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This latest book of Mr. Steed has the same clarity as his 
earlier works: “The Hapsbourg Monarchy” , “ Through Thirty 
Years", etc. It is, as a matter of fact, not only a statement of 
the war aims but contains also a study of Hitlerism and 
Stalinism and has an introductory part about international ques
tions in general. The book is of course purely propagandist and 
entirely lacking in that judicial impartiality which is absolutely 
necessary in the discussion of questions concerning the past 
twenty years and the neutral States. Thus, for instance, the 
League of Nations failure is, in Mr. Steed’s eyes, due not to the 
refusal of its founders and leaders to carry out its policy 
(defence of minority rights, disarmament, peaceful change) but 
to the unwillingness of member States to accept the limitation 
of sovereignty! And Mr. Steed goes so far in his condemnation 
-of sovereignty as to risk the astounding view that "the right of 
a sovereign State to he neutral must disappear” ! A  strange 
conception of that freedom of which the author claims to be 
the defendor . . .

Mr. Steed calls “foolish people’’ all those who believe that 
the Versailles Treaty was erroneous. In his view, this Treaty 
liberated 80 to 100.000.000 people in Europe! Mr. Steed who 
was one of the chief propagandists of the destruction of the 
Austro—Hungarian Monarchy and is thus responsible for the 
conditions which enabled Germany to annex such considerable 
parts of the ex-Monarchy, does not try to count the number of 
the now far more oppressed millions of the Versailles minorities 
and to consider their sufferings. No wonder that the war aims 
of Mr. Steed are nothing more than the slogan: "Back to the 
German frontiers of 1919!” He also writes one or two pages 
about a federal union, but forgets to think over the re-construc- 
tion of Danubian security.

In our modest view, the sixpenny pamphlets of Mr. Harold 
Nicolson, M. P. or of G. D. H. Cole or of Lord Lloyd give a 
far better conception, let alone the memorable letter of His Grace 
the Archbishop of York to the Editor of the Daily Telegraph 
(Dec. 4th.) who speaks also of "unhealed frontiers" and 
appreciates the necessity of separating the Czech case from the 
Slovak instead of still using, like Mr. Steed, the outmoded ter
minology of "Czechoslovakia.''

A. de Poka-Pivny.
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