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RENES AND PAN-SLAVISM
BY

FRANCIS HERCZEG

There has never been any real substance in the Pan- 
Slavonic idea: apart from a few muddle-headed

enthusiasts no one has ever really believed in the 
possibility of realizing its aims; for a century, however, the 
idea has proved to be an effectual instrument of agitation 
and subversion. Ultimately, it would involve the domina
tion of Russia over all the Slav peoples. In St. Petersburg, 
of course, there were at all times politicians and writers 
ready to exploit the longing for power and greatness of 
the small Slav peoples which looked upon themselves as 
oppressed, for the purpose of furthering the imperialistic 
schemes of the Empire of the Russian Czars. The Russian 
Czars themselves —  in particular those who were more 
independent-minded — at such times remembered that they 
were in reality the representatives of a conservative 
principle and that in consequence it was hardly proper for 
them to encourage revolutionary movements in the neigh
bouring countries. But in Russia it was not always the will 
of the Czar that prevailed. And an interesting, sidelight is 
thrown on the contradictions inherent in the very essence 
of Pan-Slavonic policy that those Slav peoples which were 
brought under the power of Russia and experienced in 
their own persons the real character of Slav brotherhood, 
are found fighting tooth and nail against Pan-Slavism.

The most resolute gambler in the game of Pan-Slavism 
is Edward Benes. In his capacity, first as Foreign Minister 
and then as President of Czecho-Slovakia, he was fully 
able to realize that the Republic which had been pieced 
together out of territories wrested from the neighbouring 
countries was completely void of all inner vitality and could 
only remain in existence if supported by outside forces. 
In 1933 the scheme invented by Tardieu, the “ faiseur” of1
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the Little Entente, with the idea of furthering a union of 
the Danubian States for purposes of mutual security (Hun
gary, for instance was to have been expected to take up 
arms in a given case to "secure" the Czechs the possession 
of Komarom and Kassa!), proved abortive; while the 
attitude of the Sudeten district and the Hungarian High
lands was anything but encouraging for the future; so, in 
1935, Benes concluded with the Soviet Union a mutual 
assistance convention. It goes without saying that of the 
contracting Parties it was not the Soviet Union, with its
180.000.000 inhabitants, that stood in need of Benes s 
assistance. The real meaning of the Convention was revealed 
by the aerodromes constructed for the use of the Red Army 
at Ungvar, Munkacs and other places in the Carpathian 
Basin. These airfields were to act as spring-boards for action 
against Western Europe! In order to gain time and a 
breathing-space Edward Benes, this illstarred politician, was 
prepared to let the Bolshevik pack of tigers loose on the 
European sheep-cotes. He would appear to have trusted the 
good hearts of the tigers. In any case he behaved as if he 
was unaware that the Party with whom we had concluded 
a mutual assistance convention was Death personified.

The pleasant sensations experienced by the Slav peoples 
enjoying the tender solicitude of Moscow, may be gathered 
from the recent diplomatic history of the Czech and Polish 
"refugee” Governments. In 1941, at Aberdeen, Benes 
declared that the negotations for a Czech-Poiish federation 
had been brought to a happy conclusion for the purpose of 
serving the cause of the New Europe desired by Great 
Britain by the organization of “ larger territorial and eco
nomic units." The Members of the mixed commission ap
pointed for the purpose of determining the fundamental 
principles of this Confederacy, failed to agree in the ques
tions of frontiers; indeed, the Czechs and the Poles fell to 
loggerheads, finally and irretrievably, over the possession 
of Teschen. From Benes’s point of view the Confederacy 
did nevertheless prove of some advantage, seeing that the 
Czecho-Slovak idea —  or rather delusion — once more 
gained to some extent in significance and authority, Great 
Britain having acknowledged the Sramek "refugee” Govern-
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merit on the basis of the same. Then, in June, 1942, Benes 
sent General Ingr to Moscow to conclude an agreement 
respecting a common Czecho-Russian frontier. Such a com
mon frontier between the “ living-spaces” of the two coun
tries is of course only conceivable in the event of Galicia 
being in Russian hands . . . Since then Soviet diplomacy has 
ruthlessly curtailed the ambitions of the Poles; while the 
Poles have realized that it is not advisable to sit at the 
same table as Edward Benes. The latter is in the habit of 
overstraining every point; and a good many of his fellow- 
"refugees” have taken fright at his gambling policy, — 
Osusky, a former Czech diplomat, Milan Hodzsa, former 
Czecho-Slovak Premier, and General Ingr in succession 
having turned their backs on him. Profiting by past ex
perience, these men would prefer to organize the empire of 
their dreams —  the Czecho-Slovakia of the future — on a 
federal basis, granting autonomy to the Slovaks, the Sudeten 
Germans and the Ruthenians: but Benes clings desperately 
and obstinately to the idea of a united and indivisible 
Czecho-Slovak national State.

The former Czecho-Slovak President is gradually but 
surely losing credit with the peoples of the West; and in 
consequence he pins his faith exclusively on the virulence 
of the Pan-Slavonic idea. His policy is not likely to be in 
the least influenced by any fear that European culture 
might fall a victim to the Pan-Slavism inoculated with 
Bolshevism. He is not a statesman likely to be deterred by 
any sense of moral responsibility. When judging the 
character of Benes’s policy we must not for a moment 
forget — and this is well known all over Europe — that 
with all his shrewdness and cunning he is a statesman of 
very defective judgment, far too self-confident to be able 
to learn the lessons of his own failures. Consequently, he 
may once again prove incapable of gauging the logical and 
inevitable consequences of his policy. He may very possibly 
find his policy leading him ultimately to results quite dif
ferent from those he would achieve; though that does 
not in any way diminish — but far rather enhances the 
dangerous character of Public Enemy No. I. of European 
Peace.
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