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It is the vital interest of Britain —  and her historical 
mission — that she should play the role of Justitia holding 
the scales of justice and, isolated as she is from the Con

tinent, ensure the balance of Europe in a manner preventing 
either of the scales from oscillating; for such oscillation would 
put an end to the tranquillity and security of the nations and 
to their possibilities of development and would give rise to 
a war tension endangering vital British interests and weaken
ing the power of Britain's voice in the affairs of an un
balanced Continent from which she is not separated but with 
which she is connected by the narrow Channel” These well- 
known words of Lord John Russell reflect a principle which 
has always been — not only since the time of Russell, but 
previously too — a dogma of British foreign policy. It is the 
Magna Charta of British diplomacy, a fundamental principle 
of imperative significance. British statesmen have at all times 
looked upon this principle —  the observance of a balance of 
power —  as the thread of Ariadne guiding them through the 
labyrinth of their imperialistic aspirations. This has been the 
sole categorical imperative —  a commandment figuring to all 
intents and purposes as an article of faith —  guiding the 
course of British policy; for nowhere else do we find British 
policy acknowledging theories of programmes or dogmas: in 
all other fields "Albion's practical elasticity" has at all times 
accommodated itself to the exigences of the daily changes of 
life. And this sole principle acknowledged by her —  her strict 
adherence to which has induced her not to shrink even from
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going to war with her allies or making peace with her enemies 
—  was shelved by Great Britain for the first time when the 
Paris Peace Edicts were drafted; then, however, thoroughly 
and disastrously . , ,

In 1916, when the first Great War was at its height, — 
when the question of acknowledging Masaryk's Czecho
slovak Committee and approving the formation of Czecho
slovak legions first came up — , Lloyd George refused to 
endorse the scheme on the ground that so long as there was 
a hope of the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy throwing up the 
sponge and concluding a separate peace, no encouragement 
should be given to any endeavour likely to disrupt the 
Monarchy, which was the mainstay of the European balance 
of power, for which reason —  to quote the axiom of Palacky’s 
which had become a household word — , if there were no 
Austro-Hungarian Monarchy, one would have to be created. 
After the failure of Charles IV.’s efforts to negotiate a se
parate peace, however, the same Lloyd George —  to the 
discredit of his breadth of vision as a statesman — lapsed 
into the grave error of political tacticians and seconded 
Clemenceau in undermining the strongly-built bulwark, rein
forced by centuries of tradition, of European balance, sub
jecting the foundations of that bulwark, the unitary Hungarian 
State, to a process of dilapidation which crumbled it to 
pieces. Albert Apponyi has told us how, when, on November 
4th., 1923, he met the British statesman at a banquet given 
by the Chicago Chamber of Commerce, Lloyd George made 
the following frank confession of his error: —

"The exigences incidental to the period when the treaties 
were drafted compelled us to take the fatal decision, so 
dangerous to the European balance of power, of disrupting 
your ancient Monarchy; and it was above all an egregious 
blunder to disrupt also Hungary, the unshakable foundation 
of that Monarchy.”
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On the occasion of his welcome to Budapest on October 
4th., 1905, Theodore Roosevelt observed very sagely that “a 
strong, independent and intact Hungary is the surest safe
guard of the Christian civilization of Western Europe; tor 
Hungary was already defending that civilization —  and de
fending it unaided —  against the Osmanli peril threatening 
to swamp and destroy it long before our America was con
ceived in the womb of Europe

The Peace Edicts attempted to create new, artificial 
guarantees by destroying the only possible —  the only 
natural — guarantee of the balance of power in Eastern 
Europe. What resulted was, however, that the living reality 
of natural, geopolitical, historical and economic conditions 
was replaced by homunculus-States artificially hatched in 
an incubator, —  an organism welded by ten centuries of 
history by mock countries fabricated on the basis of paste
board theories. The new Czecho-Slovak State, the Yugoslav 
involuntary union of heterogeneous peoples and the Romania 
Mare (Greater Rumania) swollen to an extent making that 
country a constant danger to itself and to the world at large, 
however, not only failed to supply the place as a factor of 
equilibrisation of the Hungary which during the course of ten 
centuries had developed into an indivisible unit, which, sur
rounded by the natural frontiers provided by the Carpathians, 
had reflected the working of unalterable geopolitical laws in 
the very heart of the Danube Basin and which had been con
verted into a living organism by ten centuries of a unitary 
economic life, unitary communications and unitary sentiments, 
but actually proved fatal to the cause which that Hungary 
had served. For the lack of internal cohesion in these States, 
the absolute lack of traditions, the overcrowding of these 
Noah’s Arks with heterogeneous peoples, the racial antago
nisms due to divergences of interest and feelings and the 
differences of culture, combined to further, to hasten and to
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make practically inevitable the destruction of the sadly dis
organized European balance. In Yugoslavia Western and 
Byzantine culture were dovetailed into one another, though 
conflicting cultures, which when merely existing side by side 
inevitably produce friction, must when forced to live under 
the same roof inevitably heighten jealousies and convert them 
into hatred and render irreconcilable the antagonisms inera- 
dicably latent in them. Regions territorially separated from 
one another by Nature were artificially attached. An attempt 
was made to unify routes of communication gravitating to
wards diverse centres. The treaty-makers attempted also to 
reduce irreconcilable economic interests to a common de
nominator. The orthodox Serbians not so long before liberated 
from the Turkish oppression which had weighed so heavily on 
them for centuries and psychologically balkanized, were 
forced into a national union with the free Catholic Croatians 
who for more than eight centuries had been citizens of the 
Hungarian State, with the Slovenes saturated with Austrian 
cultural influences, with the Montenegrins —  the sovereign 
people of the Land of the Black Mountains which had lived 
independently of the outside world, —  this heterogeneous 
conglomeration being further variegated by the inclusion of 
autochthonous Magyar, immigrant German and other 
national minorities. This State teeming with antagonisms was 
only able to keep its head above water for a time by means 
of a perpetual “bellum omnium contra omnes” — both “intra 
muros” and “extra muros". Crises followed one another in 
rapid succession. Experiments were made with every variety 
of possible and impossible pseudo-democracy and with every 
variety of dictatorship. There was an endless succession of 
attempts and political affairs; those with whom the Govern
ment made peace today were to-morrow subjected to per
secution. And there was nothing else to be done; for, where 
the natural possibilities of symbiosis are lacking, it is no use
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experimenting with political machinations. The Serbian people 
of four million souls proved just as unstable a pivot of the 
balance of power as the Czech people of the former Czecho
slovak Republic and the Rumanians of the Rumania which 
had been so unnaturally aggrandized. And this alliance of 
States pieced together out of so many diverse peoples and 
saturated with so many diverse sentiments and conflicting in
terests —  whether it be dubbed “Little Entente” or Con
federation or “bloc”, or whatever other name be invented for 
it by theoretical terminology —  was quite unable, owing to 
the lack of inner cohesion, to hold together the States thus 
allied. And for that very reason it was still less able to 
ensure the all-important balance of Eastern Europe. Indeed, 
its unnatural character converted it into the greatest danger 
to that balance. Only the Hungarian State proved capable of 
defending Western Christianity against the Turks, —  the 
only State able until 1914 to prevent the flames of the Balkan 
volcano spreading westwards and setting the whole of Europe 
ablaze. As a result of the Treaty of Trianon, however, this 
storm centre of Europe became the scene of constant feuds 
and conflicts and of economic crises; subsequently too the 
ruins of the Yugoslavia which collapsed have daily been 
furnishing evidence galore of the intensity of the mutual 
hatred of the Slav peoples living there and of the greatness 
of the dangers menacing the balance of Europe from that 
quarter in the future too. There is therefore only one way of 
ensuring the balance of Europe, that suggested by the 
anecdote told of the great Hungarian statesman, Francis 
Deak: — "If your waistcoat has been badly buttoned” —  he 
said — "you must unbutton it and button it again properly, 
as it was always buttoned before".

25


