. It is safe to think thatfirst criterionthe scientific quality of the candidates was decisive. Many of them came from the Ecole Normale Supérieure, Maurice Halbwachs (ENS 1898), Lucien Febvre (ENS 1899), Pierre Roussel (archaeologist, ENS 1890), Marc Bloch (ENS 1904), André Piganiol (historian specializing in Roman history, ENS 1903), etc. As Françoise Olivier-Utard writes, "recruitment took place within the elite of the ENS, which provided the bulk of the contingent in the first years following the reopening of the faculty in Strasbourg". Recruitment was never local. The older ones have defended innovative theses or/and have already published work recognized by their peers, and, for some, have already tried to obtain a post as a university professor. Maurice Halbwachs defended his thesis on the working class and living standards for which Emile Durkheim had the greatest difficulty in assembling a jury, so incongruous was it to bring workers into the Sorbonne (his second thesis concerns Quételet and the moral statistics). He is already known for his work on land prices and expropriations in Paris, which Jean Jaurès reported on in L'Humanité. Lucien Febvre defended his thesis on Philippe II and Franche-Comté in which he links history to the economy and shows the importance of mental representations. Charles Blondel defended a thesis on "morbid consciousness" in which he insists on the social environment which provides "the collective data" necessary for "clear consciousness". Before the war of 14-18, Marc Bloch had prepared his thesis on the life of rural populations at the time of serfdom. Moreover, eight of them had benefited from a scholarship from the Humanist Research Center of the Thiers Foundation, under the patronage of the Institut de France, which could only be granted to those under thirty.

As all the candidacies were seen by the government commissioner Auguste Millerand (Minister of War in the Poincaré government from 1912 to 1913, then in the Viviani government from 1914 to 1915, before being president of the council then president of the Republic in 1920), one can think that the patriotic dimension or, more practically, the behavior during the war -second criterion -was considered as a necessity. We know that Marc Bloch, for example, was decorated with the Croix de Guerre with four citations and that he received the Legion of Honor for acts of war; that Charles Blondel was a psychiatrist during the 1914-1918 war treating soldiers affected by mental disorders, that Maurice Halbwachs, too short-sighted to be a soldier, did not want to benefit from his exemption and was attached to the Secretary of State in charge armament; that Lucien Febvre began the war as a sergeant and ended it as a captain; that Pierre Montet (Egyptologist) obtained the Croix de Guerre and theleft-wing prevailed. André Piganiol was a friend of Marcel Mauss, member of the Socialist Party, Dreyfusard activist, co-founder of Humanity" with Jean Jaurès; Maurice Halbwachs took part in the struggles in favor of Captain Dreyfus, he was expelled from Germany for having reported on a workers' strike in Berlin, he served, during the war of 14-18, in the Ministry of Armaments directed by the socialist Albert Thomas and participated in the establishment, for the first time, of workers' delegates, in the Roanne arms factory; Marc Bloch belongs to a family which "opted" for the French Republic and which took part in the struggles in favor of Captain Dreyfus; Georges Lefèvre was a Guesdist in his youth and was a very close friend of Jean Jaurès.

Many of them, Lucien Febvre for example, frequented members of the Sociological Year, including Henri Hubert, François Simiand and Marcel Mauss, members of the Socialist Party.

Is it necessary to add that this characteristic is somehow amplified by the family ties that have been established between these republicans, secularists, radicals and socialists: the children of some have married the children of others. For some, adherence to an open Protestantism reinforces these ways of thinking about the social world.

But these common characteristics, if they can explain an attitude likely to sensitize them to fascisms, are not enough to communalize this propensity. The ability to update this attitude and above all to share it requires questioning the intellectual practices of the university of 1919.

University practices reinforce the initial dispositions.

The functioning of the new university First, in the new University of Strasbourg, comparative literature was taught for the first time, the first chair of sociology was created there, as well as an Institute of the history of religions, of which Professor Prosper Alfaric, its director, said "that it was a question of establishing a secular counterweight to the teaching of the two faculties of theology". Then meetings and confrontations between disciplines will be updated in the Saturday meetings. This practice has almost been instituted. One can think, given the considerable influence of Durkheim on these professors, that it is in some way the model of the Sociological Year -in which are found sociological analyses, ethnological texts, economic studies, reviews of historical works -which will inspire these Saturday meetings combined with seminar practice from the German university. Finally, this is where a new way of doing history is set up with the Ecole des Annales.

Saturday meetings. An example: the interventions of Maurice Halbwachs

The Saturday meetings developed an interesting conception of interdisciplinarity. It was not a question of mixing the disciplines in a broth quickly insipid if not incoherent but on the contrary of developing a confrontation of the disciplines. Everyone knew that asserting the specificity of their discipline would serve the advancement of science and that facilitating the intrusion of judgment criteria other than those of peers would call into question the foundations of knowledge.

Halbwachs, very faithful to these meetings, worked to defend his discipline and his specific ways of thinking about the social world. He does this skilfully by choosing to talk about books that allow him to clarify his thoughts and engage in reasoned discussions. In 1922, he dealt with two books by Marcel Granet, La religion des Chinois and Festivals and ancient songs of China; in 1923, he reviewed two books by Georges Davy, La foi jurée and Des clans aux empires. Social organization among the primitives and in the Ancient East; in 1925, he returned to Granet with Dances and Legends of Ancient China and then dealt with Cassirer's book, The Mythical Thought; finally in 1929, Halbwachs presents the work of Robert Hertz Mixtures of history of religions and folklore. As you will have understood, Maurice Halbwachs carefully chooses the works he presents. In all cases, these are Durkheimians or authors who attach importance to Durkheim's work and who have an important place in the development of the social sciences or philosophical thought of the time. But Halbwachs does not just present works, he also intervenes to defend his conception of sociology, which leads him to debate with historians and geographers (Piganiol, Febvre, Pirenne) and with the psychologist Blondel. Halbwachs criticizes psychology for its subjectivism and history for its ignorance of the importance of social facts in causality.

As we can see, it was not a question of a vague merging interdisciplinarity but of a confrontation between disciplines. The debates aroused discussions, armed These were arguments or proofs, which had nothing to do with the imposition of standards or methods that should have been imperatively respected.

The Annales School

Just as L'Année sociologique was born out of a desire to stand out from the two great philosophical journals, Ribot's Philosophical Review and Renouvier's Review of Metaphysics and Morals which dominated the end of the 19th century, the Annales, histoire économique et Social, is a journal born from the desire to stand out from the dominant journals in the inter-war period, knowing that the Année sociologique remains the "bedside book" as Lucien Febvre writes and undoubtedly the model.

As Bertrand Müller has shown, Lucien Febvre resented the criticisms of Péguy and Valéry addressed to history and sociology. He wanted to create a journal to respond to criticism with action. It was also for him an enterprise of "repoliticization" of science against a "serving history" and against a "romanticized history" refusing the contributions of economics, sociology and psychology. This position was also "a response from the former Dreyfusards to the rise of a nationalist and anti-republican history". The idea of considering a historical situation as a total social fact which requires to be understood to cross the approaches is indeed at the center of this epistemology. To explain its appearance in Strasbourg, one can think that the strictly scientific concerns linked to historical research have found in this university a social ground favorable to their development. The history of Alsace and its tension between the Germanic Empire and the French Republic and the confrontation, here more than elsewhere, of several languages and three main religions have a lot to do with this desire to grasp a social fact not only from different points of view, but also to see various levels more intertwined than superimposed. This ambition of confrontation between disciplines was already present, it is true, in the initial project which created at the University of Strasbourg the first chair of comparative literature and the first Institute of the history of religions. The fact remains that the Ecole des Annales took shape there, earlier and more strongly structured than it probably would have done elsewhere, not only because of the concentration of professors sharing the same intellectual training, but also because of the fact of this confrontation of Germanic, French and religious cultures (itself divided between several religions). This being so, the grouping of individuals -having common characteristics, sharing the same conception of science, sensitive to the "social forces" which move societies, skeptical, as Durkheim taught them, about the capacity of such and such a man policy to transform the world according to its will -also gives them the strength to confront other ways of thinking about the social world.

Common ideals

For these professors, truth is "destined to free human destinies from past transcendences and the servitudes that they have the function of preserving" as Edmond Vermeil would write to characterize the man who played an important role in their recruitment, Charles Andler. All refused a resigned fatalism and thought that an essentially liberating science would denounce the acts of force of those who seize power and maintain it thanks to the effectiveness of the means of coercion at their disposal or that they invent. Skeptical of the logic of political parties, they more or less shared the idea that they had to study and criticize the actions of parties, the influence of the clergy, the power of money, the taking of political power, the causes and the effects of poverty, the class war, the mechanisms producing inequalities… In a certain way they adopted the same conviction in the demands of reason and in a democratic and social faith. That these men shared this conception of the world partly explains their rejection of the anti-rationalist thoughts that had developed in Germany since Romanticism and the works of Herder, then of Nietzsche.

An openness to the world and to Germany in particular.

Confrontations with German Intellectuals

Close ties with German intellectuals were forged. These initiatives were supported at the highest level since the Minister of Public Instruction of the Cartel des Gauches, Anatole de Monzie, traveled to Berlin in 1924 to facilitate university exchanges. We know that some of the people of Strasbourg taught in Germany, reported on publications, took part in conferences and meetings, including those in Davos. In 1929, Henri Tronchon, professor of comparative literature, witnessed the opposition between Heidegger and Cassirer (at the same time besides Norbert Elias, a young student). In 1930, Lucien Febvre and Maurice Halbwachs met Hermann Kantorowicz, Alfred Weber and Werner Sombart. Maurice Halbwachs will also oppose this one, reproaching him for his position favorable to Nazism. These Strasbourg professors contributed to a better knowledge of German authors (Edmond Vermeil on German music and 19th century literature; Henri Tronchon on Herder). They wrote book reviews. Maurice Halbwachs lists, for example, the works of Max Weber and Ernst Cassirer. Nothing better shows his concern to contribute to a universalization of the social sciences than his criticism of Ernst Cassirer's book on symbolic forms and his comments on Weber's works. In 1929 he published a note entitled "Max Weber a man, a work" in the Annales d'histoire and will return to it in the Sketch of a psychology of social classes. Always interested in German works, he comments on a book by Cassirer devoted to mythical thought, which he analyzes at length to say that this book transplants the study of primitive mentality to the field of critical philosophy by attributing to it a kind of autonomous psychic function. As we can see, Halbwachs uses the reviews to advance universalization from a sociological point of view, but also to make Germanic thought known. Take a stand against Nazism and Fascism.

Antifascism

This knowledge of Germany very quickly led these professors to worry about the 1933 election and Hitler's coming to power. They will be able to oppose very early on philosophies that allow the development of an intellectual terrain favorable to far-right thinking and Nazism. In France the rise of fascism will lead Prosper Alfaric, Georges Cerf (mathematician, appointed to Strasbourg in 1922), Lucien Febvre, Maurice Halbwachs, Edmond Vermeil, Georges Lefèvre (appointed to Strasbourg in 1928) to be among the first signatories of the appeal launched in March 1934 in the name of an anti-fascist action and vigilance committee by Paul Rivet, Alain and Paul Langevin. In Strasbourg more than 60 teachers will join the local committee.

Maurice Halbwachs (1877Halbwachs ( -1945)).

The example of Maurice Halbwachs is particularly interesting. He develops a very strong criticism of the orientations of sociology in Germany (excluding from his criticism Weber, whom he appreciates), which turns into a break after the rallying of many sociologists to Nazi theses. Halbwachs, in fact, read the German sociologists. He has published numerous reviews of their books. He became attached to Sombart and discovered with amazement that this author developed more and more positions that he could not accept. Sombart attacks Western sociology and criticizes with hatred French sociology (implying Durkheimian) which he criticizes for its naturalism, its search for mechanistic laws, its concern for mathematization and quantification. This French sociology, depreciated for its rationalism, is of course incapable of accessing the "essence" of phenomena and is opposed in everything to a glorified "German humanism". Sociologists, including Sombart, applaud the coming to power of the Nazis, they see it as an opportunity for sociology, which can happily use the notions of "community" and "people", thanks also, as O Rammstedt, to the many institutes created by the Nazis.

Maurice Halbwachs knows very well that it is inspired by authors like Spengler who in the "Declin of the West" denounced "the plebeian theories of rationalism, liberalism and socialism", exalted the "natural categories" which distinguish " the strong from the weak", affirmed the existence of "a natural hierarchical order". For him, the return to natural law is based on the idealization of a return to nature, identified with the patriarchal relations of the peasant world. These theses, he finds them, distorted by excess certainly, but very present in the proclamations of Hitler. Aware of the situation Maurice Halbwachs takes a stand. In 1933 he published a short text on the Jewish population in Germany; in 1937, 3 pages, still in the Annales d'Histoire, devoted to the finances of National Socialism; in 1939, a text on hygiene policies and the totalitarian state.

Maurice Halbwachs finds these themes in France in a number of books, articles, statements, all hostile to the sociology he has undertaken to lead and teach. Its adversaries are increasingly expressing racist and anti-Semitic judgments openly. Maurice Halbwachs was no doubt indignant -and shared this indignation with his wife, who was the daughter of Victor and Hélène Basch (the president of the Ligue des Droits de l'Homme) -when he read, in 1932, the work of G.

Mauco, Foreigners in France: their role in the economic activity" (Mauco will be an advisor in demography under Pétain). In this he shares the positions of Lucien Febvre who, in 1936, strongly criticized the notion of race, denouncing "this romantic myth of a racial history" seeing in it "a dangerous opinion". . Edmond Vermeil (1878Vermeil ( -1964)).

Edmond Vermeil is another characteristic example of this approach which led to antifascism and Resistance to Nazism. He was a pupil of Charles Andler . He published numerous works on Germanic culture, The Masters of Ancient andModern Music in 1929, Beethoven in 1929, Some Ideas of the Young Nietzsche on Education in 1914, The Religious Thought of Ernest Troeltsch in 1923, Henri Heine , his views on Germany and the imaginary revolutions.

Vermeil was born into a liberal Protestant family: his father was a Huguenot from Languedoc, a wine merchant, who emigrated to Switzerland. He did his primary studies in a Protestant village and his secondary studies at the high schools of Nîmes and Montpellier. Later he was a reader in Göttingen, then he taught German at the Alsacian School in Strasbourg between 1907 and 1914. A soldier, he ended the war as a captain. Wounded, he asks and obtains to return to the front before being assigned to propaganda services. After his years in Strasbourg, he will welcome, in his Paris apartment, (as will also Charles Blondel) German intellectuals fleeing Nazism. In Paris, he will strongly oppose, as L. Richard has shown, his colleagues who take positions favorable to the Nazis. He participated in the Freie deutsche Universität established in Paris in 1935, bringing together academics who had been able to flee Nazi Germany. Edmond Vermeil was one of the first signatories of the appeal launched by Paul Rivet, Alain, and Paul Langevin for a vigilance committee of intellectuals in 1934. In 1940 he taught in Montpellier until 1942 when he was dismissed (he was on the Nazi list of academics opposed to National Socialism and participated in a Resistance network); he hid in the Tarn before being evacuated to London in 1943 and staying close to de Gaulle, sharing Gaullist views after the war.

Edmond Vermeil, publishes two major works on Nazism, Doctrinaires de la Révolution germane 1918-1938 and Allemagne Essai d'explication livre which, in 1940, will be seized by the German army from the publisher who was preparing its distribution. The first of these books is significant of the ways in which Strasbourg intellectuals viewed the development of Nazi policy. Edmond Vermeil somehow seeks to show that the enunciation of National Socialist ideology was prepared by symbolic productions constructing and legitimizing the need for a conservative revolution. For him, Nazi ideology forms a homogeneous whole in which a belief in the superiority of German culture is expressed, a racism which claims to be inspired by modern biology, theses which are intended to legitimize in advance the expansion of a people "without space" and to justify its military programme. This Nazi Germany stands against economic liberalism and against Marxism. Its ideologues prefer to attack Freemasonry, behind which they see plutocracy, capitalism and Judaism. Behind what they call "the three internationals" ("the Catholic International of the monarchies", "the International of liberal democracy" and "the Socialist International of the proletariat"), the Nazis see a common element, Judaism . He starts from the idea that "the ancient and ineradicable opposition between irrationalism and rationalism" is fundamental. Everything is centered, as Vermeil writes and as Halbwachs will say about sociologists who rallied to Nazism, around the "eternal German offensive against the philosophy of the Enlightenment". The Third Reich will accomplish "the Revolution against Reason". Edmond Vermeil, who constantly alerted the French government to the risks of Nazism, was heavily involved in understanding the use of the concept of race by the far right with a review Race and Racism, (Bulletin of the study and information group chaired by Célestin Bouglé, then director of the Ecole Normale Supérieure, of which Jacques Millot -natural sciences -and Edmond Vermeil acted as secretary). Paul Rivet, Maurice Leenhardt, Georges Lefèvre were members of the steering committee there. The American anthropologist Franz Boas will contribute to it. Vermeil will also contribute to the creation of the "Freie deutsche universität" established in Paris in 1935, bringing together academics who were able to flee Nazi Germany.

Conclusion

The common traits of scholars elected to Strasbourg in 1919 and after, and their ways of thinking about intellectual work from the perspective of a rationalism inherited from the Lumières found to be updated in the functioning of this new university. Everything shows that a demanding philosophy of knowledge was developed there, which drew attention to all the transformations of the world likely to undermine the "human condition". Pierre Bourdieu said of Maurice Halbwachs "I know that academic virtues do not have a good press today and that it is only too easy to deride... a scientific humanism which refuses to make two parts of existence, one devoted to the rigors of science, the other to the passions of politics and which tries to put the weapons of reason at the service of the convictions of generosity".

Everything suggests that this scientific humanism, combining science and generosity was the ideal pursued by these social scientists. Ideal in the name of which they opposed a number of deadly excesses, an ideal which also led them to be more and more at odds with anti-Semitic and racist representations and practices which denied this Truth that their work had constantly wanted.
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