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I do not know whether British people are fully aware of 
the extraordinary growth of prestige achieved by their 
country during the past few months. In the middle of a 

universe with nerves on edge Great Britain seems to have 
preserved her calm, her sangfroid and her capability of 
judging realities with the greatest possible exactitude. The 
fact that she has held aloof from the battle of ideologies and 
the passions of partisanship which are laying Europe waste, 
has invested her with special authority.

This is fully appreciated by France, by the wisest and 
happily the most numerous section of that sensitive and 
nervous people, the French. Our sentimental impulses have 
often received the check of cold logic from London; and we 
are ready to admit that in many cases the brake has proved 
beneficial.

We are also inclined to believe that the permanent con
tact existing between the Foreign Office and the Quay d’Or- 
say is of the greatest service to world peace.

This dual harmony, in the opinion of all well-meaning 
people on either side of the Channel, is obviously only a pre
lude to and nucleus of a more widely universal Entente. 
Franco-British accord cannot be an aim in itself, since re
lations between the two nations were settled long ago and 
for an indefinite period of time. It is not an aim, but a 
means. To be precise, it is a tool, the best instrument for the 
general pacification of Europe. It is of no value unless it 
becomes a lever wherewith to raise this old continent of ours 
out of the depths of the abyss into which it has fallen.
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Apparently this is understood by Mr. Neville Chamber- 
lain. With that vivid sense of realities and possibilities that 
distinguishes him, the new British Prime Minister does not 
conceive of international politics in terms of separate intrigues. 
He thinks "duos" dangerous and wants ” ensembles” instead. 
He considers blocs harmful and would fain substitute a policy 
of "circles” in place of one of "axes” . Hence undoubtedly the 
initial steps towards the convocation of a Locarno Conference 
this autumn. The need of a “Western Pact” is indeed growing 
more and more evident. In the West there are no real ter
ritorial disputes; the Powers there are well able to guarantee 
each other's frontiers mutually. Since that part of Europe is 
the most important and the most alive of all, this Pact would 
be a decisive step towards the pacification of the whole con
tinent. Could the four Great Powers of the West, Great 
Britain, France, Germany and Italy be brought to sit down 
together at the same table, we should have a cell around 
which all else would grow.

All else, that is to say, universal peace! For the Great 
Powers are not in conflict over the West of Europe, but 
over Central Europe. Of a truth France and Britain on the 
one side and Germany on the other are not at loggerheads 
over the Rhine, but over the Danube. This is the real root 
of all our international problems.

They were born of a bad state of affairs. It is because 
the peace of 1919 was badly made that all this disquietude 
weighs on the world. What are all our difficulties of the 
moment but political difficulties? from whence spring un
endingly all the obstacles that impede a return of prosperity, 
if not from an unhealthy political situation? We are living in 
a state of anxiety and perpetual wariness which retards and 
hampers development.

There is one point which must be seen as it has not yet 
been sufficiently well seen, namely, that the “Peace” of 1919 
was no real peace. We must take into account the fact that 
it could not have been. Men's thoughts were not yet free. The 
war had been too long, too hard; it had left too many dead, 
too many ruins, in its train. The exasperation of the victors 
was inevitable. Men had been required to make too terrible 
an effort. To keep them at this pitch they had to be imbued
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with more and more hatred. In 1919 people would have had 
to be saints to reason properly.

The victors, exhausted and in addition ignorant of Central 
European conditions, let themselves be managed by states
men from the Balkan countries in whose eyes falsehoods 
were not of the same importance as they are to us of the 
West. It is an indisputable fact, and one cruelly apparent to 
all impartial travellers to those regions, that false documents 
were produced in Paris in 1919. In his book "Peacemaking” 
Harold Nicholson recounts, for example, that when the 
frontiers of Czecho-Slovakia were being traced, they were 
supposed to incorporate a mere 60.000 Hungarians, whereas 
in the first official statistics Prague was compelled to confess 
to 780.000.

Even today Czech propaganda — the best organized 
propaganda in the world — spreads inaccurate information. 
It has been concentrated on France and Britain and has 
accomplished remarkable work in those two great countries, 
especially in France, thanks to the corrupt state of affairs 
in Paris. In London it was only by resort to falsehoods that 
it produced results, and in the interest of British honesty 
and of world peace these lies should not be allowed to go 
unrefuted.

It is a fact that the treaties of 1919 were based on errors 
and are therefore no real peace treaties. When people begin 
to talk about the sanctity of signatures and the respect in 
which treaties must be held, it will suffice to reply that a 
signature obtained by misrepresentation is no signature and 
a treaty secured by fraud is no treaty.

This false peace, by means of all the righteous indignation 
and legitimate rancour it has created, has been the original 
cause of the present state of extraordinary international 
tension which weighs on us. Never has the world known a 
like degree of nervousness. Since 1919 we have been living in 
an atmosphere steadily growing more sultry. The years prior 
to the War have no parallel to offer. Even the July of 1914 
was far from creating the same impression of anxiety. We 
are living in an atmosphere charged with electricity which 
is destroying us. We are at the mercy of an accident, for, 
thanks to the state of excitement prevailing among the
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nations of Europe, the most trifling incident may assume the 
proportions of an irreparable catastrophe.

If we do not absolutely desire the ruin of all and a 
wholesale massacre, real peace must be established; and 
since the truth, confirmed daily by experience, is that the 
peace of 1919 was no real peace, it must be rectified and what 
therein is bad and unjust revised.

To all who know the real situation in Europe this neces
sity is so palpably evident that opinions do not differ so 
much on the question itself as on the difficulty and opportune
ness of solving it. The only real problem is one of pro
cedure. It would seem that the best and most practical 
solution would be to unify all the existing partial adjustments 
in one general adjustment.

Thus we arrive at the idea, which is steadily gaining 
ground and to which, in my opinion, a Locarno Conference 
must be the introduction: the convocation of a Peace Con
ference.

All other peaceful means are but momentary palliatives 
and expedients — poultices on a gangrened limb, when what 
is needed is a surgeon.

The Quay d'Orsay and the Foreign Office are exhausting 
themselves in unceasing efforts to replaster a ramshackle 
edifice. Mr. Eden and M. Delbos resemble the captain of a 
vessel filling up with water which they are busy pumping 
out, when it would be better to mend the breach and keep 
the water from coming in. Otherwise, I am afraid, one day 
soon the ship will sink.

There may be those who fear that a world conference 
would be confronted with a task so formidable as to defeat 
it. This is not my opinion. Let us take stock of the difficulties.

The Polish corridor is no longer a disputed point. Nor 
is the Saar. The clauses of the Treaty of Versailles applying 
to the West have long since been revised.

Perhaps the question of colonies?
Colonies for whom?
Italy has already received certain far from negligible 

territories as compensation, on the Somali Coast from 
France and in Jubaland from Britain. She herself has 
acquired possession of Abyssinia, a very large morsel which
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she has only just swallowed and will take a long time to 
digest. Assimilation will take years to accomplish and she 
must begin with that task. For an indefinite period there 
will be no Italian colonial question.

As for Germany, first of all let it be said that Germany 
had no colonies except for a very limited period of her long 
history, only since the opening years of the twentieth century. 
Before that Germany had never extended her dominion 
beyond the ocean. Ever since they became nations the British 
and the French have always possessed overseas empires. Be
fore the conquest of Algiers in 1830, France possessed 
Canada and the Indies, and even long before that France 
established kingdoms in Cyprus, Rhodes, Athens and Jeru
salem. — England, before the conquest of India, held what 
is now the United States of America. On this and that side 
of the Channel old Norman, Viking and Bordeaux blood 
made France and England what they have always been 
since, imperial nations. Germany was never imperial, at least 
in the same sense, though colonies she had: the Hanseatic 
colonies on the Baltic which were connected with Germany 
by land. At certain periods of her history she has possessed 
a fine navy, for her talent for organization permits her to 
achieve success in every direction. But the call of her blood 
is to the continent and her colonies never aroused passionate 
feelings in her.

Her present-day demand for colonies is obviously based 
on two grounds only.

The first is a shortage of raw materials; but that is a 
problem which can be solved in other ways.

The second is a question of amour propre, of prestige.
The Empire in Germany's eyes is in the first place 

Mitteleuropa. Spain, as a matter of fact, means nothing to 
Berlin beyond the price of a free hand in Vienna and Prague. 
The dream of the Reich is above all Austria and Czecho
slovakia, where 3.300.000 Sudeta Germans await her com
mands. This is the real problem and it is also the chief reason 
why a world conference ought to be convened. For after all, 
though Germany has a right to exist, and in fact lays claim 
to special rights in those regions, she has therefore no right to 
expand beyond all bounds and absorb all the peoples around
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her. Europe is menaced by two great perils: Panslavism and 
Pangermanism. The one must not be allowed to hide the 
other from our view. Not to mince matters, the one is as 
great a danger today as the other, especially to Central 
Europe in its present construction. The state of disunion into 
which it has been thrust, is grist to the mills of Berlin and 
Moscow. The hatreds sown in Central Europe merely serve 
the ambitions of Hitlerism and the Soviet. Both regimes 
batten on the rancours engendered by the bad peace treaties. 
The intrigues of the Kremlin and of Wilhelm Strasse find a 
fertile soil in the disorganized state of the unfortunate 
Danube Valley. German or Russian hegemony is imminent, 
unless we create a state of equilibrium there. And, as I see 
it, there are only two methods of procedure open to us: a 
reform of the League Covenant or a world conference. In 
my opinion no other course is practicable. But League re
form comes into collision with the intransigeance of the 
little Balkan nations, who are envenoming the international 
atmosphere by selfishly refusing to restore what does not 
belong to them by right and is merely an embarrassment to 
them, since the burden of too large minorities is only a 
source of permanent weakness. But this they will never 
admit.

It is the two old Great Powers, France and Great 
Britain, that must therefore take the initiative required. Both 
have the same interests; both cannot but desire equilibrium 
in Europe. There can be no equilibrium without a modicum 
of national justice. A  nation with three and a half millions 
of its folk beyond its frontiers and cut off from its markets 
too, is in itself a source of trouble for the whole world; and 
this trouble must be eliminated.

As we see, the problem of readjustment is a dual one.
First of all there is the problem of elementary justice. 

Let the peoples of the Danube Valley be given their proper 
places. It is an artificial and therefore unstable situation when 
the Czechs, who number only 7 million souls, rule over a 
State of 14 million inhabitants, while the Hungarians — 11 
or 12 millions — have a State of 8 and a half million sub
jects.

13



DANUBIAN REVIEW

In the second place the question is one of equilibrium.
Either there will be a vigorous and harmonious Europe 

or we must continue to watch over this divided continent of 
hatreds, this arena of perpetual dissensions and seat of 
dangers which render its atmosphere quite unbreathable.

Which will Paris and London choose?
This is the whole question.
If the leaders of France and England want war, they 

have only to strive to maintain the present untenable 
situation.

But if they desire peace, they must find a new adjust
ment.

We have had enough of falsehoods and errors. Truth 
has too long been overclouded. The day must come when 
it will reappear and shed its light upon us. — y  —
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