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The events of recent weeks have brought the grave 
nationality problems of Czecho-Slovakia into the lime
light of international interest. The public opinion of the 

world, which had previously so light-heartedly poohpoohed 
the complaints which for the last nineteen years have been 
continuously voiced by the so-called minorities (really the 
majority of the population of Czecho-Slovakia) living in the 
Republic established by and for Dr. Masaryk and Dr. Benes 
(the petitions addressed by those minorities to the League 
of Nations and the grievances so repeatedly described in the 
columns of our Review) after the events of March 12th sud
denly realised to its surprise —  practically from one day 
to the other —  the serious internal crisis with which Czecho
slovakia has to contend as a consequence of the absolutely 
unsettled character of its nationality problems, at the same 
time finding that the precarious international position of that 
Republic and the deterioration of its relations with its neigh
bours was due primarily to the bad treatment meted out to 
its non-Czech nationalities. W e  therefore believe we are not 
wasting either time or energy in presenting below, in a 
nutshell, an accurate and systematic summary of the essential 
points in the nationality problems of Czecho-Slovakia.

Nationality Statistics.

According to the data relating to the 1930 Census 
published officially, the distribution by nationalities of the 
population of the Czecho-Slovak State is as follows: —
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Czechs 7.446.732 50.56%
Germans 3.318.445 22.53%
Slovaks 2.309.972 15.68%
Magyars 719.569 4.89%
Ruthenians 568.941 3.86%
Jews 204.779 1.39%
Poles 100.322 0.68%
Others 53.053 0.31%

Even according to the above official data the Czechs 
only just manage to form an absolute majority of the popu
lation. The said data are not however accepted as authentic 
by any of the "non-Czechoslovak" nationalities. For on the 
occasion of the 1930 Census —  just as in that of the 1921 
Census and of the Census taken in Slovakia in 1919 for the 
use of the Peace Conference — , the Czechs (by the aid of all 
kinds of methods) artificially reduced the numbers of the 
"non-Czechoslovak” nationalities. Methods employed for this 
purpose were, for instance, the analyses of names and race 
(determination of nationality on the basis of surname or in 
the case of mixed marriages on that of descent from a 
"Czechoslovak" ancestor), promises, cajolement and even 
threats, the "rectification” of data by the district offices and 
in some cases actually the infliction of punishment for cling
ing to one's own minority nationality. W hen appointing the 
Census commissioners and "revisors" the authorities made a 
point of ignoring citizens belonging to a minority. And in 
Slovakia and Ruthenia the position was further aggravated 
by the data appearing on the Census forms being everywhere 
filled in by the Census commissioners themselves, —  a pro
cedure which naturally opened the way to further abuses. 
(E. g. data were written in in pencil and later altered, while 
in numerous cases the entries ultimately filed ran counter to 
evidence in re their nationality given by the persons 
registered.) According to Order in Council No. 86 ex 1936 
nationality has to be determined usually on the basis of 
mother tongue, though Jews are allowed to register as of 
Jewish nationality, a construction the object of which is 
manifestly to further reduce the number of persons belonging 
to the minorities. Gipsies have been registered as a separate 
nationality except in cases where they have declared them
selves to be of "Czechoslovak" nationality.
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The enormous shiftings resulting from the employment 
of these methods is shown, for instance, by the fact that 
whereas according to the 1919 Census there were still 
692,831 Magyars in Slovakia, according to the 1921 Census 
the number of Magyars in that province had fallen to 634,827, 
and by the time the 1930 Census was taken that number had 
actually declined to 571,988. W e  see, therefore, that the 
official Czecho-Slovak statistics contradict themselves. 
Although, according to the official Czecho-Slovak data, the 
actual natural increase in the number of Magyars between 
1921 and 1930 amounted to 60,879. the 1930 Census shows 
a decrease (by 62,839) in the number of Magyars as compared 
with the figures for 1921.

Taking all these moments into consideration we cannot 
but arrive at the conclusion that in actual fact the Czechs do 
not represent even 5 0 %  of the total population.

Settlement of Nationalities.
A s the annexed map shows, the only compact Czech 

settlement areas are those to be found in the central part of 
Bohemia (mostly flat country) and in the northern (larger) 
half of Moravia. In the eastern provinces of the Republic 
—  in Slovakia and Ruthenia —  there are no Czech settle
ments at all, —  apart of course from the scattered settle
ments resulting from the provisions of the land reform  
measures. So far as Moravia is concerned, it must not be 
forgotten that the process of absorption by which the M ora
vians have been incorporated in the Czech nationality was 
not completed until during the last fifty years; indeed, in 
the south-eastern part of Moravia (in the region known as 
“Mahrischslowakei" =  Moravia-Slovakia) the inhabitants 
speak a soft Slovak dialect, not the hard dialect spoken 
by the Czechs.

A long the northern, western and southern frontiers of 
Bohemia, as also along the southern frontier of Moravia and 
the northern frontier of W estern Silesia —  immediately ad
joining the German Empire —  there runs a broad zone in
habited by Germans which encircles and encloses the Czech 
settlement area. In addition, that settlement area too in
cludes several German language enclaves, the largest of the
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latter being those found in the Iglau district and in Northern 
Moravia.

In Eastern Silesia, and in the adjoining corner of 
Moravia, there is a compact Polish settlement area reaching 
far into the Karwin-Mahrisch-Ostrau colliery district.

The larger (northern) part of Slovakia is inhabited by 
Slovaks; the latter —  at every point in Western Slovakia 
except where there are unimportant Polish settlements —  
are the immediate neighbours of the province known as 
“Moravia-Slovakia” ; while in Central Slovakia their settle
ments extend as far as the Czechoslovak-Polish frontier and 
in Eastern Slovakia —  just below the ridge of the 
Carpathians —  there runs a belt of territory inhabited by 
Ruthenians which increases in breadth as it moves eastwards, 
that belt at every point immediately adjoining the territories 
inhabited by the Little Russians of Galicia. The Ruthenian 
settlement belt expands to a still greater breadth in 
Ruthenia, the most easterly province of the Republic; the 
northern (the larger) part is inhabited by Ruthenians, as 
is also (apart from a few Magyars and Rumanian islands) 
the south-eastern corner.

Along the southern frontier both of Slovakia and of 
Ruthenia, —  at all points immediately adjoining the mother 
country —  there is a broad Magyar belt, which on the west 
completely covers —  and indeed, to the north, actually 
stretches beyond —  the district known as "Csallokoz” formed 
by the two branches of the Danube, reaching its northernmost 
point at Csucsos on the southern slope of the Gomor-Szepes 
Ore Mountains. In addition to this compact Magyar settle
ment area, considerable numbers of Magyars are to be found 
also in the towns situated in the Slovak and Ruthenian 
settlement areas.

Fundamental Divergences Between Respective 
Nationality Problems of Two Parts of State.

In order to understand and form a correct view of the 
five big nationality problems of Czecho-Slovakia, our 
readers must first of all be informed that Czecho-Slovakia 
consists of two distinct parts, —  viz. 1. the so-called  
"historical” provinces (Bohemia proper, Moravia and Silesia)
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and 2. the new provinces (Slovakia and Ruthenia). The 
former provinces (with the exception of the district of 
Hultschin detached from Germany) originally belonged to 
Austria, the latter provinces to Hungary. (Eastern Silesia 
was claimed also by the Poles: and the Council of
Ambassadors did actually ordain a plebiscite; but at the 
Spaa Conference, when the Soviet armies were already 
threatening Warsaw, the Poles were compelled to agree to 
a partition of the disputed territory which favoured the 
Czechs.)

These two parts of the Czecho-Slovak State are separated 
from one another by the Carpathian range of mountains, 
which runs along almost the whole length of the boundary 
between them. Each of the two parts therefore constitutes a 
separate geographical unit. A nd that is why the respective 
histories of these two parts show an entirely divergent 
development. In the M iddle Ages the "historical" provinces 
constituted a separate kingdom the unity of which was 
symbolised by the Crown of St. Wenceslas. This kingdom 
formed part of the Holy Roman (German) Empire, the King 
of Bohemia being one of the Electors of that Empire. Within 
the territory subject to the Crown of St. Wenceslas the 
Moravian Marquisate and the Silesian Dukedoms respectively 
possessed an extensive autonomy. Nor did any change ensue 
in this political situation even after the accession to power 
of the Habsburgs (in 1526); but after the battle of Weissberg 
near Prague (1621) the "Verneuerte Landesregelung” 
materially curtailed the power previously possessed by the 
Estates. After the dissolution of the Holy Roman (German) 
Empire in 1806 both the Alpine and the Sudeta provinces 
of Austria remained parts of the German "B u n d " 
(Federation). W hen Austria left the Federation (in 1866), 
Bohemia, Moravia and Silesia continued within the frame of 
that State as separate provinces each with its own limited 
legistative and administrative autonomy.

Slovakia and Ruthenia, on the other hand, had for at 
least nine centuries' (from the early years of the eleventh 
century) been wholly and entirely component parts of the 
Kingdom of St. Stephen — i. e. of the Hungarian Kingdom. 
Both names are of quite recent origin. Neither Slovakia nor
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Ruthenia ever constituted independent political or ad
ministrative units within the Hungarian Kingdom; but both 
alike were organised in respect of public administration in 
exactly the same manner as the other parts of that Kingdom, 
being divided into counties possessing fairly extensive powers 
of self-government.

The history of the nationality problem also shows 
a divergent development in the two parts of the State. The 
modern "nationality idea” very soon fixed a wide gulf 
between the Czechs and the Germans representing almost 
one-third of the population of the “historical" provinces; 
indeed, even before the establishment of the new Republic 
the “symbiosis” of the two peoples had not always been 
undisturbed. (E. g. the anti-German tendency of the Hussite 
movement etc.) After 1848 there developed between these 
two nationalities a bitter antagonism almost without a 
parallel in the history of Europe. The Austrian Government 
and the House of Habsburg proved unable to reconcile the 
differences, — a circumstance which gave rise to a feeling of 
discontent, not only among the Czechs, but also among the 
Sudeta Germans, who began to show signs of German 
irredentism even prior to the outbreak of the Great War 
(e. g. the Schonerer and the Wolf movements). The nationality 
movement spread also to the Poles of Silesia, who set 
themselves the task of trying with the aid of their racial kin 
in Galicia and Poland proper to resuscitate the Poland of 
history and of securing their incorporation in that country.

The nationality movement in (Slovakia and Ruthenia 
never assumed such a virulent character. Although there 
began among the Slovaks in 1848 a movement, which was 
resumed in 1861, demanding autonomy for the Slovaks 
within the Hungarian Kingdom, that movement never per
meated the Slovak people as a whole. In the Hungarian War 
of Independence in 1848/49 a considerable proportion of that 
people fought against the Austrians in the Hungarian army 
of Louis Kossuth, who had liberated the serfs. After the 
Compromise (Ausgleich) concluded between Austria and 
Hungary in 1867 the vast bulk of the Slovak people were 
quite happy to be citizens of that Hungary which was 
developing so vigorously economically and which was
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engaged in industrialising the Slovak regions; and not even 
the Slovak Nationality Party professing nationality princ
iples which early in the twentieth century once more as
sumed activity renewed the demand for autonomy. Among 
the Ruthenians there was practically no trace whatsoever of 
any nationality movement prior to the outbreak of the 
Great War; the pan-Slav propaganda of Russia, which the 
Maramarossziget Schism Trial of 1912 was intended to 
counteract, had to confine its activity for the purpose of 
furthering its imperialistic aims to the field of religion, 
endeavouring to realise those objects by spreading the 
Orthodox faith. And the Germans of Slovakia and Ruthenia 
to a man identified themselves with the idea of a Hungarian 
State. We see, therefore, that the nationality movement in 
Slovakia and Ruthenia did not disturb the feeling of 
community to anything like the extent in evidence in the 
“historical” provinces. That is why the relations between 
Slovaks, Ruthenians, Magyars and Germans are so much 
more cordial than those existing between the Czechs and the 
Germans and the Poles respectively in the “historical" 
provinces.

As a consequence of the geographical separation of the 
two parts of the State and of the divergence of their 
respective historical development, we find deep-seated 
antagonisms dividing the peoples of Slovakia and Ruthenia 
from the Czechs. Particularly violent are the antagonisms 
due to the clash of economic interests between the two parts 
of the State. From the very outset the manufacturing industry 
x>f the "historical" provinces has left no stone unturned to 
further the “de-industrialisation" of Slovakia and Ruthenia; 
and the State power has mobilised all the means at its 
disposal to support that endeavour. (Inequality in respect of 
taxation, railway tariffs favourable to the "historical" 
provinces, ignoring the claims of the new provinces in 
connection with State investments, etc.)

All these circumstances must be taken seriously into 
account when reviewing the nationality problems of Czecho
slovakia and when effecting a solution of those problems.

(To be continued.)
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