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would have Vienna as its centre and would once 
for all renounce all political ambitions and base its 
future primarily on economic endeavours. The 
Governor thought it only natural that the Slav 
minorities of Austria living along the Czech frontier 
should be incorporated in Czecho-Slovakia.

According to a report in the January 26, 1927, 
issue of the ’ ’ Vidensky Tydennik” , the ’ ’ R uck” , a 
periodical appearing in Briinn, published an article 
containing the following statements:

’ ’ The day m ay come when the annexation of A ustria  
to the German E m pire will be im m inent and when 
Czecho-Slovakia and Yugoslavia will have a powerful 
trump card to play —  to demand that in the event of an 
Anschluss A ustria  should be first divided up, the 
Slav districts being allotted to the Slav neighbours” . 
In a work published at Cili in 1927 and entitled 
’ ’Czecho-Slovakia’s Historical Claim to a Restoration 
of the Alpine Provinces wrested from King Ottocar II.

by Rudolph Habsburg, King of Germany, by force 
and unlawfully” , Lilek, Slovene director (head
master) of a secondary school, expressed the opinion 
that the claim of the Czechs to A ustria, Styria and 
Carinthia was an imprescriptible right similar in 
character to that by virtue of which the Serbians, 
Greeks and Bulgarians and Italians too had shaken 
off the Turkish and Austrian yoke respectively in 
the Balkan Peninsula and in Toscana, Lombardy 
and Venice respectively.

From what has been said it may be seen that the 
idea of a Czech-Yugoslav corridor was mooted at the 
end of the Great War by the leaders of the Vienna 
Czech minority, was taken over by the responsible 
statesmen of the Czecho-Slovak Republic and 
then made a pivot of Slav policy by Czech and 
Slovene politicians. The conception of Slav impe
rialism is ever-present in the minds of the Czechs 
and the Southern Slavs, who will never forget it.

LITTLE  EN TEN TE A L L IE S  ” AT H OM E”

Messrs. Benes andTitulescu consistently ende
avour to discredit and to thwart the Hunga
rian revisionist movement by means of the 
catchword that revision in any case means 

war. Yet the public opinion of the world is already 
fully convinced that the Hungarian revisionist prog
ramme does not involve any desire of conquest such as 
that which characterised the policy of the Little 
Entente during the Great War and has characterised 
that policy also since the end of the Great War; as 
also that the Hungarian revisionist movement 
aims solely and exclusively at a reparation of the 
injustices committed under the Treaty of Trianon 
—  a reparation to be effected in keeping with the 
international principles of nationality and self- 
determination. The demand for a revision is not 
a question of prestige; for it is the natural conse
quence of the instinctive conviction (and indeed 
knowledge) that a dismembered country cannot 
continue for ever —  with open frontiers on all sides 
and in a state of utter defencelessness which is a 
direct challenge to its would-be assailants —  to hold 
its own in the iron ring surrounding it formed 
by neighbours covetous of further expansion. 
Consequently, the revision thus demanded is simply 
a matter of life and death for Hungary and at the 
same time a sine qua non  of the restoration of the 
equilibrium of Europe which has been so completely 
upset.

On the other hand, those who would divert the 
attention of foreign countries from the excessive 
character of their armaments, which point to inten
tions of a by no means peaceful nature, as also from 
the internal crises prevailing in their countries, by 
continually bringing charges against Hungary, — 
while at the same time attempting to frustrate the 
revision movement by specious catchwords about

the ’ ’spiritualisation”  of frontiers — , are engaged 
in making preparations of which they no longer 
make a secret for the purpose of achieving further 
conquests.

In our issue for March, 1934, we published a short 
report on a military manual written by a Serbian 
staff officer (Lieut-Colonel Kostitch) which con
tained a veritable ’ ’register”  of Yugoslavia’s ter
ritorial claims as against all the neighbouring 
States. The most striking point in this scheme of 
expansion is undoubtedly the fact that it includes 
claims also against Rumania, Yugoslavia’s ally, 
from whom the Serbians would take the Rumanian 
part of the Banate —  as far as Arad — on the first 
opportunity that offers.

Intimation of a fresh —  and equally characteristic
—  manifestation of the imperialistic endeavours of 
the pan-Serbians is afforded by an article from 
Prague contained in the January 18th. issue of the 
Rumanian paper ’ ’ Vestul” , which deals exhaus
tively with the Rumanian-Yugoslav alliance. It 
speaks of the Serbians as being unreliable and as 
enemies of Rumania; for they would actually assail 
the territorial integrity of their neighbouring ally. 
In proof of this atatement the paper publishes 
a Yugoslav m ap  showing the Yugoslav frontiers 
advanced far into the territories of Italy, Austria, 
Greece and Bulgaria; from  Rum ania this map an
nexes the whole Banate as far as A rad , from  H ungary  
trans-Danubia as far as Sopron, the north-eastern  
section of the B rave D istrict and the region between 
the Danube and the T isza  in a straight line as far 
as A rad. The map bears the following inscription:
—  ’ ’Render unto God the things that are God’s 
and unto Caesar the things that are Caesar’s; and 
render unto us the things that are ours” . Below 
the map is a notice calling upon everyone to join
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the Yugoslav Association, which desires to unite 
all Yugoslavs within the frontiers of a single country. 
According to the article in question, this m ap is to 
be seen in all Serbian schools and barracks. The writer 
of the article notes further that the readers used 
in the elementary schools speak abusively of the 
Rumanians as having behaved like cowards during 
the Great War and having hidden themselves like so 
many ’ ’vermin” . The article attacks the Government 
for defending the Serbians even against legitimate

Hungary, but also as against the Yugoslav allies of 
Rumania, as is proved by the map (of which we 
publish a reproduction) annexed to a thick volume 
called "T h e  Rumanian W arrior’s M a nu a l”  ( ” M a n u - 
alul ostasului roman” ) written by a Rumanian staff- 
officer, Lieut.-Colonel Jordachescu, and issued in 
1922 by the Rumanian War Ministry. This map is 
notorious for showing the territories on the left 
shore of the Tisza now forming part of Hungary 
and Yugoslavia respectively as constituent parts

This M ap, annexed to the "Manualul ostasului roman” , a military text-book published by the Royal Rumanian 
Ministry of W ar (thus being an official edition), pretends the following territories to be integral parts of Romania 
Mare (Greater-Rumania), the territories extending to the Tisza, i. e. Hungarian territories as well as those parts 
of the Banat which are annexed to Yugoslavia. The dotted line shows the present frontier of Rumania, the perpen
dicular lines the territory which the writer thinks should be severed from Hungary, and the horizontal lines

the territory which he would claim from Yugoslavia.

criticism, while the Serbians show their gratitude 
by attacking Rumania from behind.

This remarkably curious manifestation of allied 
loyalty and reliability must cause justifiable mis
givings in the public opinion of Rumania, though 
—  apart from a serious doubt as to the value of such an 
alliance —  the latter country is not really entitled 
to show any special indignation with the desire 
of the Yugoslav ally to expand at the expense of 
Rumanian territory. Particularly in view of the 
fact that the same desire of conquest is in evidence 
among the Rumanians too — not only as against

of Greater Rumania (Romania Mare), —  that being 
in keeping with the ambitions and endeavours of 
the Rumanian people. The speakers at the anti
revision mass meetings arranged by the ”  Universul”  
went even further —  as did also certain writers in 
the Rumanian papers— , actually demanding no less 
than that the whole of Hungary should be divided 
up and that country wiped definitively off the map 
of Europe.

This is how the oft-stressed love of peace, allied 
loyalty and friendship of the Little Entente really 
looks in practice!!


