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S lovakia, that two-year-old State, likes to pose as a 
national onte, since —  according to Slovak politicians 
— it has no minority inhabitants to speak of. Nay more, 

Slovak nationalism, questioning the justice of the first 
Vienna Award, has of late been asserting that a large number 
of Slovaks were detached from Slovakia, and now claim 
is being laid to the allegedly Slovak areas handed back to 
Hungary. A certain section of international public opinion 
has taken this Slovak propaganda seriously and has been 
willing to believe that this little State of two and a half 
million inhabitants was really national in character. But now, 
when the time has arrived to make preparations for the 
second Slovak Census —  lo and behold! —  it turns out that 
there are no fewer than six different nationalities in this tiny 
State. Hitherto Slovak politicians were loud in their protesta
tions that Slovakia was a realization of the nationality 
principle; now, however, the very principle itself is a 
stumbling-block, and one, it would seem, with which the 
Slovak politicians are barely able to cope. Of late matters 
have become so complicated that the friendship between 
Germany and Slovakia is thereatened by the way nationality 
differences have become accentuated. Let us review events 
in their sequence.

The first Slovak Census came as a bolt from the blue 
on 31st December 1938. In the nature of things Slovak 
nationalism made use of it to whittle away to an incredible 
extent the size of the national minorities. Thus, whereas 
according to the last Czecho-Slovak Census, which certainly 
did not favour the nationalities, there were 118.000 Ruthen- 
ians in Slovakia, the Slovak Census found only 79.000. The 
number of Magyars was reduced even more radically. 
According to the Czecho-Slovak Census of 1930, the number
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of Magyars in Slovakia was over 150.000; but the Slovaks 
registered only 68.000. It is characteristic of their method 
that even these figures have not been adhered to, for i

From statements made by official persons it would 
appear that the Slovak nationalists are most afraid of what 
the Census may reveal concerning the number of Magyars 
and Ruthenians in Slovakia. One after the other anti-Magyar 
and anti-Ruthenian statements have been heard which 
threaten the Magyars and Ruthenians with condign punish
ment if they "dare to abuse” the opportunity offered by the 
Census. This is surprising. It is not as though the Magyars 
or the Ruthenians had it in their power to influence the 
results of the Census otherwise than by courageously and 
frankly declaring themselves Magyars or Ruthenians 
respectively. But the Slovak politicians, even responsible 
persons like M. Mach, Minister of the Interior, are touring 
the country making statements galore about this awkward 
question. For instance, M. A lex Mach has found it expedient 
to make a “ preparatory" tour of the kind this month. On the 
first of the month he made a great speech at Mezolaborc, a 
place situated in the Ruthenian part of Slovakia. There he 
thought it necessary to speak very plainly to the leaders 
of the Ruthenian minority. “Now that Slovakia is a National 
Socialist State” —  he said —  “we cannot permit our Slovak 
stock to be denationalized." What does this mean? It means 
that the Slovaks would like to eliminate the difference 
between the Ruthenians and themselves. They would like 
the Ruthenians to acquiesce in their being regarded merely 
as- a Greek Catholic sect and for the rest declare themselves 
en masse citizens of Slovak nationality. When M. Mach 
reported the results of his tour in Eastern Slovakia, he said: 
— "As regards the Russian-Ruthenian-Ukrainian problem, it 
may be affirmed that the so-called nationality question in 
those parts is being raised by the Greek Catholic priests,

newspaper articles and political statements the number c 
Magyars in Slovakia has been arbitrarily reduced to 57.000. X-i]

M. MACH, MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR 
PREPARES FOR CENSUS.
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who are doing their best to complicate and confuse matters. 
These priests, though some of them are of Slovak extraction, 
are not good Slovaks, and even their professed national 
feelings and their Ruthenian sympathies are open to question. 
I have come to the conclusion that there is no Ruthenian 
problem. The Greek Catholic priests are trying to keep the 
spirit of the past alive. In the Slovak State the nationality 
claims of the Ruthenians are receiving full attention, and 
liberty to promote their own racial and cultural development 
is assured. According to the earlier Hungarian statistics, 
only 50.000 of the roughly 200.000 members of the Greek 
Catholic Church in those regions were Ruthenians. Permiss
ion to form a Ukrainian Party —  which of course could not 
be granted —  was demanded by certain circles that had 
hitherto professed to be Ruthenian. Their object was obviously 
to use that Party as a means of political propaganda.”

The Slovak Minister of the Interior’s expose teems with 
contradictions. In the first place he speaks of the complete 
liberty enjoyed by the Ruthenians and at the same time 
disputes their right to declare themselves of Ruthenian 
nationality. In a word, he denies the validity of the racial 
principle, which the Slovaks would like to interpret in a 
manner that would benefit themselves only. A point of 
special interest is that M. Mach appeals to those Hungarian 
statistics which in other cases are wholly rejected by Slovak 
propaganda. M. Mach forgets that during the twenty years 
of Czech oppression the Ruthenians awoke to a strong 
realization of their nationality and were welded into a nation 
in the fiery furnace of Czecho-Slovak persecution. In those 
twenty years of nationality strife the Slovaks, too, grew self- 
conscious as a nation, and often joined the Ruthenians in their 
struggle against the Czechs. Now, however, they wish to be 
the sole rulers in Slovakia, and have taken over the anti
minority role formerly played by Czech imperialism. The 
Slovak anti-Ruthenian propaganda campaign has now 
assumed such proportions that M. Stephen Fencik, the 
Deputy representing the Ruthenians of Hungary, in the Hun
garian Parliament has felt contrained to speak firmly and 
openly against the oppressors of the Ruthenians in Slovakia. 
In his speech he stated what the national aim of the Ruthen-

12



THE SLOVAK CENSUS

ian people was: the liberation from Slovak oppression of all 
the Ruthenian areas up to the line of the river Poprad.

The question of nationality is not treated by the Slovak 
Census in an objective, but in a subjective manner. In other 
words, it is not a man's mother-tongue that decides his 
nationality; what counts is his own declaration of nationality. 
Obviously the intention is to force people to seek refuge 
from political oppression by declaring themselves Slovaks, 
but the results may prove the opposite of what is expected. 
For a nationality Census based on the declaration of the 
persons concerned provides nationalities which so far had 
no voice in politics with the possibility of asserting them
selves separately. This is what is happening at present in 
the case of the Moravian Slovaks, a group of people living 
on the western frontier of Slovakia. When preparations for 
the Census were beginning to be made, the Slovak politicians 
were dismayed to find that the Moravian Slovaks had 
ambitions of their own. The only thing to be done was to 
launch a campaign against them, in the course of which 
Slovak propaganda began, on the one hand, to deny the 
separate existence of a Moravian Slovak nationality and, on 
the other, to threaten "the disturbers of unity" with severe 
sanctions.

GERMAN GRIEVANCES.

When a man’s own declaration was made the criterion 
of his nationality, there arose a situation quite different from 
what the Slovak politicians hoped to create, for it put trump 
cards in the hands of the minorities. We know that the 
Germans are a much-favoured nation in Slovakia. Though 
comparatively few, their weight in Slovak domestic affairs 
—  their political and social importance —  is much greater 
than that of the rest of the minorities; for the German 
minority is in every respect on an equal footing with the 
ruling Slovak nation. And now the other minorities are 
offered an interesting possibility of escape from the burden 
of Slovak oppression in the sphere of domestic politics. All 
they have to do is to declare themselves Germans and to do 
so en masse. How does Slovak propaganda react to this 
possibility? M. Mach is the first to grasp the battle-axe. In
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the December 10th issue of the semi-official “ Slovak" we 
read: —  "Anyone who contrary to his conviction and 
despite his origin states that he is a German in order to 
secure for himself a better position or German citizenship 
( for that is practically what it amounts to) we declare to be 
a dishonourable man, and he will be dealt with accordingly. 
The Germans have no need of such. The German nation with 
its 80 million people will be stronger without them than with 
them, and we shall not suffer them in our midst either. I can 
assure them that we shall get rid of them, and that 
speedily.”

This incredible statement was received in Slovakia, with 
dumfounded consternation, which increased when in the 
“ Slovak" of 11th December M. Charles Murgas, M. Mach's 
successor as chief of the propaganda bureau, addressed a 
“ last threat" to people contemplating this step. The 
"Grenzbote” , the official organ of the German minority, 
replied to Mach and Murgas in a leading article which con
tained the following passage: —

“ A nation whose self-consciousness has to be awakened 
is to be pitied. We are willing to accept as brethren all who 
today feel that they are Germans, no matter what political 
standpoint trying circumstances forced them to adopt in the 
past. The Slovaks ought to know that their future is secure 
only if they take sides unreservedly with Germany. In this 
respect it is of no importance whether there are 100 or 200 
thousand Germans is Slovakia; what is of importance is that 
nothing should happen to disturb the good relations between 
Germany and Slovakia."

The same issue of the "Grenzbote" publishes a report 
of a speech made by Herr Karmasin, who also sharply 
criticized M. Mach's statement. How sharply, may be 
gathered from the fact that Herr Karmasin took M. Mach's 
threat of expulsion as applying to himself. In his speech he 
emphatically declared that the Germans of Slovakia were 
autochthonous inhabitants of that country, a town-building 
and civilizing element, and that they had no intention of 
leaving those areas.

The clash between the Germans and the Slovaks has 
been aggravated by the circumstance that the Habans, a
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fairly large group of Protestants that once took refuge in 
Slovakia, have now awakened to national consciousness and 
declare themselves Germans. Employing the usual methods, 
Slovak propaganda loudly denies the Habans* right to be 
considered Germans, but now after the article in the "Grenz- 
bote" it does so in a milder tone.

In conclusion it should be mentioned that Jews are not 
to be allowed the right of declaring to which nationality 
they belong. In their case this Census principle has been set 
aside, obviously to prevent the Jews from adding to the 
strength of any of the nationalities by joining it. The results 
of the Census are to be made public in February. The figures 
are bound to be untrustworthy, but all the same we await 
them with interest, if only as a fresh proof of how Slovak 
propaganda tries to throw dust in the eyes of European 
public opinion.
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