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Ten years ago the Sudeta German question was practi
cally unknown to European public opinion. Although 
we may have heard of there being very many Germans 

living in Czecho-Slovakia; of the geographical distribu
tion of those Germans, of their importance, of their attitude 
towarde the Czecho-Slovak State, their intellectual life and 
endeavours or of their feelings towards the German Empire 
and Austria and of their intentions, practically nothing was 
known then. It was not until German National Socialism 
made its appearance, —  not until the Germans of Bohemia 
(called Sudeta Germans after the mountains of their native 
province) had started a vigorously active movement — , that 
Europe as a whole began to interest itself in this question.

Y et this question is not a new one —  or, for the matter 
of that, a question of recent date; the Sudeta German pro
blem —  i. e. the question of how the position and the relation 
to the State of the 3.5— 4 million Germans living in Czecho
slovakia is to be adjusted —  was in existence long before the 
outbreak of the Great W a r ; only with the establishment of 
Czecho-Slovakia it entered a new phase. The frontier zone 
with a German majority which in places is quite broad and 
in others dwindles to a mere narrow strip of country —  a 
zone which runs along the whole length of the frontier of 
present-day Czecho-Slovakia adjoining Germany and Austria 
respectively —  was in existence already in the days of the 
Austro-Hungarian Monarchy and spread over parts of the 
provinces of Bohemia, Moravia and Silesia, the inhabitants 
of that zone having fought strenuously from early in the 
nineteenth century (in particular in Bohemia) against the 
penetration of the Czechs, who made more and more head
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way, working systematically towards a suppression of the 
Germans and successfully relegating that people into the 
background at almost every point of the language frontier.

The awakening of Czech nationalism early in the nine
teenth century and the assumption by that nationalism of 
an aggressive character, resulted in the development of 
German nationalism among the Germans of Austria too; so 
that in the period immediately preceding the outbreak of 
the Great W ar the two peoples —  Germans and Czechs —  
which had lived for centuries in peaceful symbiosis faced 
one another in a war to the knifs being waged in Bohemia, 
while the House of Habsburg, which had felt convinced that 
it was predestined for the work of conciliation, was no longer 
able to maintain an equilibrium, particularly in view of the 
fact that (after the outbreak of the Great W ar) a very large 
majority of the Czechs themselves refused to believe in a 
solution of the ,,Czech question" within the Monarchy, being 
determined to bring about that solution by the creation of 
an independent Bohemia. Time and fortune favoured that 
majority; and the Czech action carried out during the W ar  
in foreign countries as a consequence of the activity of 
Masaryk and Benes led to the resolution of the Entente 
recognising the Czecho-Slovak State and to the „bloodless” 
revolution which broke out in Prague on October 28th., 1918 
also proclaiming openly an independent Czech Republic. 
The first etappe of the German-Czech problem existing in 
the territory of pre-W ar Austria —  the "C zech question" 
—  was thus completed; while at the same time the other 
part of the problem —  the "Sudeta German question" —  
was thrown into prominence with unusual virulence in the 
days of the collapse of the Monarchy. A nd no wonder: for 
during the Great W ar the antagonism between Germans and 
Czechs became actually aggravated as compared with the 
state of things previously existing: while the ratio of deaths 
on the battle-field of persons from the German territories of 
Bohemia and Moravia was on the average not less than 
30— 40°/00 (in very many cases actually increasing to 40—  
50%o). on the other hand the average death-roll of the 
Czech-Moravian language areas ranged in both cases alike 
from 1— 20 and 20— 30°/00 respectively. The deliberate
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desertion of the Czechs and their sabotage behind the front, 
the data relating to the revolutionary activity of the Czechs 
both at home and abroad made public in connection with the 
trials for treason of the Czech leaders, raised the tension 
to fever height, the result being that the desire for separa
tion became mutual; not only did the Czechs wish to sepa
rate from ,,German” Austria, but the Germans living in the 
historical provinces of Bohemia (Bohemia proper, Moravia 
and Silesia) also longed for the symbiosis to come to an end. 
These Germans consequently regarded it as natural that —  
in addition to the Bohemia which had under the Wilsonian 
Points declared its independence —  they too should take 
the management of their affairs in their own hands and that 
they should have the right to provide for and adjust the 
political status of the linguistically German territories of the 
Czech provinces. The Vienna Reichstag —  which naturally 
included representatives of the Sudeta Germans too —  
during the closing days of October, 1918, began energetic
ally the work of organising the new Sudeta German admin
istrative units the establishment of which had long been 
demanded (the provinces entitled "Deutschbohmen” and 
"S u d eten lan d "), as well as the two ” Gau"-units known as 
"Bohm erw ald” and "Deutsch-Sudm ahren". On October 29th, 
notwithstanding the revolution in Prague the day before, 
the Vienna National Assem bly elected the Heads of the two 
provinces just mentioned, who in their turn appointed, and 
administered the oath of allegiance to German Austria to, 
the leaders of the lower administrative units. This attempt 
did not however in any way change the lot of the Sudeta 
Germans. There were no military forces at the disposal of 
the Germans of Austria; and the Czechs —  who had "con
quered” in the name of the right of self-determination —  
demanded the absorption in Czecho-Slovakia also of the 
territories of the Czech historical provinces inhabited by 
Germans. The general temper prevailing among the Czechs 
was expressed by Rasin —  later Czecho-Slovak Minister of 
Finance —  when he refused (to the accompaniment of the 
brief but expressive exclamation, "N o  treating with rebels!") 
to receive Lodgmann, the "Landeshauptmann” (Lieutenant- 
Governor) of the newly-established province of "Deutsch-
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bohmen” , who desired to discuss with him —  on the basis 
of the right of self-determination —  the question of a peace
ful surrender of the German territories.

Nor did it mend matters when, on November 12th., the 
German Austrian National Assem bly of Vienna proclaimed 
the annexation to the German Empire of the country —  that 
of course including the Sudeta German provinces too. Under 
the weight of pacifist catchwords the German Government 
—  practically with folded arms —  tolerated the action of 
the Socialists reinforced by the "legions” sent home from  
Italy and France who in quick succession "occupied” the 
German-inhabited towns of Czecho-Slovakia, so that by the 
end of the year they were in power also in Reichenberg, 
the Capital of the province of "Deutschbdhmen” , and in 
Troppau, the Capital of Silesia. The leaders of the two newly 
established provinces were compelled —  after a brief activ
ity lasting two days —  to flee to Vienna; and Czecho-Slovakia  
had via facti obtained control also of the German-inhabited 
areas of the Republic.

The Sudeta Germans did not however throw up the 
sponge; they continued to hope that when saying the last 
word the Peace Conference would defer to the spirit of the 
.Wilsonian principles and take into account the wishes of the 
peoples concerned and also respect the right of self-deter
mination. They therefore resorted to all possible methode in 
order to voice the opinion and the desires of the Sudeta 
Germans. The first idea was to convene a Provincial Diet. 
This was prevented by the Czechs. The next thing the 
Sudeta Germans tried was the delegation of deputies to sit 
in the Vienna National A ssem bly; and on March 4th., the 
day on which the Vienna National Assem bly was reorganised, 
mass demonstrations were arranged all over the country. 
The demonstrations actually took place and indeed assumed 
most formidable dimensions; but the only concrete —  and 
sad —  result was 52 deaths and a large number of wounded: 
in many places Czech legionaries fired volleys into the 
unarmed crowds of demonstrators. A nd this was the closing 
chord of the first etappe of the struggle undertaken by the 
Sudeta Germans —  the period of negation.
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The second etappe —  in which the Sudeta Germans 
without respect of party were united in opposition to the 
Czech Government —  began already prior to the signature 
of the Treaty of Saint Germain, when all the German parties 
—  following the example of the Social Democrate —  took 
part in the municipal and parish elections fixed for June, 
1917, by the Czechs. W hen, on September 10th., 1919,
Austria signed the peace treaty, the fate of the Sudeta 
German territories was sealed. On September 24th. the 
provinces of "Deutschbohmen” and "Sudetenland" and the 
"G a u ” units entitled "Bohm erw ald” and "Siidmahren’ , 
which had previously existed on paper at any rate, solemnly 
and formally remounced their connection with the Vienna 
National Assem bly, for the lot of the Sudeta Germans was 
to be directed in the future by Prague. The first Czecho
slovak Assem bly sat for its first session without having any 
Germans —  or indeed any persons of non-Czecho-Slovak  
nationality —  among its M embers; for those Members were 
chosen, not by election, but by "designation” from among 
the Czechs and the "gutgesinnt” (loyal) Slovaks, the result 
being that the constitutional laws which practically controlled 
the fate of the minorities were passed by Czechs and "cent- 
ralistically inclined” Slovaks sitting in camera. Then the 
first National Assem bly elections were fixed for April, 1920. 
O f the total of 300 seats the Sudeta German parties suc
ceeded in securing altogether 72. The strongest of these Sud
eta parties was the German Social Democrat Party, which 
obtained nearly one-half of the votes cast for the Sudeta 
Germans; the next in point of strength was the agrarian 
"B und der Landwirte", which was followed —  in order —  
by the Catholic Christian Socialist Party, the pan-German  
National Party and —  last not least —  the National Social
ist Party, which began its work of organisation already in 
the nineteenth century but did not develop fully until the 
establishment of the new State —  a party which preached 
the views and the political principles of Hitlerism long before 
Hitler was ever heard of. A fter the elections the German 
Social Democrats went their own way; while the bourgeois 
parties immediately established the German Parliamentary 
Union which remained in existence until the end of 1925.
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The attitude of this block towards the Czecho-Slovak State 
was outlined with more or less precision in the political 
declarations issued by the German parties when the first 
Czecho-Slovak Parliament assembled. In the name of the 
"Deutscher Parlamentarische Verband" —  at the meeting of 
the House of Deputies on June 1st., 1920 —  Mr, Lodgmann- 
Auen read a long statement which ran as follows: —  "T he  
Sudeta German countries were never asked their opinion; 
and so far as they are concerned the result achieved by the 
peace treaties is for that very reason the ratification of an 
act of force, not of a legal state of things. Even the very 
scanty protection which the A llied  and Associated Powers 
had intended to afford the German people was rendered 
null anl void by the arbitrary procedure of the Czecho
slovak Revolutionary National Assem bly. The whole Czecho
slovak legislative system —  inclusive of the Constitution 
forced on the country par octroi —  is an evident infraction 
of the minority treaties. W e  therefore solemnly declare 
that we do not regard any of these laws as legally binding 
on us. To us Germans, who have never yet taken part in 
any kind of agreement relating to the State machinery, the 
present form of government and of State, the relation be
tween us and that State, the relations between the several 
nations within the State, the constitutional rights of the 
inhabitants and their relations with the other States of 
Europe —  for us Germans these matters are still all unsolved 
questions; and what we demand is that those questions 
should be solved solely and exclusively on the basis of true 
democracy and of free and unhindered national liberties.

"That is why we reject and refuse to entertain the ideas 
of a purely Czech State, of a "Czecho-Slovak” nation and 
of a "Czecho-Slovak" language, as being evident contra
dictions of the facts. We shall never acknowledge the Czechs 
as our over-lords; nor shall we ever play parts of obedient 
and submissive servants of the State. Nor indeed can force 
put into practics become law until the persons concerned 
acknowledge it as such voluntarily and of their own free 
will; and we accordingly solemnly declare that we will never 
cease demanding the right of self-determination for our 
people, — that we regard this determination of ours as the
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basis of our every action and of our relation to the State, 
—  and that on the other hand we consider the present state 
of things as unworthy of us and as incompatible with the 
fundamental principles of modern development. W e  regard 
it as our most sacred duty to hand this determination of ours 
on as our legacy to those who come after us."

The biggest German party of those days —  the German 
Social Democrat Party, represented in Parliament by 3t 
Deputies —  also stressed the paramount importance of the 
right of unrestricted selfdetermination in a declaration read 
on June 2nd., 1920, which inter alia contained the following 
statements: —  "T he victorious Entente Powers have by the 
Peace Edicts of Versailles and Saint Germain subjected the 
German inhabitants of the Sudeta provinces too to the rule 
of foreigners and have, despite the unanimous resolution of 
their authorised representatives and against their will, 
compelled them to become absorbed in the Czecho-Slovak 
State. On entering the parliament of the Czecho-Slovak 
Republic in order to fight there for the proletariat, for social 
democracy and for socialism, we German Social Democrats 
declare solemnly that we intend to insist —  irrevocably and 
unswervingly —  on the right of our people to self-deter
mination; and we are resolved to continue our great historical 
struggle within the new nationality State too. The immediate 
object of this struggle of ours is to put an end to all forms 
of foreign rule and bureaucratic systems of government, that 
end being attainable by the constitution of all nations alike 
into self-governing corporations possessing the right of ad
ministering their own national affairs, —  i. e. into democratic 
administrative bodies strictly demarcated according to natio
nality with the right to control their own national educa
tional, religious and cultural matters and with their charit
able organs subject to the control of their own local ad
ministrations.”

A ll these good intentions however proved to be merely 
platonic; for between 1920 and 1926 the Germans had absolut
ely no influence on the direction of State affairs. The Govern
ments in which only the Czech parties were represented had 
a safe majority behind them; and —  without once consulting 
the Germans —  these governments carried into effect in
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succession those laws and measures which aimed at streng
thening the position of the "State people” at the cost of 
the minorities. This period deliberately and systematically 
continued and in many respects completed the "conquest” 
in the field of national traditions already begun in the nine
teenth century by the Czech element as against the Germans.

The contraction of the language frontier, the "dilution” 
of the German blocks by the introduction of Czechs and the 
weakening of the compactness of the German linguistic islande 
and peninsulas, —  all these moments were just as much part 
of this systematic procedure as were the restriction of the 
German educational sphere, the reduction of German landed 
property by means of the Land Reform action, the gradual 
weeding out from public offices of the German elements and 
many other such measures taken by the Czecho-Slovak  
Governments. This gradually increasing Czech offensive 
naturally enchanced also the resistance of the Germans; 
and, though the parliamentary elections held in the autumn 
of 1925 produced practically no change in the relative 
strength of the two nations, the aggravation of the situation 
was documented by the motion submitted by the united 
German bourgeois front which opened the new session and 
which proposed the arraignment —  on account of their hav
ing introduced the law ordaining the reduction in the number 
of officials —  of M. Svehla, the Prime Minister, and M. 
Franke, former Minister of Communications. Though the 
motion was defeated, it was only rejected by 151 votes to 
140, that denoting a noteworthy moral victory for the 
Opposition.

Then there ensued —  suddenly and to all appearances 
illogically —  a complete change. In the German camp —  in 
particular among the agrarians and the Christian Socialists 
—  there had long been heard voices urging that the opposi
tion policy should be abandoned and an attempt made to 
come to an agreement with the Czechs as a means towards 
the attainment of concessions benefiting the Germans. The 
advocates of this tendency —  the ’ ’uractivists”  of later days 
— , the leading roles among whom as champions of the idea 
of a rapprochement were played by M . Krepek, one of the 
senior leaders of the German Agrarian party ("Bund der
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Landw irte"), and Dr. M ayr-Hartling, university professor, 
an intimate personal friend of President Masaryk and one 
of the leading personalities of the German Christian Socialist 
Party, in 1926 believed that the time had come to make an 
agreement with the Czechs. During the debate on the 
Customs and "Congrua” Bills the Czech Social Democrat 
Party, which refused to vote for the Bills, left the Coalition, 
and it became impossible to form a purely Czech Govern
ment. This situation impelled members of some of the Czech 
parties too w illy-nilly to broach the idea of a rapprochement 
with the Germans. That was why, when the "official” G o
vernment headed by M . Verny was entrusted with the task 
of carrying the above-mentioned Bills, the German Agrarian 
Party and the German Christian Socialist Party voted those 
measures on purely sentimental grounds or rather for con
siderations of interest. That involved a break in the united 
opposition front previously shown by the ,German parties. 
It did not then require much to enable the two German 
parties mentioned above to come to terms with the corres
ponding Czech bourgeois parties; and the new Svehla Cabinet 
was formed with the collaboration of the two German 
parties and contained two German Ministers (the agrarian 
Spina and the Christian Socialist M ayr-Hartling). The 
development in this direction was very considerably furthered 
by the circumstance that at the time the prevailing mood 
in Germany was that of the Stresemann era and of the 
Locarno tendency.

It was with this agreement that the third phase of the 
Sudeta German policy began, —  the period of activity 
characterised by the majority of the German parties too 
having abandoned the attitude of opposition and having 
been prepared to co-operate with the Czechs parties as 
occasion offered to form a government. The only exceptions 
to the general rule were the National Socialists and the 
German Nationalists, who —  far from abandoning the 
principles of their original nationalistic policy —  became 
even more radical than before (this applying more
particularly to the younger Deputies representing the former 
Party). The majority of the Sudeta Germans were rapt by 
the spell of activism, despite the fact that the Czechs had
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not made any concrete sacrifices or offered any important 
return for the surrender on the part of the Germans which 
—  particularly internationally —  was of incalculable value 
to the Czech cause. Nevertheless, the German leaders of the 
‘ activists” —  apart from personal motives —  were inspired 
by the hope that as active Ministers they would have an 
opportunity to vindicate the general interests of the Germans 
and to prevent all anti-German measures. In 1929 —  
according to the data of the elections held that year —  the 
bulk of the Sudeta Germans still approved of the new 
tendency.

The initial successes achieved by the policy of “activism” 
were not of long duration. Except for a few slight and un
important concessions the German Ministers failed to induce 
any fundamental change in the anti-German tendency of 
Czech policy, which continued as before systematically to 
diminish the volume of the landed property possessed by 
Sudeta Germans. The exclusion of Germans from State 
employ continued to be as intensive as ever; and those who 
had chosen the learned professions or whose work lay in 
private enterprise were ruined by the economic crisis.

“The only safe employment —  that of the State 
eemployees drawing fixed emoluments —  is no longer un
conditionally open to Germans. By way of illustration I 
would note that, whereas in 1920 —  i. e. when the rule of 
the Republic had already begun —  the Germans employed 
by the railways still represented 57°/o of the total number 
of employees, at the end of 1930 —  after four years of 
“activity” —  the ratio of German railway employees was 
only 30°/o. In the eight largest German towns in 1920 only 
55 persons of Czech nationality were employed in the postal 
service, but by 1930 the number of such post office employees 
had risen to 459. Of the officials employed in the ministries 
only 2 %  are Germans, though the Germans represent 23%> 
of the total population of the Republic. Of the provincial 
inland revenue employees only 7 %  are Germans; while the 
ratio of Germans employed in the administration of justice 
has fallen from 32%> to 20°/o. No new German employees 
are engaged anywhere; and the army excludes Germans 
altogether —  a circumstance not by any means in evidence
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in 1920, when the officers of the former Austro-Hungarian 
Arm y were taken over by the Czechs. The number of schools 
has decreased; or where the original number has been left 
intact, the German schools are neglected in favour of the 
Czech schools. The State undertakings and the Board of 
Public W orks alike treat Czech workers preferentially, even 
where they have to be brought from a distance to the place 
where they are to work. In other words, the initial successes 
of the “activist” policy and the successes determined by 
general prosperity were replaced already in 1930 by a 
complete set-back and decline' .1

The industrial crisis, the contraction of the international 
market and the unheard-of advance of unemployment, reacted 
primarily on the Sudeta German districts in which the 
industrial establishments of Bohemia —  all in German hands 
—  had been located for decades. A s a consequence the 
German inhabitants were plunged into an economic crisis 
increasing in intensity after 1929; and voices were heard 
more and more frequently complaining more and more 
bitterly against the Czech Government, which was accused 
of deliberately refusing to offer immediate and effectual 
assistance to the distressed regions. Under such circum
stances the masses very soon lost all faith in “activism": 
and from 1929 on the Germans thronged in ever-increasing 
numbers to join the standard of that national socialism which 
had so far been of no significance but whose leaders now 
began to vigorously demand territorial autonomy, while the 
younger members of the party went farther still and fixed 
their eyes on the German Empire, where their imperial 
fellows under the leadership of Hitler had already begun 
to make considerable headway. Inner causes and the example 
set by their brethren abroad alike carried the Sudeta 
Germans too off their feet; and it became more and more 
generally felt among them that the only means by which an 
escape from the petty squabbles of the German parties and 
a national renaissance could be attained, was that offered

1 Szvatko, Paul: “Szudetanemetseg es nemzeti szocializmus"
(“Sudeta Germans and National Socialism"). "Magyar Szemle" (Hun
garian Review), Vol. 19 (1933), No. 2.

18



T H E  S U D E T A  G E R M A N  Q U E S T I O N

by the united national movement known as national socialism. 
The rapid advance made by national socialism is also to be 
explained by the fact that —  as already stated briefly above 
—  the cradle of the movement had been rocked already in 
Habsburg Bohemia.

In the second half of the eighties of last century the 
workers possessing a German national consciousness began 
to unite in organisations of a German national character for 
the purpose of defending their positions against the masses 
of Czech workers who were making headway in the German 
manufacturing towns. Organisations of the kind were 
established at Budweis, Reichenberg, Teschen, Mahrisch- 
Txibau, Gablonz and other places inhabited by Sudeta 
Germans. It was the union of these organisations and a 
Vienna movement with similar aims that resulted in the 
formation of the “Deutschpolitischer Arbeiterverein fur 
Osterreich” , which in 1903 took the name of “Deutsche 
Arbeiterpartei in Osterreich". The programme of this party 
rejected internationalism and adopted nationalism as its 
basis. One of the typical points in its programme runs as 
follows: —  “W e  are a free national party fighting with might 
and main against reactionary endeavours, against feudal, 
clerical and capitalistic prerogatives and against every kind 
of foreign ("frem dvolkisch") influence". The movement 
advanced slowly but consistently right down to 1911, when 
the party succeeded in delegating 3 members to represent 
it in the Vienna Reichsrat. This first important success was 
not however followed by others; and the Great W a r at once 
eliminated the results previously achieved: the members of 
the party —  almost 50,000 in number —  were scattered in 
all directions, for their leaders all joined their regiments, 
and it proved impossible to replace them either in the 
administration or in the work of agitation. A s  a consequence 
the whole activity of the party during the W a r was restricted 
to the drafting of a memorandum which was the work of 
one of the oldest leaders and theoreticians of the party, who 
himself handed the memorandum to Count Stiirgh, then 
Prime Minister of Austria.

In keeping with the original attitude of the party this 
memorandum also opens with a demand for a new distribu
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tion of Austria on nationality lines: —  “ In the opinion of 
our Party the natural foundations of the Austrian State are, 
not the crown dominions, but the peoples. On the basis of 
this consideration we have made it our object to strive to 
secure a distribution into autonomous territories demarcated 
according to fundamentally popular settlements and a con
densation into national units of the peoples thus separated 
from one another . . . "  For the smaller nationalities the Party 
demanded personal (cultural) autonomy with people’s 
councils as supreme minority authorities and at the same 
time broached the idea of a customs union with the German 
Empire. Towards the end of the W ar the activity of this 
Party revived; and early in 1918 the Party adopted the title 
“Deutsche Nationalsozialistische Arbeiterpartei” , at the same 
time expanding the party programme, the fundamental 
principles of which were explained exhaustively by Professor 
Jung in his book entitled “Der nationale Sozialismus” .

Early in the twenties the Party sent a delegate to 
Germany and Austria to establish contacts with the national 
movements of a similar tendency in those countries. Only 
in one respect did the visits of this delegate prove success
ful: he succeeded in coming in touch in Vienna with
Hitler, then practically unknown to the world at large, 
establishing a connection which remained in existence until 
national socialism had become so strong in Germany that 
to continue that connection would have exposed the Sudeta 
Germans to the charge of being under foreign direction. It 
is only natural, however, that the quite unexpected gigantic 
successes achieved by national socialism in Germany con
tributed enormously to morally support the position of the 
national socialist party in the Sudeta German provinces of 
Bohemia even after the formal connection between the two 
parties had been interrupted.2

Hitlerism, under the influence of inner and outer causes 
of the kind —  to the disagreeable surprise both of the

2 For the national socialist movement in particular, but also for 
the Sudeta German question generally, cf. the book by Hans K rebs  
(“Kampf in Bohmen", Beilin, 1936), the data contained in which have 
been utilised in several passages of this article.
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“activist" parties and of the Czech Government —  began its 
triumphal march in Czecho-Slovakia too. The uniforms of 
the German National Socialist Party modelled on those of 
the Hitlerites appeared more and more frequently in the 
streets and villages; the popular meetings of that Party 
assumed tue dimensions of mass demonstrations; the forma
tions organised after the German model became mass 
formations; and the parish elections held in many places in 
1933 showed that at least 5 0 %  of the Sudeta Germans had 
gone over to the new camp. This amazing discovery cajoled  
the Government into having recourse to the policy of the 
“strong hand". The wearing of this uniform was forbidden; 
there was a continuous succession of measures confiscating 
newspapers and forbidding the holding of meetings; 
domiciliary visits became the order of the day; and there 
ensued arrests en masse on the charge of irredentism or 
under the pretext of an attempt to subvert the existing 
political order. A ll these measures having proved of no avail, 
the members of one of the branches of the Party —  the 
“Volksport" —  were tried en masse for high treason, and 
some half dozen of the leaders of that fraction were sentenced 
to hard labour and even some of the Members of the Party 
who were Deputies were arrested; while finally, in October, 
1933, under the Defence of the State A ct which had been 
recently passed, the Party and all its formations were dis
solved (the measures being made to apply also to the other 
“negativist” party, the German National Party), and all the 
Deputies representing the Party in Parliament, Provincial 
Diets and Parish Assemblies were deprived of their seats.

The object behind all these measures was undoubtedly 
to enable “activist" parties to enter the lists at the parlia
mentary elections to be held in 1935 without having to face 
any considerable opposition, that preventing public opinion 
both at home and abroad from being compelled to establish 
the fact that “ activism" had collapsed and “negativism" had 
won a decisive victory. The idea was certainly a brilliant 
one; but the scheme failed. The tension of the Sudeta 
German energies could no longer be restrained; and —  after 
a momentary hesitation due to ignorance of the facts —  
those energies concentrated round an entirely new focus.
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This new focus was a young man who had been the product 
of the gymnastic movement —  no professional politician at 
all; it was Conrad Henlein, the Hitler of the Sudeta Germans, 
who used the slogan of unity to gather round him the 
opposition masses who had lost their leaders, while from 
the very outset he resorted to the shrewd tactics of stressing 
his loyalty to the State. A t the same time he made friendly 
overtures to the Czech Agrarian Party; and with the tacit 
support of this Party —  which hoped to find in Henlein an 
‘ activist” ally against the Left —  he and his new Party suc
ceeded in averting the danger of dissolution. This was an 
enormous tactical blunder on the part of the Czechs; by the 
time they had realised what they had done, —  it took them 
about a year — , Henlein had round him a following of such 
strength that it was no longer possible to dissolve the party. 
In vain did the Czechs resort to every means available; in 
vain did they permit the German National Party which had 
been dissolved to fight the elections as a means —  so they 
hoped —  of weakening Henlein’s position: the catastrophe 
ensued nevertheless; Henlein's party obtained 1,249,497 
votes and entered Parliament as the strongest of all the 
Czecho-Slovak parties, having won over to their cause about 
75°/o of the German voters.

The results of the elections were received by Czech 
public opinion with the greatest consternation; those 
results being regarded as due to an open rebellion of the 
Germans, that public opinion demanded that Government 
should take energetic steps. The Government, however, — 
evidently in order to avert any complications with the 
Germany of Hitler — adopted an attitude of reserve. The 
German “activist" Ministers who had now no party behind 
them were retained in the Cabinet; and Government would 
probably have been prepared to treat with Henlein and his 
followers, had the general temper of the Czechs not made 
such procedure impossible. Henlein continuously stressed 
his readiness to negotiate; but the answer he received from 
the Czechs being either silence or an attack, he set to work 
to initiate a campaign of propaganda — in foreign countries, 
in Berlin and Geneva, but more intensively in London — 
which led to the Czech Government feeling impelled to show
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some conciliation for the benefit of foreign countries and to 
create the illusion of a definitive Czech-German reconciliation, 
—  particularly when the “ Defence of the State A ct” of 1936, 
which placed the fortunes and very existence of all persons 
living in the so-called “ frontier zones” (that of course in 
practice including all the non-Czech nationalities) entirely at 
the mercy of the military authorities was found to have 
created a very unpleasant sensation in all foreign countries 
alike. That was the cause of the conclusion on February 
18th., 1937, —  between Premier Hodza and the three German 
“activist” Ministers —  of the agreement which Czechs would 
fain have us regard as the Bible of Czech-Sudeta German 
conciliation. This agreement contains very meagre concessions 
far removed from the demands endorsed by the vast majority 
of the Sudeta Germans. W hat this agreement did was to 
offer infinitesimal concessions in any case already guaranteed 
by law, instead of adjusting fundamentally the situation of 
the Sudeta Germans and of the other non-Czech nationalities 
and thus bringing matters to a standstill.

The gist of the “new achievements” is as follows: — 
Government would provide in an increased measure for the 
material welfare of the German industrial districts; for 
public works in these territories German workers would be 
employed; in the case of public contracts in the field of 
social provision the Germans would be shown more con
sideration than hitherto; new German employees would be 
admitted to the public services; and German culture would 
participate in official support in proportion to the numerical 
ratio of the Sudeta Germans. Certain facilities of lesser 
importance would be introduced also in connection with the 
official language to be used in local (parish) administration.

Insignificant as they were in themselves, these conces
sions made it imperatively necessary that Henlein and his 
followers —  who categorically rejected the same —  should 
without delay put forward their own positive demands. That 
was done very shortly. A  few days after the "compromise" 
had been made public, —  on February 28th., 1937, —  
Henlein made a long speech in which he stressed the necessity 
for a radical solution of the Sudeta German question and 
demanded new elections (it is asserted that he would be
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able to reckon already on receiving more than 9 0 %  of the 
total number of German votes), and then outlined the attitude 
in principle on the basis of which the Sudeta German 
question was —  in the opinion of his party —  capable of 
solution within the framework of the Czecho-Slovak State.

The Bills promised by Henlein in his speech at Aussig 
—  six in all —  were submitted to Parliament by the Party 
on April 27th., 1937. These Bills were the following:

1. Bill relating to the protection of the people by means 
of autonomous corporations. The national minorities would 
obtain the right to concentrate in political corporations. These 
corporations would be presided over by a Presidential Board 
including the parliamentary representatives of the minority 
in question, which would elect each a delegate (“speaker” ) 
to defend their rights against outside factors.

2. Bill relating to the enforcement in every branch of 
the public services of the equality of rights of the various 
nations. This Bill regulates the obligations of the State to 
pay compensation in the event of State organs infringing the 
equality of rights of the various nationalities in the State. 
The object of this Bill is to provide for the putting into force 
by administrative means of regulations calculated to prevent 
excesses in this field, whereby the relevant law would in 
practice become almost superfluous.

3. Bill relating to the obligation of compensation arising 
in consequence of losses caused during the official function
ing of the subordinate organs of the State or other political 
bodies. (This applies naturally only to losses caused by 
illegal activity.)

4. Bill for the prevention by penal measures of attempts 
to denationalise. A ll attempts to assimilate by force to be 
punishable offences. The Bill includes measures for the pro
tection of the nationality of citizens, educational liberty, 
national property —  in particular landed property —  and 
work.

5. Bill relating to the “cadaster" —  i. e. to the national 
status of citizens and to the “nationality cadaster” . Under

24



T H E  S U D E T A  G E R M A N  Q U E S T I O N

this Bill the parish in which a citizen is domiciled must enter 
his name in the “cadaster" of the nationality to which he 
belongs (no person may be entered in the cadaster of more 
than one nationality). These nationality cadasters are to 
serve as the basis of the nationality key for determining the 
distribution of posts in the State service, of relief and of 
public contracts.

6. Bill relating to the right of filing complaints with the 
Administrative Tribunal. Under this Bill the Administrative 
Tribunal would be entitled to invalidate all illegal acts or 
measures done or taken respectively by the legislative bodies 
or by Government.

Unfortunately the space at our disposal does not permit 
of an exhaustive examination of the texts of these Bills, 
which serve as the political depositaries of Henlein's pro
gramme. A ll we can do therefore is to offer a few comments 
relating to the most important points. The first thing that 
strikes us is that the Bills demand an entirely new form of 
autonomy; they do not demand territorial autonomy, which 
it would in any case be extremely difficult to carry into 
effect owing to the disturbing overlapping of the Czech and 
German language frontiers, while on the other hand they 
demand far more than mere cultural autonomy, seeing that 
in addition to the self-administration of their respective cul
tures they propose to grant the “nationalities" the right to 
themselves represent and ensure every kind of interest in 
which they are concerned —  and therefore their vital 
economic interests too. Moreover, these Bills do not propose 
to grant these extended rights to the Sudeta Germans only, 
but to all the non-Czech nationalities living in the Republic, 
a procedure which will undoubtedly enable Henlein and his 
Party to get all malcontents (Magyars, Poles, perhaps even 
the Slovak Autonomist Party too, etc.) to support the Bills. 
It seems likely that the Czech parties belonging to the 
majority —  in the event of their being really presented for 
discussion —  will reject the Bills, seeing that to pass them 
would be equivalent to a complete liquidation of the 
"national" State —  the idea which has so far been the guiding 
principle behind every legislative step taken by the ruling
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people. For in the event of the acceptance of the Bills 
Czecho-Slovakia would be converted from a "national State” 
into a "nationality State” in which the absolute rule of the 
Czech people would be replaced by a system in which the 
affairs of the State would be directed by a number of nations 
with equal rights organised in the form of political corpora
tions. To such an issue the Czechs —  who constitute barely 
5 0 %  of the total population —  will never consent. The 
Czechs would gladly forget the words written by their 
leaders in Memoire III. submitted by them to the Paris 
Peace Conference which deal with the probable fate and 
status of the Sudeta Germans within the Czecho-Slovak 
Republic about to be established.

It appears therefore that prior to the signature of the 
Treaty of Peace the Czechs declared in writing their intention 
to make of Czecho-Slovakia a second Switzerland. This pro
mise has not been lost sight of by the Sudeta Germans, who 
refer to the same frequently when enumerating their 
grievances. The Czechs on the other hand are not in the 
least prepared to remember the talk of a second Switzerland. 
M . Krofta, Czecho-Slovak Foreign Minister, has himself 
repeatedly emphasised in the speeches made by him in recent 
years that the Swiss model cannot be applied to Czecho
slovakia, seeing that what was established in 1918 was a 
Czecho-Slovak "national State” , not a German Federal 
State. This fiction of a Czech "national State” —  for even 
the data of the 1930 Census show the proportion of Czechs 
to be only 51.15®/o of the total population, as against 22.32%) 
of Sudeta Germans, 15 .76%  of Slovaks, 4 .7 8 %  of Magyars and 
3 .7 9 %  of Ruthenians —  kept even President Masaryk under 
its spell; for it was the spirit of this interpretation that 
inspired him to speak of the Sudeta Germans as “ tolerated 
colonists” . This conception in its rigidness is quite irrecon
cilable with the political attitude of the Sudeta Germans in 
the matter of the State to which they belong —  an attitude 
explained above in detail.

The future of the Sudeta Germans will certainly be 
materially influenced by the development of the relations 
between the German Empire and the Czecho-Slovak Republic. 
Unless serious concessions are granted to the Sudeta
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Germans there is but little hope of any German-Czech 
agreement, —  as may be concluded from the sharp tone of 
the speech made by Chancellor Hitler on February 20tln 
As a consequence of the more recent development of 
Germany’s foreign policy the Sudeta German question is 
likely to cease being merely a domestic problem of Czecho
slovakia and to assume the character of an international 
problem of very serious import.

THE EUCHARISTIC CONGRESS IN ^U D A P E sT a ND^ST. 
STEPHEN’S YEAR IN HUNGARY. This year's Eucharistic Con
gress will be held in Budapest in May. Pope Pius XI had in any 
case proclaimed 1938 a Holy Year in memory of the first 
Apostolic King of Hungary, St. Stephen, the nine hundredth 
anniversary of whose death will be commemorated then. 
Hungarian Roman Catholics are making enthusiastic preparations 
to celebrate this anniversary.

Twenty-four nations have announced their intention to take 
part in the Congress, with about 50.000 persons. Of these 23.000 
are to come as private individuals, while 27.000 will be members 
of the various national groups. About 140.000 Hungarians from 
the country are expected. Every registered visitor will be given 
an index card to ensure prompt attention and service. 5.600 
rooms in hotels, 2.000 in boarding-houses, 40.000 private flats in 
Budapest and 13.000 in the country will be at the disposal of 
visitors; and accommodation for a further 70.000 will be provided 
in colleges and public offices. Every individual visitor and every 
group will be met and the members of the Reception Committee 
will be at the service of all. The Hungarian Boy Scouts and 500 
guides and interpreters will do their best to see that every visitor 
has an enjoyable stay in Hungary. Special trains and new road- 
car services are to be provided and international roads are being 
constructed.

The Eucharistic Congress itself will be held from 25th to 
27th May. Most probably Cardinal Pacelli, State Secretary, will 
be the Pope's representative. Among those expected are 
Cardinal Hinsley, Archbishop of Westminster, Mons. Hlond, 
Cardinal-Primate of Poland, all the bishops of Austria, Czecho
slovakia and Yugoslavia, and many Church dignitaries from other 
countries. One of the most striking events of the St. Stephen Year 
will be the conveying in a “Golden Train” of the Holy Hungarian 
Crown to the more important towns in the country; another in
teresting ceremony will be the gala meeting of Parliament in 
Szekesfehervar, the ancient coronation city, where of old the 
national assembly used to meet. The fete of St. Stephen in Buda
pest on 20th August promises to be celebrated on an even grander 
scale than usual. —  y  —
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