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FOREWORD

Ur TO THE YEAR 1918 SLovakia was part of Hungary, Czedho-
Slovakia had never existed before, Only after the First World War,
Slovakia has been broughe together into 2 common state with
the Czechs. By sctting up the new state — Czecho-Slovakia —
it was intended 1o meet the justified yearnings of two sma]l E
nations for c‘netr independence,

When the ‘First World War was still going on, the Slovak
emigrants in the United States of America already started to
caim application of the nght of sclf-derermination for the case
of Slovakia, and the creation of an ludepcndcnt Slovak stte.
This teadency, was met with opposition. It was argued that
it would lead to the creation of many independent national
states in place of desintegrated Austro-FHungary. To avoid thar,
the Great Poers-victors gave preference to political formation
eomposed of Feveral nations. Facing this situation the Slovaks
" started to consider mzmummg their right.of sclf-dererminasion
through political union with some other nation on a federative
basis: The political union with Hungary has beea rejected-on
the ground of suppressions, practised by the Hungarians during
the period of their domination. Federation with Russia was
rejected because of the Oriental-Bysandc peculiarities of Russian
culture. Federatve union with Polind was equally rejected on,
the  ground of the numerical mcomparablhty between the Slovak
nation on the onc side and the:Polish nation on the other side.
There were comparatively few objections against federadon
with the Czechs.

Conséquently, the favorable attirude for setting up Czedio-
Slovakia was:taken not because of the fact that they constituted
“onc and the same racial vnit of formed che same nznon bur as
a solution that' could mea: ¢ srivings of two pations t0
s:msfy their anguish for self“devermination. “THhi§ is 2a answer
. why it came to the conclusion of an agreement berween the
* Slovaks.and the Czechs in Cleveland (1915) about the prospected
state, which according to the designers had to be a federation
of two independens states. I@)thc year 1918, on 30 May, in Pitcs~

s ) i ty < .

Y

s
F Vi,



Y g

burgh (U.s.A), Thomas G. Masaryk had formulated an agree-
ment, signed by him subsequently after being elected President

on November 14, 1918, which guarantced an autopomy for.

the Slovaks.

There was not possible any exteosive po]mcal acunty on -

the part of national conscious Slovaks on the territory of
Austro-Hungary during the time when the First World War
lasted. First on October 14, 1918 Ferdis Juriga, then Depury

to the Hungarian Parkiament in Budapest, claimed openly: the-

right of self-decermination for the Slovak naton, with Slovak
representation at the Peace Conference which was to decide
about their fate as well. On October 30th a group of Slovak
- nationalists in Turlfiansky Sv. Martin declared themselves the

Slovak National Council and expressed their suppore for the .

collaboration with the Czechs, dcmandm, at the same time

the right to appoint Slovak representatives to the Peace Con-

ference. The ultimate decision abour the establishment of the

political status quo between‘the Czechs and the Slovaks had

to be taken by the elected deputies of the Slovak nation at
~. least within ten years afterwards. -

"Les Slovaques sont des Tchiques” — was stated in the
memorandum presented by the Czecho—Slovakun dclcgauon w

/..hc Peace Conference.

Without aay foundation Edward Bene! asserted that the
Slovaks are Czechs. Thus, using the right of self-decerminarién
as a guise, Edward Beac? contrived to swindle out the con-
sent of ‘the Peace Conference for the setting up of Czecho-
Slovakia. . L

There was 0o represcnuation for the Slovak people at the
Pcace Confercnce in Paris. Neither was mentioned in the Peace
Tmucs anything about Slovak autonomy.

thnAndrcw Hlmkz, who was the had of the most<in-
fluential polmal party in Slovakia and representative of the
Slovakian resistance movement against Hungary in 1919 came
to Paris with the inwention to demand from the Peace Con- |,

ference a plebiscite, he was declared an agcm: of an inimical /

power and expelied from Franoc.
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It happened so that Slovakia was incorporated into Czecho-

Slovakia without the Slovaks being permitted ro express cheir -

_ opinion about an act which determined their fate for the furure.

In Czecho-Slovakia the Czech attitude with respect to the

Slovaks was as stated in the Oto’s Commercial Dictiooary (ILp. .
. 1217 ):"Slovakia will bcourcolony In realicy the Czedhs exploited

Sloyakia economically, ruined it socially and systcmmcall) im-
planted Czechideology. Although Czecho-Slovakia was considered

a democracy, Slovakia, numbering ‘less people than the Czich

. countries, was under predomination of the Czechs and thus

dcpnved of aay possnbxhty to decide tipon their own destiny.
As this is the case in any country, in Slovakia, voo, one could
mect individuals, who lent themselves ro the Czech political
ideas, expecring perhaps particular advantagesfrom such ardtude.
But, however strong the misuse, the violztion and the injury
of the ruling power in Slovakia might have been, almost 70%
of theSlovak representatives during the whale pcnod (1920-1938)

- found themselves in opposition except in the years 1927/28,
whenSlovak pztnou undertook 2 fruitless attemmpt to find away

for peaceful co-existence with the Czechs. It proved chat the
Sloyaks would never achieve.the rights, which were promised
them at Cleveland and Pircsburgh, that they would never have

. the possibility. ro determine their own destiny in. the frame

of Czecho-Slovakia. And so they could but waic for the first
favorzble international occasion to carry out their right of sclf-
determination.

. There was .no'undcrsmnding for the Slovaic rights .in the

West. That was clear when Lord Runciman came to Praguc -

in summer 1938 to help the Government to serde the prob-
lem of the narional minorities. .

In the agreement of Munich, the Slovaks were not even
mentioned. As dlplomaucal documents of this. pericd reveal,

there were negouations on the subject of mcorpor.mon of -

Slovakn into Hungary.

The Slovaks used the'international occurences in 1938/39
to set up their own state. The Slovak Republic .was proclaimed
by unzmmous dccmon of the Parliament of Slovakxa on March
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14, 1939. The great enthusiasm of the populaton that gave

their very best to establish their state, to develop the country in o
cultural and social respect and to contribute to its economical *
progress, all this is a proof of the material as well as che spiritual
prerequisites for the Slovaks to be independent. .

The Slovak Republic was not a creation of A. Hider, as the
propaganda, hostile to the Slovaks, tried to assert to the Western
world. -

The fact that the Slovaks knew to establish their state 2nd -
to maintain it in spite of the opposition and intrigues shows

. the strong vitality of this nation. The whole diplomatic situa~
_ton -was not favorable for the Slovaks ar the momént when
the Slovak Republic was created. The Slovak Republic was not
in state of war with any of the Western Powers, and the only
power, against which Slovakia waged war, was the USSR. Here, i
however, the momeat of self-defence was decisive.

The Slovaks have a right to independence, according to the
principles of self-determination of the nations, They have a
right to do it a5 a separate racial unit, independent from any
other nadon and also from the Czechs. This right was acknow-
ledged by the allied and friendly powers after the First World :
War, in the spirit of the points of President W, Wilson. The ' -
Slovaks were deprived of this right by the fraudulent Czech : ]
policy. And when they, undl 1918, lived under Hungarian
supremacy, they lived now, after 1918, under Czech predo-
minance. . :

The Slovaks have a right to indépeadence according to the
principles of democracy. They havé the will to live independently.
It is undemocratic t rcfuse this -right to them. The Slovaks
have manifested their will to independence many times.

There is no nation in the World that would not strive for
sclf-government, has it once become conscous 'of its indivi- -
duality. Since this state. of affairs js recognized with respect o .
the nadons of Asiz and Africa, there is no rewson why the
same atutude should not be applied with, respect wo Slovakia |
in Middle Europe. ) ) -
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THE INTERNVATIONAL ASPECTS
OF THE SLOVAK QUESTEON.

Imperialists dominating or trying to dormnatc another nation

hk:tolmresfreehandm:humpcctandmncwohhnthcy‘

maintain that the fate of the dominated nation is an internal question.
This principle was followed by the Czech politicians during the
Second’ World War when they endeavored to sccure a free hand
over the Slovaks. Even today, the Czech imperialists make stwwong
attempts — contradictory to the principles of democracy — to secure
rights which arc not theins. They maintain that they alone have
the night to decide the i:te of Slovakia. :

1. The Slovak quelhon became an international one
during the Firot World War and imce then did not
cease to be so. . .

»All well-defined national aspirations shall be accorded :hc utmost -

sansfzcuon dnc can be accorded them without mtroduung new,
or. pcrpctumng old clemess of discord and antagonism.” According

to this principle, one of the four prochimtybj, President Woodrow
ston on the 11th of February 1918, thc\Slov:ks had the same
right of indcpendence 3s any other maton in un:nl Europe and
not less than the Czechs.

The prmuplc of scif-detcrmination has not cc:scd to be nccogmz:d .

by the United States of America. James C. H. Boobright writes:

»Sclf-determination has been a fundamental principle of Americin
policy in Europe since the administration of President Woodrow
Wilson; and this Government has not dcp:ncd from it in the case
of the Slovaks.”!

In the above quotation of President Woodrow Wilson is xmphcd

the principle generally recognised by free madons. In accordance

* with it, the fate of any nation dominated by others, but endeavouring

to sbuin independence, caonot be considered an internal problem

of the dominating power but is. one of an mnamuonal pature and |

its setlement is of interest vo all nations.

»The desires of a peopls sh 1d become the basis for thcsctdcment
of the poltical rehuons of the future, Thcrsovexugntr over a

ames C.H. Bonbrlght.Amn Amsunt Secretary of the Saate Deparnxent,
V;nhmgm, in bis letter of 16 Aug\m 1951 to Rev, ElomnC. Billy.
£
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territory should not be acqmred by conquest or annexation. It
should not be imposed in the interest of any naton but should
be lcft to be decided by the nation concerned.”

aAfter the First World War a plebuc:tc was to be applied be-
forc a decision on the fate of any region was to be taken so that the
decision of the Peace Conference had not to be based on force
and arbitrary, and .in order to avoid an false conclusion. A plebiscite
had to be employed everywhere where there were any doubrs as

to the wishes of the population. And'so it happened in the cases
of Eupen, Malmedy, Schleswig, Allenstein and Marienwerder, Upper’ .

Silesia, Oldcnburg, thenfurt and in the casé of the Saar. In regard
to the Colonies the plebiscite was not applied b as D. Lioyd
"George observed on the 5 th of January 1918, none-of these colonies
was a social, political or ‘even a real administrative unic”.

~The renunciation of a plebiscite leads to arbitrary actions which

deprive the acqumuon of a territory of any legal basis."* This rule
was apphcd in the case of Alsace-Lorraine and there was no reason
why it should not have been apphcd in the case of Slovakia,

Bcanng in tmnd the gcnemlly rccogmzcd principle of 2 plebxsc:tc,'
V.L. Orando when writing to David Lloyd George (June 3, 1919)
wonders why it is not applied in practice: , We sce... that most
of the annexatons, which the Confcrence has so far sanctioned,

" have not been based on a plebiscite, which is prov:ded for only

in :xccpnonal circumstances and restricted cases.”

A. After the First World War Slovakia was incorporated in
" Czecho-Slovakia against the ethnic prmcxple and agalnst
the principle of ‘plebiscite.

As the Slovaks.are an ethnical group dlffercm from the Czechs,
the Czechs have no legal, political or moral dide to imposc their
rule over Slovakia In view of the ethnic différence between Czechs
and Slovaks, Slovakia should have been incorporated in the Czecho-
Slovak Republic onlyif ichad beena clearly expressed wish of the Slovak
. population. The creation of Czecho-Slovakia without the consent of
theSlovak nation isincomprehensible and contrary toall theprinciples on
which the Peace 'l'rcans, after the Fu's: World War, were to be buile.

9 Slovak Action Oummmee. Aude-Mémou: sur ln néwﬂd du plébiscite en:

Slovaquie™ (M on the y of a plebucite in Slovahl), Paris
1946, p. 13 ex 2. .o .
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It is hard tw believe that the Allies would not have consented
to the executicn of a plebiscite in the case of Slovakia when

they respected this principle in the case of ¢'ic begten Germans. If .

the plebiscite was not applied, it was only because Thomas Masaryk
and Edward BeneX persuaded che Allies that the Slovaks were Credhs
and that they formed onc part of the "Czcchoslovak™ nadon.

At the Peace Conference on S th February, 1919, Edward Benef

said: ,Slovakia had at one time formed part of the Czecho-Slovak
State. It had been overnun by the Magyars at the beginning of
the 10¢h century. The conquerors had attempted without success
to magyarize the country. The population still fele Czech, and wished

o bdong to the new State. There was never any suggeston of

separatism in Slovakia. The same linguage, the same ideas and the
same religion prevailed. Slovak national cnthu.uzsm had been bred
by antagomsm to the Magyars.”

Following ths statement of Edward Bcnc§ Dav:d ond George

wexpressed the opunon that no doub: existed about the chim to
Slovakis proper™® and so the fate of Slovakia was decided and la:cr

on, only the Southern frontier was ‘dlscusscd-

It is not often that so many falsc statements are included in so
few scofences as in the case of the above remarks of Edward Benel.
Andit appeats it was duc mainly to, the immiense quantity of false
stacemnents “that che fate of Slovakia was dcc:dcd in the way it was.

Thc Slovzk opposition to the Czech dommccnng tendencies was

* not unknown to those present at the Confefence. Stephen Bonsal points

this out: ,Tardieu admitted that he had beard of the schism between
the Czechs and the Slovaks which was ma‘c:mngl)’ apparent but
had consolcd himself with the chought that it was duc mertly to
a mistindersanding which could and should be cleared up... He

. admicted that he had bccn stardled ”;mprmed by ‘the plea of

the Slovaks.™4 .

The Slovaks were not given an opportunity to decide their futurc
by a plebiscite although the Slovak dclegation led by Andrew Hlinka,

the President of the Slovak Peoples Rarry, the strongest political -

party in Slovakia, presented to the Peace Conference on Scpt. 20,1919
a memorandum, in which a plebiscite was rcqu:stcd.

% David H. Millér, My Diary, vol. 16, p. 220 _—

- 4 Scephen Bonsal, Suiton :nd Supplianws, p. 164,

% Memorandum was swned by A.thb. De. F JehliZks, Dr. ] Rudmsky,
J. Kubnh sod S.Mnoh
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independence.

* Robert Lansing, The Peace negotiations, p. 244 o2 5¢q.

On account of false statement made st the Peace Conference
of 1919, imperialistic ideas obtained approval although the War was

. fought against them and |rnpcnalnm in Central Europe was to be -
* liquidated through_the partition of the Aumo-Hung:mn Empire. -
Becavse of the misrepresentations of Edward Beael it was possible.

to create Czecho-Slovakia buc the persistence of his followers in
the same methods will not prevent Slovaks from atwm.ng their

Robert Lansing foresaw :hc s es of the
of the Peace Treaties: *Examinc the Tmry and you will find peoples
delivered against their wills into the hands of .those whom they
hate, while their cconomic resources are torn from them and given
10 others. Resentment and bisrerness, if not desperation, sre bound

to be the consequences of such provisions. It may be years before .

these oppressed peoples are able to throw off the yoke, but as
surc as day follows night the time will come when they will make
the cffort. This war was fought by the United: States 20 destroy
forever the conditions which produced it. Those conditions have
not been destroyed. They have been supplanted by other conditions
equally productive of harred, jealousy, and suspicion.”® -

At the Peace Conference, the fraud against the Slovaks was com-
mitted duc’ to the fact that the representatives of the Allied and

Associzeed Powers were not well cnougll informed about che Slovak
question. Today throughout the world, it is quuc clear thac Slovaks
are not Czechs. That' the two are different navions, This was even

recogaized by the Czech politicians in the Kofice Program of 4¢h

April 1945 and this was incorporated into the Consumnon of
9th May 1948. The Slovak desire for independence is too well

known. And it is now up to the powers who afler the First World -
War unknowingly helped to oppress Slovaks to rexncdy dns old’

injustice.

B. After the Second World War thh aFree! Plé!; ité Slev:k:z
would have chosen to be an- Indepcndent State.

It is very clear that if Slovaks had an oppormmqafher the Second '
World War to express their wishes in. s Plebiscite, there would have .
been no Czecho-Slovakia. There was no doubr sbout'this in' the "

diplomatic world. And the Czech imperialists were onlytg-o gware

of this. Onc of the most important reasons why Edward Benc!,

——
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directed alt his cfforts towards bringing Czecho-Slovakia into the

Soviee sphere of intuence was his endeavour to give the Red Army -

2n opportunity tobreak the Slovak resistance against the re~cstablish-
ment of Czecho-Slovakia,

When during the crisis which preceded Muaidh, the mention of 2

plebiscite was made by Adolf Hitler, the Government of Prague
became very alarmed. Edward Bene! and Milan Hod?a explained
to the French Ambassador in- Prague, M. de Lacroix: LIf we allow
a plebiscite in the Sudetep lands, we well have to allow it throu-
ghout the whole of Czechoslovakia, particularly in Slovakia and
Ruthcnia, Then Czechoslovakia will disntegrare. Her fate shall be
decided.”? In the same way the Czecho-Slovak Minister in Paris, Stephen

Osusky, informed the French Foreign Minister. And thus the toxx  °

of the Joint Communication by the British and French Governments
to the President of Czechoslovakia as agreed at the Anglo-French
consultationt of September 18; 1938 states; LThis could be done
cither by direct transfer or as the result of 2 plebiscite. We realize
the difficulties involved in a plebiscite and we arc aware of your
objections already expressed to this course. For this reason we 2nu-
cipate you may prefer to deal with the Sudeten German problem

. by the method of dircct transfer.”?

: G,eorgé Boanet points out: ,In Seprember 1938 we were afraid
of a d d for a plebiscite expressed by the Slovaks and other

minorides. To avoid this danger, Mr. Bene$ preferred surrender of

territories tather than a plebiscite.” And Georges Boanet 'does not
hesicate to stress: This opposition (i. c. of the Slovaks against the
Czechs) continued even afler the victory.”®

The wiskies of the Slovak pation to be independent after the Second -

World War were well-known. However, in view of the tendencies

t0- include them in Czedho-Slovakia; the Slovaks should have been -

piven 3n opporwmity to demoastrate publicly their will But the

free expression of public opinion could only have bieen made under

. 2 form of international plebiscite organized sad controlled by the
United Nations. If the Slovak population had beea asked to express

their wishes under auch conditions, no doubt- an absolute majority

would have chosen an Independent Slovik Republic which was the
only guamcee for the enjoymenc of a truly free existence and an
assurance of material and intellectual progress. :

Y Georpes Bonnet, Défense de la paix (Tn Defense of Paée),vﬁ. 37,
® Documents on German Forzign Pulicy, D, vol. 2, No. 523. .
® Georges Boanes, Fin d'une Europe (The End of 8 Europe), p. 149.
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2. By non-compliance of the PitisburghAgreement the
Slovak Question did not become an inlernal Czedho~
Stovak Question.

) During the First World War after some hesication, the Slovak
emigrants “throughout the world accepted the idea of creacing one
State with the Czedu. In order that the Slovaks would not become
an object of a Czech hegemony and in order that their rights would
be pmcrved, certain conditions were laid down. The main one was
. the insistence that the future Czecho-Slovak State would be organized .

on a federal basis, The Slovaks in their own land were to have

a completely frec hand.

A. The Pittsburgh Agrecment was a conscquéncc of Czech
Obligations to the United States of America.

T. G. Masaryk, trying to secure the suppore of the President of
the United States of America for ‘the formation of Czecho-Slovakia
had to promisc a special posidon to Slovakia. According to the
suthors of the ,Documents on German Foreign Policy” was .the
treaty or convention between the Czechs and Slovaks of America
sponsored by the United States Governmeat under President Wilson
and signed at Pirsburgh (U. S. A.)"" F.O. Miksche points out that

" - T.G. Masaryk .nceded this agreement in order to prove to President

Wilson that the Slovaks were resolved to lead 2 common existence:
with the Czechs. In reality diis pact was concluded only wich the
- Slovakian emigrants who_ lived in the United States and could not”
therefore be regarded as the. :xpmsxon of the wxl.l of the Slovak

people as:a whole.”!!

During the Peace Conference when President’ Woodrow Wilson -
asked about the relations becween Czechs and Slovaks, Edward Benct
assured him that they had been formulated to the mutual sarisfaction
of Czechs and Slovaks by the. Pitsburgh Agn:cmcnt. Woodrow
Wilson was satisfied on account of this statcment * According to
the Documeats on German Foreign Policy, Edward Bened stated-in
1937, during’his discussion with the Austrian Minister in Prague,
Mr. Marek: . The Treaty concluded at Pittsburgh by his'predecessor,
Masaryk, had obv:ously been a xmsuk& (Masaryk had then entered

 Documents on German Policy, D, vol. 2, footnote 4 wo No. 25, .SJ
S ] uwﬁi?:rl |lq .,.,i : The Picsburgh :

"Slov. { ), Brauslava, 13 Jul 1937 e recmm
snd the Vuhmg’:na Decllnnun.J[' 7 _. oz As )
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into an ag after a d »n with Wﬂson. that, in the establish-

ment of “the new State, Slovaku sbouH enjoy a special cultural
position).”'8

However, neither Thomas G. Misaryk nor Edward Bene! intended
to respect the obligation urged by President Wilson. They tried to
declare che Picsburgh Agreemene worthiess, Thomas G. Masaryk on
some occasions declared it a false document and on one occasion

" he writes ,The second important negotation between Czechs and

Sloraks was in Piccsburgh: On the 30 th of May I signed the Agree-
ment (Czechoslovak Agreement) not 2 Treaty becween the American
Slovaks and Czechs. Jt was concluded in order to appease small Slovak
faction which was dreaming of God knows what of indcpendence
for Slovakia. Idexs of some Russian Slavophiles and of Sric and
Vajansky became popular also amongse the American Slovaks. Against
this our Czedhs and Slovzks agreed upon the Conventior which
demanded for Slovakia an autonomous administration,” 2 Diet and
Courts of Law. ! signed the Agreement without hesitation because
it was only a Jocal Agreement between American Czechs and Slovaks.
Icis signed by the American citizens aad by two non Americans
(some signatures were added addxuonally in an illidt maoner).”"

" Thefactis that the Plttsburgh agreement was drafted by T.G. Masaryk

and not by any third parties. T. G. Masaryk did not do this to
satsfy the Slovaks only but rather to satisfy W. Wilson too. The

calligraphic "copy was signed by him on the 14th November .

1918, i e after he was elected President of the Czecho-Slovak
Republic. The constitution of the: Cecho-Slovak Republic was

*"voted for by the so-alled Revolitionary National Assembly which
wa not clected but was formed of men ubx.nnly chosen by :

the Czeds. The Sloviks formed only an unimportant minority

©_ imjc (45 from 2 voral of 270 representatives). Even Caechs acted

in it as representatives of Slovakia: Edward Bened, Ivan Hilek, Alojz
Kolfsek, Alica Masaryk, Rudolf Pilic, Josef Rotnigl, Jarosdav ViZek,
Zaruba Pléfermann etc, Ivan Dérer states: "At the end of 1919 when
the prindples of the Constitution were discussed in the Revoludonary

" ‘Nadonal Assembly and later on, during the discussions in the Consti-
tutional Committée and during other debites, the followers of the
People’s Pan}r clearly stood for the dumnd of pohncal autonomy

of Slovakia.”'®

¥ Documenes on German Foreign Policy, D, wvol. 2, No. 25, .
** Thomas M , Svétqed ‘revoluce (The Word Rcvoluuon). -p. 261 et seq,

3% Dy, Ivan Dérer, Slovenskf vivoj s éudidn zﬂda (The Slovak Evoludon and

the Treason of thePeople' I’uty),p
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On the 30 th October 1918, Slovak patriors met in Turdiansky
Sv.Martin andapprovedthe establishment of Ceecho-Slovakia However,
they took it for granted that Slovikia would be accorded 2 status
similar to that which Croatia had in relation to Hungary. They
insisted that-in tea years ar the latest, 20 opportunity should be
given to the freely-clected Slovak representatives to decide about
the position of Sbvakia. However, the Czech politicians knowing
that the majority of the Slovak parlismentary representatives formed
an oppositon were never willing to perrnit thi

. The Pirusburgh Ag instead of b ing a -guarantee of
a heteer future position for Slovakia became only a pretence through
whidh the Slovaks were induced to become part of Czecho-Slovakia,
however, contrary o the conditions stated thercia they ncver became
equal partners but rather a suppressed nacion.

The obligations undertaken in the Pictsburgh Agreement were
not bindiag only towards the Slovaks buc also towards the United .
States of America, represcated by Woodrow Wilion, Thus che United

" States had ‘ot only 2 right but ako a moral duty to ensurc that

the Czedis would respect the Pituburgh Agreement. This is onc
of the rrasons why Slovak question cannot be considered an “internal
". Czedho-Slovak preF™m bus rather an international one.

B. '.I’hc. Pittsburgh Agrecmcht did not bind Slovaks.

The representatives of the Slovak League of America who signed
the Pitsburgh Agreement and thus consented to the incorporation.
" of Slovikia in Czecho-Slovakia, had not the ntle to do so. They
bad che right too secure all benefis for Slovakis, however, they
had no right for the Slovak pation to abandon her basic righe to
indcpendence. The Slovak Naton was.not bound in this respect
to the Agreement. The right of self-determination of a nation caanot
be given up and especislly not by delegates who were not legally
appointed 10 do s0. . i

This would not mean that the Slovsk League of America could
not have insisted on the applicacion of the right of self-derermination
for the Slovak Naton and therefore for the Independence of Slovakia, -
No spedal powers are necessary for an action which is directed to-
wards the fulfilment of the natural rights of an individual or of
a nation 2s here the principles iovolved are universally respected,
However, natural rights cannot be given up. The Articles of the
Pittsburgh Agreement were binding on the Czechs as it was on this
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basis that Czecho-Slovakia was buile but they did not bind the
Slovak Nation as the Slovak League in’America was not cotitled
to bind the Slovak Nanon in this respect.

C. After the Czccbs had failed to fulfil cheir obhgauons the '

Slovaks were free to make new decisions.
The Pitesburgh Agr t is to be considered the foundati

stone of Cz:d:o-slovakm. H. N. Howard speaks about it as an ageee-

ment entered "in grder to:zreate a new state.”'® "Czecho-Slovakia in
truth was actually born in America on May 30, 1918, st Pittaburgh

and announced to the world by the 'Pltuburgh Post®, signed by v

T. G. Masaryk and others.”'” This Agreement was pot respected
by the Crechs and in v:ew of this point of view prochimed by
J. JR is applicable: "Le pacte social &tant violf, chacun
rentre alors dans ses premiers droits, et reprenne s2 libered naurclle,
en perdast fa libertd conventionelle pour laquelle il y renonga.”
("When the social contract is violated, a0d when contractual freedom

is lost, everyone fegains onc’s ong\ml rights, one reg:m: one's

*natural freedom given up through the contract”.)

In view of the breach of the Agreement by the Czechs, the
Slovaks have no obligations towards Cz:d:o-Slorak.u but have full
nghtx on the g of scif-d ination to decide their destiny,

just as if they never had formed part of Czedo-Slovakiz. On no

account can the Slovak question be considered sa internal Czecho-
Slovak problem, but is rather of an international character.

.8. The League of Nations should have remedied the
.injustice brought upon the Slovalu by the Feace
Conference.

According to the principles -prevailing at the Peﬁce Conference,
Central Europe sfter the First World War was to be org:mzcd on
an cthnic basis and onc could expect that cach nation’s own re-
presentatives should have been allowed to take an acdve part in the
sertlement of the political problems of thir part of Europe. It was
natural to assume thar this would also be spphied in the case of Slovakia,

“H.N Howud.(kzd:mlovahn,ACbmobgy.pﬁSﬂ\.] Kerner, Czecho- »
vasthn&l’oxl’m-&l The Czech Cor y
“ Jean Rmmun&;::w;d(neJ&msookl.(}ap 4.
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A. After theFirstWorld War the Peace Conference passed a deci-
sion on Slovakia without lending an ear to the Slovak people.

" Ferdit Juriga, the only Slovak Deputy in the Budapest Parliament

az that time, in his speech of the 19th October 1918, requested
the admission of Slovak representatives to the future Peace Con-

“ference. In accordance with the Turdiansky Sv. Martin Declaration,

in wich the Slovak patriots on 30th October 1918 expressed their

desire to join Czecho-Slovakia, Slovakia was to be represented at

the Peace Conference. The original of dus Declaration does not
exist as it was forged later.

When Andrej Hl'nka, President of the S[ovak Pmple s Party, the .

largest political party in Slovakia, came to Paris in the September
of 1919 afler three months of travel in order to present the Slo-
vak wiches and to request that the principles of self-determination

should be applied to Slovakia, the Slovak case was already decided.:

However, this did noc hinder Edward Bene¥ from dencouncing
Andrew Hiinka in fronc of the French authorities 2s an agent of the
defeated powers. On this basis he was expelled from Paris and upor
his return to Slovakia, imprisoned.

The Peace Conference decided abou: Slovnku without hearing
Slovak views. Those Slovaks who were in Paris as members of the
Czech delegation did not represent Slovak opinion but were a
mere instrument of Czech imperialistn. And thus the Treaty of St.
Germat Laye (September 10, 1919) berween the Allicd and the
Associated Powers on the one side and Czecho-Slovakia on the
other, did not mention Slovak rights but only these of the other
national groups of Czecho-Slovakia,

All chis happened in contradiction to the principles procliimed
by the President of the United States of America, Woodrow Wikson.
Onc of his principles (of 11 February, 1919) is: "Peoples and | pro-
vinces are not to be bartered about from sov:rc:gnty to sovcr:ngnty
as if they were mere chaticls and pawns in 2 game.” Another:
"Every territorial settlement involved in this war must be made
in the interest and for the benefit of the populations concerned,

. and not as a part of any mere adjustment or compromise of claims

amogst rival States.” Against thee principles Thomas G. Masaryk
and Edward Benef did not hesicate to use false n:pmcnations [
extend their powers over Slovakia. Ironically, the ives
of the Czech Nacion used these methods whcn after three hundred
ycars of oppresion, their own.naton regained freedom. '
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B. The reprcscntauves of the United Scates of Amcrica
promised correction of injustices. s

When the members of the Unjted States of America delcgauon
at the Paris Pcace Conference were informed about the injustices
commirted against the Slovaks, they declared that the arrangemeats
as to the position of Slovakia mCz:dw- Iovaku were only tem-
porary and promised correction of the i 2
member of the United States of America ddcgmon writes: "General
$tetdnik, in represcntacion of the Slovak organizations, appeared be-
fore that American delegation at the Peace Conference early in 1919
to discuss the arrangements that had beén made in Pictsburgh and
Philadelphia’ under the guidance of Thomas Masaryk. The General
was far from confident that the arrugement was workable but
after listening to the arg of President Wilson and Colonel
House against what was called "the Balkanization of Eastern Europe
into small states chat could not stand aloae”™, he accepted the arran-
gements in the followmg tecms: *We shall do our best to ger along
with Czechs but owing to our past unhappy exp:nenccs with '
Praguc, we must regard the arrangement as 2 ‘trial mariage’, nothing
permanent™.

“Six weeks later on his return from Ttaly, General Stefénik told
us of the American delegation that his worst fears had been realized
“"that Benes was treating the Slovaks as an inferior people and Slo-
vakia as a client state, not an equal of Bohemia.”

"This pr d President Wilson with quite a dllcmma.
He recognized that Stcfimk had not made a permanent commitment
but only 2 tentative one and that he had the right to review i On
the other hand recognized that owing to the opposition of some of
the powers in Paris and the discord in ‘Washington, the acceprance
of the Covenant was in danger. He then had the following memo-
randum drawn up and gave it to Steffnik and also to che Ukrainian

-and the Lithuanian delegation. It reads:

- "You must place your trust in the League of Narions which is

being fashioned now by the forward Jooking peoples. Its purpose is
- collective security and freedom for all. It will be vigilant and always

ready to smash the landgrabbers. It is equipped to curb any move-
ment that threatens the peace of the world but unless we secure the
Covenant anarchic conditions will continue™ - -

“President Wilion then formally assured General S:cfimk that
he would personally bring the arrangement becween the Slovaks and

- Bl
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che Czechs before the Council of the League for juch readjustment o5
would be found advisable; No one then, least of all President Wil-
son, thought that when the Council of the League assembled by a
vote of the US. Senate, the United States would not be a member

_ or even present in an advisory capacity.'s?

"Of_course the President made this statcment and gave this pro-
mise in perfect good faith. A the time, he had not the remotest
ideca that the Senate would reject both the Treaty and the Covenant

or that whcn the Leaguc assembled, the United States would not be -

2 mem .

* "In conclusion T would’ say that the 'iﬁal inzrriage‘ was only
cntered upon at the insistence of the American’ Delegation and that
the Slovaks received the promise that the manner in which a “fede-
rared’ Czechoslovakia was being organized, would be carcfully exa-

of the League of Nations.”

The Hon. Dasid J. Flood concludes from the above: “In this
respect I have to stress and clarify: First, that General Stefénik, the
leader of the Slovaks. during the First World War, wocked for the
establishment of a federated swate of Slovaks with the Czedhs, but
as soon as he realized what the real intentions of the Czechs are, he
wished to withdraw from the arrangement with the Czechs; second,
"Géneral Stefénik considered the union with the Czechs only as a
¢ohabitaton in need and for a trial marriage; and third, General

- mined and all incqualides of ‘treatment corr:cted at the tirst meeting -

Stefinik after his conversation with President Woodrow Wilson -

agreed to stay in the union with the Czechs, only when be received the’

assurances from the American President that the American Dele-

gation will bring the grievances of the Slovaks to the League of.

Nations, in order not to further compha.te the situation, which
already was quite difficult for the President in view of the nnfavor-
able ammde of :he United States Semne. i

"I note with great :ppr&wnnon these facts, parucnh.riy the
‘trial marriage' of the Slovaks with the Czedhs, wbxd: was entered
vpon only ar the jnsistence of the Amsrican Delegation, but with
the promise of our own President to remedy that situation ae the
carliest opportunity.”™

"Stephcn Bonsal in his Mmon.ndum of 24 Octwber 1949. written on thev

bmofhnm
"D-mclj Homofn es, Wishingon, 3ed July 1952,
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Stephen Bonsal writes further: "Owing to the way in- which the
Czechs had delayed the arrival of the Slovak mission and due to the
fact chat Monsignor Hlinka had accepred ac their face value the false
promises of the Prague agents, it was fele that nothing could be
done at this late moment. However, Father Hlinka was assured'rf
a hearing before the League of Nations Council, then only a few
weeks off, and of the warm support of President Wilson 2ad of -
the American people. Then, unfortunately, the U. S, Senate declined
membership in the League and that body unfortunately degene-
rated intoa debating society from which no action could be expected.”*t

‘Stephen Bonsal emphasizes that during the sojourn of A. Hlinka |
in Paris he gave him "a ‘copy of the Covenant in Slovak, with
the article indicated through which, upon the assembling of the
League, he would be entitled to ask for a review of the decision
and, indced, of the treary. *** . ) )

"Today, the lovers of Truth and Justice are promised another
chance through the United Nations and I cherish the hope chat

. what 1 wrote at the tme may be helpful in preseating the problem
and the stuation resulting from the failurc of the Peace Conference
in its true light. If, in this task my further testimony would seem
to be of value, you can count upon my devotion to the limit.
The faillure to do justice t the Slovaks at the Conference was
the piece of Unfinished Business at the Conference which 1 most
regretred. *** . —

Stcphen Boasal makes it very clear thar the Slovak question was
decided only temporarily and that it is necessary w coasider it
35 an international one. It appears that Mr, James C. H. Bonbright did
pot take into account the above facts and the consequeas obli-
gatons for the United States of America. Otherwise he would not
have said: "It (i e. the United States Government) has endeavored
since the establishment of the Czechoslovak Republic in 1918 to
avoid any act which might be construed as intervention in-matters
affecting the Czechs and Slovaks or which might serve to support
oné against the other.'*% - ’

We would rather expect thar the United Scates of America should
have supported the just Slovak clsims and insisted on their fulfilment

 Siephea Bonsal in his lerrer to Mr, Jobn Sciranka.

" Sephen Bonsal, Suitors and Suppiiants, p. 161. )
® Scephen Bonsal in' his lerver to Mr. John Sciranka. ~
» James'C. H. Bonbright, Acting Assizaat Secretary of the State Departm
Washington, in his leter of 16 August 1951 o Rev. Florzan C Billy.
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by the Crechs as they had promised to do, since they were siffi-
ci:ntly informed of the uafsic and unlawful conduct of the Czechs.

4. 'lbc eonﬂnuonl resistance of the Slovnh agaimt
Credio-Slovakia. [,
Thc Slovaks never gave-up :hnr right o{'nlf-dctmnmon and
since 1918 by their ardtude to Czecho-Slovakia, made it quite
dcar that they will not mus any opportunuy w_enforce its ap-
plication.
A Sisice the existcncé of Czecho-Slovakia the maiori_ty of
the Slovak population formed an opposition. :

Dunng thie Twenty Year's Pmod of Caecho-Slovakia berween 1918
and 1939, the Govermencdid not obrain the support ¢ of the majority
of Slovak represcntadves ex\'tp: in 1927-8 which w4 a tial period
when the Slovak People’s Party, unsuccessfully actempted to, solve
the Slovak question by the participation in the Government. Onitside

" this pmod the majority-of the Slovak rcprescnunvd found themselves

in opposition to the political system of Praguc.®®

Thus in 1925, out of 57 Deputics clected in Slovakia only- 17
supported the Gover and accepred the political system imposed
on Slovakia, In other words, 29, 81% were for the Goverment,
and 40 Deputies or 70. 19% were in opposition.

... A similiar n;uauon prevailed in Slovakia during the eatire périod

_ of the "existence’ of Czecho-Slovakia..Out of 1, 645,803 voters in -
Slovakia ‘during the1935 clection only 660, 640, i ¢ 40% vored

forithe pro-governsient pama 1 . -

C.A. Maamzy states: .The facc r:mzms that, the Governmcnt
has; been - obliged ‘more_often ‘than not to rule Slovakia against the

wishes of .most of - jts- inhabits, maintaining. icself only by the ex-.

" pediencies of rettricting- the powers of the sef-governiag bodies to
. within the nan'owcst possible hnuzs. of filling :he sears designared

.

Y pide-Mémoire sur Pexisrence de hMpubhque dovague e mdll: nécaué de. .

coocluse le traicd de paix aved elle (M

':heSlonLRepublxcmdthcneemuyohPaceTruqmbbﬁ),M1946 p.zz..

"TI::Suxe:“'"“‘ {Crechosl -\n: ﬂ@mm
May 1935, 'p. 13. Regarding the above, sec alo s szacement of . Joha Uniay
of March 31, 1938 in the Chamber' of Depides sdmirting indirectly the same

.hcxs. See ‘dio Papu' Slovmskf' Dennfk, Bmulan. 1 Apnl 1938

L)
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for .cxperts” with its own nominees and utilizing freely weapons
of cenzorship and police mpu’v‘mon.’" Alo Hugh Scton-Wauon
came to the conclusion that it is impossible to state that the majority
of the Slovaks would have supported Centralistic Czecho-Slovakia

“The ways of Prague forced the Slovaks to procccd to the sepa-
rmor; from the Czechs because thcy had not given them the demo- -
cratic and Jegal means to reorganize this untenable state. The Slovaks

: formed™2 minority in Parhament and xhu.c they found no possi- .

bilicy to assert che just clainis of the majority of the. Slovak people. ‘

No wonder that the Slovaks were ‘rsolved to take the first
opportunity- created through an international crisis to apply their
right of self-determination, of which after the First World War Y.bey
had been drprived through intrigues. :

Emil Hicha, Presidenc of Czecho-“loukxa, did not hesiate to

E say: ,For long it has been my conviction that the different nations
‘. (m:amng thn Czechs and the Slovaks) could not live together in
’ this state.”

Through the decision of theSlovak Paﬂhment on 14 th March 1939,
Slovakia became independeat. Due to this fact, che Slovak questdon
became cleardy an international ane in every respect.

B. The Slovaks are resolved to regain their Indcpendence.

. Teis clear thac it is thie persistent endeavour of the Czech imperialists
- . - to present the Slovak question 23 an internal Czech problem and as
" if it had no mtcrnanon:l aspect whatsoever. Howevcr, these tendencies
cannot succeed as in spite of all the aggressivencss, intrigucs or reck-
lessness of Czech politicians, theSlovak aspirations for independence were
not destroyed and it appears that the task of Czech pohumm in chis
respect becomes harder every day. The Slovaks, both these at present
enslaved at home; anid those dispersed throughout the Free World in their
majority continue to fight the regime introduced in Slovakia, having
a5 their 2im an-independent Slovak Republi

The Czedio-Coramunist authoritics admiceed ar various instances
. , the existence of an undergrouad moyvement in Slovakia seriving for
- / an jadependent Slovak Republic, Fedor:Hod%, ot October 16, 1947,

o "CAM:nmq HunmmdlmSucmx, 145.
? ™ Hugh Scton-Wasson, Eastern Europe becween the Wars 1918-1941, p. 176,
T Enul Hidha, on 15 March l9J9mhsdnamonvmh A. Hitler. See: : The Trial
. nf the Major War Cmnuah. 3, Doc.P$-2793- .
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. is striving for a wide autonomy witha pro-Eeast orientation.

,,

sated : ’I'hen were and stll are in Slovakia mdmduals and gmup:
" who. work against the statr, its ideals and sgainst the peoples regime.
This is the fact which was anticipated by everyone who knows

the political development of Slov.kia already ar the dme whcn '

the foundations were being laid- for the struggle for the restoration
of Czedhoslovakia.”*®

The Czech pmoduzl 'Obzory writes: *We cannot close our
eyes to the fact that anti-sare activities are taking place in Slovakia,
They are being dicected by two groups; the aim of che firse is
an Independent Slovakia with a pro-West origntation; the seoond

=3t

* Martn Kvetko has to admit thar 80% of the Slovak popuhuon
is for independence and only a constandy diminishing part of the
mtclhgcnma is.for the preservation of Czcdw-Slovaku. As jusificadon

for bis sympathies and work for the'reconstruction’ of Czecho-Slovakia

“he offers the scatement, that the Slovaks will anyway be forced by the

big Powers to join Czecho-Slovakia and. therefore it is unreasonable to -

do anytlung abou: indepéndence.*

The Commumst spakers often attacked Slovaks because of their .

opponnon:oCzcdw-Slovzlmmdr.hmr gibg for independ

~ "In Slovalda there are people who belicve that it s their main

Q

dicy o ag;uu: againsc the Czech nation, against the People’s Dcmo-
cracy, against the Two-Year Plan, against.the Sovier Union’and
the collaboration of Slave.™ Clement Gotrwald urges the taking of
steps against those ™who disrupe the Czecho-Slovak National Uniry,
undermine the. authority of: the State® and also’against chose who
coday ‘would ke to return Slovaku o the past.t? -

" “The foragn obscrvers also conﬁnn that the majority.of the Slovak
- population jusists on: Independence. F. A. Voigt states *When Europe

will. 2t last have been llben:ed the Sldvaks will surely prochim -
their independence, **  Withourt hesitatios; the Slovaks are resolved -
‘to do everything "to "obtain "independence to wich they are endded

undcf the ynncxpla of democracy ‘and mbcmznoml exhics.

"'In the Conmmuaml N:;auzazl' Anemblr. 16 Ombu 1937.
Noveml .

8 Obzoty, Prague,
.. %la bip l'«:wn.- of JOM:yI’” in Loudo

in hi d Gortwal,
Zaveénde urpeednnocvm, £Zl9475ec ement 4,

* . dod Slovaks), P-lJéanaq. : .
MEA, wg&Beycmn[.ﬂeN’mmd:CnmmdAﬁszndm.

: Miy' 1946, P-195.

"
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It is evident that the Slovak question since the First World War
did not cease to be an international problem, appearing as such
with different degrees of intensity ac differeat tmes.

§. The Slovak Republic did not cease to exist legally.
A.Interpational recognition of the Slovak Repiiblic.

The Slovak Republic was established in peace time and without
the violadon of peace. The international crisis which developed in

March 1939 did nor Jead to war. Since the first days of its existence .
the Slovak Republic proved to be built on a sound basis. And thus. -
there were neither real nor factual objections wowards “immediare

international recognition. - .

The Slovak Republic was-recognized de jure by Hungary {15 -
Macch 1939), Poland (16" Mardh 1939), Germany (16 March 1939),
Iraly (11 April 1939), Switzerland (19 April 1939), Spain (25 April
1939), Liberia (12 May-1939), Ecuador (17 May 1939), Costa Rica |

(24 May 1939), the Vadcan.-(25 May 1939), Japan (1 Junec 1939),

Mandwria (1 June 1939), Yugoslavia (8 June 1939), Sweden (26 .
. July 1939), Rumania (18 August 1939), Lithuania (11 September

1939), Bulgaria {16 September 1939), U.S.S.K. (16 Scptember 1939),
Esthonia (11 April 1940), Latvia (13 April 1940), the- Netherlands
(15 April '1940), China-Nanking (1 July 1940), Croata (1 July
1940), Finland (25 July 1940), Denmark (8 August 1940), France-
Vichy (25 April 1942), Siam (8 May 1943), Burma (3 August 1943).

Also the Slovak Republic was recognised de facto by Greart Bri-
win (4 May 1939), France (14 July 1939), Belgium (14 July 1939).

On the basis of the above recognitions, diplomatical relations
were established berween the Slovak Republik and Bulgaria, Croatia,
Finland, Germany, Hungary, Italy, Japan, Poland, Rumania, Spain,
Switzerland, U.S.S.R., Vancan. Consular relations were established
with Belgium, Denmark, France, Sweden and the United Kingdom.

Not half a year after the esublishment of the Slovak Republic,
the Sccond World War broke out. It is plain, thit under war condi-

. tions it was nor possible for the Slovak Republic to diplomatically

strengthen her position, which would have been the case in the nor-
mal years when recognition by further states and the decpening of

_existing relations would have followed, .

From the above, we see that besides the recognition by the Berlin-
Rome A.}:es and the neutral countries, recognition was also granted
by the powers opposed to the Axes, i. e. the powers that became
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the founders of the United Nations. However, this did not prevent
Edward Bene! from making statements to the contrary, On
March 13, 1943 in his broadcast from London he said: *’Slovakia,
after her scparation from the Czech,Lands, was not recognized by
any powers except those of the Axes” 3 . )

B. The consequences of the recognition.
Accepting the fact thar the Slovak Republic was recognized’ by

“all her nc;ghbors. which could have had some interest in the rejection

of recognition, and alsé accepting the fact that she was not recog-
nized only by the Axes States but also by the neutral and some
Upited Nations states, we have also to accept the facet that the Slo-
vak Republic became a member of the international community and
a subject of international faw. N, Polids, writes: ,,Nobody ever
thought that a ncw state should be recognized by all countries in
order to make the effects of recognition universal and nobody main-
tains that a state recogmzed by some of x:hcm is non-existenc for
odrer&““

Takmg into consideration that the intemational community until

" now has no central body, the recognition accorded by the majority

is of general importance and extends its effects even over thosc by
whom recognition was not granted.

No country refused to recognize Slovakia on the basis of denying
the right of self—dmmunauon to the Slovaks. The United States of
America did not recognize the Slovak Republic mtmg that Slovakia
was occupied and ruled by Germany. Today, it is clear that this
argument: was based on wrong informacion and after. the German
cap.mlauon in May 1945, it became absolutely xnvahd.

C.The Stimson Doctrine is mot applicable in the case of
the Slovak Republic.
The efforts for the stabilization of legal order put into effect by

. the Peace Treaties after the Firsc World War were apparent mzm]y
“in the endeavor to eliminate war, which is irreconcilable with aa inter-

national legal order. Out of this stems also’ the tendency not“to
recognize the faces wlndx are opposed o legahty.’l'hcsc ldus became

;D&r;o!i. Bendo,d |u). n'.il;: a drubé’ “srieoré vilky {Sic Yeans of inle and

f‘N.Polnu,LlThéouc crela. i (Theory of Recognition), p. 191.
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~ *the non-recognition pohcy was still 2 moral foroe" ..

* restrict the free. cxpression of the wishes of the populaton. A diffe-

.. no United States of America or. any other state could have been

" formation.of the Slovak liepubbc, neither was the, Briand-Kellogg i

wide-spread due w the poinc of view of the United States of America -,
(Stimson). They were accepted by dac League of Nations and by ] -
the Latin-American States. )

In applying the above pnncxpls, the noa-recognition of the Pro-
tectorate Bohemia-Moravia is quite understandable. Through it the
Czech people were dcpnved of freedom and one can call it =
camouflaged annexation. Buc the case of the Slovak Republic is
completely differenr. Here the above principles are not npplu:blc
whether we want to juscify :I:mugh them the non-recognition of
the Slovak Republic or the contnuity of -Czedbo-Slovakia. Their
aplication would favor the contnuity of injustice once committed

* against Slovakia and would be nomplctcly contradictory to the prin-

“ciples of pohual freedom. However,” Cordell-Hull maintins that

“ran

The tenth Arricle of thc Covenant of the Lﬂguc of Nations
guaranteed the political independence and territorial integrity of its®
members. No doubr this rule had vo protect the member states against

“an attack from outside only but not against the intcrests of the popu-
Jadon. demanding freedom. The idea of a smable order should not

l_

reat point of view, would endanger freedbm, would make xllegnl -

- any change and would take us one aad a half Ecntury batkwards
- into conditions when legitimacy of b ruless

d inter- i

national relatons. B ,-'.,:

No one can maintain that the polxucal ordn' of :he world is ideal
to the degree that, it does not require improvements. No one can
assert that the wishes of the:population are cvcry'whue respected.
No one can expect that ‘the advancement of .human socicty can stop
at the point which we have so far reached. No one can démand that
a naton give up its right of freedom because of legairvic formulas.
If we apply the theory of nnn~r:cogmuon w all new states, then

born as the formation of any new swte is incvitably in opponuon
1o the existing legal order. | . :
The Covenant of the League of Nations was Fiot vxolamd by the | =

Pact, or any other mwrmuonal And y there is . | |
no reason for application of tlv.- Stimson docrrine in :bc case of the | i
Slovak Repubhc. . i
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Tbe cvents of March 1939 are satisfactory proof that Cm:bo-'

Siovakia ceased to exist due to internal reasons. The formacion of
the Slovak Republic as well as che formations of her first Govern-

ment satisfy all valid principles of international faw to the effect

that the first government was nat only a goverament de facro bus
also de jure. . .

It is clear that the Sumson docmnz of non-rccogmnon unnol
be applied o the case of the internadonal disintcgration of a state,
npcuaﬂy if chis disintcgration came abour as a resule of the free
actions and desires of the population; otherwise we would have to

consider it reactionary and oppressive which could not coincide with
" the intentions of the United States of America, the League of Nacions
or other stares of the Amman Countinent.® .

D. The tccogniu‘on of the Slovak Republic cannot be revoked,
Once recognition has been given, its revocation cannot have any

-effecc upon the international legal order. A change of view czuaot
be of apy consequence as long-as the conditions which lead o re-
cognition exist. This is valid as much in the case of rwogmnan de
facto as in the case of recognition de jure, -

A de facto breaking-off of relations only means that the involved

state does not wish to continue relations and not that the recognized |
stave ceased to exist asa subject of international law, Thus the cfiecs '

of the recognition are. not cancelled.

In as mudh as the Slovak chublxc was formcd jn peace txmc, and
. was recognized by many councnes. it can !eg:lly cease to exist only

through 2 reaty in vhich its liquidation is established. Until such
tme the Slovak Republic should be considered a5 a terrivory occu-
pied by the Soviets and. the Czechs.

This is valid, especially as the Slovaks are not willmg to give bp

their independence. This was -the pom: m-mcd\by Dr. J. Tiso,
President of the Slovak Republic, i his speech o the Slovaks in
April 1945; “The Slovaks at home and abroad know that their legal
representatives today are abroad and those who l.t present act as
rulers“at home are only usurpers of power aided by | r.he Bofsheviss,

Thc Slovaks are loyal to cheic own { Slovak stace .znd its six year's
remains a hvmg v in their hearts and an help them

r

. % Aide-Mémoire sur Pexiscence de h Répubhqu qune amr ln nlccnicd
demdmleuluédcyanmdle,p.«)anq . §
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to get through all the struggles in regaining their fgdcpcndmcc We
will continue to work, you at home and we abroad, until the Slovak
aspirations will be generally accepted and recognized.”s

- Sir John Fischer Williams can be quoted on the attitude of those

who wish to act as if the Slovak Republic bad never existed: *The
master of knowledge, Aristotle, caught his school that 2 Greek poer
had reason to belicve thar the only thing which surpased Divine
Power was w make the cxiscent things as if they had never exi-
sted"® Thar is why ali these who do not wish to take account of
the existence of the Slovak Republic and to deduce the necesary
consequences out of this reality ought o be caceful not o attribute
to themselves 2 power greater than that of the Diviniry.

E. The enslavement of Slovakia cannot be jusiiﬁe;i.

A modemn conception of a siate does not tolerate oppression of
one nation by another, ""As fur as the right of conquest is concerned,
it has no other foundation except the law of the strongest. War does
not give to the conqueror a right to massacre the conquered, and
cannot serve as -3, foundation for their enslavemcnt.*t Even if the
Czechs or the Slovaks would hold different attitudes in a war, it
should not be forgotten that the freedom of people is not negadable
merchandise. "The day will come",'said the historian Huizinga,
“when we will realize that we.cannot barter countrics and nations
or engulf them because they were conquered by force of arms or
because they were temporadly mined.” ~ )

It should be stressed that men and nations cannot be treated as
inanimate objects. Not even the states which are held rosponsible for
the war and which lost the war are liquidated. The victory over
Napoleon did not mean the end of Fraace and after the Firse World
War, Germany, Austria and Hungary did not cease to exist. There
is no reason why Slovakia should be treated worse than Hungary,
Bulgaria, Rumania, Finland, Austria, Italy, Japan and Germany.
And there és. no reason, why "unconditional surrender” should have
worse consequences for the Slovaks than for other nations,

Even if there were military reasons for a favorable treatment of
th: Czedhs and for the punitive action against the Slovaks, such pro-

" " President Joseph Tiso in his broadcast from K sl , Ausria, A 1945,
. % Sir Johr Fischer Williams, Ls Doctrine de la monuimendrg:ninm

natonal e ses développements ricenu, p 210. :

** Jean Jacques Rousseas, Du wail, Book 1, Chap. 4
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:cdure could only result in economic concessions to one and material
durgcs against the other but not in complctc subjugation of one -
nation by the other.

The exploitation of Slavalua during the ﬁm: Czecho-Slovnk Re-

public (1918—1938) proves that no dnrg posed upon
the Slovak Republic under the form of reparation could be more -
dctnmentll to the standacd of living in Slovakm then the incor-
poration in Czed'lo-Slouku.

According to the declarations of the rcpmentauvcs of the United
Nations during the Second World War, the war was waged for the
ideal of Liberty and for the principles of democracy. The Secretary ,
of State, Cordell Hull proclaimed in his speech of July 23, 1942:
"The plcdge of the Adantic Charter is of a system which will give
every nation, large cor small, a greacer assurance of stable peace,
greater opportunity for the realization of its aspu-auons to freedom
and greater facilities for material advancement.”

President F. D. Roosevele in his message to Congress on August
25, 1943 states: "The goal of the United Nations is to permit libe-

) rated peoples to create 2 free political life of their own d':oosmg ;

and to attain economic sccuriry.” ¢ _
" The victocious powers made solemn pledges to fulfil and protect

the rights of nacions and not to hinder their realization. Not even

unconditional surrender gave title to victorious nations to do wrong
and to ignore natural rights. Not even' lost war could destroy the
right of the Slovaks to Independence. Varuel poines out: "Nawral
law does not agree with an oppression.’?

The Slovak chubhc, defeated in war, in contradiction to inter-
national law, is considered us part of a victorious power, so that
through this paradéx she can be made an objeet’ of imperialistic
tendencies. In the name of Freedom and Democracy, Slovakia was '

forced into subjugation. In contradicton to all valid and generally- - .

recognized rights and principles. )

Slovakia obrained the worst tr one can imagine. Not even
the hardest conditions of a peace treaty could be so detrimental to
Slovakia as the unlawful position of today. It is a position which
was not forced on any defeated nation and it is nbsurd to expect
that Lhc Slovaks will consider i 2 favour

4 Documenu on American Foreizn Rduuon:. val, 5.

“ E. Vauel, Le droit des gens (International Law), IV, 'pua 3638,
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No solution of political problems, afer a revolution of such an
extent as the Second World War, can be achieved by the reinstate-
menc of an old injustice, Only the application of the principles of
justice can guarantee the stability and peace. It cannot be achieved
by imposing conditions abhorred by nations.

F. The Slovaks should be heard.

The administeation of justice is incomprehensible without ascer-

" taining the wishes and views of the population according to the rule

audiatur et altera pars”. Why should we be satisfied with a lecser
degree of objectivity in intcrnational relations than in judicial proce-

dures, where this rule is stressed with all its consequences, This prin- -
- ciple is applied in criminal procedure, capital offences not excepted,

and there is no reason why it should be omitted in the case of a
nation even of a small navioa like the Slovaks.¢ -

The injustice against Slovakia is not only duc to the neglect of
the generally recognized principles but more to the fact that there
was no one who would raise his voice against the system whidh
opposed and veiled the truth, Kaedkenbeedk's words can be applied w
the case of the Slovak Republic: "There is something more dangerous
to peace than injustice; it is the spread of the belief that the interests
of people were damaged without their being able © expect a remedy
and without their being given an opportunity to discuss the imposed
injustice ™ It is a wagic dharacteristic of the international order
that those who proclaimed themselves defenders of d 2cy did

not allow the Slovaks o &xpress their views, did not allow them 1o

say “No*.

It was the representatives of foreign interests, the men of Moscow
and Prague, forced upon Slovakia by the Red Army, who'inter-
preted Slovak desires. The real representatives of Slovakia were not

_heard. However, no one in this world has sufficient powers to silence

truth, to ignore law or to maintain inequity forever. It is possible
to, enslave people bue it is impossible to stop their resistance against
the oppressor in their desire for freedom, independence and a higher
standard of living. Thus the resistance of the Slovaks against the
reinstatement and preservation of the Czecho-Slovak Republic has
not ended. ’ . :

“ Aide-Mémoire sr Pexistence de ls Républiqoe slovaque ot sur la nfcessicd
de conclure le wraitd de paix avec elle, p. 45 et 3eq. .
* G. Kseckenbeeck, De la guerre & b paix (From War w Peace), p.38.
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Dr. Juraj Sujan mad~ the following statement in the People's
Court on March 17, 1947: “They (the representatives of the Slovak
Republic) left Slovakia with the intention of working abroad for
the restoration and recognition of the Slovak Republic. The accused,
Dr. Durfansky continues to work abroad for this cause and if Dr.
“Téso had been successful to get abroad safely, he would still consider
himself President and would continue to work with Dr, Durlansky. "
His scatement was supported by a proclamation of Dr. Tiso during
his trial in the People’s Court on December 18, 1946: "I maintain

" the idea of the Slovak State.” . )

On the above basis, 2 Memarandum on the existence of the Slovak
Republic and the necessity of a Peace Treaty with her was preseated
<o all the members of the United Nations and to sil those present

" at the Paris Conference (1946), held for the purpote of concluding
the Peace Treates with Iwmly, Hungary, Rumania, Bulgaria and
Finland. In it the Slovak request for the conclusion of a Peace
Treaty, with the Slovak Republic, was formulated. : :

. In 1951 the Slovak Liberation Committee approached the General
Assembly of the United Nasions with 2 request chat the future of
the Slovak Republic’ be decided by 2 Peace Treaty which would
put an end to the state of war existing between her and the US.S.R.

This request was made by the Slovak Liberadon Committee, the_

body authorized by the Parliamest Presidcocy of the Slovak Repu-
blic under Article 37, paragraph 2 of the Slov:ak Constitution.” The
seate of war did not cease to exist berween the Slovak Republic and
the U.S.S.R. and Slovakia is today to be idered 25 a vemporanily
occupied territory. Co

The Slovak Republic did not cease to exist, as even persecution
of an extent to which it is haed to find 2 comparison in history,
could not destroy the Slovak longing for freedom and their deter-

4* TheSlovsk Informacion Agency aa the proceduresin the People’s Court i Bratis-
*lava against Prasident Jaseph Tho, Ferdinand Durfanskf and Alexander Mach.
 Article 37, pari 2 of the Constitution of the Slovak Republic provides:

of

"If the Government resigns when the President’s Office is vacant, vpoa the
o o ml\ Fe C" A ]

and on the temp

Affiss decidesthe Presidency of the Parliament.” In summer 1945, the President

Joseph Tisa, Preraier Scephen Tiso and almos all ministers were detained by
the United Scates Miliaey Authorities and exradired w the Occupation
Authorities i Slovakis, where they were wied by the People’s Courts and
_were either murdered or ace mill imprisoned. In view of this, it i right w0
" maintain that condirions arose whidch in accordance with the sbove arucle of

the Coaxitucion gave powers to the Presidency of the Parli to decide
Governmental Affairs. )

upoo the conduct of
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mination to secure their rights. The Slovak Republic did not cease
to exist, because it could only so happen in contradiction to the
principles of international law and natural rights whose validity no
one can question. She did not cease to exise because nine years after
the Second World War, the political problems which caused it are
not solved, the Peace Treaties are not concluded, but instead, new
conflicts arose which are a reminder that a generally acceprable and

. just system should be established in order to avoid a new catastrophe
in a third World War, -

6. TheSlovak question counot be an internal question
of a non-cxistent State. ’ . »
A. Czecho-Slovakia ceased to exist as an independent State.

If one is to make an unbiased.and realistic statement, one has to
admit that today Czecho-Slovakia docs not exist as an independent
Stace. Czecho-Slovakia was fictitiously restored through maay diplo-
matic intrigues during the Second World War and mainly through
the intervention of the Red Army, by which the population of Slo- -
vakia was ravished in 1945, In reality, Czecho-Slovakia was not 2
Aully independent stace. Its independence was being gradually more
and more restricted both intemally and interpationally and finally
in February 1948, its independence was complerely liquidated.

Today we know a territory called Czecho-Slovakia. It has no
Government which could make free decisions. Tke Government which
figures as the government of Czecho-Slovakia has no powers 1o act
or decide frecly: This applies to international, intermal, political,
economic as well as culrural macers. All decisions including those
on'any Slovak question, are made in Moscow. Prague is ouly a tool
for the fulfilment of Moscow's orders. Without question every order
of the Kremlin has to be carried out. * :

The powers of those acting as members of the Czecho-Slovak,
Government do not originate from the population. They obuined
their posts by the grace of the U.S.S.R. to whom they arc respon-
sible .and . who resecves the right to dismiss them when her interests
require her 1o do so. They do not prorect the interests of the popu-
lation and the population does not trust them, .

If we still hear the name "Czechoslovakia®, this name does not -
denote a state but only a territory over whidh the USS.R. exeres its
sovereignty. The name is kept at least temporarily, as it helps the
interest of the Soviets in camouflaging their gims and deceiving the
public. As Czedho-Slovakia ceased o exist as an independent state’
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it appears absurd to talk about the Slovak question being an internal
affair of a non-existent Czecho-Slovakia. 1f-one approved of Slo-
vakia being under the domination of the Kremlin, then perhaps one

could ralk about the Slovak question as being an internal matter for

the US.S.R. but not for a Czecho-Slovakia. -

B. The independence of Czecho-Slovakia was aboluhcd ‘with
the consent of her competent. represcntatives.

Far-mdnng restrictions of the mdcpcnden:: of Czecho-Slovakia’

“were effected in 1945, still prior to its restoration, at the time when
the intervention of the Red Armies to help her restoration was made
dependent on the formation of a Government with a program
plausible to Mosrow. This interference of Moscow was approved
by all representatives at that time, including Edward Bened and
representatives of all political parties which were allowed to be
formed in the future state. The independence of Czecho-Slovakia
completely ccased with the decision of Edward Benef who was con-
ideced to be her President. The program of Clement Gottwald, who
was made Premier jn 1946, was approved on Macch 11, 1948 by
the Constiturional Asszmbly, by 230 vores out of the total number
of 300. Thus the majority of competent representatives approved
of the foss of indzpendence in favor of the complere Soviet rule.
Therefore Czedhwo-Slovakia, as an independent State ceased to exist
with the approval of her official representatves.

Considering the above it appears strange to talk about the future
liberation of Czedho-Slovakia. It would be more appropriate to be

concerned about the new settlement of the affau's of the nations
living in her territories. ’

C. The old injustice should not be repeated.

The strivings of the Free World are directed towards the [ibe-
ration of the nations behind the Iron curtain, They are thus directed
towards the reorganization of the political and territorial status quo.

It would be, however, unreasonable to have an un;un status quo'

r:placed by another i xn;umce.

S intaini that "the Czechoslovak unioa is our own
uu:mal problem* but thinks it nectssary 10 modxfy this by adding
"but is of no small internitional unpomnce *"Therc are many
pm)cm and plans which anticipate; a reorganization of the condi-
uons in Centrzl Eumpe. Some mpc:t the Republu:, others plan her
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p:mnon Slovakia is of interest to all her ucxghbours whcthcr itis
Hungary, Poland, Russia or Germany.*®

The associates of Edward Bene} plan a new enslavement of Slo-
vakia and it would suit their purpose to have the Slovak guestion
reduced to an internal problem of 2 non-existent Czecho-Slovakia.
This Czech approach means nothing bur the claim to perpetvarion
of an old injustice. It means that the Czechs in furure want to rule
over Slovakia for no other rcason except that they succeeded in
deceiving the diplomats concerned”in 1919 and én the devastation
and - subjugation of Slovakia by the Red Armies in 1945. Their -
autitude is 2 claim to rccompense for a crime, and its acceptance is
in contrast with international cducs, which cannot be abandoned if
we want to secure peace and j ;usuce throughout the world.

There is no Czecho-Slovak question. There is only :hc orie-sided
desire of the Czech imperialists to rule Slovakia. .

No Iegal, political or moral reasoning can ;usnfy Czech imperia-
Yism or force Slovaks to live under a Crech rule. It is in the interest
of frecdom. justice and peace that the Slovaks ask for support of all
free nations to make valid in their case the principles of democracy
a.iad s;if -detcrmination recognized by all but so far denicd to the
Slovaks. .

7. The Czechs in their own interest should cease en-’
croadnnenl of Slovak Independence.

In cases where 2 _ruling naton has sufficient moral st:ndards to
exccute its duties, its dependent territories can gain independence
chrough a mutual agreement without revolution and without provo-
king an international crisis, Independence was gained in this way in -
the case of No:way, Iraq, Iccland, the Philippines, India, Pakistan,
Burma as well as in the case of Canada, South Afnca. Australia, New
Zealand, Ceylon etc. Under such a sertlement, nations if previously
unfnendly, regained mutual confidence and new possibilities for.
cooperation were .created,

“The British fi ghung subjugated Eire and gave it freedom. The
British overran the Boer Republics, added to them some of their
own colonies and gave them independence without fighting and
pressure on their own inidative!... And the resul? In 1914 che

* Doklidy & roxpravy (D and Discussions), Londoa, Nov. 1952, p. 5.




Boer General Smuts ,who before had fought against the British,
foughs now on their side through his own wish, fighting against the
Germans. And in 1939 the same Smuts, as Premier, declared war

" against Germany, being on the side of the British. It would help
our future national interests to take a lesson from this.“4®

The Czechs should take a lesson from the above even more, be-
cause their desires to rule over Slovakia has no historical, political
or moral basis. Tt stems only from egoism ‘and exaggerated chauvi-
nism. The Czechs being 2 small natiori negate the moral principle,
whidh can be the oaly basis and jumﬁmnon of tbar own indcpen-
dence.

o When 2 dommanng power is not wxllmg w give up its nn,nmr ed
. mle. unfriendly relations are created between nations and ofwen a

_ crisis or war results. The desire of the Slovaks for mdepcndmce is
evident and without a doubt they are determined to make it inter-
nationally carry through. Their action in 1938, 1939 and since 1945
proves this,

It is in the interesc of the Czech imperialists to cover up the rea-
lity by false statements and intrigues. The reality iwself cannot, how- .
ever, be changed by the Czedis, as the Slovaks arc detcrmined to

_achieve their goal and will not miss any opportunity in this respect.
From the above circumstances it appears that the reladons between
the two neighbors cannot be on a sound basis, which would other-
wise have been in their mutual intecest. No doubr, it was the shorc-

- sightedness and greed of the Czech politicians, determined to rule
over Slovakia at any price, which caused the creation of the Protec-
torate Bohemia-Moravia of 1939 and also of the prcseat commuanist
Protectorace.

The Czech imperialism® which would not approve even of anto-
nomy for Slovakia led to the intervention on the 9th of Mardh,
1939, which was used by Adolf Hitler as a pretence for his actior
against the Czechs and forthe annexation of Bohemia and Moravia
under the name of 2 Protectorate. During the Second World War,
Edward Benef obsession, to'rule Slovakia, made him lean more ‘and
* more towards .the Sovicts. This was one of the reasons why, on

" December 12, 1943, he bastily concluded the Treaty of Friendship
“for mutual aid and post-war co-operation with Moscow. He admitted
this in his broadeast from Moscow on December 21st, 1943, *This

;@ Me. R, Kopekf in periodical Nlmd. Loqdoa. November 30, 1948,
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agrcement, with all other results of this war, will Forever prevent
sepetition of the separation of Slovakia from the Republik.*s® Du-

ring the war and after the war, Edward Benes had to pay deacly -
for the help of Moscow in the seizure of Slovakia and in the end -
Czedho-Slovakia thus created, was not an independent stace but a
province of the U.SS.R. The Czechs did not prove w be worthy of

\&vedom, as they did not respect the freedom of the Slovaks. The

“two catastrophes should be a sufficient lesson for the Czedhs 1o give
up their imperialistic tendencies. Otherwise d:e past events may
repeat themselves,

There are many Czechs who recognize the mr.:rnauonal aspect of

“the Slovak question. For example, the Czech Nacional Council in

London, headed by General Leo Prehala, rejects the tendencies lea-
ding to the rcbulldmg of Czccho-Slovakla, recognizes the righe of
self-determination and i dence for Slovakia. "Anyone who
recognizes the existence of the-Slovak nation has 1o admit that only
Slovaks can express their wishes. We, Czedhs, are fighting for 2 new
Czech State. The imperialistic tendencies which were apparent in
centralistic Czechoslovakia, resulted not only in the negation of the
right of self+determination of other nations but also caused heavy:
damage to our own nation. Not only should we give up enforcing’
upon Slovaks the idea of a centralisuc Czechoslovak Republic, but
without hesitation, we should recognize their right of self-deter-
minadon”5 *The Independence of the Czechoslovak Republic can
only be restored against the will of the majority of the Slovak na-
tion™, admits the Czech periodical "Integral*.®

This trend is gaining more and more ground among the.Czech
refugees who admic that it is poor loglc o fight for onc’s own
freedom and at the same time to deny it to the Slovaks.

There ist every reason for considering the Slovak question as an
international one, with all che resulting consequences. This is more
than ever the case as after the libmuon of the enslaved part of
Europe a new and just basis for reorganization will be rcqum:d in",

order that permaninc pnoe may be insured.

" # Dr. E. Bened, Sot It exilu 2 druhé svliovd wilky (S:xym of exile ‘and of

Second Wordd War), g 228,
ical 'Cesk§ Boj (The Czech Figh), Londoa, November 1, 1949.

& Pery,
¥ Periodical Integral, Bad Reidsenhall, Sepeember 16, 1949,
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. The Slovak Question became an international one during the First

World War and since then it did not cease to be so.

A. After the First World War Slovaka awas incorporated in Credo-
Slovakia againgt the ethnicprinciple and against the right o plebiscite,

 B. Afler the Second World War witha Free Plebiscite Slovakis wosld
* bave dwsen to be an Independent State.

2. By non-compliance of the Puuburxlv Agreement the Slovak Question
did not become an intermal Crecho-Slovak quiestior:.

A. The Pittsburgh Agreement was a consequence of Cieds obligasi
to the United Stales of America.

B. Piusburgh Agrecment did nd: bind Slovaks.

C. Afler the Czechs bad failed to fulfil their obligations the Slovaks

'wercfrrewmakemdeamm

3. The League of Nations ;buuld bave remedied the injstice brougbt
xpon the Slovaks by the Peace Conferénce.

A. Afler the Firsg World War the Peace Conference passed a decision
on Slovakia without lendig an ear to the Slovak people.

B. Therepresentatives of d:e Umud States of America promised correction
of injustices,

4. The coiitmuons resistence of the Slovaks againit Czedho-Slovakia.

A. Since the existence of Caecho-Slovakia the majoruj of the Slovak
population formed an opposition. .

B. The Slovaks are resolved to regamn their Independence.




3. The Slovak Republic did not cease to exist legally.

A. International recognition of the Slovak Republic

B. The consequences of the recognition.

C. The Stimson Doctrine is nat applhcable in the case a/' the Slovak

Republic, :
D. The recognition of the Slovak "Republic cannot be revoked.
E. The enslavement of Siovakia cannot be justified.
F. The Slovaks should be beard.

6. The -Slovak Question cannot be an internal question of a mon-exi<
stent State.
A. Czecho-Slovakia ceased to exist as an indcpmdml State.

B. The independence of Czecho-Slovakia was abolished v:ub the

consent of ber competent representatives.
. C. The old injustice should not be repeatcd.

7. The Czedhs in their own imerest should cease cncroadmml a/
Slovak lndepmdmct
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Statements

‘ OF THE SLOVAK LISERATION COMMITTEE (former Slovak Action Commitiee) l

Aide-Mémotire sur l'exi de la République Slovaque et
sur la nécessité de conclure le Traité de Paix avec clle, 1946.
Aide-Mémoire sur la nécessité du plébiscite en Slovagule,1946.
Memorandum presented to the Peace Conference conceming
the rationality of existence of Czecho-Slovakia, 1946,

Petition to the Security Council of the United Nations, 1946.

Address to the Council of Foreign Ministers, 1946,

Plea to the Senate of the United States of Amcrica concerning
the ratification of Peace Treaties signed and of those lo be
signed by Czecho-Slovakia, 1947.

Pled concerning the Slovak Question pmsenl:d to his Exe
cellency Mr. Harry Truman, Pmsident of the United States
of America, 1947.

Petition conceming the Slovak Situation and the realization
of the Plebiscite in Slovakia presented to the General Assembly

) of the United Nations in Paris, 2948,

Petition to the United Nations in the Tral of Dr.Josef Tiso, Pre-
sident and other Representatives of the Slovak Republic,1947.
Appeal conterning the deportation of the Slovak- populatlon
by the Soviet Authorities p ted to the E and
Social Council of the United Nations, 1947.

Appeal to the Economic and Social Council of the United
Nations conceming the deportation of the Slovak population
in Sudeten by the Czechs, 1947.

Denuntiation of the Crimes committed by the Czechs and the
Communists against the Slovak Children presented to the
Economic and Social Council of the United Nations, 1948. .
Open Letter to the Representatives of the Members of the
United Nations, 1947

Notification of lhe ishabl i t H y and
Fundamental nghts of Man committed by the helpers of Inter-
-. national C fsm in Slovakia to the E ic and Social

" Council of the United Nations, 2948.

Appeal addressed to the G 1 A ",vof the United
Nations petitioning the of a C Ission to fnvesti:

gate the Religious persecution in Slovakia and the Expulsion .
. of Czecho-Slovakia from the United Nations, 1949
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