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A n interview with Dr. Edward Benes, President of the 
Czecho-Slovak Republic, was published in the “Kurjer 
Warsawski" of November 7th, in which, inter alia, he 

said: — "There is only one problem today which engrosses 
Czecho-Slovakia's attention, namely, how to insure to the 
German minority the position to which it is entitled. Com
pared with the German question, the rest of the minority 
problems are of no special importance and will be solved 
in an analogous manner."

This statement from the lips of the head of the Re
public may perhaps have given rise to satisfaction in Berlin, 
Warsaw and Budapest, but it will scarcely sound reassuring 
to London and Paris.

It deserves to be analysed from two points of view. 
Firstly, we must ask whether Dr, Benes was right when he 
spoke disparagingly of the importance of the rest of Czecho
slovakia’s minorities, of the Poles, Ruthenias, Slovaks and 
Hungarians. Secondly, the question arises: how is this 
minimizing of the importance of Czecho-Slovakia’s Danube 
Valley minorities and of minority problems reconciliable with 
the role of "Protector of the independence of the Danube 
Valley against German imperialism" which Czecho-Slovakia 
ascribes to herself in international politics?

It is true that the Poles in Czecho-Slovakia do not 
number more than some 100.000 souls, but the territory on 
which they live is of great importance chiefly economically 
(the coal-mines of Karvini). Besides this, they are living in 
compact and solid masses along the Czecho-Polish frontier 
and their numbers there make them important economic and
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cultural factors. From the view-point of Central European 
politics in general the Polish minority is not to be under
rated, for the attitude of the new Power, Poland, towards 
Czecho-Slovakia is largely determined by the lot of the 
Polish minority in Silesia.

The problem of the Ruthenian minority is of quite 
another nature, but no less acute and serious. Czecho
slovakia was made to guarantee the autonomy of Ruthenia 
and the Ruthenians in the Treaty of Saint Germain (she has 
hitherto avoided fulfilling that obligation), not to mention 
the fact that in Millerand’s covering letter the victorious 
Powers expressly guaranteed to the inhabitants of that pro
vince the right to voice their wishes later. Czecho-Slovakia 
does not show the slightest sign of an awareness of her in
ternational obligations or of being ready to adhere to the 
Wilsonian principles which Prague is so fond of invoking or 
to the principle of European democracy: self-determination. 
She has simply incorporated Ruthenia into the centralistic 
regime of the Czecho-Slovak Republic.

The Slovak nation and even Europe as a whole begin 
to recognize more and more clearly that the “Czecho-Slovak” 
nation is an unhistorical and arbitrary term, as much so as 
the clubbing of Serbs and Croats under the one name 
“Yugoslavs” . That the Croats are a distinct people with a 
separate racial and national character, which refuses to 
blend with the racial character of the Serbs, is more patent 
to European public opinion than the distinct racial character 
of the Slovaks and its inability to blend with that of the 
Czechs. But the passing years merely serve to strengthen 
Slovak antagonism and increase Slovak national conscious
ness, as may be proved by the recent Slovak student de
monstrations in Pozsony. In vain did the official statistics 
of 1930 — cleverly manipulated — show 66% of “ Czecho
slovaks" in the Republic; the fact remains that the whole 
region formerly known as Upper Hungary with its 4 million 
inhabitants at least and its various peoples must be regarded 
as a national minority area.

In 1918 Czecho-Slovakia took over 1.084.000 people of 
Hungarian tongue, but in 20 years official statistics have 
miraculously reduced that number to 717,861, although the
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Hungarians have propagated since then, increasing, as al
ways, more rapidly than the Czechs. Prague’s disparagement 
of the importance of the Hungarian minority in Slovakia is 
in any case not justified, the less so since the majority of 
the Hungarians live in solid blocks along the frontier be
tween Hungary and the Republic, while the more sporadic 
Hungarian elements dwell in towns famed for their high 
level of culture, where they play a role in Slovakia’s and 
Ruthenia's economic and intellectual life out of all proportion 
to their numerical strength.

But even supposing that the Polish, Ruthenian, Slovak 
and Hungarian minority problems taken separately are of 
minor significance for Czecho-Slovakia than the German 
question, in the aggregate they affect the lives of a larger 
number of people and are of greater political weight than 
is the latter, because it is primarily through the nationalities 
of old Upper Hungary that the Czech nation and historical 
Bohemia are linked up with the Danube Valley. If, then, 
Czecho-Slovakia makes light of the minority problems of 
4 million souls, she therewith disparages her own pretended 
role in the Danube Valley, the political capital on which the 
Republic exists.

About a year ago a Czech Staff officer, Colonel Em
manuel Moravec, wrote a little book explaining Czecho
slovakia's importance in international politics. This little 
volume entitled “La valeur strategique de la Tchecoslova- 
quie pour VEurope Occidentale” , an apparently scientific 
work, but one full of conscious or unconscious errors, has 
a very strong flavour of propaganda and in it the author 
paints the future of the British Empire in particular as very 
hopeless, should any misfortune befall the Republic. The 
writer of this article criticized the book severely at the time 
and showed that Colonel Moravec wrongly attributed to 
Czecho-Slovakia the historical role played in the past by 
Hungary in Central Europe. It is not so very long ago that 
M. Tardieu, then French Premier, elaborated a plan of co
operation for the Danube peoples. In 1931 Dr. Benes, then 
Foreign Minister, rejected in substance the Tardieu plan 
and adopted so rigid an attitude against the idea of a Habs- 
burg restoration that he professed himself willing rather to
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accept the Anschluss. Czecho-Slovakia s attitude at that 
period was as palpably a betrayal of the Danubian idea as 
is Dr. Benes present statement to the effect that Czecho
slovakia has no more important problem than the solution of 
the German minority question. This statement in other words 
Vneans that Czecho-Slovakia’s only real problem is how to 
effect a compromise with Germany. But what are those 
British circles likely to say to this who of late have been 
taking so much interest in Czecho-Slovakia’s affairs under 
the conviction that the Republic s security is an important 
part, even a sine qua non of the solution of the Danube 
question. Now it would seem that the Danube problem is 
such a bagatelle that it pales into insignificance before the 
importance of a Czecho-German compromise.

We are not prepared to go the length of denying to 
Czecho-Slovakia and the Czech nation, whose virtues as well 
as weaknesses and faults we know, any role at all of im
portance in Central Europe. But so much is certain: as 
surely as Austria’s independence will float in the air, like 
Mahommed’s coffin, unless supported by Hungary and the 
Hungarian nation, so surely is Czecho-Slovakia doomed to 
a life of vacillation and impotence unless she finds ways and 
means of coming to terms with us.

In his recent speech to the Committees of both Houses 
of Parliament M. Krofta, Czecho-Slovak Minister of Foreign 
Affairs, seems to have gone the length of recognizing that 
reconciliation with Hungary depends on reciprocal con
cessions. So far, however, we have seen no signs of that 
reciprocity, or even a forecast of what concessions may be 
expected from Prague politicians and diplomats. Where the 
minority question is concerned, for instance, instead of a 
recognition of our just demands based on international 
treaties and the qualities of the Hungarian folk, we are told 
by Dr. Benes that the Hungarian minority question is of no 
importance, that with the rest it is merely an adjunct of the 
solution of the German minority problem. And this, although 
the very existence of Czecho-Slovakia depends on a Czecho- 
Hungarian compromise.
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History clearly shows that Bohemia, surrounded by an 
ocean of German peoples, was able to maintain and defend 
her independence only so long as she was friend with Hun
gary. The flowering of medieval Bohemia was closely con
nected with the Czecho-Hungarian alliance which was the 
guiding principle of both nations' politics during the reign 
of the Arpadian dynasty in the XII and XIII centuries. King 
Matthias' first and oft-recurring idea was to join forces with 
Bohemia, then ruled by a national king. But Matthias was 
betrayed several times by his father-in-law, George Podje- 
brad, King of Bohemia, who repeatedly took sides with 
Matthias' enemies, so that the great Hungarian king was 
finally forced to attack Bohemia, when he occupied Moravia, 
Silesia and Lauzitz.

The idea of reconciliation and alliance re-emerged again 
and again during the history of the two countries. One of the 
great political schemes of Gabriel Bethlen, Prince of Tran
sylvania, at the beginning of the XVII century was to link 
the future of the Hungarian nation with that of national 
Bohemia and join forces against the imperialism of the 
German Emperors which threatened both. Bethlen was too 
late and with the loss of the battle at White Mountain Czech 
independence was also lost for centuries. When Amos John 
Commenius (Konensky), the great Czech scholar, pedagogue 
and philosopher of European fame, was forced to flee from 
his own country, it was not by accident but at the invitation 
of the noble lady, Susanne Lorantffy, wife of Prince George 
Rakoczi I, that he came to Hungary, where he spent four 
years at Sarospatak. There he wrote a book containing a 
scheme for the school at that place, and when he took leave 
of Hungary he enjoined the Hungarians to develop Hun
garian literature instead of devoting too much attention to 
Latin. A  more lively, or at any rate more collective, contact 
was established between Hungary and Bohemia at the end 
of the XVIII century after Joseph II's decree by the aid 
rendered by Hungarian to Czech Protestantism, then begin
ning to recover from the wounds inflicted on Bohemia at 
White Mountain. Hungarian Calvinist pastors were despatched 
to Bohemia, many of whose descendants still bear Hun
garian names.
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Even later on the Hungarians did not cease to show 
warm interest in and sympathy for Czech national aspira
tions. The emigrant Louis Kossuth often expressed his dis
approval of Francis Deak's compromise with Austria, de
claring that thereby Hungary was helping to accentuate the 
German character and further the German aspirations of 
Austria and was unwittingly antagonizing the Czechs and 
driving them into the arms of Panslavism. In the policy of 
the Hungarian Independent Party there was always a certain 
— more or less merely academic — inclination to forge links 
with Bohemia, more vital and friendly than those existing. 
The wish was academic chiefly because the Independent 
Party never managed to take office in Hungary. In 1915, when 
the so-called Coalition came into office* of which the In
dependent Party was but one factor in the Government 
majority, one item of its programme was to approach the 
Czechs in the spirit of Kossuth's ideas.

Even today the Hungarians entertain no fundamental 
hatred of the Czechs, but on the other hand we have rightful, 
national demands to make of them. One of them is a radical 
and reassuring regulation of the Hungarian minority question. 
The second is recognition of the fact that any attempt at 
reconstructing the Danube Valley is bound to prove a hope
less fiasco unless it takes into consideration the role played 
there for a thousand years by the Hungarian nation, the im
portance of the Hungarian nation and the fact that we are, 
after all, the most Danubian of all nations, situated as we 
are on the middle reaches of the river. The third demand 
is revision, the restoration to Hungary of at least the areas 
along the frontier inhabited by solid blocks of Hungarians, 
and the recognition of the right of the rest of the Slovak 
and Ruthenian districts to self-determination.

This, I think, would be a small price to pay in ex
change for the decisive influence that a normalization of 
relations between Hungary and Czecho-Slovakia would exert 
in insuring Czech much rather that Hungarian independence.
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Alas! there is little hope of our Czech neighbours real
izing this truth of themselves. It would be very necessary 
for the Western Powers who created Czecho-Slovakia, 
Britain in the first place, to endeavour to make the leaders 
of the Republic understand that the time is ripe for 
genuinely reciprocal concessions.
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