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H i t l e r  G e r m a n y  a n d  P r o b l e m s  o t  N a t i o n a l  J V lin o r it ie s .

by Andrzej M oykowski

The main outline of G erm any‘s policy as regards minorities, before 
H itler s party  came to power, is well known. In order to a ttack  the state 
of things as settled after the W ar and to safeguard the national and 
political interests of German minorities in Belgium, Czechoslovakia, Den
mark, Estonia, France, Italy, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland and Yugoslavia, 
Germ any took up the defence of rights of minorities, specifically in te r
preted , with great energy, precision, and persistence. There scarcely 
existed any international institution w here Germ any was not the prime 
m over of action in this sphere, demanding a far-reaching reform  of the 
m inority procedure decided upon by the League of Nations, which even 
in its present forms far exceeds the scope of existing minority treaties. 
Germany, playing with significant industry the part of defender of re 
portedly „oppressed" minorities, did not however apply in its internal 
policy towards the Danish, Lithuanian, Polish and W end minorities, the 
same principles which pro  foro externo it defended so stoutly and with
out stooping to compromises.

Public opinion in W estern Europe did not catch the false note in 
all this symphony of German pro-m inority propaganda. It was easily 
detected only by those who either had occasion to observe a t close 
quarters Germany's contem porary internal policy towards minorities, 
or those who rem em bered the brutally  nationalist policy of exterm ina
tion carried on by pre-W ar Germany against the Danes, the Poles, and 
the population of Alsace-Lorraine.

No wonder th a t the recent anti-Jew ish excesses in Germ any called 
forth loud reverberations everyw here, but more particularly  stirred  up 
public opinion in England which had listened with sympathy to German 
pro-m inority propaganda, and on which little impression had been made 
by restrictions, even proceeding from a personage so well acquainted 
with European politics as the Foreign Secretary  of G reat Britain, Sir
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Austen Chamberlain, who had demanded that the principle of „clean 
hands" be respected also in the field of minority policies. Several debates 
took place in both Houses of Parliam ent on the subject of the anti-Jew ish 
incidents in Germany. A num ber of speakers took up the question of 
protection for national and religious minorities and Lord Cecil of Chel- 
wood drew attention i. a. to the fact that no other European country 
had insisted on the strict carrying out of international minority treaties 
as much as Germany. Although England had certainly never any intention 
of officially moving that the obligations of these treaties be extended
to Germany all discussions in England were bound to create the im pres
sion that such an extension would m eet with approval.

This is a fact which must be taken  into account in considering
the problem  of Germ any’s future policy towards minorities, for German
efforts to interest England’s public opinion in the question of „national 
minorities” in general, and the situation of German minorities in p a rti
cular, are well known. They had succeeded in gaining the support of 
a considerable section of the English press in the second m atter, so that 
it was system atically busy, i. a. attacking Poland for the alleged an ti
m inority bias of its internal policy. Until very shortly Germ any's theses 
concerning minorities found favourable ground in the International Union 
of the Societies of Friends of the League of Nations, thanks to  the attitude 
of the English Society. Before the Congresses of National M inorities 
organised by Germany special German emissaries used to visit England 
and always found a favourable hearing, particularly  in the Labour Party. 
In consequence of the considerable ignorance which prevails in England 
concerning the political conditions of central and eastern Europe and of 
the feeling raised by any, even imaginary wrong to humanity perpetra ted  
outside the limits of the British Empise, Germany during its pre-H itler 
period came to be the defender of E urope’s oppressed minorities.

The conquest of Anglosaxon public opinion by G erm any’s pseudo- 
liberal minority theses was to a certain degree facilitated by the fact th a t 
these theses were warmly supported and defended by the Jews. They, who 
refused even to discuss the question of the existence of any „Jew ish 
m inority” in Germany, organised themselves as separate „minorities” in 
all the S tates of eastern and central Europe, not excepting German 
Austria. In all these states, w hether it be Poland, Lithuania, Czechoslo
vakia or Rumania, the organised Jew ish minorities w orked hand in hand 
with the German minority. This G erm an-Jew ish co-operation was p a rti
cularly plain at the previously m entioned Congresses of M inorities.
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W hen a breach took place in 1927 and all the Polish m inorities in com
pany with the Union of National M inorities in Germany seceded from 
the Congress, the Jew s rem ained in it, opposing the contention that 
these Congresses were exclusively an instrum ent of official German 
policy and that their „international'' name was only a convenient cloak 
facilitating the anti-Polish w ork of their German stage-managers. The 
Jewish representatives in the Congress listened without p ro test to the 
attacks on Poland and other countries. Even last year, that is to say 
at a time when the increase of anti-Semitic feelings in Germ any was 
a lready plain, the Jew s took p a rt in the Congress of Minorities, and this 
time expressed their anxiety, in an almost insignificant manner. Anti- 
Jew ish outbreaks in Germany, an elsewhere unknown, official, system atic 
boycotting propaganda on a great scale, a special anti-Jew ish legislation, 
were needful to trouble the long G erm an-Jew ish idyll of minorities. 
A t the same time the strongest tide of anti-G erm an propaganda sw ept 
the world coming from that same liberal England which had been 
the strongest support of Germany's pseudo-liberal minority policy. 
There does not, as yet, exist a „Jew ish m inority" in Germany but 
it may be an unavoidable consequence of the anli-Sem itic policy of 
Hitlerism that such a minority shall come to exist, and doubtless 
that is precisely one of the aims pursued by Hitlerism.

If however, a definite definition w ere demanded at this moment 
of the attitude of Hitlerism towards nationality problems in general, 
the answer would not be entirely plain. One thing is certain , that 
Hitlerism trium phant in the Reich will seek by all the means in its 
pow er to win all German minorities outside the Reich to its own ideals 
and to subject them to its own exclusive leadership. That the Hitler 
regime will keep in mind these minorities was already attested  by the 
Chancellor's speech at the opening of the Reichstag, in which he declared 
that the Government of the Reich would energetically defend the in ter
national rights guaranteed to the German minorities in Europe.

One of the first symptoms of Hitlerism 's tendency to  subject G er
man minorities in other countries to its own exclusive leadership was 
the dismissal from his post of Dr. W ertheim er, head of one of the chief 
institutions concerned with Germans abroad, the „Auslandsinstitut" of 
Stuttgart. A more eloquent symptom of that tendency was the physical 
illtreatm ent and dismissal of the same Institute's Manager, Consul W an
ner. The timid protests of the press, which recalled the services to the 
German cause of these two men who had for many years sought to
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realise the principle of a „community of all the German-speaking peoples'1 
proved of no avail. In this departm ent also Hitlerism made a dem onstra
tive beginning immediately on coming to power.

A well-known theorist of German nationhood abroad, comparing 
the occurrences in the Reich which preceded Hitler's accession to pow er 
to the tim e of growth of the Bismarckian State, recalled the fact tha t 
this Bismarckian State although it troubled very little about the German 
community abroad, yet formed the foundation which enabled that com
munity to endure. ,,To-day also" declares Ullmann regretfully „the mighty 
struggle for pow er in the root S tate is carried on w ithout regards for 
the Germans outside the frontiers" *). But perhaps this is precisely the 
reason why the vigorous organisations whose concern are Germans abroad 
in the very first w eeks after H itler's rise to pow er immediately took steps 
to stress the im portance of this question. The „Society for Germans 
A broad" (VDA, Verein fur das Deutschtum  im Ausland) began a campaign 
in the daily press telling of the „work of the German community abroad". 
Simultaneously the Union of German National Groups in Europe (Ver- 
band der deutschen Volksgruppen) rem inded the public of its existence. 
Its chief, a German from Esthonia, M. W erner Hasselblatt, brought back 
to memory th a t Germans abroad have not only rights of citizenship in 
those states to which they belong, but also national rights as members 
of the entire German nation. His idea is, th a t every national minority 
within a state should form a sort of separate „estate" (eine A rt National- 
Stand), specifically privileged, as once were the nobility.

These public steps of the various organisations working for G er
mans abroad or of their heads, were prom pted not only by the wish 
to show their positive attitude towards the new m asters of the Reich, 
but also by misgivings concerning the fundam ental views of Hitlerism 
on the post-W ar German idea of minorities.

An article in the January  issue of the  periodical „Volk und Reich", 
by Karl von Loesch, president for many years of the „Deutscher Schutz- 
bund", the chief society for the interests of Germans abroad, voiced 
these misgivings. In this article M. Loesch, writing the soealled „Volks- 
politische Umschau" for 1932, considered his subject in the light of 
the influence which the increase of nationalism in Germany had had 
on the situation of German communities abroad. According to M. Loesch

*) „Auch heute nimmt der gewaltige Kam pf um die M acht im K ernstaat keine 
Rucksicht auf die D eutschen ausserhalb der G renzen".



7

this review  was extrem ely depressing. Of the new post-W ar States he 
concludes — „the tale of their transgressions has grown even longer 
during 1932“, — that is to say, the situation of the German minority 
in these states has grown worse during the last year. But M. Loesch 
is of opinion tha t it has also grown worse in other countries, in Denmark, 
France, in Fascist Italy, or even in Hungary, though that is bound to 
Germany by the sim ilarity of their plight after the W ar.

The change for the worse in the situation of the German commun
ity abroad during 1932 leads M. von Loesch to conclude that the 
increase of nationalist feeling in Germany has not strengthened the com
m unity abroad, bu t has on the contrary w eakened it.

Since the moment when the governm ent of the Reich fell definitely 
into the hands of the „Young Right“ i. e. of the National Socialists, 
M. von Loesch, as several of his actions show, very swiftly ceased to 
have any doubts concerning the in terrelation of Hitlerism reigning in 
the Reich and the German minorities in Europe. He, and with him the 
majority of German specialists in minority m atters, have subm itted them 
selves to Hitlerism and enlisted under the new M inistry „for Propaganda 
and National Enlightment", with Dr. Goebbels a t its head.

This fact is severally borne out. To gain conviction it is enough 
to take the second April num ber of the S tu ttgart ,,Ausland“ Institute s 
organ. Under the heading „Vom Auslanddeutschtum** are gathered 
opinions on the revolution effected in the Reich, proceeding from G er
man minorities in Czechoslovakia, Denmark, France, Rumania, opinions 
„which in the main show the approving attitude of the German com
munity abroad'*. (Grosstenteils die zustimmende Haltung des Ausland- 
deutschtums erkennen lessen) Still more eloquent proof of the acquies
cence of the G erm an minorities in the new sta te  of things in G erm any 
is to be found in the April number of their Union's organ „Nation und 
S taat". The first thing to strike the eye is the fact that such eminent 
leaders of the German minority movement as MM. Bleyer (Hungary), 
Brandsch (Rumania), Schiemann (Latvia), Schm idt-W odder (Denmark), 
have retired , or have been eliminated from the group of publishing and 
editorial managers, while M. Ferdinand von Uexkull, a German from 
the Baltikum, has rem ained editor, whose leading article „Das neue 
Deutschland** leaves no doubt w hatever as to the spirit which will ani
mate the organ of the German minorities in Europe. M, von Uexkull 
in this article declares that the German community abroad particularly 
deeply feels the fact that a t last a decisive change has been success-
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fully effected in the Reich, whose purpose is to renew the internal soli
darity of the people and to unify the ,,mother-nation“ (Muttervolk).

The German community abroad having submitted to the new Go
vernment of the Reich, National Socialism began to give it active sup
port. Thus the Minister for the Interior, Dr. Frick, issued a circular to 
all the State Governments — the ,,£rlass tiber die Forderung der volks- 
deutschen Arbeit" — calling particular attention to the part played by 
the „Verein fur das Deutschtum im Auslande" in keeping alive German 
civilisation and culture among the German community abroad. In this 
circular Dr. Frick declares that .„the 30 million Germans who live 
outside the present narrowed limits of the Reich, form an organic part 
oj the German nation". The Prussian National Socialist Minister for 
Education, M. Rust, also pointed out these duties towards the German 
community abroad, demanding that the work of the VDA should find 
support in schools. On May 23rd a great meeting took place in Berlin, 
with the motto „Cultural activity for the German community outside 
the frontiers is a point of honour of the German nation (Kulturarbeit 
fiir das Deutschtum jenseits der Grenzen — eine Ehrenfrage des deuts- 
chen Volkes). The previously mentioned Minister, M. Rust, the new 
manager of the VDA in the entire Reich, Dr. Steinacher, and other 
persons active in the field of work for the German community abroad, were 
speakers. Judging by many other symptoms it may be assumed that the 
other organisations of similar character, (as for instance the „Deutscher 
Schutzbund") the Union of German Minorities in Europe of course 
included, have also already been subjected to a unified management in 
the Reich, presumably that of the „Ministry for Propaganda and Englight- 
ment". This being accomplished, National Socialism will endeavour by 
means of its party  branches among the Germans abroad to gain control 
of all German communities living outside the Reich. Aiming at a later 
transformation of the National Socialist movement into a  kind of „G er
man Order" controlling the life of the whole German nation regardless 
of the frontiers which divide it, the leaders of this order will aim at 
organizing the „brothers of the order" in Czechoslovakia, France, Po
land, or any other country so, that they shall be heads of branches
which the central Order of the Reich will have in those countries. The 
eminent National Socialist Dr. Nicolai writes: „Citizenship of the Reich 
can by the nature of things come into account only for subjects of the
Reich. Membership of the Order, on the contrary, passes outside the
limits of state territory. It strengthens the purely individual tie between
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Gemans who play a leading part. It forms strong bonds which hold 
together the whole community of Germans".

After analysing the mutual relation of German minorities to Hit
lerism and vice versa, there remains the question of Hitlerism’s attitude 
towards the national minorities of the Reich. The anti-Jewish campaign 
which has found its fundamental expression in a special legislation, only 
illustrates a part of the problem.

The National Socialist programme ”) defines its attitude towards 
non-Germans as follows . . . .

,,4. Rights of citizenship in the Reich can only by held by coun
trymen (Volksgenossen). A countryman must be of German blood, re 
gardless of religious denomination. No Jew  can therefore be a coun
tryman.

5. Those who are not countrymen can live in Germany only as 
guests and must be subject to legislation for foreigners.

6. Only citizens can have the right of deciding on the government 
and legislation of the State. We therefore demand that all public posts 
in Reich, State and municipality be filled exclusively by citizens of 
the Reich.

7. We demand that the State should have the duty of finding 
means of w ork and subsistence in the first place for citizens. If it is 
not possible to support (feed) all the citizens of the Reich then all non
citizens of alien nationality should be expulsed from the territory of 
the State

National Socialism takes the view that of the three elements need
ful to form a state — authority, territory, and state-nation (Staatsvolk)— 
the last-named is the most important. The nation — in National Socialist 
language „the consanguineous People" (das blutmassig zusammenhan- 
gende Volk) — being the „lord of the commonalty" must consist exclu
sively of Germans. According to the already quoted Dr. Nicolai ,,a G er
man is a person of German descent, a m atter in which the blood (race) 
decides". In other words, in the Hitlerite view only a person whose 
veins are filled by German blood can belong to the German nation. The 
rest they call „non-Germans" or „aliens" (Fremde). These aliens in 
their opinion should be excepted from the Constitution — ,,aus dem

*) G ottfried Feder: Das Program m  der N ational-Sozialistischen iDeutschen Arbei- 
te r-P arte i und seine w eltansehaulichen G rundgedanken 1932.
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B lutskórper des deutschen Volkes („from the consanguineous body of 
the G erm an nation") and subject to  a special minority legislation. To 
this end special au thorities  should be institu ted  whose duty  will be the 
keeping of registers w here  the „aliens' and their  nationality  shall be 
inscribed. T he „aliens" thus defined shall be trea ted  diversely, according 
to their  nationality. It appears  therefore th a t  the National Socialists 
have departed  from the previous G erm an principle „M inderheit ist, w er 
will" (one belongs to a minority by choice). In lieu of individual decision 
features of blood and race, i. e. lineage, will decide and will be establish
ed by  s ta te  authorities. „In p rac tice"  writes  Dr. Nicolai „we shall have 
to discern chiefly th ree  groups: Jew s, Poles, and the res t  of aliens. 
F o r  each of these groups a special law shall regulate its duties and rights, 
among the rights being a definition of the au tonom y to be enjoyed in 
the field of cultural development. The law  for pro tec ting  the  race  will 
have to regulate the question of m arriages and o ther relations be tw een  
Germ ans and aliens, so as to preclude once for all any inoculation of 
alien blood into the G erm an national organism and  to shield the G e r
man nation from further bastardisation" .

As to  this practice, it has a lready  had wide application in relation 
to the Jew s. In the course of a few months a whole special, racial, anti- 
Jew ish  legislation has been  perfected  and on this basis a num ber of 
multifarious restr ic tions imposed upon Jews. As for the Poles and o ther 
nationalities, the law prom ulgated  on M ay 4th 1933 on the  rights of 
inheritance of farm ers would ap p ea r  to apply m ainly to them. Its second 
paragraph , entitled „der Bauer"  (the farmer) declares tha t  a freehold 
farm stead („Erbhof") „can be owned only by  a fa rm er who is a Germ an 
citizen and of Germ an blood". „Of G erm an blood the  sam e paragraph  
further says" in the sense of this law  is ev e ry  T euton  (jeder Germane). 
A  m arriage henceforw ard  concluded with a person who is not of G e r
m an blood disables the descendants for ever for farming as owners 
of a freehold farm stead". This law which also contains „an ti-Jew ish  
decrees  is therefore  no more a typical „A ryan"  law, bu t also excludes 
from the new  farming law  all those in whose veins there  is no „G erm an 
blood", i. e. Lithuanians, Poles or W ends. M ore precise orders for 
putting the law  into effect will m ak e  the m a t te r  plain  and will perhaps 
contribute to clear up many obscure points, no t only of this law, bu t 
of Hitlerism 's theories of „nationality" in general.



THE PERSECUTIO N  OF THE JE W S IN GERMANY

CURRENT EVENTS

T h e  P e r s e c u t io n  o l  t l ie  J e w s  in  C x erm a n y .

The persecution of Jew s which began in Germany in  M arch 1933 sim ultaneously 
with the so-called „N ational Revolution", i. e. th e  accession to  power of H itler s N ational 
Socialist Party , transcended all sim ilar anti-Sem itic activity of the last decade in  other 
E uropean countries by its ex ten t and its organised character. Its -distinctive feature 
was the avowed and official partic ipation  of S tate organs in directing and managing 
the anti-Jew ish  campaign.

Terrorism and Boycotting
The first phase of the persecution consisted in numerous acts of terrorism and  

an as ye t unorganized economic boycott. On M arch 1st a search was m ade in  the 
offices of th e  „Zentralverein" of G erm an citizens of the M osaic faith the chief 
Liberal and assim ilationist institu tion  — on the pretex t of alleged Communist activity . 
A t the same time members of the „Shock Troops" of the H itler Party  (Sturm  Staffel 
and Sturm  Abteilung, known as SS and SA) attacked Jew ish shops in the Ruhr basin, 
forcing them to close down. Chemnitz was the scene of storm y an ti-Jew ish  dem onstra
tions, at Konigsberg a bomb was thrown into the synagogue. During th e  first half 
of March boycott and blockading of Jew ish shops sp read  to  the whole te rrito ry  of the 
Reich together w ith  acts of blood and violence against the Jews.

On M arch 11th Dr. W ysocki, the Polish Envoy in B erlin  made representations 
to the Auswartiges Am t on the subject of Polish citizens of Jew ish nationality  who 
had suffered in jury  to their persons and property . The aide-memoire presented by 
Dr. W ysocki contained the rep o rt of several score such cases. On M arch 18th Dr. W y
socki presented a list of 51 further cases.

In Munich SS and SA detachm ents k idnapped the rabbi Dr. Berwald and arranged 
a fictitious execution in conseuequeqence of which the old man died. In F rankfu rt am 
Main a group of Jew s was brought to the „Brown House ' (Head Q uarters of the 
N ational Socialist Party) w here they were stripped  naked and ordered  to flog each 
other. Many Jew s were im prisoned or placed in concentration camps on the p re tex t 
of their belonging to parties of the Left. Searches were m ade in the villas of Professor 
A lbert Einstein and th e  novelist Lion Feuchtwanger. „Shock Troops" m ade an unauthor
ised search  in the offices of the Zionist Union in Germ any and in th e  house of its 
President, M. K urt Blumenfeld. The Jew ish economist J . Leszczyński was deported.

The attitude  of the Governm ent tow ards the anti-Jew ish  excesses was expressed 
in a speech which M. Goering, M inister in P russia, held a t a  public meeting on 
March 10th:
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„W hat harm  is there if we call —  Germans, -do not buy from Jew s but give 
your support to German shops! I shall order the police to take action unconditionally 
where the in terests of the G erm an people might suffer, but I am m ost determ inedly 
opposed to their being used as a protective guard over Jew ish shops. There must 
be an end to the licence which allowed every scoundrel caught out a t his dishonour
able w ork to call im m ediately for the police. The police pro tect a ll persons engaged 
in honest commerce, bu t they do no t exist for the protection of scoundrels, scamps, 
u surers and tra ito rs. If here  and there  one is  caught and illtrea ted  it should be rem em 
bered  th a t w here w ood is chopped the chips must fly. W e live in no ordinary' tim es .

A fter the first acts of bloodstained terrorism  came the second phase of the 
an ti-Jew ish  campaign -— a mass expulsion of Jew s from S tate  and municipal service, 
from the liberal professions and from academ ic bodies. In Breslau the N ational So
cialists stopped the w ork of the courts, demanding the removal of Jew ish judges and 
barristers. In order to „soothe the indignant populace" the Police P res id en ts  Office 
designated 17 barristers from among all the Jews, who will be alone perm itted  to 
appear in court on behalf of litigants. In Berlin the num ber of Jew ish barristers was 
lim ited to 35.

Anti-Jewish Legislation
In the series of legislative acts destroying the civic equality  of the Jew s fun

dam ental significance must be ascribed to the law „concerning the re-establishm ent 
of professional officialdom" [A pril 7th 1933, Reichsgesetzblatt Nr. 34) which introduces 
the principle of „A ryanism " into the constitu tional law  of G erm any. All la te r  m easures 
serve to establish this principle in various professions and fields of social activity.

The purpose of the  above-m entioned law is „the re-establishm ent of a national 
professional officialdom". Par. 3, alinea 1 declares: „Officials of non-A ryan descent 
will be removed from active service; honorary officials should be released from their 
positions". Exceptions to this ruling a re  sta ted  in alinea 2: „A linea 1 does not apply 
to officials who were in service previous to A ugust 1st 1914, to those who fought 
in the front lines for the G erm an Reich or its allies during the W orld W ar, to  those 
whose fathers or sons fell in  tha t W ar. F u rther exceptions may be made for officials 
serving abroad by the Reich's M inister for Foreign A ffairs acting in concert with the 
M inister of the proper departm ent, or by the suprem e authorities of the States". 
Furtherm ore the law declares tha t one grandparent of non-A ryan extraction  suffices 
for an official to be considered „non-A ryan". A  scientific definition of the idea „A ryan" 
however, has been attem pted by the society „N ordischer Ring" which affirms th a t it 
„describes in a clear, generally comprehensible m anner the term  „non-Jew ish".

The law on „A dm ittance to the B ar" (A pril 7th 1933, Reichsgesetzblatt Nr. 36) 
decrees by its par. 1: A dm ittance of barristers who are not of A ryan extraction 
in the sense of th e  law of A pril 7th 1933 concerning the re-establishm ent of professional 
officialdom can be stopped until Sept. 30th 1933“ . The law provides for exceptions 
sim ilar to those of the law concerning officials.

The law on paten t-atto rneys of A pril 22nd 1933 and  on fiscal advisers (Steuer- 
anw altschaft) of May 6th 1933 serve to establish the „A ryan" principle in  these 
professions.

The law on schools and on colleges of university ran k  (A pril 25th 1933, Reichs
gesetzblatt Nr. 43) introduces the „numerus slausus" for Jews. The fundam ental pa-
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ra g ra p h  [4) d eclares: In  ad m ittin g  new  p u p ils  a tte n tio n  sh o u ld  be p a id  th a t  those  
who a re  of n o n -A ry a n  o rig in  in th e  sen se  of th e  law  of A p ril 7 th  concern ing  the  r e 
e stab lish m en t of p ro fessio n al o fficialdom , sh o u ld  n o t ex ceed  in p ro p o r tio n  to  th e  
to ta l  of p u p ils of each  schoo l an d  facu lty  th e  p e rcen tag e  of n o n -A ry a n s  am ong th e  
in h ab itan ts  of th e  R eich. T his p e rcen tag e  w ill be decreed  u n ifo rm ly  fo r a ll th e  te r r ito ry  
of th e  R eich". T his decree  does n o t concern  —  a p a r t  from  the  ex cep tio n s p ro v id ed  
by th e  law  on officialdom  —  „those  bo rn  of m arriages c o n tra c te d  befo re  th e  p ro m u lg a tio n  
of th is  law , if th e  fa th e r o r bo th  g ra n d fa th e rs  a re  of A ry a n  lin eag e". N ote  shou ld  
be tak e n  of th e  fact th a t th e  defin itio n  of „ A ry an "  by th is law  is so m ew hat m ild e r
th a t  th a t  of the  law  of A p ril 7 th  1933.

P a r. 5 of th is  law  run s: „T he  ob ligations incum bent on  G erm any  in  consequence 
of in te rn a tio n a l tre a tie s  sh a ll  n o t be  in fringed  by th e  ru lin g s  of th is law ".

T he G overnm en ts of the  d iffe ren t S ta te s  have  gone s t i l l  fu r th e r  in  th e ir  re s tr ic tio n s  
on Jew ish  s tu d e n ts . In  B a v arian  schoo ls of u n iv ers ity  ra n k  th e re  is  a s  a m a tte r  o f fact 
a „num erus n u llu s"  fo r Jew s. T he M in iste r of E d u ca tio n  in  Saxony  has d ecreed  th a t  
fo r five y ears  no  Jew s sh a ll be  a d m itted  to  th e  u n iv ers ity , so th a t th e ir  p e rcen tag e  
th e re  sh o u ld  becom e eq u al to  th e  general p e rcen tag e  of Jew ish  p o p u la tio n . Jew ish  
p ro fesso rs  and  lec tu re rs  th ro u g h o u t the  R eich  have been  exc lu d ed  in m asses, receiving 

com pulso ry  leave.
In  c o n tra s t to  th e  fo rm erly  m en tioned  law s, th e  law  „concern ing  th e  fo rm ation  

of s tu d e n t bodies (S tu d en ten sch aften ) a t  schools of u n iv ers ity  ra n k  (H o ch sch u len )" 
(A p ril 22nd, R e ich sg ese tzb la tt N r. 40) is n o t d irec ted  ag a in st Jew s a lone  bu t against 
a ll n a tio n a l m in o ritie s a n d  foreign su b jec ts  of o th er th an  G erm an  n a tio n a lity . P a r. 1 
decrees: „T h e  s tu d e n ts  of G erm an  lineage an d  m o th er-to n g u e  in sc rib ed  a t a  school 
of u n iv ers ity  ran k  form  th e  s tu d e n t body  of th a t  sch o o l, reg ard less  of th e ir being 
G erm an  su b jec ts  o r no t" . P a r. 2 defines the im p o rtan t fu n c tio n s of th is body. „The
stu d e n t body is an  o rg an ic  p a r t  of th e  school and  th e  re p re se n ta tiv e  o f a ll the  
s tu d en ts . I ts  ta sk  is to  co -o p era te  in the  fu lfilm en t by  s tu d e n ts  of th e ir  d u tie s to w ard s  
th e  n a tio n , th e  S ta te , a n d  th e  school".

T he „law  concern ing  freeh o ld  p e asan t fa rm stead s  defends even m o re  s tren u o sly  
th an  th e  fo rm er law s th e  „p u rity "  an d  „A ry an ism  of th e  G erm an  race . P a r . 2 is
s tr in g en t: „O w nersh ip  of a  freeh o ld  p e asan t fa rm stead  is p e rm itte d  only to  persons
of G erm an  c itizensh ip  an d  b lood  or of the  b lood  of a k in d red  race. A  perso n  having 
am ong his m ale an cesto rs  o r o th er an cesto rs  back  to th e  second  degree  a p e rso n
of Jew ish  or co lo u red  e x tra c tio n  is n o t of G erm an  or k in d re d  b lood . A  m arriag e  
co n tra c te d  in fu tu re  w ith  su ch  a pe rso n  m akes th e  d escen d an ts  p e rm an en tly  incap ab le  
of becom ing p e asan t p ro p rie to rs  o f a freeh o ld  fa rm stead  .

In  c o n tra s t  to  th e  o th e r law s th is  one does n o t in tro d u ce  th e  n eg ative  concep t 
„n o n -A ry an " , b ring ing  in  th e  p o sitive  te rm  „of G e rm an  b lo o d ". In  i ts  n eg ative  p o in ts  
th e  law  does no t use th e  term  „ n o n -A ry an "  b u t say s p la in ly  „of Jew ish  d escen t" . 
I t  is to  be su p p o sed  th a t  th is  is caused  by  th e  e x cep tio n a l im p o rtan ce  a sc rib ed  to  th is 

a c t by  th e  leg isla to r.
T h e  cam paign of ex te rm in a tio n  h as g ravely  h it Je w ish  m edical m en who a re  

rem oved in  m asses from  p o sitio n s th ey  occupied , even p e rso n s of such  em inence a s  for 
in stan ce  P ro fe sso r Z ondek, n o t being passed  by.

T he G o v ern m en t C om m issioner f o r  B erlin , D r. Z ip p e rt d ec la red  th a t  „ th e
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hospitals are infested by Jews, so tha t the Jew s should be rem oved", Jew ish actors 
and stage-m anagers have also been dismissed.

These facts and the G overnment acts sanctioning them  constitute de facto and 
de iure a deprivation of the Jew s in Germany of civic and political equality.

The th ird  phase of the persecutions w as the economic boycott of the Jew s 
form ally proclaim ed on A pril 1st by the N ational Socialist party  and  enjoying official 
Government support. The p re tex t for the begin of this action  was given by the 
increasing tide of p ro test in the w orld and by the boycott of G erm an goods proclaim ed 
by the Jews. The Governm ent declaration of M arch 27th announces th a t „none should 
be surprised  if the German nation spontaneously rises up to  a defensive battle. One 
of its effective means w ill be a propaganda of boycotting Jew ish shops. The G overn
ment will observe all an ti-Jew ish  action w ithout taking steps and  will aw ait develop
ments, im itating the a ttitu d e  of foreign governments tow ards the campaign of an ti- 
German propaganda and th e  announcem ent of alleged cruelties". In accordance with 
their announcem ents the „Shock troop" formations blockaded Jew ish shops and offices 
throughout the  whole day, carrying on a lively an ti-Jew ish  propaganda. M. Goebbels, 
M inister for Propaganda, announced to the Press tha t a fte r A pril 1st there  would 
be a four days interval in  the boycott. If by th a t time the anti-G erm an campaign abroad 
would cease, the boycott would not continue —  in the contrary  event it would be carried 
on. The G overnment then declared officially th a t th e  boycott had fulfilled its  purpose 
and w ould therefore be discontinued. This decision of the Governm ent was ascribed 
to the extrem ely bad impression made abroad and  to the unfavourable influence on 
the economic life of the Reich. This conviction w as expressed by M. Streicher, Member 
of the Reichstag and  director of the boycott campaign, who said  tha t „if it  had been 
necessary to continue the boycott incalculable economic consequences w ould have 
ensued".

The N ational Socialist campaign was not confined to economic, social, and  poli
tical boycott, it extended also to the boycott of the Jew ish intellect. On M ay 10th 
over 20 000 books by Jewish, Pacifist, and Socialist authors were solemnly burn t in the 
B elle-A lliance Square in Berlin, M. Goebbels, M inister of the Reich presiding a t the 
ceremony.

Protest oi the American Jews

The incidents in Germ any evoked a violent spontaneous wave of p ro test in  the 
whole civilised world. The pro test w as no t confined to the Jew s all over the world, 
it also sw ept the communities among which the Jew s live, particu larly  in the W est. 
The campaign showed the strong cohesion of the Jew s who in a moment of national 
danger rose to a common effort despite their far-reaching inner party  discrepancies.

The w ord for a p ro test campaign was given by the Jew s of the U nited States 
and by their political representation , the Jew ish-A m erican Congress. A lready on February  
28th a meeting was held under the auspices of this institution in the Carnegie H all 
of New York, a t which the speakers beside Rabbi Dr. Stephen W ise w ere the highest 
d ignitaries-of the Roman Catholic and P ro testan t Churches in  A merica. F a ther M artin  
Conboy declared tha t justice tow ards Jew s was justice tow ards all humanity, while 
the Rev. Parkes Cadman expressed the opinion th a t „the struggle against the Jew s 
was always based on lies and  infamous calum nies".
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The proper day of p ro test however, was se t by the Congress Executive for M arch 
27th, Jew ish organisations the w orld over being asked to dem onstrate simultaneously. 
A  great meeting in M adison Square G arden in  New York was preceded by a day 
of p rayer and fasting and  by a demonstra*ion in the streets.

The representative of the Jew ish-A m erican Congress, Dr, Tenenbaum, opening 
the meeting defined the p roper sense of the dem onstration in the words: „The m oral 
strength of the w hole civilized w orld is behind us and 16 million Jew s appeal to it 
from this spo t to-day  in the defence of our human and most elem entary civic rights".

The former G overnor of New Y ork and candidate for th e  Presidency A l. Sm ith  
said  i. a. „The best thing would be to bring this m atter (of persecutions) before a w orld 
forum, to  air it before all eyes and to se ttle  the Nazi theses on racial hate as we 
se ttled  the K u-K lux-K lan som e years ago".

M ayor 0 ‘Brien  of New Y ork declared: „In the name of millions of Christians, 
citizens of the biggest city in the world, I p ro test to-day against the  hooliganism of the 
H itler G overnment and I declare tha t we a re  all deeply shocked by the sad  news 
arriving from Germany.

Protest Campaigns in Other Countries

The campaign of p ro test in itia ted  in Am erica soon extended to Jew ish commun
ities in other countries and parts  of the w orld, finding particu larly  strong expression 
in Poland, England and Palestine. In all these countries th e  boycott of G erm an 
goods, considered as the most powerful weapon in  combating the anti-Sem itic tendencies 
of the H itler regime, was taken  up alm ost spontaneously.

A t the meeting of the „Board of D eputies" (Union of delegates of Jew ish com 
munities in England) its P resident, Mr, Neville Lasky, gave a clear exposition  of the 
true character of the Jew s' campaign. „Our quarrel is no t w ith the Germans as a state. 
The Germans can chose such a constitution as ipleases them. W e are however combating 
the negative distinction de iure and d e  facto of G erm an citizens or inhabitants of the 
Jew ish faith. W e will not to lerate  tha t within the frontiers of Germ any the Jew s should 
be considered a class of helots. Together w ith our G erm an brothers we wish prosperity  
to the German nation".

On M arch 30th V iscount Cecil of Chelwood opened the debate on the persecution 
of Jew s in  Germ any in the House of Lords, saying, i. a. „The w hole w orld  has been 
shocked by the news of violence offered to the Jew ish population in  Germany. The 
occurrences in Germ any are  being observed in England w ith great uneasiness. England's 
special position as m andatory  Pow er in Palestine has bound it up w ith the fa te  and 
m isfortunes of the Jew ish people. Since m ore than half a century it  has become the 
custom to regard  questions of racial and religious m inorities as m atters of international 
interest, calling in case of need for in tervention  on th e  p a rt of o ther countries. No 
country insisted so stric tly  on the precise execution of th e  m inority decrees of the 
T reaty of V ersailles as Germany. A ccording to Germ any, anti-Sem itism  in Germany 
is fair, bu t anti-Sem itism  in Po land  is an act of barbarism ".

Lord Reading  was of opinion „that the G overnment should m ake use of the 
means a t its  disposal to call the atten tion  of the Germans to  th e  indignation of the 
English people because of the unfair treatm ent of th e  Jew ish population".

The persecution of the Jew s was also condemned by representatives of the
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A nglican and of the Roman Catholic Church, by the Archbishop of C anterbury and 
by Lord Iddesleigh.

In the great debate on foreign affairs wh'ch took place in the House of Com
mons on A pril 13th chief representatives of all the parties in view of the present 
situation  in Germ any and of the persecution of the Jew s condemned all efforts a t 
trea ty  revision at the cost of Poland.

In  P alestine  the W aad  Haleumi (N ational Council, the chief organ of Jew ish 
national autonomy) on A pril 1st voted: ,,The Jew ish community of Palestine joins 
in the elem ental p ro test of the whole Jew ish people, expressing its feeling of b ro ther
hood to the Jew s of Germ any and calling upon them to fight in defence of righ t 
and honour". The Jew ish community of Palestine proclaim ed a boycott of German 
goods.

Zionist H eadquarters a re  working o u t. a great p lan  of mass transfer of German 
Jew s to Palestine. In connection w ith this p lan  the la te  Dr. A rlosoroff as Member 
of the Executive of the Jew ish Agency made a voyage to Europe where he took up 
the m atter w ith G erm an official representatives, while pro-Zionist M. P.® in London 
(Col. W edgwood) are  putting  pressure on the Colonial Secretary in  order to  render 
possible a m ass em igration of German Jew s to Palestine.

By the m iddle of A pril all Jew ish comm unities in Europe had already  joined 
the protest campaign, and even some ou ts ide  Europe, e. g. in Turkey, Egypt, and 
A ustralia . The culm inating point was the petition for in tervention  on behalf of the 
Jew ish community in Germ any brought before the League of N ations in May, by the
Committee of Jew ish Delegates in  Paris, th e  Jew ish Club of the Polish Diet, and  the
Jew ish P a rty  of Czechoslovakia.

Protest oi the Jewish Club oi the Polish Diet

The pro test campaign of the Polish Jew s against the persecution of Jew s in 
Germany was in itia ted  by the Jew ish Club. A t the sitting of the Diet on M arch 15th 
M. Criinbaum  in his speech against the bill on plenipotentiary  powers declared: „I take 
advantage of this occasion to send greetings to our illtreated  brothers in Germany". 
On the sam e day the Jew ish Club published a m anifesto whose chief content was
an appeal to the conscience of the civilised w orld to raise its voice in defence of the 
Jew s of Germany. Further in th is m anifesto th e  Jew ish Club gave the word for a p ro test 
campaign: „W e call on the Jew s of the whole world to unite and combine in one 
mind and one will to save our brothers in G erm any".

On A pril 13th the Club published a  second manifesto to the Jew s of Poland  
warning them against the a ttem pts of H itlerism  to m islead the vigilance of the Jew s 
all over the world, by spreading news reporting  the cessation of the boycott and  by 
forcing eminent Jew s in Germ any to deny the cruelties perpetra ted  there. The m a
nifesto stresses th a t „not only the fate of the G erm an Jew s alone is the question 
but the existence of the whole Jew ish nation  is concerned since H itlerism  has cri
m inally laid  hands on the greatest good gained by the Jew s —  perhaps even by a ll 
humanity. —  our civic em ancipation". The m anifesto calls for a continuation of the 
battle  against H itlerism  until it is won.

Sim ultaneously the Jew ish Club m ade known that it  was taking over the m ana
gement of the Jew s an ti-H itlerite  action in Poland. In this connection a m isunderstand-



THE PERSECUTIO N  OF THE JE W S IN GERMANY 17

ing concerning fields of competence occurred betw een the Club and the U nited Jew ish 
Committee for Combating the Persecution of the Jew s in Germany, which had been 
formed meanwhile. The conflict was averted by a declaration of the Club th a t its 
management w ould concern political m atters, while all other fields, particu larly  the 
economic, should be left to the Committee.

Petition to the League of Nations

On May 12th the Club filed a petition in the League of N ation  for intervention 
on behalf of the G erm an Jews.

The petition runs:
„The German G overnment has prom ulgated laws and m easures establishing the 

principle tha t G erm an citizens of Jew ish ex traction  cannot be em ployed in  any public 
function, be attorneys or barristers, hold posts as panel docors. These laws and 
measures a t the sam e tim e placed the Jew s under exceptional legislation a® regards 
studies . a t schools of university ra n k “.

„The Governments of the Reich's S tates published decrees and regulations which 
in p a rt an ticipated  the application of those laws and in p a rt served to carry  them  out".

„Among other things the professors of Jew ish origin a t schools of university 
rank have been deprived of their chairs or suspended in the exercise of their functions. 
The sam e has taken p lace in regard  to th e  Jew ish judges, no heed being taken  of their 
inam ovability. In many schools Jew ish pupils have been turned  out".

„On A pril 1st a t an order proceeding from a  body im mediately subordinate to 
the Chancellor of the Reich, and w ith the protection of the S. A. and S. S. troops 
of which the Chancellor is Chief, a boycott of Jew ish shops, medical men and lawyers 
was organised. On the  sam e day the Jew ish employees of private  businesses were 
dismissed. The Jew ish owners w ere forced by te rro r to  carry out th is m easure".

„As far as the German p a rt of U pper Silesia is concerned these m easures are 
contrary  to the provisions of the convention concluded a t  Geneva on M ay 15th 
1933 between Germ any and Poland  respecting U pper Silesia and they violate: par. 67 
which establishes the principle of equality  before the law of all G erm an citizens, par. 68 
which provides tha t all German citizens belonging to a national m inority  shall be 
trea ted  in fact and by the law  in the same m anner as other G erm an citizens, and 
par. 72 which says th a t the provisions of the afore-m entioned convention a re  obligations 
of an  in ternational character and cannot be changed w ithout th e  consent of the 
m ajority  of the members of the League of Nations".

„Furtherm ore the laws and measures directed against the Jew s are contrary 
to the declaration  made by Germany in its „A dnotation on the conditions of peace. 
A ppendix to the note of the G erm an delegation of M ay 29th 1919".

„It read: „For its part, Germ any is determ ined to tre a t the national m inorities 
on its te rrito ry  in accordance w ith the sam e principles which she demands for the 
G erm an m inorities which have by the peace trea ty  passed under a foreign domination".

„The A llied and A ssociated Powers put this declaraion upon record  in the 
ultim atum  addressed to the G erm an G overnment on June 16th 1919. („The A llied 
and A ssociated Powers place on record  the declaration  of the G erm an delegates that 
Germ any is determ ined to  trea t the national m inorities on its te rrito ry  in accordance 
with the same principles")".
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Protest Campaign oi the Jewish Community in Poland

On M arch 24th D r. Rosmarin M. P. received the following telegram  from New 
York: „P lease join us on M arch 27th in the general world protest against the Nazis 
A m erican-Jew ish Congress: Wise, Deutsch, Cohen". This was, together w ith the m a
nifesto of the Jew ish Club, the signal for the begin of the p ro test campaign of the 
Jew ish community in Poland.

In  its first phase the U nited N ational P ro test Committee was formed in W arsaw 
by the Zionist parties while the o ther groupings and economic organisations a t first 
conducted a separa tist p ro test campaign. On M arch 26th the N ational Committee published 
a manifesto saying i. a. „B rother Jews! W e call on you to come in crowds to p rotest 
meetings and to dem onstrations on M onday, the 27th of March, which day has been 
designated as a day  of protest of the whole Jew ish world, thus showing your determ ined 
will to  resist all attacks on our righs, all attem pts to  enslave the Jew s in the count
ries of Golus (exile)".

On M arch 27th innum erable protest meetings and dem onstrations took place 
in all Poland. A t 5 p. m. all Jew ish shops were closed. The Jew ish people went 
in masses to the dem onstrations manifesting their national so lidarity . The Jewish 
dem onstrations made a strong impression.

A  characteristic feature of the speeches held on tha t day a t the mass meeting 
of the N ational Committee was the close linking of the p ro test against anti-Sem itism  
w ith the dem and for creating a Jew ish N ational Home in Palestine. This was expressed 
by M. Goldberg who said: „The answer to  the persecution of the Jew s should be 
intensified w ork in building our N ational Home. Our protest should be an active one: 
in the course of the speeches stress was laid  on the fact tha t the Jew ish pro test is 
an expression of independent Jew ish national policy and can on no account become 
the instrum ent of any country 's foreign policy. The pro test of the Polish Jew s does 
not signify tha t they are content and confident —  it is only an expression of general 
Jew ish so lidarity .

A further im portant fact was the stressing of the consolidation of the Polish
Jew s, to  which Dr. Gottlieb  called attention: „W e had of late a little  lost our bearings,
a little  fallen into groups. B ut these occurrences in Germ any have joined us all together 
again / W e have all assembled here —  Aguda, Folk, and Zionist Parties. I t is  an
unbroken front".

A t the public meetings called by Jew ish economic circles particu lar attention
was paid to the question of organizing a boycott of G erm an good. Thanks w ere also 
expressed to the G overnment for its defence of Poland 's Jew ish subjects in  Germany.

On A pril 23rd a congress of Polish Jew ry  called by the U nited Jew ish iProtest 
Committee sa t in W arsaw. There were 852 delegates, representing  365 town. A ll poli
tical parties w ith the exception of some Socialist ones, economic organisations, and 
representatives of congregations took p a rt in  the congress. Of Jew ish politicians were 
present: M. Hartglas, form erly member of the D-et (Zion. Org.), M. J . M. Lewin  (Aguda), 
Rabbi B rot (M izrachi), M. Zundelew icz  and M. Rasner, a form er member of the Diet 
(economic representatives), the members of the Diet MM. Dr. Rosmarin  and Dr. Som- 
m erstein  (Jewish Club), Rabbi Lew i (Aguda), Jdger and M inzberg  (Governm ent Party ). 
The m ajority  of the  resolutions voted bore  the character of protests. The resolutions 
of a positive character form ulate the dem and for facilitating the m ass emigration
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of G erm an Jew s to Palestine, declare  th a t the boycott of G erm an goods is an im port
ant answ er to  the persecutions, discountenance the dem onstrations against the German
population  in Poland, affirm ing th a t „the Jew s of Poland a re  only combating the 
H itler regim e in Germ any and H itler's agencies in other countries bu t no t the German 
nation, and they expect the German minorities outside Germany to discountenance the 
bestial bru tality  of the H itlerites". The necessity was also voiced of calling a world 
council of the Jew s in Geneva for the purpose of demanding legal guarantees of
equality  of rights for the Jew s in all countries.

W. Żabotyński‘s Action
Independently  of the consolidated action of the Jew ish community in Poland 

and in the whole w orld, W ł. Żabotyński, leader of a group of Zionist Revisionists,
who is at p resent in Poland brought forw ard his own idea of ba ttle  against the 
German Reich as such, against its industry and in the first place against its foreign 
policy. He is of opinion tha t in this ba ttle  co-operation is indicated w ith those G o
vernm ents whose foreign policy is conducted along anti-G erm an lines, and in re turn  
for the support of this policy by th e  Jew s of the w orld  support before an in ternational 
forum should be dem anded for the postulate of a  Jew ish S tate.

In  Jew ish political circles th e  version was cu rren t th a t Żabotyński was in 
contact w ith the p ropaganda departm ent of the M inistry  for Foreign A ffairs. As a fact 
Żabotyński on A pril 28th w ith the knowledge of the M inistry broadcast a lecture 
from  W arsaw  on the relation  of the Jew s to the present international political situation. 
The greater p a rt of this paper (which was broadcast in Polish in d  French) was 
devoted to  an apologia of the T reaty  of V ersailles which had, in  the light of the 
la test occurrences in Germany „become an indestructible monument on the strengtn
of which none could ever call in q u es tio n  “ The Jew s should devote their talent
for propaganda to spreading the great cry: „The T reaty  of Versailles —  intangible". 
The lecturer decidely condemned G erm any's anti-Po lish  efforts a t tre a ty  revision. 
Żabotyński ended by putting forw ard the dem and for a Jew ish s ta te  in Palestine.

O ther Zionist groups took up a negative a ttitu d e  tow ards th is conception. The 
Jew s having no S tate  cannot give battle  to states. It is only in their power to  combat 
some political tendencies, such as for instance H itlerism. Also the main idea of Zionism 
is to carry on an  independent Jew ish policy —  to m ake th a t policy dependent on 
outside factors m ay bring political defeat. Thus for instance now, a fter H itler’s speech 
in  the Reichstag, a detente  has ensued in foreign politics and Ż abotyńskis idea has 
by th a t fact lost actuality .

Occurences in Germany and National Minorities in Poland
The persecutions of the Jew s in  Germany had also an  indirect effect on the 

m utual re la tions of the Jew ish m inority w ith other m inorities, in the first place with 
the G erm an one. These relations, as is generally known, were established in 1922, 
in  the form of a coalition list a t  elections and a certain  co-operation in parliam entary 
work.

The only pronouncem ent of the leaders of the German m inority  on the occurrences
in Germ any was the speech of M. P an t in the Silesian D iet: „As for acts of terrorism  
we condemn them  w ith the greatest severity wherever and against whomsoever they 
may be committed, for they are contrary  to the fundam ental ethics of C hristianity".
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This enunciation however, rem ained solitary , a fact which induced M. H a jtg h s  
the former member of the Diet, to  publish an article in  the „H ajnt of M arch 3 s , 
under the title  „W here are the „M inority G erm ans"?" in which he puts the ques ion: 

W hy are  the Germans abroad silent, those Germans who shout so loudly in Poland 
as in Czechoslovakia and  Latvia, about the righ ts of m inorities, who are  the leaders 
a t m inority congresses? They know well w hat it means to  be deprived of rights 
and precisely now their speech is checked?" „W e ask p lain ly  and clearly : a re  the 
Germans in our Diet opposed to the H itler hooligans or do they stand  with them . 
If they are opposed -  why are  they silen t?  If they are no t -  they m ust cease once 
for all to ta lk  about the rights of m inorities, they must bear the consequences of their 
way of thinking, they m ust leave the Congress of M inorities. A ut — aut, M onsieur 
A m ende et consortes. E ither you protest against H itler, or out from the Congress 
of M inorities, aw ay from the company of honest and civilised people .

The m isunderstandings between the minorities were however not confined to 
the press. In consequence of the action against the Polish m inority in Germany a num ber 
of Polish organisation in Łódź — the Society for the Defence of the W estern Borders 
the Legionaries' Union, the „S trzelec" society, the „Young Legion" — came forward 
proposing reprisals against the German population in Poland. The leaflet published 
by these organisations, d istribu ted  in the stree ts of Łódź, in  a sharp and d irect manner 
called for anti-G erm an action. On A pril 9th storm y dem onstrations took place in Łódź, 
windows were broken in  the editorial offices of a G erm an paper, several rooms of the 
G erm an High School (Gimnazjum) were wrecked, and German new spapers destroyed 
on stalls. A lthough this dem onstration was the result of propaganda by Polish organis
ations, the „G azeta Polska" brought a sem i-official comm entary addressed to the Jewish 
m inority and accusing it of having organised the Łódź outbreak. The Jew ish P ro test 
Committee in Łódź publicly declared  that neither the Committee itself nor any Jewish 
organisation were in  any way connected w ith the anti-G erm an occurrences. M. Hartglas 
in °  the „H ajnt" expressly sta ted  tha t the Jew s do no t wage w ar on the German 
minority, but some invivsible hand wishes to bring about a w ar betw een the two m inor
ities. „W hoever wishes to  give the impression th a t the Jew s are waging w ar on 
the German nation, and th a t against the German m inority, whoever wishes to trouble 
in this way the m utual relations betw een m inorities and to w eaken their fight for 
minority rights, is a bad politician and a w orse diplom at . Dr. Rosenblatt, Member 
of the Diet, and the G erm an Senator U tta  conferred together in Łódź to clear up 
misunderstandings.

D espite the efforts of political leaders tow ards removing m isunderstandings the 
Jew ish-G erm an re la tions continued stra ined  for a time and in K onstancin near Łódź 
even led to anti-Jew ish  outbreaks.

The German occurences also proved to have an  indirect bearing on Jew ish- 
U krainian relations. In  connection with the N ational Socialist politician von R osenberga 
idea of an anti-Soviet intervention and the creation of an independent U krainian sta te , 
certain  U krainian circles took up a sym pathetic a ttitu d e  tow ards the „national revo
lu tion" in Germany, dem onstrating it by anti-Sem itic action. In eastern  L ittle  Poland 
U krainian nationalist leaflets were d istributed with the Swastika sign and in a number 
of places an ti-Jew ish  outbreaks occurred.

In the course of a polemic against the Zionist daily  „Chwila the U krainian
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„D ilo" of A pril 19th published an  article, form ulating the a ttitu d e  of the UNDO 
(U krainian N ational Democratic Org.) tow ards H itlerism  and anti-Sem itism : „N aturally  
the „Dilo" as a democratic organ cannot, for reasons of principle, acquiesce in  the 
exclusive character of the German nationalist movement, as has already  been w ritten. 
I t is equally clear tha t the fundam ental a ttitude  d ictated  by pan-U krainian  anti- 
Moscow and anti-Com m unist reasons has nothing in common w ith anti-Sem itism . We 
do not need to  s tress a t  every step  and on every occasion th a t we have nothing in 
common w ith any anti-Jew ish  hue and cry and  th a t we are enemies of all pogromism. 
This a ttitude  of ours, sincere and d ictated  by ethics, ideals and  political sense is 
known to all fair-m inded people".

Leopold Halpern.

H i t l e r i s m  in  G z e c l i o s lo v a k ia .

The notion of national socialism  appeared  for the first tim e in pre-w ar A ustria 
in the 1890‘s. In  the Sudetic Countries, at th a t time, G erm an national labour leagues 
were formed for the fight against Czechoslovakian m anufacturers as well as against G er
man social democracy. These organisations however, did not last long. In  1904 in M o
ravia there appeared again the German Labour P arty  which already  in 1911 was able 
to  send several representatives to the M oravian Congress and  also to the A ustrian 
Parliam ent, among those sent being the presen t-day  leaders of the G erm an national 
socialists in Czechoslovakia, Jung  and  Knirsch.

A t the p arty  convention in 1913 in Iglau, M oravia, the question of farm relief 
and the means of fighting the ra tes  of in terest and ren ts w ere d'scussed. These problems 
are among the fundam ental ones of H itle rs  economic program  a t the p resent time.

W ithin  the party  itself, however, which in 1918 took th e  name of the German 
N ational Socialist Party , unity  of opinion was lacking on cardinal points even. The 
Sudetic Germans were anxious to  m ake of this p arty  a factor in the class struggle. 
The failure of the party  a t th e  Convention of Salzburg in 1920, did not prevent 
Delegate Jung from changing the party  into „The German N ational Socialist 
Labour Party", a t the international convention of party  delegates at Linz. The 
party  thus became a class organisation w ith pronounced leanings tow ard  nationalism. 
The term  „working class", claims the convention is no t restric ted  to one social group 
only. I t includes all the  people who live on the proceeds of their labour, whether 
physical or mental, in o ther w ords all individuals economically.

German national socialism in Czechoslovakia, was no t only the beginning of the 
general G erm an national socialist movement, but also had a very great influence on the 
la tte r ‘s ideals.

The sp iritual leader of the p a rty  in Bohemia, Rudolf Jung, was the first to pu t 
into the m inds of the national socialists th e  idea of a world democracy pointing out 
the relationship of international Mammonism to the forms of w orld liberalism , and  the 
allegedly anti-G erm an character of the democracy of th e  W est.

H itler, who picks up the thread of a  thought only then when it has already 
become tangible took over J u n g s  sta tem ent th a t n a tu re  of the Jew ish race is the 
„judaisation" of other nations, th a t L u th e rs  reform ation was only a half-m easure 
because it did no t definitely separa te  C hristianity  from the Old Testam ent, tha t W estern 
M ammonism and E astern Bolshevism are  con trad ictory  only on the surface, while in
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reality  they serve as a means of preparing the way for the  Jew ish race to ru le the 
world, and tha t the undoing of Germ any is due to her having the m ost powerful social 
democracy and  the  most powerful clerical party,

W ith the developm ent of the idea of national socialism and the rap id  rise of the 
G erm an N ational Socialist Labour P arty  during the last few years in Germany, there 
arose and came to the fore German national socialism in Czechoslovakia. The radical 
economical, political and social maxims of H itler and his followers, as w ell as their 
postulate of freeing the G erm ans from the yoke of reparations, from th e  political 
suprem acy of the W estern Pow ers and of restoring  them to the place in world affairs 
to which they, because of their number, strength  and vigour were entitled, and to  
elim inate the factors alien in race and language from deciding in m atters per
taining to German culture —  were hailed w ith joyful enthusiasm  by the G erm ans in 
Czechoslovakia. The Czechoslovakian G erm ans felt themselves to have been doubly 
wronged and slighted; they suffered with the German nation because of its defeat 
in the W ar, and in addition they had to bear the grievance of being joined to Cze
choslovakia.

This fact opened the way for the welcome acceptance of all the slogans of the 
G erman N ational Socialists of the G erm an Republic by their friends in Czechoslovakia. 
As an organisation which had to develop and spread its activities in a foreign state, 
the German N ational Socialists in Czechoslovakia looked for the support of the pow er
ful H itler p arty  of Germany and let themselves be sw ayed by the current of 
that party . They supplem ented their program  with points taken from the H itlerites 
of Germany, adapting their program to tha t of their com patriots, im itating them in 
every way, even in the ir inner organisation. They introduced into the party  
the system  of H itlerite  ranks and honours, c rea ted  a party  guard dressing them  in 
H itlerite  uniforms, introduced arm y training, and H itlerite  badges and  w ords of com
mand. The „V olkssport" was substituted for the H itlerite Sturm abteilungen, whose mem
bers are bound by m ilitary discipline and as was shown by the well-known lawsuit 
at Bern, M oravia, were w ell-arm ed, trained in  the throwing of handgrenades and 
in shooting, and together with the Sturm abteilungen of Germ any carried  out 
m ilitary m anoeuvres very  diligently on the borders of G erm any. The V olkssport was 
prepared, a t any moment when H itler's party  would gain complete control in Germany, 
to s ta r t corresponding action in Czechoslovakia. The German N ational Socialist P a rty  
has many followers in the Sudetic countries especially among the young. During the 
last elections to the Prague Parliam ent in 1929, the party  received enough votes to ga:n 
eight representatives. The popularity  of the party  among the German non-activists 
may be explained by the w arlike and radical slogans which sway the elements dissatis
fied with the present situation.

Much has been w ritten  concerning the ideals and aims of the German N ational 
Socialist Labour Party  of Czechoslovakia. The leaders of the party , Jung, Knirsch and 
Krebs are the authors of works presenting the political, social, cu ltural and economical 
creed of their party . Speeches by the representatives of that party  in the parliam ent 
of Prague on this subject a re  also frequent. Much light was thrown on the methods 
of work used by this party  by the Bern lawsuit with the members of the „V olkssport". 
This case proved  that a close bond existed  betw een  this apparen tly  non-political organ

isation and the German N ational Socialist Party , showing the w ide scope of the
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anti-governm ent propaganda sp read  by the members of the V olkssport, who were 
bound to be members of the N ational Socialist P arty  as well.

In their foreign policy the German N ational Socialists of Czechoslovakia were 
guided by the aims of the H itlerites and by the slogan of freeing the German nation  
from the political and economical yoke of the rapacious W est, as well as by the 
im m ediate aims arising from the special needs and desires of the Germans in Cze
choslovakia.

The dream  of Czechoslovakian H itlerism  as regards their foreign policy is 'the 
creation of a great central European Power, which would differ from the old A ustria 
in tha t besides A ustria, Hungary, Czechoslovakia, Yugo-Slavia and Rumania, it would 
include also Germany. In this m anner there  would arise a  pow erful economic unit and 
an outw ardly strong nation which would be in a position to dispose of all post-w ar 
difficulties.

F rance's project of forming a federation  of the Danube countries w ithout G er
many is em phatically re jec ted  by the Czechoslovakian H itlerites as being d irected  
clearly against Germany, and as aiming a t the strengthening of French im perialism  
in C entral Europe, with the eventual political and economical conquest of the la tte r 
by France. The value of such a federation w ith  Germ any is supposed to consist 
in the great capacity of the German m arket, and in . the need for farm products which 
are plentiful in the countries of the Danube, This last argum ent is however not very 
convincing as regards industria l Czechoslovakia.

The realisation of a C entral European federation with Germ any would guarantee 
to all nations a new autonom y — political, economical and cultural. The German national 
socialists in Czechoslovakia pride themselves on the fact tha t a lready in th e  old 
Danube M onarchy, they were partisans of granting to all the nations of tha t monarchy 
a complete cultural autonom y.

It is clear tha t the form ation of a „M ittel-E uropa" w ith Germ any would make 
it possible for the G erm ans to get full advantage of their superiority  in numbers, 
economic and culture in that territory . The creation of a M it'tel-Europa is only the 
tem porary  program m e of the G erm an N ational Socialists of C zechoslovakia, caused by 
the present political situation  m  Europe. Their real political aim is the joining of 
Bohemia, M oravia and Silesia o t  at least their German districts to Germ any and the 
realisation of the dream s of German nationalists — a G reater Germany. This was 
shown irrefutably by the Bern lawsuit, against the H ackenkreuzlers of Czechoslovakia 
who were sentenced to 1 to 3 years imprisonment for breaking the law re la ting  to the 
defence of the Republic, for sta te  treason by forming a conspiracy against the unity  
of the State, and for organizing an arm ed force. On the basis of the results of this 
suit, the public prosecutor in Frague form ulated an accusation against the G erm an 
N ational Socialists members of parliam ent Jung, Krebs, Schubert and  K asper and 
requested the parliam ent to deliver these men to the jurisdiction of the court. The 
question of delivering these men will be considered soon by the parliam entary  committee.

P rio r to the realisation  of the dreams of the Germans for a G reater Germany 
the H itlerites are working in Czechoslovakia to get for the German element there  
a complete political and cultural autonomy. U nder the slogan of „Sudetendeutśchland 
den Sudetendeutschen" the German N ational Socialist P arty  is conducting an  active 
campaign for the conceding of those laws to the Sudetic countries which the Czecho
slovakian Constitution accedes to tha t p art of Ruthenia which lies a t the foot of the
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C arpathian mountains. They dem and their own legislature and governor, their own 
adm inistration, the use of the German language in official m atters and cultural autonomy.

The members of the G erm an N ational Socialist Party  in Czechoslovakia are 
imbued with unshaken faith th a t their struggle for their rights, a fight conducted in 
an entirely  legal m anner, must bring them  full success in the end. Such conviction was 
also expressed by the accused H ackenkreuzlers appearing before the Czechoslovakian 
Court.

That conviction of the justice of their postulates and the belief in the success 
of their fight have given the German N ational Socialist P a rty  great streng th  and 
secured them a strong position among the German m inority in Czechoslovakia.

T l i e  P r e s e n t  S itu a t io n  in  L u sa t ia .
by Olgierd Szwarc.

The „national revolution '' in G erm a
ny has brought all the minorities of the 
G erm an Reich heavy persecutions, but 
the Lusatians (Lusatians W ends, or S er
bians), the sm allest existing Slav people, 
counting according to the official s ta tis 
tics only 72.000 in  all, are hardest hit, 
for the latest decrees of the German 
authorities destroying all their communal 
life seriously endanger the ir further 
existence as a  nation. The Lusatian S e r
bians a re  the only Slav tribe on the 
banks of the E lbe which has kept its 
language and cultural trad itions and 
which has no t been assim ilated in the 
course of a thousand years of pressure 
of Teutonic peoples tow ards the East, 
across the Elbe. They are not as fortun
a te  as, for instance, the Poles in G er
many who find a support in  the existen
ce of the Polish S tate, they have to 
rely  on their own resources.

They have no political o r cu ltu ral 
rights, no parliam entary  represen tation  or 
in ternational protection  such as is 
enjoyed by minorities in other countries. 
Their language is not adm itted in 
schools, courts of Justice, offices, and of 
late is even being banned from churches.

U nder these conditions the only pTop 
of national life in  Lusatia was w ork in 
scientific, economic, and sporting organi

sations of which a number has arisen 
there, and the activity of the Press 
which consisted of the widely read daily 
„Serbskie Nowiny" (Serbian News) which 
had 4.000 subscribers and of above a  
dozen other periodicals.

A t p resen t these functions of national 
life are entirely suspended.

On A pril 9th 1933 the pressure of 
the authorities brought about the disso
lution of the Lusatian „Sokol" society, 
the largest organisation in Lusatia, num 
bering about one thousand members of 
both sexes. On A pril 12th the only daily  
paper —  „Serbskie Nowiny" —  was sus
pended for 8 days. A fter th a t tim e it 
appeared again, but the editorial body 
had been radically  changed a t the de
mand of the authorities and the articles 
now appearing are w ritten  in  a H itlerite 
spirit. S :m ultaneously w ith the suspens
ion of the „Serbskie Nowiny" a decree 
was issued on the strength  of which se 
veral employees and members of the 
board of the „Ernest Sm oler" printing 
and bookselling co-operative society were 
ordered to leave their posts imme
diately and to refrain  from all further 
work in tha t institution. They are: em
ployees — M arko Smoler, editor of the 
„Serbskie Nowiny" who had filled that 
post since 1884, G ustaw  Janak , M ana-
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ger of the co-operative society, Jakub  
Szajba, type compositor, M ina W itkojc, 
poetess and editor of the w eekly „Serb
ski Ćasnik", P. G ro j lich. Members of the 
B oard —  the P resident, Lorenc-Zaleski, 
a w ell-known novelist, M arcin Nowak, 
painter, Paw eł Lubjeński, „starosta" of 
the Sokol society, Je rzy  S łodenk and 
J a n  Szeca, teachers, E rnest B art, a for
mer member of the Reichstag.

A t the sam e tim e all the above-nam ed 
persons were forbidden to occupy them 
selves w ith any w ork w hatever, w hether 
for earning their livelihood or for social 
purposes and  were placed under police 
supervision.

On A pril 28th the police proceeded 
to a series of searches in the homes of 
L usatian social w orkers and in the 
rooms of social institutions. The book
shop, printing-office, th e  Lusatian Bank, 
the room s of the „Serbska M acica", and 
even libraries and the museum were 
searched, Polish and Czech writings and 
new spapers being confiscated every
where. In consequence of these searches 
the following persons were arrested: Dr. 
J a n  Czyż, M anager of the bank, Jan  
Szymanek, member of its board, and of 
those form erly m entioned G ustaw  Janak , 
E rnest B art, Jerzy  Słodenk, Jakub  Szaj
ba, M arcin -Nowak and Paw eł Lubjeński.

A ll of them after being exam ined 
were placed in prison at Baultzen and 
rem ain there to this day.

A ll contact betw een the Lusatians 
and other countries has been in terrupted , 
national w orkers are  forbidden to  visit 
Poland or Czechoslovakia, foreign co r
respondence is under stric t control. The 
L usatian students have been sen t down 
from the Paedagogic Institu te  of D res
den, for the sole reason of having spent 
the last holidays in Poland. The only 
periodical untouched by persecution 
through being prin ted  in  Prague, the 
monthly „Lużicko-Srbsky V estnik" which

appears in the Czech language, is banned 
by the Reich's postal authorities.

The continuity of the described 
actions enforces the supposition th a t 
there exists a considered campaign against 
the Lusatian W ends which may seriously 
affect the fu ture fate of tha t people.

This oppression of a na tion  which is 
unable to defend itself has called forth 
a deep reaction in Slav countries, p a rti
cularly in Czechoslovakia w here public 
opinion has been strongly moved. A  num 
ber of social organisations, i. a. the Union 
of F riends of Lusatia (Spolećnost P ra te l 
Luźice), the Socialist N ational P arty  of 
Czechoslovakia, the „Sokol", the N ation
al Union of Slav Youth (Narodni Svaz 
Slovanski M adeże), have voted strong 
protests against the behaviour of the 
German authorities. Voices were heard 
demanding th a t the question of Lusatia 
be brought to an in ternational forum, 
and even suggesting im m ediate reprisals 
against the G erm an m inority in Czecho
slovakia. (M eeting of the N ational League 
of Prague on A pril 15th, speeches by Dr. 
K ahanek and by Senator T rnobransky).

The m atter w as also brought before 
the Senate by Senator H avlin who affirm 
ed that a demand for protection of the 
Lusatian Serbians should be raised  be
fore an in ternational forum, and  in  P a r
liam ent by its member, Dr. Angelo G old
stein.

The question was also w idely and 
energetically debated in the Czechoslovak
ian press.

In Poland the Society of Friends of 
the Lusatian People and the Students' 
Society of F riends of Lusatia published 
a resolution in th e  press, protesting 
against the action of the Germans and 
calling upon all social and political o r 
ganisations to take action in defence of 
Lusatia. The m atter was also raised  in 
the press.
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The Anti-Pol;.,I, T error.

The general elections to the Prussian 
legislature which took place on March 
5th 1933 showed in alm ost all constitu
encies an increase of votes polled by 
the Polish lists. A lthough the number of 
these votes is not at all proportional to 
the number of Poles established by of
ficial census statistics, the ir increase 
was received with great clamour by the 
G erman press.

Th's reaction  to the sym ptom s of vi
ta lity  on the p art of the Poles in G er
m any was to be found equally  in Silesia 
and in the centre of Prussia, on the P o 
m eranian frontier, in East Prussia and 
in W estphalia.

Not only the increase of Polish votes 
however, caused anti-Polish attacks 
and insinuations in the press. Cause was 
also found in the fact itself of Polish 
lists being pu t forw ard for the elections 
to the m unicipal bodies (.District, Town, 
and Parish  Councils) which took place 
on M arch 12th 1933.

Thus for instance the „O rtelsburger 
Zeitung published a t Szczytno in the 
,,M asurenland“ in its issue of M arch 9th 
1933 (Nr. 58) called the putting forward 
of a Polish list for the D istrict Council 
„an egregious insu lt" to the Germans 
and wrote: „W e live in Prussia no long
er under B raun and Severing under 
whose government you Poles unfo rtunate
ly carried things too far. W e will take 
note of everyone who to -day  still lets 
himself be bought with money from P o 
land. A fter the elections are over will 
come the time of account. A nd then the 
same will happen to you as to the C om 
munists. A nd you, German countrymen, 
know th a t you should while there is 
time remember those in your parishes 
who voted for Polish lists or kep t PolisI} 
new spapers in  their house".

This enuntiation of a well-known Po- 
ionophobe paper is not a so litary  one, 
It is on a level with all p ress articles 
treating of Polish affairs in Germ any and 
faithfully  reflects the mood of the whole 
Germ an community which is united and 
bound by the carrying out of the 
„G leichschaltung" principle possesing so 
much actuality  in .present-day Germany.

No wonder tha t the logical conse
quence of such a tem per is bru tal anti- 
Polish physical violence. In speaking of 
it one must not forget the m oral and  
economic oppression of the Poles which 
is a black sta in  on the pre-W ar and 
post-W ar history of civilization of the 
German people.

It is difficult to quote all the indica
tions of anti-Polish terrorism  in the time 
of general excitement preceding elections. 
The Polish press in Germ any each day 
brought a long list of cases of illtrea t- 
ment of Polish new spaper d istributors or 
national w orkers, of searches m ade in 
their homes w ith the purpose of te rrify 
ing the Polish population, and such like. 
Bomb outrages on candidates nom inated 
in the Polish lists also occurred. I t is 
impossible to suppose th a t the facts pub
lished by the Polish press are untrue, 
for according to the law on the p ro 
tection of the German nation  tha t would 
bring about serious consequences for the 
editors, and no proceedings for sp read 
ing false news have been taken against 
Ihe editors of Polish papers.

It is of course understandable th a t in 
the excitem ent of an  election conflicts 
on the ground of political differences 
may occasionally take  various forms, but 
the anti-Polish te rro r in Germ any cannot 
be considered a norm al sym ptom of 
differences of political opinion. The 
experience of post-W ar years would on
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the contrary  indicate that it should be 
regarded as a  certain  system  which is 
to lerated  by the authorities.

The a ttitude of the Polish community 
in Germany tow ards this m atter was 
form ulated in an  artic le  entitled  „Under 
Changed C onditions1* which was p rin ted  
by nearly  the whole Polish press in G er
many on M arch 29th 1933. This article 
declared the loyal intentions of the P o l
ish m inority and the wish to  understand 
the disquieting sym ptom s of the anti- 
Polish hue and cry. Its  chief paragraphs 
run: „...In the atm osphere of general
tension various individuals in  the N a
tional Socialist P arty  were carried away 
by their tem peram ent. The result was 
that in various p a rts  of the S tate  occur
rences took place which should certainly
be deplored , and which could  cause
a feeling of anxiety among the Polish 
population. If despite their being very 
painful for us we do no t take  them up 
here, we do so under the conviction tha t 
they were caused solely by the atm osphere 
of general excitem ent which is a lready 
passing. W hen tha t excitement has pass
ed entirely  the time will come for con
sidering the situation  of the Polish people
m G erm any  To such optim istic
conclusions we are also led by the words 
spoken by the Chancellor in his G overn
ment expose a t the opening of the
R eichstag  *) The fact tha t in his first
expose which had to touch upon so many 
matters of prime im port in in ternal and 
foreign policy the Chancellor found 
room to stress the a ttitude of the Govern

*) W ords of Chancellor H itler: „The 
fate of the Germans who live outside the 
frontiers of the Reich, who are  bound to 
us by language, culture and customs, and 
who carry  on a hard  fight for these va
lues is one of our p articu lar cares. The 
national Government is determ ined to 
act in defence of the in ternational rights 
guaranteed to the G erm an minorities 
with all the  means in its pow er11.

ment tow ards the German minorities is 
proof of the deep understanding which 
those now in authority  in the S tate have 
tor their situation. A nd this precisely 
perm its the supposition that C hancellor 
H itler who understands the fortunes and  
misfortunes of the G erm an minorities 
outside the Reich will show understand
ing for the situation of a ll the nationali
ties inhabiting the German Reich, and 
among them for the most numerous — 
the Polish population. . . .  W e write this, 
wishing to believe tha t the expression 
used by one of the N ational Socialists in 
the Prussian legislature, concerning the 
Poles, which was so painful to our na
tional feelings, was an incalculable ou t
burst, sim ilar to those which happened 
in the regions inhabited by Polish popu
lation. . . 11

The above article bears the character 
of a political declaration of the Polish 
minority in Germany.

It seemed that this declaration had 
been favourably received  by the authorities.

The m atter had most actuality  in  the 
Silesian Oppeln province where the te rro r 
directed against the half milion of P o l
ish population had attained shocking 
proportions. W ishing to end this sta te  
of things the Silesian Province of the 
Union of Poles in Germ any decided to  
negotiate with Dr. Lukaschek, the O berpre- 
sident of th e  Oppeln Regency. Having 
given them  audience on M arch 31 si, 
the O berpresident allowed the  publica
tion of the following com munique:

„The O berpresident to -day  received a 
delegation of the Union of Poles and de
clared to them that the decrees of the 
Geneva Convention on the protection  of 
m inorities are  still in force and th a t he 
will pro tect the m inority in the exercise 
of the rights guaranteed to it by the G e
neva Convention, by the police forces at 
his disposal. The O berpresident advised 
the greatest res tra in t to the m inority in
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its  e n te rp rises  in  view  of th e  p re sen t 
s i tu a tio n " .

T his com m unique  w hich was ap p ro v ed  
by th e  O b e rp res id en t of th e  O p p e ln  R e 
gency fu lly  confirm s th e  fac t th a t  th e  
a la rm s  ra is e d  by th e  P o les  a b o u t th e  a c ts  
of te rro rism  ag a in st th e  P o lish  m inority  
a re  ju s tif ie d  a n d  based  o n  tru e  facts. It 
gives th e  lie  to th e  G erm an  p ress w hich 
m in im ised  th e  a n ti-P o lish  ac tio n  of the  
H itle r ite  figh ting  form ations. N ote  sh o u ld  
a lso  be tak e n  of th e  s tra n g e  form  of d e 
c laring  th a t  th e  d ec rees  fo r m in o rity  p r o 
tec tio n  of th e  G eneva C onvention  of M ay 
15th 1922 ,.still e x is t"  (w elte r bestehen).

T h e  „ N o w i n y  C o d z i e n n e "  (Nr. 
67, A p ril 2nd 1933) publish ing  the  above 
com m unique  w ro te : „ In  view  of th e  w ell- 
know n cases of P o les having been  a s sa u lt
ed  in U p p er S ilesia  (P ie lo k , K ła ka , 
Szreiber, e tc ) . P ro v in ce  I of th e  U nion 
of P o les in  G erm any , fu lly  convinced  
th a t  th e  P o lish  p o p u la tio n  w as a lw ays 
conscious of its  d u tie s to w ard s th e  e x is t
ing law s an d  decrees, ye t a sk s  th e  P o lish  
com m unity  to  keep  cool a n d  to  re ta in  
a n a tio n a lly  dignified  eq u an im ity  of 
sp ir it  . . . „ I t is possib le  th a t d e sp ite  th e  
above d e c la ra tio n  cases of an ti-P o lish  
action  w ill o ccu r. In  th is  c ase  p lease  
in form  th e  reg io n a l office in O ppeln  (N i- 
k o la isfrasse  48), te lep h o n e  37-83. A t th e  
sam e tim e th e  loca l p o lice  a u th o ritie s  
should  be  n o tified . W e ex p ec t th e  above 
d e c la ra tio n  to be  a w arn ing  to  those  who 
th in k  th a t  th ey  can  w rong th e  P o les w ith  
im pun ity".

S ev eral days a f te r  th e  issuing of th is 
com m unique th e  C onti te leg rap h ic  agency 
p ublish ing  th e  w o rd s of O b e rp res id en t 
L uka sch ek  m en tioned  th a t  th e  N a tiona l 
S o cia list P a r ty  has given in stru c tio n s ca 
tegorically- fo rb id d in g  an y  in d iv idua l 
a c tio n  ag a in st m em bers of n a tio n a l m i
noritie s . T he P o lish  p ress in p rin tin g  the  
com m unique of th e  C onti A gency saw  in 
th e  in s tru c tio n  of th e  N a tio n a l S o c ia lists

th e  re su lt of p re ssu re  p ro ceed ing  from  
C h an ce llo r H itle r . ( „ N o w i n y  C o 
d z i e n n e " ,  Nr. 71, A p ril 7 th  1933).

T hus it m ight seem  th a t  th e  m a tte r  of 
m enta l p ac ifica tio n  w as o n  th e  best way. 
H ow ever on  A p ril 4th it w as a lread y  
p roved  th a t  th e  re a l  s i tu a tio n  h a d  n o t 
changed in  th e  least.

On th a t day  in  B reslau , in th e  room s 
of the  „L an d sk n ech t"  re s ta u ra n t  in  the  
A lb rech tss trasse , T a d eu sz K ania , a m ed ic 
al s tu d e n t, F ranciszek  Ja n ko w sk i,  a  s tu d 
en t of p h ilo sophy , a n d  F e lik s  S ta szy ń -  
ski, a teach er, s a t  together. O ne of the  
c iv ilian  custom ers, hearin g  them  sp e a k  
P olish  d em an d ed  to  k n o w  th e ir  id en tity , 
w hereupon  M . K ania  ca lled  on h im  to 
show  a n  id e n tity  c a rd  em pow ering him  
to co n tro l p e rso n a l d o cum en ts. T h is w as 
re fused  a n d  a id e d  by a p o lice  o fficial in 
his com pany  he m ad e  u se  o f m enaces 
forcing  th e  P o les to  fo llow  th em  to  th e  
„B row n H o u se"  (H itle r ite  H e ad q u a rte rs )  
in th e  B ischofstrasse .

W itn esses of th is  incid en t w ere  the  
ow ner o f th e  r e s ta u ra n t  and  th e  s tu d e n t 
A lo is  P u d ełko .

On arriv ing  a t th e  B row n H ouse th ey  
w ere ask ed  to show  th e ir  p e rso n a l do 
cum ents. T he firs t to  be  ex am ined  w as 
Ja n ko w sk i,  th e  o th e r tw o being m ean 
w hile fo rced  to  s ta n d  w ith  th e ir  faces to 
the  w all an d  th e ir  h an d s ra ised , being 
k icked  a t th e  s lig h te s t m ovem ent. W hile  
being ex am ined  J a n k o w sk i  w as s tru c k  in 
the face. T hen  cam e th e  tu rn  of K ania. 
th en  th a t  of S ta szy ń sk i  who on an sw er
ing th a t  h is m o th er-to n g u e  is P o lish  w as 
also  s tru c k  in th e  face.

A fte r  th is J a n k o w s k i  w as ca lled  in to  
th e  n ex t room . T he o th e r tw o w ere  s till  
fo rced  to  s ta n d  im m obile w ith  th e ir  hands 
ra ised  th e  w hile h earin g  th e  cries of th e ir  
colleague. W h en  n ex t K ania  w as led  in to  
the  room  w here  J a n k o w sk i  w as he  saw  
him  lying unconscious a n d  covered  w ith 
bood. K ania  w as fo rced  to ta k e  off his
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coat and was then  beaten bloody. Sta- 
szyński m et with the same fate, receiving 
50 blows. A fter th is they were again 
forced to stand  by the wall, Jankow ski 
who was unconscious having been p re 
viously dragged under a w ater tap  and 
brought back to consciousness. A fter this 
execution all three w ere chased into the 
street. They went to the U niversity clinic 
to have their wounds dressed. This fact 
caused th e  Silesia Province of the Union 
of Poles in Germany to send the follow
ing telegram , da ted  A pril 6th to the 
C hancellor H itler:

„Reichschancellor H itler  B erlin
S tudents belonging to  Polish m inority 

in U pper Silesia dragged in B reslau from 
restau ran t to Brown House and beaten to 
wounds and loss of consciousness. Police 
official took part. W e insistently pray  
for enquiry and protection  from further 
assault.

Union of Poles in  Germany, R egister
ed Society. Silesian Province

signed: B ożek".
As the illtreatm ent occurred on te r 

ritory  where no obligations of minority 
protection apply, com plaint in this 
m atter could only be made to the G er
man courts from which however, no sa 
tisfactory sentence is to  be expected as 
Germ any to -day  lives under th e  sign ol 
exceptional laws which aim  a t justify
ing legally th e  fact of the privileged 
position enjoyed by the dominant nation 
(official language uses the expression 
„protection").

The U nion of Poles in Germ any how
ever, on another occasion addresed 
itself to the League of N ations in  the 
question of ensuring the safety  of the 
Polish population  in Silesia. On A pril 
6th it sen t the following telegram  to G e
neva:

„Sir Eric D rummond  —  G eneral Sec
retary  League of N ations —  Geneva.

On the streng th  of article 147 and 75

of the Geneva Convention we m ake the 
following petition  to  the League of N a
tions Council, asking that it should be 
considered w ithout delay as a m atter of 
urgency:

On A pril 2nd a gathering of singing 
choirs w as to take place at W ielkie 
Strzelce — an undertaking devoted to 
art and having no political significance 
whatever. This gathering was forbidden, 
contrary to th e  Geneva Convention. Ober- 
president Lukaschek  in declaring th e  
motives for this prohibition to a dele
gation of Province I of the Union of 
Poles in Germany, said  th a t under the 
conditions now prevailing in Silesia he 
could not guarantee the safety  of life of 
those taking part.

W e ask the League of N ations: 1) to 
establish tha t the prohibition of the 
gathering was an  infringem ent of the G e
neva Convention 2) to re-establish, acting 
as guarantor of righ ts of the Polish m i
nority in  G erm an Silesia, the safety of 
life and property  which the German 
authorities, according to their own de
claration, a re  a t present unable to give.

Province I.
U nion of Poles in Germany. R egister

ed Society
Spychalski. B ożek".

The view of the Silesian Province of 
the Union of Poles in Germ any on the 
general aspect of this question of anti- 
Polish terrorism  was form ulated as 
follows in an a rtic le  entitled  „In  the 
M atter of Assuring the Safety of the 
Polish Population" which was p rin ted  on 
A pril 13th 1/33 in Nr. 76 of the „No
winy Codzienne":

„The Polish press has h itherto  done 
everything in  its power to allay  the 
increasing anxiety, acting in the belief 
tha t we live in a  tim e of transition, and 
expecting th a t the repeated  assurances of 
responsible persons w ould be sufficient 
guarantee of safety. M eanwhile incidents
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of incredible proportions multiply. We 
often hear tha t the „national revolution" 
which we a re  now experiencing in G er
many must bring in its tra in  certain 
blunders on the p art of undisciplined 
elements, and  even, it is both said and 
w ritten, on the p a rt of sim ple agents 
provocateurs disguised in uniforms of 
German national parties. W e must affirm  
th a t in  sp ite of our hope tha t the cases 
of excesses would be a transito ry  symptom 
the sta te  of w ar is continued as 
regards the Poles and the intensity of its 
symptoms increases . . .“

,,. . .The changes of the last period 
are  very great. But authority  reposes in 
strong hands and  in our opinion nothing 
hinders tha t this authority , disposing of 
all the means of power of the State, 
should ensure sufficiently the safety  of 
the Polish m inority. . . The Union of Poles 
in Silesia d id  well in asking the 
Chancellor of the Reich for help after 
the Breslau incident. W e believe tha t this 
step w ill put an end to fu rther persecu
tions . . . Decrees should be issued, and 
that as soon as possible, which can p ro 
tect us from the lawlesness of undisci
plined elements, for surely only to such 
do we owe the last a ssa u lts .. . “

As the paragraphs quoted above from 
the article show, the Union of Poles for 
the moment considered it more to the 
purpose to address itself to the guiding 
authorities of the Reich in the question 
of ensuring the safety of the Polish po
pulation from acts of terrorism , than to 
the League of N ations in its character of 
guarantor of the m inority protection de
crees of the Geneva Convention. F or this 
reason also the telegram  of A pril 6th to 
the League of N ations should be treated  
as a dem onstration for the purpose of 
persuading th e  G erm an authorities to 
ensure the safety of the Polish popula
tion. If the hopes placed in the suprem e 
German authorities were to fail them no

way would be open to the Silesian Poles 
but only to the League of Nations.

Continuing this line of policy the P o l
ish community in Germ any received with 
satisfaction the news of the conversations 
held on M ay 2nd in W arsaw  between 
M. B eck  (M inister for Foreign Affairs) 
and the G erm an Envoy von M oltke  and 
in Berlin betw een Chancellor H itler and 
M. von Neurath  on the one hand, the 
Polish Envoy Dr. W ysocki on the otuer. 
G reat im portance was attached  to these 
conversations which were regarded as 
the beginning of a detente  in German- 
Polish relations.

It seem ed tha t the a ttitude  tow ards 
the Poles had really  relaxed. A lready at 
ihe end of M ay however, a characteristic 
fact occurred in Gliwice. A  Press con
ference was held by the Police President 
M. Ramshorn  on the subject of the public 
safety, and satisfaction  was caused by 
the fact established tha t the number of 
criminal cases had decreased. The Police 
President, speaking as Commander-in- 
Chief of the H itler „Shock Troops" 
(Sturm  A bteilung, SA) of the Oppeln 
d istric t of Silesia advised in his speech that 
the local Polish population should not 
be disturbed and even in case of need 
should receive help — out of considera
tion of the Germans in Poland.

Note should be taken tha t thus for 
the second tim e in the course of two 
months it was officially established that 
the safety  of th e  Polish population had 
been im paired. The Polish press, treating 
of this conference, recalled  the voices of 
the German press assuring th a t the Pol
ish population enjoyed full liberty  and 
freedom or minimizing the „only slight 
illtreatm ent", as for instance in  the B res
lau case. The Polish papers w rote: 
„. . .Suddenly the bursting of a  bomb —  
the Police President of Gliwice considers 
it indicated to command fair behaviour 
tow ards the Polish population. . .” ,„ . .We
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have long dem anded tha t official autor- 
ities should issue such orders as would 
restrain  chauvinist individuals or groups 
from anti-Polish excesses. W ell, such an 
instruction has come from the mouth of 
a t least one official person in the Oppeln 
district of Silesia, who has however, 
quite sincerely explained his instruction 
by exigencies of the moment. This fact 
has been exploited to the full by the local 
(German) press whose anti-iPolish hate 
is implacable. It began to sing in all 
keys hymns glorifying G erm an m agnan
imity, a t the sam e tim e raising th e  lam 
ent of professional wailing-women on 
the „hard fate" of the Germans in  P o l
and. . . Besides the editors of the G er
man papers here cannot act otherwise, 
for then they w ould have no occasion to 
stir up opinion against Poles and Polish 
n a tio n a lity .. ." *).

The article quoted above evoked a  
strong reaction  in  the German press 
whose equanim ity was entirely destroyed 
by the painful establishm ent of a fact 
which it could not deny. („O sttag", ,,Ost- 
frau", and „O stdeutsche M orgenpost").

Thus for instance the „O stfront", pu 
blished in Oppeln, organ of the N ational 
Socialist P a rty  of Silesia, w rites in its  
issue of M ay 24th:

,,. . .We U pper Silesians, sufficiently 
well acquainted w ith th e  impossible con
ditions here on the frontier, know  th a t 
sooner or la te r a revision of the frontier 
will come. W e also know th a t Poland 
will resist any revision by every means. 
We can tell the Poles, probably to their 
relief, th a t we already  now th ink with 
joy of tha t day of account, for our im
placability  tow ards everything Polish is 
boundless" *).

*) N o w i n y  C o d z i e n n e " ,  Nr. 102, 
May 17 th  1933.

*) This article was im mediately con
cerned w ith the 4-Pow er Pact.

Thus despite the fundam entally peace
ful a ttitude of the Polish comm unity the 
G erm ans were unable to restra in  their 
anti-Polish feelings, as was shown i. a, 
by sharp  dem onstrations against the P o l
ish representatives in the newly elected 
D istrict, M unicipal, and  Parish Councils.

W ith such moods swaying the G er
man community C hancellor H itler rose 
to speak in th e  Reichstag on May 17th. 
The speech was chiefly devoted to defend
ing the G erm an theses on G erm any's right 
to equality  of arm aments. One fragment 
however is particu larly  suitable for com
parison w ith the rea l situation  of the 
Polish m inority in G ermany::

„. . .Our national socialism is a fun
damental principle directing and pervad
ing our general philosophy. A nim ated by 
a boundless love and devotion to  the 
national authority  we also, in accordance 
with this conviction, respect the rights 
of other nations and from the bottom  of 
our heart wish to  live in peace and  
friendship w ith them. Neither does n a 
tional socialism  know the meaning of 
germ anisation. The m entality  of the past 
century which allowed men to  think tha t 
perhaps Po les or Hindoos might be tu rn 
ed into Germans is not ours. Sim ilarly 
also, an attem pt in the opposite direction 
would meet with strong protests on our 
part. . ."

Probably we shall soon know to w hat 
degree the opinion of contem porary G er
m any's leader has influenced the settling  
of the position of the Poles in  G erm any, 
against whom hitherto  all G erm ans — 
court authorities, adm inistrative organs, 
and the whole G erm an people regardless 
of political differences of opinion —  have 
acted in concert.

Judging however by the present data 
there is no sign of any commencing chan
ge for the better.

M . Ber.
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L e a g u e  of N a t i o n s  C o u n c i

P E T IT IO N  O F F R A N Z  B E R N H E IM .

D uring  th e  73rd  session  of th e  C ouncil 
of th e  L eague of N a tio n s th e  p e titio n  of 
F r. B ernheim , in h ab itan t of G erm an  
U p p e r S iles ia  w as a lso considered , th e  
tex t of w hich r a n  as follow s:

P e t i t i o n  o f  F r a n z  B e r n h e i m ,  
G e r m a n  n a t i o n a l ,  o f  G l e i w i t z ,  
G e r m a n  U p p e r  S i l e s i a ,  i n  
v i r t u e  o f  a r t i c l e  147 o f  t h e  
G e r m a n  - P o l i s h  c o n v v e n t i o n  
r e l a t i n g  t o  U p p e r  S i l e s i a  o f  
M a y  15th 1922, w i t h  r e f e r e n c e  
t o  t h e  p r o v i s i o n s  o f  p a r t  I I I  

o f  t h i s  c o n v e n t i o n .

I. In  th e  C onvention  of M ay 15th 
betw een  G erm an y  an d  P o la n d  co n ce rn 
ing U p p e r S ilesia  th e  C o n trac tin g  P a r tie s  
ag reed  up o n  th e  follow ing prov isions:

A rtic le  66. T he G erm an  G overnm ent 
u n d e rta k es  to  a ssu re  fu ll a n d  com plete  
p ro tec tio n  of life  an d  lib e rty  to a ll in 
h a b ita n ts  of G erm an y  w ith o u t d is tin c tio n  
of b irth , n a tio n a lity , language, race  o r 
relig ion .

A rtic le  67 p a ra . 1. A ll G erm an  n a 
tio n a ls  sh a ll be  eq u al befo re  th e  law  and  
sh a ll en joy  th e  sam e civil a n d  po litica l 
rig h ts  w ith o u t d is tin c tio n  as to  race , 
language  or re lig ion .

A rtic le  75, p a ra . 2. L eg isla tive  and 
a d m in is tra tiv e  p rov isions m ay n o t e s tab 
lish  any  d iffe re n tia l  tre a tm e n t of n a 
tio n a ls  belonging  to  a  m inority . S im ilarly , 
th ey  m ay n o t be  in te rp re te d  o r ap p lied  
in  a  d isc rim in a to ry  m an n er to  th e  d e tr i
m en t of such  persons.

p a ra . 3. N aF o n a ls  be long ing  to  m in o r
itie s sh a ll  in  ac tu a l p ra c tic e  rece ive  
from  th e  au th o ritie s  an d  officials th e  
sam e tre a tm e n t a n d  the  sam e g u aran tees 
as o th e r  n a tio n a ls ; in  p a r ticu la r , the 
au th o ritie s  an d  officials m ay  n o t trea t 
n a tio n a ls  belonging to  m in o ritie s  w ith 
con tem pt n o r om it to  p ro tec t them  against 
pun ishab le  acts.

A rtic le  80. N a tio n a ls  belonging to m i
n o ritie s  sh a ll be  t re a te d  on th e  sam e
footing  a s  o th e r  n a tio n a ls  as reg ard s the 
ex erc ise  of an  a g ricu ltu ra l, com m ercial 
o r in d u s tr ia l calling  o r of a n y  o th e r  c a ll
ing. T hey  sh a ll only be  su b je c t to  the 
p rov isions in fo rce  ap p lie d  to  o th er n a 
tionals.

A rtic le  83. T he H igh C o n trac tin g  
Part-ies u n d e rta k e  to  a ssu re  fu ll and
com plete  p ro tec tio n  of life  an d  lib e rty  to 
a ll th e  in h ab itan ts  of th e  p leb isc ite  te r 
r i to ry  w ith o u t d is tin c tio n  of b irth , n a 
tio n a lity , language, ra ce  o r re lig ion .

II. (1) In  th e  R eich L egal G aze tte , 
P a r t  I, issued  a t  B erlin  on  A p ril 7th
1933, N r. 34, a  law  „for th e  R eo rg an i
sa tio n  of th e  Civil S erv ice" w as p ro m u l
g a ted  b y  th e  G overnm en t of th e  G erm an  
Reich.

§ 3, p a ra . 1. of th is law  says: 
„O ffic ials w ho a re  of n o n -A ry a n  descent 

a re  to  be  p laced  in  re tirem e n t; in  th e  
case  of h o n o ra ry  officials, th ey  sh a ll be 
d isch arg ed  from  th e ir  o ffic ia l position" .

§ 8 p ro v id es , in re g a rd  to  these  o ffi
c ia ls p lac ed  in  re tirem e n t o r d ism issed  in 
acco rd an ce  w ith § 3, th a t  th ey  sh a ll no t 
rece ive  an y  pension  un less  th ey  have 
co m ple ted  a t  lea s t te n  y e a rs ' serv ice .

§ 9 of th e  law  co n ta in s a  fu r th e r  d is
c rim in ato ry  prov ision  w ith  re g a rd  to 
o fficials p la c e d  in  re tirem e n t in a c c o rd 
ance  w ith  § 3.

(2) T he G erm an  G overnm ent, in th e  
R eich  L egal G aze tte , P a r t  I, issued  a t 
B erlin  on A p ril 10th 1033, N r. 36, p ro 
m ulgated  a law  on  „A dm ission  to the  
Legal P ro fession" , d a te d  A p ril 7 th  1933.

§ 1 of th is law  says:
„The adm ission  of law yers who, w ith 

in th e  m ean ing  of th e  law  on th e  R e o r
g an isation  of th e  Civil Servivce of A p ril 
7th 1933, a re  of n o n -A ry a n  d escen t c an  
be can ce lled  u p  to  S ep tem ber 30 th  1933 .

§ 2 of th is  law  say s: A dm ission  to
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Legal practice can be refused to persons 
who, within the meaning of the law on 
the R eorganisation of the Civil Service 
of A pril 7th, 1933, are  of non-A ryan 
descent, even if the reasons provided for 
in th :s connection by the Regulations for 
the Legal Profession do not exist".

§ 4. „The Judicial A dm inistration can 
forbid a law yer to act as counsel pending 
the decision w hether use shall be made 
of the faculty of w ithdraw ing perm ission 
to p rac t’se under § I, para. 1".

(3) The Prussian M inister of Justice  
in  the decree of A pril 1st 1933 I. 6522. 
regarding the exercise of the calling of 
notary, ordered „that the m aintenance of 
public order and security  w ill be exposed 
to serious danger if Germans are  still 
liable to  be served w ith  documents in 
legal proceedings which have been draw n 
up or certified by Jew ish notaries. I acc
ordingly ask th a t Jew ish notaries should 
be urgently recom mended, in their own 
interests, to refra in  until further notice 
from exercising their calling.

In th is connection, the atten tion  of 
notaries should be draw n to the fact tha t 
should they refuse to comply w ith this 
recom m endation they will expose them 
selves to serious dangers in view of the 
excited sta te  of public opinion. N otaries 

should be recom m ended to inform the 
com petent P residents of the Provincial 
Courts tha t they will refrain  from exer
cising their calling pending the issue of 
further regulations regarding the condi
tions applying to notaries".

(signed) Kerri,
Reich Commissioner for the 
Prussian M inistry of Justice.

(4) The Government of the German 
Reich prom ulgated on A pril 25th 1933 
a law  „against the alienisation of G er
man schools and high schools", which 
says in  § 4: „In making new admissions 
care should be taken tha t the number of

G erm an nationals who, w ithin the m ean
ing of the law on the R eorganisation of 
the Civil Service of A pril 7th 1933, are 
of non-A ryan descent, does no t exceed, 
among the to ta l number of pupils a tten d 
ing each school and faculty, the p ropor
tion of A ryans to the to ta l G erm an po
pulation. This p roportion  shall be un i
formly fixed for the whole of Germany 
a t 1,5%.

In reducing the number of pupils and 
students in accordance w ith § 3 (owing 
to the overcrowding of professions) a 
proper proportion should also be observ
er between the to ta l number of pupils 
and the number of non-A ryan.

The M inistry of the In terio r has 
issued regulations to give effect to this 
law, of which Nr. 11 reads as follows: 
„Pupils of non-A ryan descent who have 
newly entered or enter the school a t the 
beginning of the academic year 1933 
(Easter 1933) shall in  all cases be re 
garded a s  not yet adm itted".

(5) The Labour M inister of the G er
man Reich has prom ulgated a decree „on 
the admission of doctors to the panels 
of health  insurance funds".

A rticle I, para. 1, stipu lates that: 
„Doctors on the panel of insurance 

funds of non-A ryan descent s h a l l . . .  no 
longer be allowed to practise. New entries 
of such doctors on the panel of insurance 
funds shall no t be allowed".

§ 7, Para. 4 of the Regulations for 
the admission of health  insurance doctors, 
dated  December 30th, 1931, is  am ended as 
follows by th is decree:

„Registration is only perm issible when 
the doctor is a German national and  of 
A ryan descent. . .“

A ll these laws and decrees were p ro 
mulgated for th e  whole territo ry  of the 
G erm an Reich, and therefore also apply 
to tha t p art of U pper Silesia which 
rem ained G erm an as a consequence of 
the decision of the Conference of Am-
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bassadors, and  is subject to th e  provisions 
of the Convention of M ay 15th, 1922.

Only in the law „against the alienisa- 
tion of G erm an schools and high schools'1 
is there a provision, in  § 5, which says 
th a t „obligations incurred by Germany 
under in ternational treaties are not 
affected by the provisions of the present 
law ". If this means tha t the law in 
question does no t apply to U pper Silesia, 
i t  must be rem arked tha t in practice it 
has been applied  there in exactly  the 
sam e way, and  tha t Jew ish pupils have 
been refused admission to or turned out 
of the schools in  exactly  the same way 
as in  th e  rest of Germany.

III. The laws and  decrees quoted 
above are in contradiction w ith the p ro 
visions of P a rt III of th is Convention, 
also reproduced above, and particu larly  
with

—  the princip le laid down in  A rticles 
67 and  75, of the equality of all German 
nationals before the law  and as regards 
civil and  political rights,

—  the princip le laid  down in A rticle 
80, of the obligation to trea t all nationals 
on the sam e footing as regards the 
exercise of the ir callings —

and they constitute an  infringem ent of 
the obligation laid  down in A rticles 66, 
83 and 75, para . 3, to provide undiscri- 
m inating and comprehensive protection 
of the  lives and liberty  of all inhabitants 
and nationals of Germany. This is p a rti
cularly  the case when the M inister of 
Ju stice  forces Jew ish notaries to cease 
their activities, which they are en titled  to 
exercise by law, under the th rea t th a t 
otherw ise he will be unable to  pro tect 
them  from the violence of the populace, 
and thus m akes an  illegal demand on 
them  by invoking punishable acts 
instead of taking steps to deal w ith these 
punishable acts according to  the law.

These laws were partly  pu t into force 
before their prom ulgation, as, for example,

in the case of the exclusion of notaries; 
while, as regards S ta te  officials, the law 
on the Reorganisation of the Civil Ser
vices was applied by the Reich and S tate 
authorities before it came into effect and 
even before its prom ulgation. In  Prussia 
the Jew ish barristers were precluded 
from representing clients in  the courts, 
with very few exceptions, even before 
this law was prom ulgated, and this 
exclusion was expressly sanctioned by 
the representatives of the M inistry of 
Justice.

The Jew ish pupils who had already 
been attending the higher schools were 
in many cases removed from the schools 
by those in charge with the help of the 
other pupils before the prom ulgation of 
the law.

IV. On A pril 1st, 1933, a public 
boycott of Jew ish businesses, lawyers, 
doctors, etc. w as ordered and  organised 
by an office under the authority  of the 
German Chancellor, and  they were 
trea ted  with public contem pt as p a rt of 
this measure. This boycott was carried 
out by S. A. and S. S. formations, also 
under the orders of the German Chan
cellor as the suprem e leader, and the pu
blic authorities failed to provide the 
Jew ish subjects of Germ any w ith the 
protection to which they were entitled 
by law.

As far as U pper Silesia was concern
ed, this action constitu ted  an infringe
ment particu larly  of the provisions of 
P a rt III and above all of A rticles 75, 
para. 3, and  83, since G erm an nationals 
or inhabitants in the plebiscite territo ry  
who belonged to the m inority were 
trea ted  in a discrim inatory m anner by 
the authorities and  officials, who failed 
to take the necessary steps for their 
protection against punishable acts.

There are  m any m ore legal and 
adm inistrative measures and  decrees
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w hich In fringe  th e  p rin c ip le  of equality  
b e fo re  th e  law  th a n  th o se  w e have  enu
m era te d  above, fo r th is  ten d en cy  now  
p re d o m in a te s  th ro u g h o u t th e  leg isla tion  
of th e  G erm an  R eich.

V. T he p re se n t p e titio n  confines i t 
se lf  to  d raw ing  a tte n tio n  to th e  foregoing 
and  bases itse lf on th e  law s a n d  decrees 
a n d  on  th e  ad m in is tra tiv e  m easures 
q u o te d  above.

I t  d raw s a tte n tio n  to  th e  fac t th a t  th e  
G e rm an  R eich  u n d e rto o k  in  A r tic le  65 
th a t th e  s tip u la tio n s  co n ta in ed  in A r t i 
cles 66 to 68 sh o u ld  be recogn ised  a s  
fu n d a m e n ta l law s a n d  th a t  no  law , r e 
g u la tio n  or official a c tio n  sh o u ld  con
flic t o r  in te rfe re  w ith  these  s tip u la tio n s , 
n o r sh o u ld  any  law , re g u la tio n  or official 
ac tio n  p rev a il over them .

W h ereas u n d e r A rtic le  72 G erm any  
has a g reed  th a t  th e  s tip u la tio n s  in th e  
fo regoing artic les , in so fa r as they  
a ffec t p e rso n s  belonging to rac ia l, r e l i 
gious o r  lingu istic  m inorities, co n stitu te  
ob liga tions of in te rn a tio n a l concern  and  
sh a ll be p lac ed  u n d e r  th e  g u a ran tee  of 
th e  L eague of N ations, an d  th a t  th ey  sha ll 
no t be m odified  w ithou t th e  assen t of 
a m a jo r ity  of the  C ouncil of th e  L eague 
of N ations, an d  w hereas G erm an y  has 
ag reed  th a t an y  M em ber of the  Council 
of th e  L eague of N a tio n s sh a ll have the 
r ig h t to b ring  to  th e  a tte n tio n  of th e  
C ouncil any  in frac tio n  or any  dan g er of 
in frac tio n  of an y  of these  ob ligations a n d  
th a t  th e  C ouncil m ay  th e re u p o n  tak e  such  
ac tio n  an d  give su ch  d ire c tio n  as i t  m ay 
deem  p ro p e r  an d  effective in  th e  c ircum 
stan ces:

T he undersigned , F ra n z  B ernheim , 
born  on  Sep tem ber 15th, 1899 a t S a lz 
burg , A u s tr ia , a  c itizen  of W urtem berg , 
hence a G erm an  n a tio n a l, o f  Jew ish  a n d  
hence  of n o n -A ry an  descen t, p rev iously  
resid ing  a t G leiw itz, S ch ille rs trasse  6 b, 
G e rm an  U p p er S ilesia , a t  p re sen t tem 

p o ra rily  s tay in g  a t  P rague , C zechoslova
kia, em ployed  from  30-9-31 to 30-4-33 by 
the  D eu tsches F am ilien -K au fh au s, L td., 
G leiw itz  b ranch , an d  th en  d isch arg ed  for 
th e  reason  th a t a ll Jew ish  em ployees had  
to be dism issed, P a ssp o rt N r. 180/128/30, 
issued  by th e  B erlin -C h a rlo tten b u rg  P o 
lice Office o n  28-2-1930, an d  th u s  leg i
tim ised u n d e r  A rtic le  147 as a m em ber 
of th e  m in o rity  in  acco rd an ce  w ith  P a r t  
I I I  of th e  G eneva C onvention  of 15.5.22.

H ereb y  subm its th e  p e titio n  to the 
C ouncil of the  L eague of N ations, signed  
w ith his ow n hand , req u estin g  th e  C oun
cil to ta k e  such  ac tio n  an d  give such  
d irec tio n s as i t  m ay  deem  p ro p e r in 
o rd e r to  d e c la re  n u ll a n d  void for U p p er 
S ilesia  th e  laws, decrees, an d  a d m in is tra t
ive m easu res in  co n trad ic tio n  w ith  the 
above-m entioned  fu n d am en ta l p rin c ip les  
and to  en su re  th a t th ey  sh a ll have  no  
va lid ity , an d  fu r th e r  to  give in stru c tio n s 
th a t th e  s itu a tio n  g u a ran tee d  by th e  C on
ven tion  sh a ll be  re s to red , th a t  th e  Jew s 
in ju re d  b y  these  m easures sh a ll  be  re in 
s ta te d  in  th e ir  righ ts an d  th a t th ey  sha ll 
be given com pensation .

VI. T he undersigned , F ran z  B e rn 
heim , fu r th e r  req u ests  th e  S e c re ta r ia t of 
th e  L eague of N ations to  tre a t  th is p e ti
tion  a s  argent.

The reaso n  for th is  re q u es t is  th a t, as 
th e  above q u o ted  law s an d  d e c re es  d e 
m o n stra te , th e  ap p lic a tio n  of th e  p r in 
c ip le of in eq u a lity  to G erm an  n a tio n a ls  
of n o n -A ry a n  i. e. of Jew ish  d escen t is 
being sy s te m a tica lly  p u rsu e d  in  a ll  the  
spheres of p r iv a te  an d  p ub lic  life, th a t  
a lre ad y  a n  enorm ous nu m b er o f Jew ish  
lives have  been  ru in ed  a n d  th a t, if th e  
tendencies a t p re sen t p rev a ilin g  in G er- 
m any co n tin u e  to ho ld  sw ay, in  a  very 
sh o rt tim e  every  Je w  fn G erm an y  
w ill have su ffe red  p e rm an en t in jury , 
so th a t any  re s to ra tio n  a n d  r e p a 
ra tio n  w ill becom e im possib le and
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thousands and  ten  thousands will have 
completely lost their livelihood.

Prague, M ay 12th, 1933.

(signed) Franz Bernheim.

(This signature has been legalised by 
M. V iktor Ludwig, Notary, Prague, on 
May 12th, 1933).

A t a confidential meeting of the 
Council on M ay 22nd the urgency of the 
petition was granted. On May 26th, the 
G erman delegate von K eller having d e 
clared th a t owing to the shortness of 
tim e his Government had been unable 
to consider the petition properly, the 
Council determ ined to pu t the m atter on 
the minutes and to adjourn  the meeting 
until Mr. Lester, representative of the 
F ree S tate of Ireland, to whom the m at
te r had been given to rep o rt upon, should 
have acquainted himself w ith the m a
terials.

On M ay 30th the Council m et and 
Mr. Lester reported  as follows:

R e p o r t  b y  t h e  R e p r e s e n t a t i v e
o f  t h e  I r i s h  F r e e  S t a t e .

1. The petition  we have to consider 
subm its to the Council the question 
w hether the application of a number of 
laws and adm inistrative orders in the 
territo ry  of U pper Silesia is compatible 
with the provisions of the Third P art 
of the Geneva Convention relating  to 
U pper Silesia. The laws and orders in 
question, to which the petition  contains 
specific references, concern, in  particu lar, 
the sta tus of civil servants, the position 
of lawyers, notaries and doctors, and 
the schools and universities. I t is a  fair - 
generalisation th a t these laws and  orders 
involve restrictions in various forms which 
would apply only to  persons belonging 
to the Jew ish population. One of the 
laws, that dealing with schools and uni

versities, contains a clause to the effect 
that „obligations incurred by Germany 
under in ternational treaties are no t 
affected by the provisions of the p res
ent law “ . T he. petition refers, without 
mentioning any actual cases, to the 
boycott of Jew ish shops, lawyers, doc
tors, ate., and the failure of the au tho rit
ies and officials to pro tect the Jew ish 
population, who, it is alleged, have thus 
been officially outlawed.

I should like to recall the fact th a t 
when this question was placed on our 
agenda, the German Governments m ade 
reservations as to the petitioner's righ t 
to subm it th is petition  to the Council 
under A rticle 147 of the Geneva Con
vention.

II. The m ere perusal of the laws and 
adm inistrative orders m entioned in the 
petition, the texts of which are  append
ed to it, shows th a t in so far as some 
at any ra te  of the:r  stipulations have 
been applied in the territo ry  of Upper 
Silesia, this application cannot have ta 
ken p lace without conflicting with a 
number of clauses of the T hird P a rt of 
the Geneva Convention.

III. It should be rem arked, however, 
that in the statem ent m ade by the G er
man represen tative to  the Council on 
May 26th, 1933, it is most plainly and 
categorically affirm ed that in ternal legis
lation can in  no case affect the fulfil
ment of international obligations —- which 
I think may be taken to  mean th a t the 
German G overnment is resolved to see 
that the provisions of the Third P art of 
the Geneva Convention are observed in 
Upper Silesia. Indeed, the German re 
presentative added th a t if any infringe
ments of the Convention had taken place, 
they w ere to be regarded as errors due 
to m isconstruction of the in ternal laws 
by subordinate authorities and will be 
corrected. I propose tha t the Council take 
note of these declarations by the German
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Government which im ply tha t persons 
who, because they belong to the minority, 
have lost their trad e  o r profession in 
consequence of the application of these 
laws, will be reinstated  in the ir normal 
position w ithout delay. The Council will 
no doubt share  my conviction th a t the 
G erman Government has done and will 
do everything necessary to ensure that 
the provisions of the Geneva Convention 
regarding the protection  of m inorities 
shall be fully respected. I t would, I am 
sure, be glad if the German Government, 
in  accordance with the principle which 
has been followed in the past, and to 
the m aintenance of which the Council 
attaches great im portance, whereby the 
Council or the R apporteur has been kept 
informed of developments, would keep 
me informed in my capacity of R appor
teur of the decision and m easures it may 
think fit to take in  this connection.

IV. It only rem ains for me to  deal 
w ith the point concerning the damage 
that may have been sustained in conse
quence of the application of these laws 
and orders in U pper Silesia by persons 
belonging to the Jew ish m inority and, in 
particular, by the petitioner himself. In 
this connection I w ould rem ind the 
Council th a t these cases may be inves
tigated under the local procedure. I 
would therefore suggest tha t the Council 
request the G erm an G overnm ent to 
arrange for the petitioner’s case to  be 
subm itted to tha t procedure forthwith.

The report having been read, the 
G erm an delegate von K eller declared  
tha t the G erm an Government refused to 
take cognizance of the report. Recalling 
his reservations concerning the  rights of 
the petitioner, he added  tha t Bernheim 
was not bound to U pper Silesia by any 
ties and had only been employed there 
since a  short time. Also the G erm an 
Government calls in question Bernheim 's

right to present a petition  concerning 
general m atters and the application of 
German laws in U pper Silesia, for these 
laws in no way touch upon him. The 
Council should have taken  cognizance 

of the German declaration and  consider
ed the petition settled  as far as general 
m atters are concerned. As for the p e r
sonal side, the G erm an Government might 
agree to enquire into Bernheim ’s case 
according to local laws.

The au thor of the repo rt Mr. Lester 
thereupon moved that the Ju r is ts ’ Com
m ittee should examine the question 
w hether Bernheim is member of a minor
ity and  w hether he has the right to 
present petitions of a general character. 
He also dem anded tha t the Council's 
session should not be closed and th a t 
the Ju r is ts ’ Committee should bring in 
their repo rt by a fortnight a t the latest.

The represen tative of G reat Britain, 
Mr. Eden, having spoken, the French 
delegate, M. Paul-Boncour, expressed 
the wish th a t th e  time for the ju rists’ 
report should be shortened in view of 
the seriousness of the problem. He also 
stressed the fact th a t it  was Germany 
and no other who during the peace ne
gotiations had dem anded m inority treaties. 
The Germans had assured everybody 
tha t they would respect the rights of mi
norities, so tha t M. Paul-Boncour judged 
there could be no signal difference of 
opinion on the m atter and therefore 
dem anded a rapid  decision of the 
Council.

Count Raczyński, the Polish delegate 
asked perm ission of the Council to place 
certain  observation before the ju ris t’s 
Committee which was to examine the 
m atter, should need arise.

He wished to take note of the fact 
th a t a t  present the representative of G er
many had to a certain degree re tired  
from the position hitherto  taken  by G er
many representatives — the la tte r had
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always striven to make th e  in terpre tation  
of tex ts concerning m inority protection 
as comprehensive as possible. Now a dif
ference was to be seen. He was well 
aw are that form ally the Council had only 
the right to consider the situation  of the 
Jew ish m inority in Silesia yet every 
Member of the Council had a t least mo
rally  the right to address a serious appeal 
to the German G overnment asking it to 
ensure equality of treatm ent to  all the Jew s 
in Germany. He was of opinion th a t this 
m oral right derives from the declaration 
m ade to the Peace Conference by the 
German delegation on May 28th 1919, a 
declaration placed on record by the 
A llied and A ssociated Powers on June 
16th and alluded to in the speech of the 
representative of France.

Count Raczyński also wished to recall 
the resolution of the Assembly of the 
League of Nations, wherein on Septem 
ber 22nd 1922 the Assembly had express
ed the hope „tha t the States, which as 
regards m inorities are not bound by any 
legal obligations tow ards the League of 
Nations, w ould nevertheless trea t their 
racial, religious, o r national minorities 
with at least the same degree of justice 
and to leration  as tha t enforced by the 
Treaties and the perm anent action of the 
Council".

He expressed the hope tha t the G er
man Government w ould no t refuse to take 
into account the wish expressed in this 
resolution, seeing th a t Germany, since 
her entry  into the League of Nations, 
had always proudly claimed the p a rt of 
champion of racial, religious or national 
minorities. Besides he could not forget 
the declarations made a t Geneva itself 
by th e  official representatives of the 
Reich. In  these declarations —  he had in 
mind tha t of M. Curtius of September 
22nd 1930, and  th a t of M. von Rosenberg 
of October 6th 1932 — the German G o
vernm ent had acknowledged the utility

of making general the protection  of m i
norities and had even declared that it 
would take an active p a rt therein.

The m atter a t p resent under consi
deration by the Council would no doubt 
cause the Council's Members to reflect 
upon the problem of m inorities in ge
neral. The strik ing example of th e  Jew 
ish m inority in Germany which is by law 
protected only on a  sm all fragment of 
the Reich's te rrito ry  must doubtless lead  
to the conclusion th a t the present system 
of m inority p ro tection  has all the defects 
of a lame system. To S tates having mi
nority obligations it must appear —  p a r
ticularly  a t such a moment as this one 
when the urgent need for a protection  
of m inorities makes itself felt elsewhere 
— as an unequal system, paten tly  con
tra ry  to the principle of the equality  o f 
States. To public opinion the system  must 
appear incom plete and having serious 
gaps by the very fact th a t it applies only 
to some arb itrarily  selected States. There 
are m inorities everywhere and who could  
guarantee tha t in the course of develop
ment of public life in such and such a 
country which has no m inority obligations 
the m inorities inhabiting it will never 
have any reason to complain of being un
equally treated . There is a minimum of 
rights which must be guaranteed to every 
human being, w hatever its race, religion, 
or m other-tongue. That minimum should 
be pu t out reach of repercussions due to 
fluctuations of public life which no one 
could foresee. The represen tative of P o
land therefore warmly appealed  to all 
his colleagues to  consider this im portant 
question, the urgency and gravity of which 
were clearly visible against the back
ground of the sad  case now before the 
Council. I t w as Count R aczyński‘s opinion 
that during the debates a t the nex t 
Assembly it w ould be needful to exam ine 
this problem whose discussion was de
m anded by th e  conscience of every n a 
tion and of every politician.
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A fte r  the d ec la ra tion  by the P o lish  de
legate the delegates of Spain, N orw ay, 
G uatem ala  and Czechoslovakia also 
spoke. They expressed approva l o f the 
repo rt, stressing the necessity fo r  s tr ic t  
observance o f trea ties  and ob liga tions.

N e x t M . von K e lle r  declared, th a t he 
m ust p ro te s t against an extension o f the 
debate beyond the competence of the 
C ounc il based on the U p p e r S ilesian 
C onvention. He fu rth e r assured the m eet
ing th a t G erm any w o u ld  con tinue  to  take  
a s trong  in te re s t in  m in o r ity  p ro tec tion , 
w hereby he p rovoked  iro n ic  comments, 
and he c r itic ise d  the fu rth e r ac tion  o f 
the League in  m in o r ity  m atters. L a s tly  he 
considered re fe rr in g  the m a tte r to  the 
J u ris ts ' C om m ittee unnecessary and 
w o u ld  the re fo re  no t vo te  on it.

M r. Leste r's  m o tio n  to ca ll in  the 
Ju ris ts ' C om m ittee was voted.

The J u ris ts ' Com m ittee, consisting o f 
th ree  persons, he ld  a m eeting on June 
2nd and a fte r  d iscussion expressed the 
fo llo w in g  op in ion :

O p i n i o n  o f  t h e  C o m m i t t e e  
o f  J u r i s t s .

The question  p u t by the C ounc il of 
the  League of N a tions to the undersigned 
on M a y  30th 1933 re fe rs  to  the  p e tit io n  
d a ted  M a y  12th 1933, adressed to  the 
C ounc il by  M . F ranz B ernhe im  on the 
basis o f A r t ic le  147 o f the  C onvention  
re la tin g  to  U ppe r S ilesia.

Th is question is w hether, w ith  a v iew  
to  de te rm in ing  the C ouncil's  incom peten
ce to taike a decis ion on  the  sa id  p e t i
tio n , i t  can be v a lid ly  argued:

1. th a t the p e tit io n e r does n o t belong 
to  the m in o r ity  because he has no s u f
f ic ie n t connections w ith  U ppe r S ilesia;

2. (a) th a t the p e tit io n e r has n o t h im 
se lf su ffe red  from  the laws and o ther 
enactm ents to  w h ich  he ca lls  a tte n tio n  as 
co n tra ry  to  A r t ic le s  66, 67, 75, 80 and 
83 o f the C onvention ;

(b) th a t the enforcem ent of those 
laws has n o t ye t g iven rise  to  a p e r
m anent de facto  s itu a tio n  in  U ppe r S i
lesia.

*
*  *

F or the  reasons he re in a fte r set out, 
the undersigned fee l bound to re p ly  in  
the negative to  the question p u t to  them.

1.

I t  appears from  the p e tit io n  th a t  the 
person above named is a G erm an n a tio n 
a l o f Jew ish  o r ig in ; th a t, a t the  tim e  
when the  p rov is ions re fe rre d  to  in  the  
p e tit io n  w ere enacted, he was at G le i- 
w itz , in  U p p e r S iles ia; th a t he was d o 
m ic ile d  in  th a t to w n  and res ided  there  
from  September 30th 1931 to A p r i l  30th 
1933, as an em ployee in  the lo ca l branch 
of the Deutsches F am ilien -K au fhaus ; and 
th a t he is n ow  te m p o ra rily  s tay ing  a t 
Prague.

I f  these facts a re  co rrec t —  and they 
have n o t been d ispu ted  —  the u n d e r
signed conclude  th a t M . F ranz B ernhe im  
m ust be regarded  le g a lly  as be longing 
to  a m in o r ity  w ith in  th e  m eaning o f 
A r t ic le  147 o f the Convention.

The p rov is ions re fe rre d  to  in  th e  pe
t it io n  establish d isc rim in a tio n s  against 
the  n o n -A ry a n  section of the  po p u la tio n  
and, as fa r  as U ppe r S iles ia  is concern
ed, the re fo re  re la te  to  ra c ia l m in o ritie s  
w ith in  the meaning o f the Convention. 
M ons ieur Bernheim , being o f n o n -A ry a n  
o rig in , belongs to  one o f these m in o ritie s .

There is  no p ro v is ion  in  P a rt I I I  o f 
the C onvention  to ju s t ify  the conclus ion  
th a t a G erm an p e tit io n e r m ust e ithe r 
have been dom ic iled  in  th e  p leb isc ite  
area fo r  a ce rta in  m in im um  period , o r 
have connections w ith  i t  o f a spec ific  n a 
tu re , such as o rig in  o r fa m ily  ties, o r 
possess the n a t io n a lity  o f the S ta te  of 
Prussia.
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The fact th a t a t the time of p resen t
ing the petition  the petitioner was not 
in the plebiscite area does no t deprive 
him of the righ t conferred upon him by 
A rticle 147, a t all events in the circum 
stances of the case as revealed by the 
petition and  referred  to above.

2 .

(a) A rticle 147 lays down th a t the 
Council is com petent to pronounce on 
all individual o r collective petitions re 
lating to the provisions of P a rt III of 
the Convention and directly addressed 
to  it by members of minorities.

The tex t is general; it covers all pe
titions, w ithout any restric tions other 
than  those th a t may be established by 
P art III of the Convention.

But we find nothing in A rticle 147 or 
in P a rt III to justify the rem oval of 
petitions from the Council's jurisdiction 
on the ground th a t the m easures to which 
they re la te  have not affected the petition
ers themselves. The only in terest the 
petitioners are requ ired  to  have is th a t 
resulting from their being actually  mem
bers of a minority.

(b) Again, there is nothing in A rticle 
147 or in the other provisions of P art 
II I  tha t m akes it  possible to contest 
validly the competence of the Council to 
deal w ith a petition  complaining of laws 
and regulations th e  enforcement of which 
has not yet given rise  to a. perm anent 
de facto  situation.

On the contrary, it results from 
P art III of the  Convention (A rticles 67, 
paragraph 1; 68; and 75, paragraph  1) 
tha t the in ten tion  was th a t all nationals 
of th e  S tate should be equal before the 
law, and that tha t equality should exist 
both in law and in fact. Nor is any 
distinction perm itted according to 
w hether the de facto  situation  is p e r
manent or not, f

Hence the right of petition  may be 
exercised even though it  be s till possible 
to secure red ress at the hands of the 
national authorities for the action com
plained of.

(signed) M ax Huber 
(signed) M. Bourquin 
(signed) M. Pedroso.

A fter the Ju ris ts ' Committee had 
form ulated this opinion a meeting of the 
League Council was held on June  6th 
which definitely se ttled  the m atter of F. 
Bem heim 's petition.

The G erm an representative von K el
ler first m ade a declaration making
known his reservations concerning the 
ju rists ' opinion and again repeated  th a t 
,,the German Government has, since the 
beginning of discussion of this petition  
and w ithout prejudice to any question 
of procedure, taken  the view that it 
considers itself bound by international 
treaties and consequently by the Geneva 
Convention and m easures incompatible
w ith the Convention possibly taken by 
subordinate authorities would be rec ti
fied".

Mr. L ester then  again read  his report 
and in view of the repeated declaration 
of G erm any's representative complement
ed it as follows: ;

A fter the second sentence of P a rt III, 
a fter the words: ,,In fact, th e  rep resen
tative of Germ any has added  tha t if 
infringem ents of the Convention have
occurred they should be considered as 
errors due to a false in terpretation  of 
in ternal laws by subordinate au thori
ties. . .“ the words: „and these errors
would be rectifield" and a fter these 
words a new  sentence:

„I propose to the Council to put on 
record these declarations of the German 
G overnm ent which im ply tha t the p e r
sons who have lost their employment, or 
have found it impossible to  exercise
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their profession, by reason of belonging 
to the m inority and in  consequence of 
these laws being app lied  w ill be put again 
w ithout delay in a norm al situation. The 
Council will doubtless share  my con
viction tha t the said  G overnm ent has 
done and  will do everything necessary 
to ensure th a t the provisions of the G e
neva Convention relating  to protection of 
m inorities be fully respected".

In connection w ith Mr. Lester's report 
M. Biancheri, the Ita lian  delegate assert
ed tha t M. von K eller's declaration had 
m ade clear G erm any’s a ttitude  tow ards 
in ternational obligations, while detailed 
discussion of in ternal m atters exceeded 
the competence of the Council.

Count Raczyński declared tha t the 
members of the Council would certain ly  
remember the recent opinion of the Com
m ittee of the three ju rists concerning a 
p re jud ic ia l question raised by the Polish 
Government in connection w ith certain 
petitions relating  to Polish U pper Silesia. 
The jurists' Com m ittee while sharing, 
from the practical point of view, the 
opinion of the Polish Government, had 
y e t for reasons of a purely juristic 
character given a very wide in terp re ta
tion to article 147 of the Geneva Con
vention. Being unable to share  the ju ris
tic considerations of the Committee the 
Polish delegate was forced to abstain 
from voting on the opinion.

He understands perfectly  well th a t the 
Committee having been again asked for 
an in terp re ta tion  of artic le  147 has had 
to  m aintain certain considerations em
bodied in the previous opinion. On the 
o ther hand it is understandable that 
Count Raczyński m a'n tains the general 
reservations form ulated by him concern
ing the preceding opinion.

N evertheless he supports the conclu
sions of the Committee pertaining to the 
p resent case. He takes advantage of this 
occasion to  express once again his adm i
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ration for the conscientious work of the 
three eminent jurists.

The French representative M. M assi- 
gli, and the Spanish delegate M. M ada
riaga accepted the report and the ju rists ' 
opinion w ithout reservation.

The representative of Czechoslovakia 
M. Osusky in a speech of some length 
traced an analogy to  the protection of 
minorities in his own country and quoted 
examples of to leration  from Czech 
history.

Speeches were further made by the 
English representative Mr. Eden and the 
Norwegian representative Mr. Lange. 
A fter a rep ly  by M. von K eller the r e 
port was voted, the German and  Italian  
representatives abstaining from voting.

PETITION OF L. MOTZKIN AND 
Dr. E. MARGULIES.

Following the  occurrences in G erm a
ny the secretaria te  of the League of N a
tions received, besides the petition  of Fr. 
Bernheim, over a dozen other petitions, 
not onlly from Germany, bu t also from 
other countries. These petitions were 
presented by Jew :sh organisations, i. a. 
from organisations in the U nited States, 
in Czechoslovakia and Poland (Jewish 
Club, Jew ish Union). W e prin t below a 
synopsis of the petition presented to the 
League of Nations Council by the re 
presentatives of the Committee of Jew ish 
D elegations (existing since 1919), and of 
the A m erican Jewish Congress, support
ed by numerous other Jew ish organis
ations.

The petitioners make com plaint to the 
League against the German Government 
which by its  laws and regulations has 
violated the obligations undertaken, on 
the League's initiative, concerning German 
U pper Silesia where many towns have a 
considerable Jew ish population.
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The prohibitive measures touching the 
Jew s enum erated in the petition are 
applied also in U pper Silesia and the 
L eagues attention  is drawn to the fact 
that they are contrary  to the principle 
of equality before the law and  therefore 
contrary to Section 1 of P a rt III of the 
Geneva Convention.

1) The Jew s of U pper Silesia are hit 
by the law of A pril 7th 1933 concerning 
the Civil Service which except for stric tly  
defined exceptions rules the dismissal of 
all Civil Servants and honorary officials 
of non-A ryan origin, prohibiting also their 
receiving any pension or compensation 
if the:r  service has been shorter than  10 
years. By the law of M ay 6th judges, 
teachers, professors, lecturers are to be 
trea ted  as Civil Servants. N otaries and 
officials of the m ilitary adm inistration 
are also in this category.

Even before the prom ulgation of these 
laws measures were taken  in  U pper Si
lesia carrying out beforehand their p ro 
visions. Thus for instance on the authority  
of the Government Commissioner for 
Prussia M. K erri, all the Jew ish judges 
a t Oppeln with one single exception were 
deprived of office. The ordinance runs:

i,All Jew ish judges are re tired  and 
* forbidden to enter the C ourt buildings. 

In  pase of resistance the P resident of the 
D istrict Court will use his rights of ex 
pulsion. Jew ish assessors may not take 
over the function of judges. Jew ish no
taries have no longer the rights of exercis
ing their functions, that is of legalising 
documents or acts of sale. Jew ish b a r
risters are forbidden to enter the Court 
building. They have no right to a ttend  
court sittings or to carry  on any ac ti
vities w hatsoever in the courts".

2) A ll local measures against Jewish 
lawyers were sanctioned by the law of 
A pril 7th. A dm itting exceptions only in 
favour of p re-W ar positions and front 
line com batants in the W ar it  au tom a

tically  excludes all those whose studies- 
were not concluded in 1914 and those 
who a re  too young to  have fulfilled the 
second condition. As for Jew ish lawyers 
belonging to the two privileged categories 
the local au thorities and the Prussian 
M inistry apply further restrictions and 
prohibitive.m easures, such as for instance 
demanding a certificate from the P resid 
ent of the Court of A ppeal, the Solicitor - 
G eneral, and the Council of the Bar, 
running as follows:

„To the best of my knowledge there 
is no reason to suppose tha t M.... (barrist
er, solicitor, etc) has carried  on any 
comm un'st activity whatsoever. I know 
that this is in tended to mean not only 
activity in the Communist Party , but 
even any support of any kind offered to  
communist organisations oir ideas".

This form ulation is obviously open to 
arb itra ry  in terpretation .

The sam e m easures apply to „Patent- 
anw alte".

As for notaries the P russian  M inister 
of Ju stice  m ade known for a ll the  te r 
rito ry  of Prussia, therefore also for U pper 
Silesia, tha t they could provisionally 
continue to exercise the ir duties, bu t that 
the population might be moved to  acts 
of violence if it were found th a t Jew s 
continue to legalise docum ents. This 
express menace was equal to a de
privation.

Of the 11 Jew ish barristers a t H in- 
denburg one only was adm itted  by an 
ordinance of M. K erri. The law of A pril 
7th excludes about one th ird  of the Jew 
ish law yers in  the Reich, out of a to ta l 
1400. The proportion for H indenburg 
should be 4, but the rem aining Jew s have 
been subjected to the previously m ention
ed enquiry so that in all p robability  even 
the privileged ones will not recover 
their rights.

3) On A pril 20th a law  was p ro 
mulgated establishing the same restrictions
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and prohibitions for panel doctors. As 
about tw o-thirds of the Jew ish doctors 
in the Reich subsist entirely  or mainly 
by work for panel patients and as this 
proportion is probably th e  same for 
U pper Silesia, th ’s m easure h its them 
very hard.

4) The law on schools, both public 
and private, and on colleges of univers
ity  rank  lim its the pupils of non-A ryan 
extraction  to  1.5 per cent of the total 
number. In  schools with a percentage 
already so high tha t restric tion  of new 
adm ittances does not suffice to bring the 
proportion to  tha t level the percentage 
may in no case exceed 5 per cent. (Exe
cutory ordinance of Reichsm inister Dr. 
F rick). Thus in schools with a higher 
percentage expulsions will be necessary.

There are  no schools of university 
rank in U pper Silesia and the Jew s of 
tha t province study  a t the universities of 
Breslau, Berlin, etc. The G erm an G overn
ment is preparing a special law on ihe 
admission of Jew ish students to  the 
universities of B erlin  and Hamburg. Some 
of the scientists excluded from academic 
bodies also come from U pper Silesia.

5) The authorities have failed to 
protect the life and property  of Jew s 
in U pper Silesia, in Beuthen and other 
towns there have been dead and 
wounded.

6) The boycott, favoured by the Go
vernm ent authorities, was carried out in 
such a way as to be contrary  to the 
obligations undertaken  by G erm an for 
U pper Silesian territo ry , of protecting 
the p roperty  of members of minorities. 
Acts of violence w ere committed. A t Hin- 
denburg the local authorities provided 
p lacards inciting to a boycott of Jew ish 
shops.

7) Jew ish commerce is being system 
atically  ru ined  Jew ish employees 
excluded, even from Jew ish shops. The 
petition confines itself to quoting facts

concerning U pper Silesia and as specimen 
of the restrictions im posed on Jew ish 
commerce brings a decree of the Town 
Coucil of H indenburg which has no t been 
declared void by any superior authority:

„1) Until further notice no work or 
orders shall be given to Jew ish firms, 
or firms having Jew ish representatives, 
to wholesale firms with m ultiple branches,, 
to one-price shops, or to co-operative 
societes.

2) Perm issions given to Jew s to have 
goods on the pavem ent is revoked.

3) U ntil further notice no facilitation 
of paym ent and no exem ption from taxes 
shall be granted to Jew ish firms, one- 
price shops, branch shops and co-oper
ative societies.

4) The adm inistrative authorities will 
not'.fy the Jew ish employees and p ro 
bationers th a t they are to demand their 
leave immediately.

5) A ll Jew s filling honorary posts or 
members of adm inistrative councils are 
to resign w ithout delay.

6) This regulation shall be carried  
out by the adm inistrative Council.

F o r this purpose a comm ittee shall be 
formed of four m unicipal delegates.

The committee members are  the mu
nicipal delegates Fillusch, A braham czyk, 
Sobotta, Boyer".

A ll this is contrary to the principle 
of equality  before the law of a ll citizens 
of the Reich.

On the strength  of articles 65 , 66 al. 
1, 67 al. 1 and 2, 68, 72 al. 1 and 2 
of the G erm an-Polish Convention concern
ing U pper Silesia the petitioners request 
the League of Nations to defend in jured  
rights, to put an end to injustice, to 
repair the injuries inflicted and to r e 
establish violated obligations.

The application of the above-m ention
ed laws th reatens thousands of Jew s 
whom the Geneva Convention has placed 
under the protection of the League of
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N ations w ith  to ta l ru in . F o r  th is reason, 
a n d  to  p rev en t th e  p ro m u lg a tio n  of fu rth e r 
m easu res o f  a  s im ila r  n a tu re  the  p e titio n - 
-ens a sk  th a t  th e  p e titio n  be g ra n te d  r ig h ts  
o f  urgency.

Signed by L. M o tzk in  
P re s id e n t of th e  C om m itte  

of Jew ish  D elegations 
and  by D r. E m il M argulies  

P re s id e n t o f the  Jew ish  P a r ty  
of C zechoslovakia

L IS T  O F  O R G A N IS A T IO N S
A N D  IN S T IT U T IO N S  IN  W H O SE  

N A M E  T H E  P E T IT IO N  
W A S  P R E S E N T E D

C om m ittee  of Je w 's h  D elegations, P a ris.
A m erican  Jew ish  C ongress, New 

Y ork, U. S. A.
Z idovska s tra n a  v C SR  (Jew ish  P a r ty  

of C zechoslovakia).

N ajvvyssi R ad a  sv azu  zid . oboi n a - 
bozenskych, P ra h a  (D irecting  C om m ittee 
of th e  U nion of F e d e ra tio n  of Jew ish  
C ongregations P rag u e ).

K oło  Ż ydow skie, W arszaw a  (Jew ish  
Club in th e  P o lish  D iet, W arsaw ).

T he Is ra e li te  C ongregations of W ilno 
an d  B ia łystok .

C en tra l C onsisto ry  of Is ra e lite s  in 
B ulgaria , Sofia.

P a r tid u l E vreesk  d in  R om an ia  (Jew ish  
P a r ty  of R um ania , B ucarest).

Israe litisch e  K ultusgem einde, W ien 
(Jew ish  C om m unity, V ienna).

Is ra e lite  C om m unity, A n tw erp .

C om m unity  „ A d a t Is ra e l"  in  K aunas; 
U nion of R abbis of L ithuan ia .

L eague against A n ti-S em itism , C airo, 
re p re sen tin g  a ll Jew ish  soc ie ties an d  
o rg a n isa t;ons of E gypt.

num erous o th er o rgan isations, com 
m unities, etc., th o u san d s of in d iv idual 
sig n a tu res.

H o u s e  o l C om m on s —  D e b a te  o l A p r il  i3 t l i  on  F o re ig n
A ffa irs .

A p ril 13th of th is y e a r  w as a g re a t 
d a y  in  th e  E nglish  P a rliam en t. B efore  
ad jo u rn in g  fo r E as te r  th e  H ouse of Com 
m ons d em an d ed  a  deb ate  on fo reign  a f
fa irs . T he w o rd s  p ro n o u n ced  by th e  P rim e  
M in is te r  on  M arch  23rd  w ere  q u o ted  —  
,,E u ro p e  is  no t se ttle d . E u ro p e  is very  
u n se ttle d . E u ro p e  is  in a  very  n ervous 
cond ition", I t  w as re m a rk e d  th a t th ere  
was m ore th a n  one focus of tro u b le  an d  
th a t  is w as n ecessa ry  to  co n sider qu ite  
a  num ber of countries . T he q u estions on 
w hich  th e  H ouse of Com m ons w ished  to  
he  in fo rm ed  w ere  th e  F o u r-P o w e r P ac t, 
d isa rm am en t, neg o tia tio n s w ith  A m erica, 
ta riffs , bu t w h a t w as m o st in s is ted  upon 
w ere  ,,the co n d itio n s in G erm an y  an d  
w h a t w as a t  p re se n t hap p en in g  th ere " , 
a n d  p a r tic u la r ly  the  persecu tio n  of Jew s

u n d e r th e  H itle r  reg im e. T he d e b a te  on 
th is  m a tte r  dev elo p ed  to  considerab le  
proportions'. Several m em bers sp o k e  on 
th e  su b jec t an d  the  deb ate  was fo llow ed 
by  a  long sp e e c h  from  S ir J o h n  Sim on, 
S e c re ta ry  for F o re ig n  A ffa irs . T he F o 
re ign  S e c re ta ry  s tre sse d  th e  fact th a t „it 
is a  v ery  long tim e since  th e  d iscussion  
on  the  M otion  fo r A d jo u rn m en t has con
cen tra te d  in so  e ffective  a fash ion  th e  ex 
p ressio n  of op in ion  h ere  an d  of public  
op in ion  o u tsid e  on  im m ensely  im p o rtan t 
and  u rg en t p ro b lem s". In  his op in io n  the  
Je w ish  q u estio n  h ad  been tre a te d  n e ith e r 
from  th e  Jew ish , no r from  any  p a r ty  p o in t 
of view, bu t th e  tru e  A n g lo -S ax o n  o u t
look had  been  ex pressed . T he deb ate  had  
no t on ly  been p ro fo u n d ly  in te res tin g  as 
one of th e  M em bers (M r. C hurch ill) h a d
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previously rem arked, i t  had been me
morable. It is unfortunately  impossible to 
reproduce the rem arkable speeches made 
a t the sitting of A pril 13th in full in so 
short an article. W e therefore give abridg
ed extracts from some of them in the 
order in which they  were made . . .

S p e e c h  b y  Mr .  A t t l e e .

I do not th ink  it is necessary tha t I 
should go in detail into w hat been hap
pening in Germ any to the Social Demo
crats, the Communists, and to the Jews, 
but we w ant to know w hat the attitude 
of the Government is in this m atter. Is 
it possible to draw  G erm any's attention  
to the Clause relating  to minorities, 
wherein it was ru led  tha t m inorities 
should receive treatm ent no t less favour
able than  is guaranteed specifically under 
the League of N ations? W ill the G overn
ment move to take action in favour of 
the refugees? The position is tragic for 
all political refugees to-day, because the 
economic conditions of the w orld make 
it so difficult for any country to  receive 
them. W ill the G overnment set in motion 
the Nansen In ternational Office for r e 
fugees? T hat office did a w onderful work 
for Greeks, Armenians, Bulgarians and 
A ssyr;ans. W hy should it not be put in 
motion to help the Jew s?

Holding the m andate for (Palestine we 
have a special responsibility. W ill the
Government, as the pro tector of the Jew 
ish national home, help the persecuted 
Jew s to get there at th is tim e?

As for our a ttitude  tow ards Germany 
it is possible to invoke the M inority 
Clause of the League of Nations, at any 
rate  for U pper Silesia. I hope that G er
many is realising the force of public 
opinion in a ll parties here. W hen we
come to this m atter of T reaty  revis:on 
I hope tha t our G overnment will tell
Germ any stra igh t out tha t if she wants 
any revision she m ust come w ith clean
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hands. Germ any is demanding a number 
of adjustm ents, adjustm ents on the side  
of Poland, adjustm ents here and ad ju s t
ments there. In  all the areas where G er
many is demanding to get back territo ries 
there are minorities. In none of these 
areas is there an unm ixed G erm an popu
lation, in all there are people of alien 
races, and we should say quite frankly 
to Germ any th a t at the present moment 
no one in this country would propose to 
entrust any m inority  to Germany, seeing; 
how she has been treating  minorities. 
I hope the Government will take a firm 
line on this. I t m ay be said  to us on 
these benches „You d id  not take action 
to protect Russians against Russian op
pression", but tha t is a slightly different 
m atter after all. Germ any as she is to 
day is the creation of the V ersailles 
Treaty, and she is asking the w orld to 
relieve her from the consequences of the 
Treaty. W e in this House, and the coun
try  as a whole fully recognise Germ any's 
claim for justice, but we can definitely 
insist th a t we are  not going to see the 
persecution of minorities, racial, religious 
or political, and then calmly suggest tha t 
we shall give her everything she is de
manding . . .

S p e e c h  

b y  S i r  A u s t e n  C h a m b e r l a i n

„W hat is this new sp irit of German 
nationalism ? The w orst of the a ll-P ru s
sian Im perialism, w ith an added savage
ry, a racial pride, an exclusiveness which 
cannot allow to any fellow-subject not 
of „pure N ordic b irth" equality of rights 
and citizenship within the nation  to which 
he belongs. A re you going to discuss 
revision with a  Government like tha t?  
A re you going to discuss w ith such a 
G overnment the Polish C orridor? The 
Polish C orridor is inhabited by Poles; do 
you d are  to put another Pole under the 
heel of such a G overnm ent? I beg the
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right hon. Gentlem an to beware of what 
he is doing".

S p e e c h  b y  Mr .  J a n n e r .

,,As a member of the Jew ish commun
ity and m ore particu larly  as one treasu r
ing the honour of membership in  this 
House I feel it my duty to add a  word 
on the tragic situation  of the Jew s in 
Germ any. It has been suggested tha t 
there m ay have been some exaggeration, 
but if so, it was caused by the rigid 
censorship imposed by the German Go
vernm ent. No responsible Jew ish organ
isation, news-agency or new spaper has 
spread  any' exaggerated reports, for the 
unhappy reason tha t the tru th  was 
serious and  sad  enough. The (Nazis openly 
avow that their policy is to destroy  all 
non-A ryan  influence in national life. 
Night a fte r  night Nazi spokesmen pro- 
■claim on the w ireless th a t Jew ry  will be 
destroyed. I w ill ask the House to  re 
member th a t the community subject to 
this ferocious attack  numbers only some 
500.000 or 600.000 people w ithin a p o 
pulation of over 60 millions. The Nazi 
must be singularly distrustfu l of their 
country if they th ink  it capable of being 
subjugated by so sm all a minority. That 
minority has in Germany contributed men 
of outstanding eminence in all w alks of 
culture. To say tha t the Jew s have not 
identified themselves with the German 
nation is a wild perversion of the truth. 
The Jewish community has been settled  
in the country for many centuries. As 
early  as the year 321 there was a Jewish 
community in Germany. The Jew s have 
given some 12.000 lives for the German 
cause in the W orld W ar. Moreover the 
whole argum ent that they have no t be
come p art of the nation  -is transparently  
dishonest, since the Nazi policy is devoted 
precisely to preventing them from doing 
so.

England has always defended the 
oppressed against tyranny. T hat splendid 
trad ition  streatches back to the far-off 
days of Cromwell. England's voice has 
been heard with respect and will be 
listened to again. Let me say th a t in  this 
connection I am by no means convinced 
tha t no appeal lies to  the League of N a
tions. I believe i t  is a t least open to 
discussion w hether A rticle 11 of the Co
venant could no t be invoked. Certainly 
the G erm an-Polish Convention is app li
cable to the Jew s of the G erm an section 
of U pper Silesia and it is far better that 
the issue should be ra ised  by G reat Britain 
than by Poland, whose relations with 
Germany are already  sufficiently s tra in 
ed.

I also express the earnest hope tha t 
the negotiations for trea ty  revision will 
not pass w ithout a definite rem oval of 
what is a fte r all a  serious im pediment to 
the establishm ent of peace in the world".

S p e e c h  b y  M a j o r  N a t h a n .

„The speeches both w ithin and  without 
this Chamber, and the B ritish Press which 
is I think unanimous in its  expression of 
opinion make it clear that is is not ne
cessary to be a Jew  in order to feel 
horror and indignation a t the sufferings 
which are being inflicted on Jew s in G er
many at this time. Those who are now 
in power in Germany, H err H itler, C ap
tain Goering, Dr. Goebbels and  their 
Nazis have dissipated the prospects of 
Europe being rendered  safer for dem o
cracy. In G erm any dem ocracy, boirn 
out of the misfortunes of the W ar, 
has for the time collapsed under 
the m isfortunes of peace. Do not let it 
be thought tha t these atrocities and 
outrages have been perpetrated  only upon 
the Jew s—political opponents of the N a
zis have suffered the same treatm ent — 
imprisonment and  exile, to say nothing 
of personal assault.
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No less than  liberty  itself is a t stake 
in Germany. The program m e of the Nazi 
P arty  is no t recen t —  it is a lready ten 
years old and the Nazis are  a t  present 
carrying out a deliberately planned po
licy. One of its 25 points is to  deprive 
the Jew s of the ir rights as citizens. A n
other, to prevent their holding official or 
sem i-official positions. They are  to have 
duties tow ards the State, but no rights.
I can quite understand th a t in  moments 
of revolutionary excitem ent groups of 
irresponsible youths, m addened by m ili
ta ris t propaganda and fed on hate and 
lies m ay break out into acts of violence, 
but the shocking thing is tha t they are  
not punished but trea ted  as heroes de
serving well of the Republic.

Germ any is so cowed by te rro r, phys
ical and economic terro r, tha t no t a single 
responsible voice has been raised there 
in pro test. I can quote cases for which 
I vouch, they come within my own know
ledge. I know a family of Jew s th a t has 
lived in a great German city since 1604. 
A member of th a t family, a lawyer, serv
ed in the German Army as private, and 
he served on the Russian front. To-day 
he is a refugee in this country, deprived 
of means of livelihood. A nother friend 
of mine, also a law yer w ith a leading 
practice in one of the great German cities, 
had among his four g rand-parents one 
who was a Jew . He himself is a Christian. 
He served in  the G erm an Army as an 
officer and he won the Iron Cross and 
another distinction for valour. To-day 
he is a refugee in Scandinavia.

A man recen tly  telephoned from Lon
don to his b rother in Leipsic. H e asked 
what the situation  was there and rece:ved 
the answ er: „Oh, everything is beautiful 
here. D on't w orry  about us. W e are car
rying on business as usual. D on't waste 
your money on telephoning from London 
to Leipsic". The man in London within 
24 hours of tha t conversation received a

telegram  from his brother, by then in 
Holland, saying: „Happy to say arrived 
safely in H olland". The terrorism  in G er
many is som ething that we in happy 
free England cannot really  understand 
at all.

I ask myself, what, in  these circum 
stances, is the appropriate  action for the 
B ritish Government to take? I fully sub
scribe to the view th a t one sovereign 
S tate cannot interfere with the in ternal 
affairs of another, but questions of racial 
and religious persecution are no t entirely 
m atters of in ternal policy. Hum anity has 
no frontiers and freedom no boundaries. 
There have been precedents for the action 
of G reat B rita in  under such circumstances. 
Some 20 years ago, the late King Edward, 
on the advice of his M inisters, held lan
guage w ith the Czar of Russia on the 
subject of the persecution of the Jews 
and the resu lts w ere favourable.

I therefore ask w hether the Foreign 
Secretary w ould no t make representations 
to the G erm an G overnment tha t B ritish 
opinion is so much affected by the occur
rences in Germany, th a t the effect may 
well be to make most difficult the re 
entry of Germ any into the community of 
nations w ith tha t sta tus of equality which 
she now claims. I do not think it would 
be out of the way if the Foreign Secretary 
were to rem ind Germany of the o ld  E n
glish adage ,,He who seeks equity must 
do equity".

T here is also the question w hether the 
B ritish Government can in itiate action 
before the League of Nations. G reat B rit
ain has long been the m outhpiece of 
the w orld when questions of liberty  were 
involved. I add my voice to  tha t of Sir 
A usten Chamberlain in suggesting that 
the Foreign Secretary  should m ake it 
clear to Germ any tha t she cannot expect 
treaties to be revised, even to secure what 
we consider to be her just demands,
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unless she makes liberty  and justice se 
cure within her own borders".

i
S p e e c h  b y  C o l .  W e d g w o o d .

,,I wish to say a few w ords on what 
has gone on in Germany. The corner 
boys of Germ any have disgraced their 
country and I would say „Non ragioniam 
di lor, ma guarda e passa". (You need 
not ta lk  about such people, bu t w atch and 
pass by on the o ther side). As a  result of 
what has gone on in Germany I would 
like to see the strengthening of this 
country and of the British race  by the 
admission into this country of those ele
m ents which are now suffering from p e r
secution. To-day they are being turned 
back at Harwich, while Belgium, France, 
Spain are welcoming them. Those scien
tists w ould be our business men of the 
future, just as the Huguenots brought us 
the silk  trade,- m ade Norwich and  Leek, 
built up a great export trade  for us. Let 
us welcome them as we welcomed the 
Belgians during the G reat W ar. It was 
humane, and it was also m aterially  ad 
vantageous. W e should show that w hat
ever the Prussian A ryans feel about the 
Jews, the peace-m ongers, or the Socialists, 
we in this country realise the value of 
brains and the duty of hospitality  to  the 
oppressed. We should open our doors not 
only to the scientists, the doctors whom 
in the past a ll the world went to seek 
in Germany, bu t also to those political 
exiles who are  now1 under preventive 
a rrest in a dozen concentration camps 
throughout Germany. I wish tha t we 
might welcome these men, the free spirits 
of a free people, who decline to live in 
a land where liberty  is no longer allowed.

S p e e c h  b y  Mr .  J.  P.  M o r r i s .

„The whole of the people of this coun
try  are definitely opposed to the policy 
of the Jew ish persecution in Germany.

Public opinion throughout the w orld 
sym pathises with G erm an Jew ry, and it 
is only owing to the existence of that 
opinion tha t there has been a mitigation 
of the persecutions. Germany should 
known that in peace she cannot succeed 
with world opinion ranged against her, 
just as she found in the G reat W ar.

A few days ago a question was a d 
dressed to the Foreign M inister asking 
w hether anything could be done through 
the League of N ations to help the Jews, 
more particu larly  those of U pper Silesia. 
The reply was tha t A rticle 11 of the 
Covenant applies only in cases effectual
ly menacing the peace of nations. Such; 
a guarded answer leaves the ground open 
for further exam ination of opportunities 
to act through the League. A s far as 
U pper Silesia is concerned there is no. 
doubt tha t the Jew s are protected by the 
Geneva Convention which has still 5 years 
to run. If the Jew s in  one p a rt of th e  
country are p ro tected  by .international 
obligations, surely the G overnment of 
tha t country cannot escape the moral 
responsibdity of extending the same 
guarantee to all the Jew s of its own 
nationality .

A rticle 11 of the C ovetan t declares 
tha t each member of the League has the 
righ t to bring to the attention  of th e  
Assembly or of the council any circum 
stance affecting international relations 
which might d sturb  in ternational peace, 
or the good understanding between n a 
tions on which peace depends.

R euter reports that relations are  now 
severely stra ined  between Poland and 
Germany. A nti-G erm an dem onstrations 
have taken place in Poland, the anti- 
G erman boycott is extending. A  German 
paper has had the headline „Poland In 
cites to W ar", In my opinion, nothing for 
many years has been so well calculated 
to disturb the peace of the world as 
the German persecution óf the Jews. In
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the in terest of world peace the question 
should be brought before the League of 
Nations. I im plore His M ajesty 's G overn
ment to perform  that noble duty".

S p e e c h  b y  Mr .  C h u r c h i l l .

A fer a long discourse on the s ta te  of 
things created in Europe by the Treaties 
of V ersailles and Trianon Mr. Churchill 
added: „W hen we think of w hat would 
have happened to us, to France, or to 
Belgium if the Germans had won; when 
we th ink of the terms which they exact
ed from Rumania, o r of the term s they 
pu t at Brest-Litovsk; when we rem ember 
tha t up to a few m onths of the end of 
the W ar German authorities refused to 
consider tha t Belgium could ever be li
berated but said  tha t she should be kept 
in th ra ll for m ilitary purposes for ever, 
I do not think that we need break our 
hearts in  deploring the treatm ent G er
m any is receiving now. Germ any is  not 
satisfied — but no concession which has 
been made produced any m arked appear
ance of gratitude. Once i t  had been con
ceded it seem ed to  lose value. M any 
people —  I was one of them —  would 
have liked to  see th e  question of the 
Polish C orridor ad justed . F or my part,
I should certainly have considered it  one 
of the greatest p ractical objectives of 
E uropean peace-seeking diplomacy. There 
again, however, hon. Members m ust con
sider the righ ts of Poland. The Polish 
C orridor is inhabited alm ost entirely  by 
Poles, and i t  was Polish territo ry  before 
the P artition  T reaty  of 1772. I t is a m at
te r which Europe in quiet times w ith 
increasing good will might well set her
self to solve.

I am not going to use harsh w ords 
about Germ any and about the conditions 
there. I address myself to the problem 
in a stric tly  p ractical manner. One of the 
things which we w ere told a fter the G reat 
W ar would be a security  for us was P a r

liam entary institutions in Germany. A ll 
tha t has been sw ept away. You have d ic
tatorship  —  most grim dictatorship. You 
have m ilitarism  and every form of fight
ing spirit, from the re-in troduction  of 
duelling in the colleges to the M inister 
of Education advising the plentiful use 
of the cane in the elem entary schools. 
You have these m artia l or pugnacious 
m anifestations, and also these persecutions 
of the Jews, of which hon. Members have 
spoken and which appeal to every one 
who feels tha t men and women have a 
right to live in the world w here they 
were born under the guarantee of the 
public laws of the land of their birth.

W hen I read  of w hat is going on in  
Germ any I thank God tha t the Germans 
have not got the heavy cannon, the 
thousands of m ilitary aeroplanes, the 
tanks of various sizes for which they 
have been pressing in order tha t their 
sta tus may be equal to  that of other n a 
tions".

S p e e c h  b y  S i r  H e r b e r t  S a m u e l .

„There has been a  spontaneous ou t
burst of public opinion in  this country, 
as well as in A m erica and in many other 
countries, a t  w hat is undoubtedly a piece 
of religious and racial persecution.

In the M iddle Ages, when there was 
a persecution of the Jews, the mob would, 
burn, insult, and rob. Now the method 
is different. They are  robbed not of their 
goods but of their livelihood and I am 
not sure but th a t is worse. In  biology, 
sometimes in  a  species, you may get a 
throw-back to a more prim itive type, and 
so it is occasionally in history. Strangely 
we seem to see the 12th century surging 
up in  the m iddle of the 20th.

The Jew s all through the centuries 
have occup:ed the ra ther uncom fortable 
position of being the test of character of 
the nations among whom they live. Re-
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spect for civil liberty  and for equel justice 
is innate in  the B ritish people. Two or 
three years ago th e  Institu te of In te rn a
tional Law, the m ost authoritative body 
of jurists in the world, drew up a de
claration  of w hat they regarded as fun
dam ental p rincip les of the law of n a 
tions. One of these provisions is that it 
is the d u ty  of every S tate to allow the 
individual equal rights of life, liberty, and 
property , and to grant to all on its te r 
rito ry  full protection of their rights w ith
out distinction of nationality , race, or re 
ligion. Those ideas are surely fundam ent
al to the o rderly  developm ent of the 
m odern world. R ecent events in Germany 
have caused great anxiety  to those who 
a re  eager for in ternational good will and 
concerned for the comity of nations. The 
revival of P russian  m ilitarism  caused 
grave anxiety to those who would wish 
to see peace and good will prevailing be
tween Germ any and her neighbours.

W e w ere  eager to forget the anim os
ities and b itterness evoked by the W ar. 
W e w anted to stre tch  out a friendly hand 
to  Germany, and did so. M any of us 
w ere ready to consider in  some respects 
a revision of the T reaty  of Versailles, 
provided it w ere not undertaken by un i
la te ra l action, bu t achieved by the m a
chinery of the League of N ations and 
w ith general assent. A ll th a t has now 
received a  setback. I hope it  may be only 
tem porary, for it is desirable that this

movement should go forward and bring 
about a reconciliation of Europe.

W hat action should be taken on be
half of the oppressed Jew s of G erm any? 
Something might be done in Palestine, 
and perhaps also by a little  relaxation  
of the severe conditions of admission to 
this country. B ut the main solution must 
come from Germ any itself. I have not 
advocated the boycott of G erm an goods 
and I desire nothing to be done which 
would im peril the relations betw een the 
B ritish and  the G erm an Government. It 
is ra th er a m atter for public opinion, ex 
pressed outside this House and within 
it to influence the course of events in 
Germany. Let the opinion of m ankind 
declare tha t to persecute people an y 
where, or a t any time, on account of their 
race or religion is an abomination and 
tha t a ll men are entitled  to equal civil 
rights before the law, and let the voices 
of the Parliam ents proclaim  it.

S i r  J o h n  S i m o n ,  S e c r e t a r y  
f o r  F o r e i g n  A f f a i r s .

declared in closing the debate that it 
had expressed the deep, general, he might 
alm ost say, universal feeling entertained 
in the country. He agreed w ith w hat had 
been said  on the subject, rem arking at 
the same t :me, tha t he knew well the 
responsibility resting on the Government 
in such a m atter.

I n t e r n a t i o n a l  F e d e r a t i o n  o

On the eve of the F ed e ra tio n s  Congress 
the  Sub-com mittee of F ive assembled 
which had been entrusted  w ith the p ro 
blem of guarantees of trea ty  rights of 
minorities. The basis of the discussion was 
th e  „Avis et proposition du Comite des 
C inq" of M ay 16th 1932. The Polish  r e 
presentatives did not take  p a rt in  the

L e a g u e  o l  N a t i o n s  S o c ie te s

meeting. The sub-com m ittee after discus
sion accepted the avis of 1932 w ithout 
any changes.

From  June 3 rd  to June  8th 1933 the 
Congress of th e  In ternational Federation  

of League of N ations' Societies w as held 
a t M ontreux, to which 25 countries sent 
delegates. Among these w ere present for
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the first time the representatives of 
Turkey in the persons of members of the 
Ankara Parliament, and the delegates of 
South Africa. The Polish Society was 
represented by MM. Senator Lówenherz, 
W. Lypacewicz, and Professor S. Stroń- 
ski. The German delegation attracted 
particular attention, the delegates being 
newly appointed, partisans of Hitler — 
MM. Schnee, Col. Haselmayr — one of 
Hitler's closest helpers — Reichstags— 
Member von Freytagh-Loringhoven, Col. 
Sichting, G. Haucke, representing Na
tional Socialist youth, and others.

The chief subject among the minority 
problems was the Jewish question. For 
the purpose of examining a motion pro
posed to the Committee a sub-committee 
of seven was formed, Professor Stroński 
of the Polish delegation being one of the 
members. It was the sub-committee's task 
to find such a  solution as would condemn 
the incidents and the new state of excep
tional legislation in Germany without 
necessitating the resignation of the Ger
man delegation which the latter had at 
first threatened. The Congress voted a 
resolution which though void of strident 
accents was of a decided tenor, and at 
the same time expressed the wish that 
the President (Lord Cecil of Chelwood) 
should address a separate^ letter on the 
matter to the German Society. The text 
of the Congress' resolution runs:

T h e  s i t u a t i o n  o f  J e w s  
i n  G e r m a n y .

XVIIth Plenary Congress,
Deeply concerned at the situation 

created in Germany during the last few 
months with regard to the population of 
Jewish origin;

Recalling the resolution it has just 
adopted concerning the international 
protection of the Rights of Man and the

duty which falls upon the League of 
Nations in this domain;

Recalling that the League of Nations 
has expressed the hope that at least the 
same rights as those guaranteed by the 
Minority Treaties to racial, linguistic or 
religious minorities should be respected 
by all States Members of the League of 
Nations and that the Federation stands 
for this principle;

Recalling also the consistent attitude 
of German delegations to the League of 
Nations in defence of Minority Rights;

Considering that if the measures 
which have been taken in Germany are 
maintained the good relations between 
the nations will be disturbed;

Notes with satisfaction that the 
Council of the League of Nations has 
embarked upon an examination of the 
situation fo the Jews in Germany;

Expresses the hope that the German 
Society will do its best to obtain, in its 
country, the restoration of civil and po
litical equality in accordance with the 
principles of the League of Nations and 
of the Federation;

And requests Lord Cecil, as Presi
dent of the Federation, to interpret its 
sentiments in an appeal adressed to the 
German Society,

L e t t e r  o f  L o r d  C e c i l ,  P r e s i d 
e n t  o f  t h e  I n t e r n a t i o n a l  F e 
d e r a t i o n  o f  L e a g u e  of  N a t i o n s  
S o c i e t i e s ,  t o  H. E. Dr. S c h n e e ,  
P r e s i d e n t  o f  t h e  G e r m a n  D e 
l e g a t i o n  t o  XVIIth P l e n a r y  

C o n g r e s s .

6th June 1933
Your Excellency,
I have been asked by the Federation 

of League of Nations Societes to convey 
to the German Delegation through you 
their feeling about certain recent events 
in Germany in  connection particularly 
with the action taken against the Jewish
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citizens of th a t country. The Federation  
recognises th a t it has no right to in ter
fere in the in ternal affairs of any coun
try  nor has it  any desire to do so. A t 
the same time the events in question 
have in fact caused a very serious une
asiness in m any iparts of the world, 
especially in Europe and the U nited 
S tates. It is not too much to say  that 
in the w ords of the Covenant they have 
im paired the good understanding be
tween the nations. In m any countries, my 
own among them, they have in terrup ted  
the growth of the new a ttitu d e  of sym 
pathy and understanding tow ards G er
many and her people which has been 
gradually taking the place of the b itter 
sentim ents necessarily engendered by 
the W orld W ar.

It is no p art of my du ty  to discuss 
any detailed occurences. I am quite 
ready to believe that exaggerated ac
counts of w hat has happened have found 
their way into the Press. Making all 
allowances, however, for any exaggera
tion, the fact rem ains th a t the German 
G overnment have tak en  legislative and  
adm inistrative m easures against a  body 
of their citizens solely because they be
longed racially  to the Jew ish people. 
D iscrim ination of tha t kind seems to the 
F ederation  impossible to reconcile not 
only with the sp irit of the Covenant of 
the League but even w ith th a t progress 
of western civilisation during the past 
two or th ree  centuries to which G erm a
ny made such eminent contribution. I t 
seems to the Federation  'a recrudescence 
of a belief in mere force independent of 
justice as a n  instrum ent of Government 
which taken  in connection with public 
u tterances by highly placed officials of 
the German Reich has caused profound 
anxiety in very m any countries.

The Federation  has been very glad 
to hear from Your Excellency assuran
ces tha t the German G overnment desire 
to pursue a  policy of peace and recon

ciliation. The speech of the Chancellor 
on M ay 17th was to the same effect and 
these assurances have done much to 
arrest the unfortunate impression to  
which I have alluded. The F ederation  
therefore hopes and believes tha t future 
events will encourage a regrow th of 
confidence between Germ any and other 
countries and I venture to assure  Your 
Excellency th a t nothing could more 
effectually prom ote the good feeling 
between us which we all desire than de
cisive evidence th a t for the future all 
citizens of the Reich can rely on equal 
treatm ent before the law irrespective of 
their race, language or opinions.

Yours obedient Servant,
Cecil

President.

In the question of guarantees for mi
nority  treaties and of extending the 
obligations of those treaties to all 
countries a  discussion of some length 
took place after which a compromise was 
accepted.

The XVIIth Assem bly: 
having at the suggestion of the L. N. 

U. stud ied  th e  question of the guarantees 
of the rights of m inorities subscribed by 
the League of Nations, ‘draws attention  
to the annexed report of May 16th 1933 
and to other memorandums on the sub
ject presented to the In ternational F e 
deration  of League of Nations Socie ties1): 

affirms th a t all S ta tes have obligations 
in the m atter of m inority rights, either 
in consequence of treaties, or of decla
rations, or in consequence of the reso
lution of Septem ber 21st 1922 of the I l l rd  
Assembly of the League of Nations: 

recalls th e  resolution of the XIHth

') M emorandums of the League of 
Nations Union, of Lord Dickinson, Sir 
W alter Napier, M. Łypacewicz, M. Jung- 
hann, the Bulgarian Society, M. Stroński.
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A ssem bly of the Federa tion  a t The Haque 
in 1928 -):

is conscious of the fact tha t the course 
of events increasingly shows necessity of 
making these obligations general and of 
setting up a  perm anent Gommision for

2) The resolution voted at The Hague 
runs:

The X H Ith Assembly expresses the 
wish:

1) tha t the legal obligations of the 
m inority treaties now in force should be 
embodied as a principle in the Covenant 
itself:

2) tha t all States who are Members 
should from this moment conform to  the 
resolution unanim ously voted by the I l lrd  
Assembly of the League of N ations on 
Septem ber 21st 1922:

3) tha t to facilitate the thorough so
lution of so delicate and im portant a 
problem the Council of the League of 
N ations should proceed w ithout delay to 
a general exam ination of the problem of 
M inorities and of the results produced 
by the present system:

4) and th a t the Council should as 
soon as possible institu te a perm anent 
M inorities Committee for th e  entire 
problem.

M inorities for treating  the problem in its  
entirety:

and therefore calls upon the League 
of Nations to take the necessary steps in 
order to render the guarantees of m i
nority rights effective.

A motion concerning the Rights of 
M an proposed by the Russian jurist 
Professor A ndrew  M andelstam  also 
evoked a lengthy discussion. It bears 
specially on conditions in Russia, but 
this tim e the problem was also open in 
Germany. As a resu lt of debate the for
m ation of a special committee of seven 
persons to w ork on the problem  was de
cided upon, and  instead of the whole 
motion only its  final conclusions w ere 
voted, in a slightly a ltered  form:

,,The X V II-th Congress expresses its 
conviction tha t the safeguarding of the 
Rights of M an should be m ade general, 
and tha t it is highly desirable in the 
in terests of peace and justice th a t in te r
vention in the name of hum anity should, 
in case of need, take place in a ll count
ries, w ithin the limits of the League of 
Nations and through its organs for such 
as are its members".
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R E V I E W S

D r .  F r i e d r i c k  L a n g e .  iS p r a c L e n k a r t e  v o n  jM L itte leu ropa .

Von T riest b:s T rollhattan , von Diin- 
kirchen bis D iinaburg und Konstanza. 
D ietrich Reim er's L andkarten  fiir H an
del — Industrie —  W eltw irtschaft). D ie
trich Reim er E rnst Vohsen Verlag, B er
lin.

A  map to scale 1 : 4 250 000, well 
executed and p rin ted  in colours to bring 
home to the German public the power of 
numbers represented by Germans in Cen
tra l Europe. The a u th o rs  effrontery is 
rivalled by his power of imagination, his 
chauvinist prejudice by his unscrupu
lousness in  presenting facts. As a result 
we have the following picture: F irst our 
attention  is compelled by an enormous 
uniform, b rillian tly  red  patch, compris
ing the whole of presen t-day  Germany, 
A ustria and Luxemburg, an enormous p art 
of Sw itzerland, Bohemia, M oravia, and 
Silesia, and large and  sm all s trip s  neigh
bouring on G erm any of Italy , France, 
Belgium, Denmark, Poland (in Pom era
nia and Posnania), and Lithuania. On this 
red blot which approxim ately equals in 
size the whole res t of the map we find 
scarce two places w ith a few tiny patches 
of different colour, signifying a negligible 
adm ixture of L usatian W ends (along the 
upper and m iddle course of the Spree) 
and n ear Aussig on the Elbe, in Cze
choslovakia, a still more negligible one 
of Czechs. Besides this, the southern  p art 
of the E ast Prussian colony has narrow  
strip s to denote the homes of a people 
called „M asuren", Silesia having sim ilar

strips denoting the tribes of „W asser- 
polen“ and „Schlonsaken". In  the U pper 
Silesian industrial basin however, neither 
of these peoples is to  be found, whether 
on the G erm an or on the Polish side of 
the frontier.. Bytom (Beuthen), Zabrze 
(Hindenburg), and Gliwice (Gleiwitz) 
are as purely G erm an as Katowice, M y
słowice, K rólew ska H uta, or Bielsko. T he 
legend on the margin tells us tha t „Ober- 
schlesier slavischer Zunge . . .bekennen 
sich tro tz  eigener H ausm undart zu r 
deutschen K ultur" i. e. „U pper Silesians 
of Slav tongue. . . consider themselves, in 
sp ite of having a home dialect of the ir 
own, as belonging to G erm an culture".

W hile in  the west th e  red  German 
patch shows an  unbroken compact mass, 
reaching from Danish Schleswig to  be
yond the Italo-Sw iss frontier, in the  east 
its continuity is im paired by the existence 
of Czech territo ry  and of the d ilapidated  
rem ains of ethnographically Polish te r r i
tory  to the west of a line draw n betweeen 
Cracow and  Grodno. The Czech te rrito ry  
is shown as surrounded by com pactly 
G erm an country, and is furtherm ore 
covered w ith fantastically  large G erm an 
patches in its eastern part, so th a t an 
im pression of its absolute hopelessness 
is given. Of course tha t G erm an territo ry  
in Czechoslovakia is neither so wide and 
compact, nor are those patches so large.
I have called the  territo ry  of the R e
public of Poland betw een the G erm an 
frontier and the Cracow —  G rodno line
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„dilapidated  rem ains'1. I t is a  fact that 
on Dr. Dr. Lange's map it looks very 
sad  for us, resembling the liver of a 
d runkard  as shown in popular teeto tal 
propaganda trac ts, so full is it of red  
patches of considerable size. The pale 
green field denoting the Polish element 
som etimes alm ost wholly disappears 
beneath them. Not to  mention the entirely 
G erm an colour of Pom erania w ith only 
a  few narrow  „Cassubian" strips and  a 
few Polish patches, not to m ention further 
those s trip s in  Silesia denoting the rem ains 
of the „W asserpole" and „Schlonsak" 
peoples, and  a  Posnania surrounded on 
three sides (quite like Bohemia) by 
compact G erm an country, even the te rri
tory  form erly known as Congress Poland 
is so full of large groups of German 
patches that it is sim ply ripe  for annexa
tion to Germany, as a German territo ry  
possessing only an adm ixture of a people, 
probably to be christened „Krolewiaken" 
by Dr, D r. Lange. On his map namely, 
W arsaw  is surrounded on all sides by 
G erm an patches, both banks of the Vis
tu la  are  occupied by Germans, the te r
ritory  betw een Kalisz, Łódź, and  Czę
stochowa is a  G erm an archipelago sim il
ar to th a t in Posnania. The p a tte rn  of 
G erm an patches beginning to  the north  
of W arsaw  is continued in the no rth 
eastern  direction, and clustering more 
thickly tow ards B iałystok comprises a 
G rodno purely German, and an equally 
pure German W ilno. F or some reason 
there are  no G erm ans a t all in  the Lu
blin country, but to make up for this 
Volhynia, -—- on  both sides the frontier — 
has a conglom eration of large German 
patches, among them  an imposing purely 
German Luck, situa ted  in purely  German 
terito ry  equal to a t least a sh ire  in size. 
The territo ry  beginning on the Polish 
fron tier and stretching to  Kiev via Ży
tomierz is just as German.

Having m ercilessly sham ed the Polish 
elem ent i n . territories Polish to the core 
Dr. Dr. Lange is strangely generous to 
us on L ithuanian ground. Not only does 
he give the Poles a large territo ry  w ith 
Kowno in its centre, only slightly d e 
corated around by a row of German 
patches, but he also, for reasons unknown, 
pain ts nearly  half of the Lithuanian 
Suwałki d istrict Polish colour.

A lthough Dr. Dr. Lange has been 
very severe and destructive of Poland 
and th e  Poles, we may console ourselves 
by considering the fact tha t Hungary, 
Yougoslavia, and Rumania have fared 
no better in his ethnographical operations. 
P articu larly  H ungary has been absolutely 
cut in half by a w ide belt of German 
patches reaching from its northern  to its 
southern frontier. These patches are 
complemented by large G erm an archipe
lagoes in northern  Yugoslavia, in  western 
Rumania, in Transsylvania, Bukowina, 
Bessarabia and th e  D obrudja. A ll this 
cartographic rigm arole was produced by 
Dr. Dr. L anges diseased im agination in 
order to prove (on the m argin of the 
map) tha t „German is the most widely 
spread language in Europe, One European 
in every six  uses G erm an as his mother- 
tongue. The compact G erm an-speaking 
territo ry  is divided betw een  15 S tates. 'In 
a further 9 S tates the G erm an language 
is also aboriginal. The subjects of 24 
E uropean countries use German as their 
m other-tongue. German is the language 
of communication (Verm ittlungssprache) 
in all central, northern, eastern and 
south-eastern  Europe". Mein Liebchen 
was w illst du noch m ehr? —  W hat 
w onder tha t the G erm an nation is pos
sessed by chauvinist rage, since it is fed 
on such products as H err Dr. Dr. Lange's 
m ap?

Leon W asilewski.
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