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Prominent individuals involved in sensa-
tional political scandals quite often manage a
comeback after spending some time in the
safe haven of inconspicuous retirement.
There was the Italian statesman Giovanni
Giolitti whose meteoric career was brought to
a sudden halt when an inquiry disclosed that

as prime minister he appointed to the Senate
@ financier of shady reputauon — in full

dge of the man's highly questionable

s C to resign, Giolitd left
the eumn-y fnr 2 while, returned, got re

power regardless
whether it is the government's or the
opposition’s reputation that is getting man-
gled in the The f

Affair,” involving, unjustly, the French
queen, Marie Antoinette, contributed greatly
mmuhﬂmnincmeprummdpmﬂwityd
the French of
Charles Parnell, nw:heenmrylnshponncml
leader, in an unsavory divorce suit dealt a
serious blow to the opposition which was then
close to forcing the British government to
grant home rule to Ireland.
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eral eenmrlu offer sufficient material to
identify the most salient features of the
strange anatomy of that perennial phenome-
non.

One of the most interesting of po-

ded four more gov-
emmenu lmd remained for several decades a
tnwenng ﬁm in Italian puhm:a He xs re-
d as a ruthl
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And there was Georges Clemenceau,
“The Tiger" of French politics, whose
ctions with Reinach and other shady
~haracters exposed him to charges of partici-
pation in the Panama swindles and of being a
British spy. When Clemenceau rose in parlia-
ment to answer the charges, he was greeted

by a chorus of deputies chanting, in English,
“Ach, yes, yes . . . “A few years later, Cle-
b pnme . He filled

the same post in the last n'unnl years of
‘World War I. In 1918, when he announced
the surrender of the Germans, the Chamber
that once silenced him with *'Ach, yves, yes
. . ." rose to acclaim him as “the father of
victory.™

CLEMENCEAU and Giolitti were excep-
tional men: while their reputations might
have been temporarily tarnished by political

litical scandals is their universality. There
has never been a country, regime or system
that has not been rocked at one time or other
by dals of various di i Imperial
Germany had the Eulenburg affair involving
the Kaiser's most intimate counselor, Prince
Philip Eulenburg, denounced by the liberal
journalist Maximilian Harden as a homosexu-
al

: At the turn of the century that was a dev-
astating charge and, following angry press
polemics, the prince had to retire from public

life.
Republican France was profoundly shak-
enbythemeyfmandpamm-a&‘mm The
sur the monk Ras-

putin dealt the coup de grace to the tottering
Czarist Britain had the Profumo case
and Sweden that of Ivar Kruger, “the match
king,” who ruled a worldwide financial em-
pire from a mysterious ‘‘red tower" in Stock-
holm where forged bonds were printed.

A second interesting aspect of political
scandals is that as a rule they are triggered
by some seemingly trifling incident. A clean-
ing woman finds a note, to be known in histo-
ry as the “‘bor ,"" in the
basket of a French artillery officer, Captain
Alfred Dreyfus, and five years later France,
shaken by a long series of scandals involving
the general staff, the government and the
secret services, is on the verge of civil war,
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counter-espionage
the “‘evidence” for
rroat shortly after his

e stroyed a regime. The Third
ublic did not collapse in the wake of the
anama scandals. It not only
ived, but during World War I it succeed-
nenting a national unity of almost

- eted solidity. The Weimar Repub-
, ot/ fall because one of its most power-
rchitects, Mathias Erzberger, leader of

ic Center party, became involved in

\/ the judge presiding over a sensational

described as *'unwise and inconsiderate
ial dealings.”” And in the wake of the
‘Teapot Dome scandal no one ever suggested
that the United States replace its republican
institutions with a frugal and virtuous monar-
chical system.

, they knew how to restore confi-

denceml.helrabibtyaaml! as their personal
integrity. Others were less fortunate. They
lost after taking terrible risks. For power, or
the proximity to power, does not invest men
with an angelic nature. It surely does not
shield them from the temptations of the Un-

and sex — that provides the stuff
nearly all political scandals ére

commitment to a cause or ilea us
volve treason, espionage or sabotag

er, polmeal scandals of that ela-
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ed the reputation of a per-
Nobody believed that he
any criminal activity for his

e opposition, supported by the
nergetic diplomatic demarches
demanded a parliamentary inves-
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o other men arrested in Holland, were

e bers of a semi-secret society whose main
objective was to recover the territories lost
by Hungary to the three countries — Czecho-
slovakia, Rumania and Yugoslavia — which

formed the Little Entente under French spon-

sorship.

The leading members of the society,
whose patriotic fervor quite obviously out-
weighed their knowledge of international fi-
nances, hoped that by swamping the world
markets with counterfeit French money they
could ruin France and thus deprive the Little
Entente of the support of the then greatest
military power in Europe.

The French banknotes were printed in
the Cartographic Institute of the army on
machines imported from Germany. From the
institute the trace lead to Prince Louis Win-
dischgraetz, a former minister, and Imre
Nadossy, Captain General of the State Police.
At their subsequent trial both were found
guilty and sentenced to four years in prison.
Neither implicated the government or the
military authorities supervising the Carto-
graphic Institute.

While the affair of the forged French
francs was unique in its genre, political scan-
dals involving corruption, graft or influence-
peddling are recurring phenomena in every
country and under every regime. For, as
Machiavelli observed, “‘most people find it
extremely difficult to decide whether to be
good or bad.”

TO DECIDE whether to be or not to be

when it appeared that the colonel, '
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virmous

to be equally difficult judging
y political scandals triggered by
amorous escapades of monarchs, states-
n and other prominent public figures.
The divorce of King George IV of Eng-
land, who charged his wife, Queen Caroline,
‘adultery was a domestic as well as pohr—

i dal of first magnitude. There were
demonstrations, street battles, cabinet crises,
debates in Parliament and, finally, a solemn
trial in the House of Lords. In the meantime,
the king lived peacefully with his mistress.

And there was the case of Felix Faure,
sixth president of the French republic, who
died of a stroke while entertaining a married
woman in the Elysee palace. France was in
the throes of grave political crises that fol-
lowed the Dreyfus case. Faure was supported
by political groups whose program put partic-
ular stress on the respect of traditional vir-
tues. It was also remembered that the presi-
dent had not been in favor of opening the
Dreyfus case.

Thus, the Dreyfusards spared no effort to
turn Faure's death into a political scandal. It
was then that a French wit remarked that “‘a
statesman suffering from hypertension who
likes to spend his leisure time with young
women should not be either for or against
anything.*”

There were many grisly stories circulat-
ing in the Paris salons on how Faure's secre-
taries and doctors tried to put some clothes
on the dead president before placing the body
on a chair behind his desk. And this points to
one of the most intriguing facets of political
scandals — the question of how they are han-
dled.

Owing to their very nature, political
scandals cannot be handled well: The only
question is whether they are handled very
badly or less badly. The reason for this seems
to be the almost insuperable difficulty politi-
cal leaders face in trying to determine wheth-
er to intervene in a political scandal or let it
die a natural death.

It is a well-known historical fact that
many potentially dangerous political scan-
dals begin to germinate and then, sud.denly.
die away because of lack of public interest,”
more important or sensational developments
or self-imposed restraint by the press. That
was the case when Wellington, the Iron Duke,
and later, Lloyd George were blackmailed by
young women in whose company they sought
to ease the stresses brought on by the com-
plexities of British politics. Whitehall knew
about it and Fleetstreet knew about it. But
the danger that those matters would come
into the open never materialized. (Both Wel-
lington and Lloyd George paid).

AN EVEN MORE explosive case was
that of the German general Huelsen-Haeseler
who died, like Faure, of a stroke while enter-
taining not a young married woman but the
emperor William 11 and a group of high-rank-
ing officers. The trouble was that the general
who was the chief of the Imperial Military
Cabinet, died while performing a dance —
dressed in the pink tights and lace skirt of a
ballerina. Although the facts were known, the

press remained silent. And ‘‘the case of the
dancing general’ that could have become a
major political scandal endangering the re-
gime faded away to be revived only after the
collapse of the Hohenzollern empire.

Another factor that complicates the prop-

icance wm!etheyarestlllmﬂlem]ung In
their initial stage, most political scandals
appear to be of limited importance. If that
proves 1o be the case, an energetic interven-
tion risks investing the affair with a signifi-
cance it does not really possess. It also might
violate, even if indirectly, the principle ac-
cording to which every accused should be
considered innocent until proved guilty.

Non-intervention, on the other hand, ex-
poses the powers that are to charges of indif-
ference or worse. In the Dreyfus case, a gov-
ernment fell because it did not order an in-
vestigation; another was ousted because it
ordered it.

Still another difficulty arises from the
hierarchical structure of political institu-
tions. Since in that structure everybody is
supervised by or subordinated to somebody, a
political scandal is always likely to trigger a
chain-reaction whose exact range cannot be
determined in advance. Whenever a political
scandal erupts, people involved in it usually
defend themselves by implicating others. The
annals of political scandals list very few cas-
es of self-sacrificing martyrdom.

IN ALL those tragic, tragicomic or sordid
affairs, the press proved to be the most im-
portant cog in the self-correcting mechanism
of free, or relatively free, soc.ieﬂoa It was
Emile Zola’s famous “J'accuse...” article
that turned the Dreyfus affair into a major
political scandal. On the other end of the po-
litical spectrum, it was Edouard Drumond’s
anti-Dreyfusard paper, La Libre Parole,
which unleashed the Panama affair by charg-
ing that 180 members of the Senate and the
Chamber of Deputies accepted bribes for vot-
ing a law that was to save the Panama Canal
Company from impending bankruptcy. Both
revelations had equally cathartic effects even
though Zola wanted to save the republic while
Drumond tried to destroy it.

Neither the Dreyfus nor the Panama af-
fairs, nor the Watergate affair for that mat-
ter, could have erupted in a totalitarian socie-
ty; for the accidents that triggered them
would never have been brought to public at-
tention.

Totalitarian societies are scandal-free. In
those societies, indignation or reproach
which are constitutive elements of political
scandals can only be expressed by those in
power or their spokesmen. And when that is
done, the expression of indignation implies
automatic condemmnation and, in many cases,
the prompt physical liquidation of the ac-
cused. When something amounting to a politi-
cal scandal erupts in a totalitarian society,
the dal is a stag d or fabricated.
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Mr. Demaitre is a former foreign corre-

spondent.







	D1aa_017_demeter(demaitre)odon_washingtonstar_cikk
	D1aa_018_demeter(demaitre)odon_boritek

