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INTRODUCTION
"Definitive Aaspecta™

The "Polish Corridor" was & derisive
designatién given by the Germans, to & certain
portion or sector of land, bordering on the
Baltic 8ea in Northern Europe. While some of
the Corridor lay on the east of the Vistula River,
most of it was to the west of that main Polish
artery. It was situsted between Pomeranis on the
weet, and Denzig and Best Prussia on the east.>
The Corridor was wedge sﬁapod, of varying widths,
but widest at its southernmost boundary.2

It was usually &ssumed that the Corridor
comprises approximately those psrts of the former
German provinces of West Prussia and Posen
extending from Bomberg (Bydgoszesz) to the Baltie.3

This region was & part of the German Empire up
until the close of the World War., It embodied the
efforte of the Pedce Conference &t Versailles to give

t0 the Poles & free and secure &ccess to the aea.4

I Dawson, Willlem Harbutt, Germeny under the Qreaty,
P 108
2. Ibido, Pe 1082

3, Htone, Shepard, "Germen Polish Disputes,™ Forei ‘
Policy Reports, Vol. IX, Ko. 9, p. 1082, July b, %933

4. Seymour, Charles, The Intimate Pepers of Colonel
House, Vol. IV, D. 200 N
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It is the purpose of this study to inquire
into the history, the motive for, the Jjustice 2anad
the expedieney of this crestion or allocation by
the Peace Conference.

The reappearance of Poland at the Paris Pesace
Conference in 1919 was one of the most significent
and unique events in our age. A nation which had
hed 8 greatvand memorable past and which had under~
gone dissection in pesce time at the hande of its
greedy neighbors, otme to life again, and was seeking
once more & loeal habitation and & name. This Bigni-
fied Bomething more than the mere revivel of a
vanished state: It stood for the triumphant righting
of one of the greatest political wrongs that Europe
had ever witnessed, the vindication of the prinociples
of Justice, right, and fair de2ling in international
relations.l

The Treaty of Verssilles has been termed by

some 88 Carhaginian Peaco.z

The epithet, which implies
injustice, or treschery, is misleading. The political
map of Europe, &8 it has been drawn in the peace

treaties, no doubt, compares favorably with the map

1, Heskins, Charles Homer &nd Lord, Robert Howard,
. Some Problems of the Peace Conference, p. 163
2. Dyboskl, Romen, Poland, Pe. 9
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which it replaced and waé more e¢losely in acoord
with the wishee of the populations coneerned than
any previous arrangements of land areas in European
history.

The resl ob jection to the Treaties was not that
they were unjust, but that they were too imprsctical
and ideslistice The Western 8lav, the universal
bondsman of the early Middle Ages, is delivered from
the Teuton, the Muscovite and the Mpgyar.® Will these
8lav states whieh have been created by the Treaties,
establish themselves in the esteem and confidence of
Europe, will they be economically sound units, and
can they successfully resist the dangers which may
proceed from the valiant unreconciled aristocracies
of Prussia, Russis, and Austria® These questions, the
future alone can answer.

O0f 8ll the new creations by the peace treaties,
Poland was the most important, the most interesting, and
the most controversial. All through history the Poles,
like the Irish, have been in the center of the strife;
combative, adventurous, temperamental, irrepressible.
Their annals have been marked by extreme vicissitudes

of fortune; at one time they have been masters of a

1. Dyboski, Romem, Op. Cite, P+ 9
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wide Empire stretching from the Baltic to the Black
Sea, at another tinme, partitioned and obliterated.l

If one of the requisites of & sovereign state
is 2 body of people occupying & particular territory
and politically orgenized under one government, Poland
wag not & sovereign state when it sppeared at Versailles,
for it wae not organized potentially or actuslly under
one government, nor did it occupy & definite territory.
It was merely & phantom roasming around in the northerm
plains somewhere between Germany and Russisa; and what
thie disembodied spirit would look like if clothed
again in flesh and blood, no one actuslly knew.2

It was, then, to be a part of the work of the
Peace Conference to mark out and to determine its
boundaries.

It may be illuminating at this point to inquire
into the manner of Poland's extinetion &8 & netion in
the éighteenth century, and to rehearse the events
and actions that brought sbout its Partitions.

Attention might be foeused on the fact that at
the time of Poland's exit from the family of natiomns,
the 80 celled, "Polish Corridor," wes an undisputed

part of Polish territory.

I. Dyboskl, Rom&m, Op. Cite., pp. 9-10
2. Haekinms, Charlis6 oger eand Lord, Robert Howard,
020 Cito, PP. . 56-56
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CHAPTER I
THE PARTITIONS

The Partitions of Poland by its three c;oso
neighbors: Russis, Prussia, and Anstria in 1772,
1793, and 1796 have long Been considered the classic
example of internationsl wrong and crime in the
eighteenth century. Ko léss 8 person than Thomas
Jefferson, third President of the United Stetes,
has denounced the partitions of Poland as & "baneful
precedent,” & "crime," and an “atrocity.'l

George Clemenceau said that the partition of
Poland was the greatest crime in history, also that
it left 8n everlasting stigme on the names of
Catherine, Maria Theresa, and Prederick II.

"No outrage had ever less excuse, no violence
perpetrated aéainst humanity ever cried louder for
& redress that had been indefinitely postponed, The
wréng wag 8o great that no time im the life of Europe,
among 80 many other &cts of violence for which there
was no expiation, could it appeadr less heinous. It
-h&s become & byword in history as one of the worst
felonies that can be laid to the cherge of our

oivilization.“g

1. Haskins, Charlee Homer &nd Lord, Robert Howard,
Op. Oit.. P 154

g. emenceau, George, Grandeur and Misery of Victory,
p. 193
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Some writers profess to trace the idea of
the psrtition of Poland bdback for more than & century

before it was an accomplished faot.l

Certainly the
idea was not new. It had been discussed &s early as
1656 by Charles X of Sweden and the Great Rlector,
Frederick William; and for a century the idea haunted
the statesmen of many European countries, emerging

in the sinister half shadows of memoranda and projects,
only to be buried to & troubled rests Whether
Prederick the Great was the first author of a definite
scheme is disputable and irrelevant and inconsequential
to the main development.

The second or third largest state in Europe with
ean area of 282,000 square miles, standing fourth in
population with over 11,000,000 people, had been
destroyod.2 Its frontier had extended from the Bsltie
Sea and the Carpathian Mountains to the Dneiper and
the Dvine Rivers. It included nearly the whole of that
broad isthmue between the Beltic Sea and the Black Sea
which lesads from Bastern Continental Europe to the
peninsular Europe of the West.3 Nevertheless, it had
been completely and totally obliterated from the map of

I.” Werriott, J. H. R. and Robertsom, C. G., The
Evolution of Prussis, pp. 151-52

2. Temperiey, H. W. V., Histor of the Peace Conference
of pParis, Vol.VI, p. 223

3. 7Ibid., p. 223
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Burope by its great land grabbing and lend hungry
neighbors.1

Certain observations of Poland's historical
catastrophe, namely the three Partitions, eaaili
suggest themselves to the outeide observer indifferently

conversant with genersl European history.2

Thus, some
bearings of Poland's geogresphical positiom on her fate
are obvious enough. That position was a "key" position
at the crossing of old.established and importent trade

" routes between the northern and southern seas, and

the western &and e&astern lands of EnrOp-.3 is such, it
was bound to make Poland & flourishing power in inter-
national trasde in the Middle Ages; dbut it inevitably
lost its advantages with the closing up of Europeén
south-east by the Turkish conquest, and then the opening
up of & new world across the western seas for European
trede; commercisl wealth, and with it political power
were fated to ebb away from Poland in the modern ers
quite as easy as it was fated to ebdb away from the
Venetian and other Italian Republios.4

Viewed from yet snother angle, Poland's fate seems

1. Buell, Raymond Leslle, Rurope, pP. 197

2. Dyboski, Romen, %ﬁ; Cit., p. 16

3. Bowman, Issish, New Worlda, p. 271

4. I‘mperl‘y, H. W. V.. OEo cito. YVol. VI, Pe 219
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to fall into line with certain wider developments
in the Buropeen world. Those who hold it as an
established truth that since the Reformstion Protestant
powers in Burope genersally advanced in strength and
importance, while Catholic nstions decayed, may think
of the 0ld Poland as doomed together with Spain, and
only affected more tragically than Spain itself,
because much less favorably situated on the mep. But
even those who do not believe in Protestantism as an
elixir vitsl for netions, will be inclined to think
that Poland perished, among other reasons because she
4id not meke the best either of Protestantism or
Catholicism.t

Poland stood aside in the great religious wars
of the seventeenth century, then lapsed into a
passivity which made her & prey for foreign nations.
Her inactivity in the great wars of the eighteenth
eentury and her consequent sufferings, were from that
point of view but symptoms of venishing prestige:
irresolute religious tolerance was followed by the
pacifism of paralysis.

Bnt surely Polesnd's attitude--whatever it wag--
on the great religious issue of early modern times

was not in itself s sufficient cause for the overthrow

1. Dyboski, Romam, Op. Cit., pP. 16-17
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of what was then & vast monarchy of great inter-
national power, rich resources, &nd & high degree
of oculture. |

Should we then, find the seed of Polsnd's
dissolution in the very process of her territorial
growth? That growth indeed, has certain peculiarities
which have an evident bearing on Polend's extrasordinary
fate.

An examination of the territorial growth of
Poland and its later decay, shows that the impediments
surrounding the construction of the Polish-Lithusnian
monarchy on all sides were indeed too great to &llow
its complete re2lization and continued safe existence.
The rival power of the Hapsburg dynasty and Sweden,
the unending preoccupation with the Diet, the extra-
ordinary growth of Russia, and finally, the German
barrier on the Baltic, fixed since the early Middle
Ages, all these combining, would have taxed the
strength of a state much larger, richer, and more
firmly settled in ite internsl conditions than the
Polish-L4ithuenian empire ever beca&me through the four
centuries of it8 united existence.l

We pass to a more intensive review of Polish

history during the period of the Partitions.

I, Dyboskl, Rowen, Op. Cit., p. 17
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Prederick II was not on friendly terms with
most of his neighbors. But he determined to cultivate
the friendship of Catherine II of Russis &and he 8ls0
aided her in bringing to the vacant Polish throne her
former lover, Stanislaus Ponlstowaki.

At Catherine's request, Frederick sent Prussian
troops into Poland and shortly before the election of
the Polish king, signed & treaty with Catherine in
which 8he secured 2ll the advantages of the treaty
for herself, Prederick promising to interfere in
Poland for the nake.of purely Russisan interestas. It
wes hinted however, that in case of war he might hope
for compensation.

By & new treaty with Russia, 1767, Frederick
agreed that under certain circumstsnces, he would throw
an army into Austrian territory; dbut, in such & ease,
he fully intended to compensa&te himself &t the cost of
Poland.1

Prederick recognized the danger of an Austro-Russian
war in which Prussis must fight for Russis with dpubtfnl
prospects of compensation, the certainty that Catherine
meant to absordb Turkish territory, and that Joseph II

of Austria &nd Xsunits, his minister, were determined to

I, Hendersom, Ernest F., A Short History oi Germsny,
Pp. 206-209
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have compensation, to bresk up the Russo-Prussian
Alliance if possible, &nd substitute & Russo-Rustrian
underteking in its plesce. Intrigue sharpened every
faculty of Frederick's mind and in this great game of
strategy and chicanery he had the more level head, the
more experienced hand, and & definite and limited
object -~ the acquigition of West Prussia,

He held right to his alliance with Catherine and
when Joseph of Austris in 1770 seigzed the Polish
district of Zips to satisfy &n o0ld claim, he flung
his troops into Elbing. On Jenuery 28, 1772, the
gecret treaty with Russia riveted Catherine and Frederick
in an agreement to partition Poland, and there was
nothing for Joseph to do but to fight Prussis and
Russia, or join the agreement on the best terms he
could make. War, &s Prederick hsd forseen, was
unnecesasary if the three despots of easterm Europe
would eaggrandize themselves at the expense of & defense-
less neighbore.

By the treaty of February 19, 1772, Austria joined
in, and after five months spent in settling detaila the
Partition was an accomplished fact.l A previous

agresment between Prussie and Russis had been made in

I+ Tewimski-Corwin, Rdgar H., The Politicel History
of poland, p. 311
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St. Petersburg on Pebruary 6, 1778, Joseph &cgquired
Galicia and Lodomeria, Catherine & large strip of
Lithuenia, and Frederick, West Prussis, with Pomerellen
and Ermeland, but without Desngig or Thoran. On
September 18, the proclamation of annexation was
mﬁdnol

Proderick IY had been the chief instigator of
the first partition. By this partition Poland lost
one~third of her territory, but the great fortresses
of Danzig and Thorn, very much coveted by Frederick,
remsined in the possession of Polende Three years
later (1775) the Poles acocepted & revised constitution
which, though meking for more orderly and more economicel
administration, left Poland entirely dependent upon
Russiaes But when in 1788 Russis became involved in
war both with Turkey snd Sweden, the antli-Russian party
among the Poles led by Adem Cosimer Csartoruski and
Ignatius Potocki, seized the opportunity of electing
& Diet pledged to secure & libersl and independent
congtitution for their unhappy country. The Diet,
which met at Warsaw in October, 1788, lasted four years,
secured the withdrawsl of Russian troops and entered

into cordisl reletions with Prederick William II of

Prussia. The latter readily conocluded an offensive

T. Merriott, J. K. R. and Robertson, C. Grant, The
Evolution of Prussia, p. 1562
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and defensive alliance with the Poles, and offered to
recover for them Austrian Galicia, provided they
were willing to hand over Danszig and Thormn to him,
But while they procrastinated, Prussia and Austris
came to terms at Reichenbach &nd Poland hsd lost its
chance. Nevertheless, the Polish patriots mgsde &
desperate effort to put what remained of their house
in order.

In 1791 & new constitution inspired by British
practice and the Prench Revolution was adopted that
gave prospects of m8king the country strong and
united. It represented & sincere effort to convert
the country into & constitutional monarchy. The
elective monarchy, the liberum veto, and ths right of
confederation were swept away; the executive was vested
in & hereditary king, assisted by & responsible ministry;
there was to be & bi-camersl legislature, including
representatives of the cities; the ocaste system was
abolished and & large installment of social reform was
effected.t

The adoption of this model constitution came as &
snrprise to Europe. The new constitution was &n act

of defiance to Catherine, who was pledged to mesintain

I. Buell, Reymond Leslie, Poland, p. 47
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the anerchy enshrined in the Conetitution of 1776,
The other partitioners, however, looked more kindly
upon it. To Austria, & Polend strengthened and
renovated would have been &an undoubted advantage.
Prederick Willism of Prussia cordially congratulated
the Poles on the Comstitution of 1791,

In 1792 the situation was again in severasl ways
more favorable to Russia, not least by reason of
the fact that the Austrians were involved in war
with France, With Austria out of the field, Russia
no longer feared Prussie, consequently & small group
of pro-Russian Polee formed the Confederation of
Targowica, denounced the new constitution &as despotic,
and demanded their sncient liberties. When they
appealed to Catherine for help, only too willingly
Catherine compliede A Russian force was sent imnto
Poland and before the end of June Poleand was once
more in the grip of Russiaol

The notable reforms devised in 1791 were swept
away, the 0ld archaic constitution was restored, and
Catherine, despite & strong protest from Austria, took
toll from her Polish friends in the shape of some
98,000 square miles of territory and three million

I, Buell, Reymond Leslle, Op. Cit., P. 45-49
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people. Prussis, admitted to & share of the spoil,
got Denzig and Thofn with the provinces of Great
Poland, Gnesen, Kalisch, and Posen, including in all
about & million &nd & half of people &nd 28,000 squsre miles
of territory.l The partitioners promised to use their
good offices to Becure the Bavarian exchange for
Austrie, a concession which did little to plesse the
enmperor., 4Austria, however, wag deeply engaged in the
west, &and her protests against the second partition
could therefore be safely disregarded.

The Polish patriots did everything in their
power to avert the loss of another part of their country,
but they struggled in vain, and on September 23, 1793,
the Diet at Grodno gave silent assent to the cession of
Posen, Danzig, and Thormn to Prussia, and at the same
time revoked all the proceedings of 1791 and entered
into & formal alliance with Russis.

4s 8 crime &against the principles of nationslity
and independence the partition of 1793 was even worse
than that of 1772. The two really responsible
partitioners, Frederick of Prussia and Catherine of
Russia, might in 1772 have sensibly plesded that Poland

had shown herself incapable of reform; that, as she

1. Merriott, J. A. R., &nd Robertson, C. Grant,
Op. Cit., p. 187
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then stood, she waes & perpetual menace to the security
of her neighbore and to the peace of Europe, and that

Prussia and Russis were merely recovering lands which

in the paet Poland had taken from them.

But no similar plea conld avail to excuse the
partition of 1793+ The Poles had manifested not merely
the desire but the &bility to set their house in order.
In the eyes of the Partitioners the crime of the
reformers of 1791 was that they did their work t0o
well; that they might have given & new and vigorous
life to Poland and thus have interposed a fatal and
final barrier to the aggressions of her powerful neigh-
bora.l

The Polish patriots did not acquiesce tamely in
the second dismemberment. After it had beem consummated
in 1793, the Russians were virtually in military
occupation of what still remeined of independent
Poland,

In March, 1794, however, the Polish army rose under
their former leader Tadensz Kosciuskoe. This valiant
hero after the partition of 1793 had undertsken & mission
to Parise He returned to Poland, called upon his

countrymen to throw off the yoke of Russia &nd Prussia,

I, Marriott, J. K. R. &nd Robertsom, C. Grant,
OEQ Cito. P 188



17.

and expelled the Russian garrison from Cracow, Warsaw,
and Vilna. PFor some months Kosciusko was practically
master of Poland; but his triumph was short lived.
In May, 1794, Frederick William pleced himself at the
head of & Prussian army &nd marched into Poland. 1In
June the Prussians won & decisive victory at Rawka.
The Russians then inflicted & crushing defeat upon
Kosciusko. Kosciusko's defeat was soon followed by
the extinetion of his country.

In Jenuery, 1795, Catherine II came to & secoret
asrrangement with the Emperor, to which Prussia was
to be subsequently invited to adhere. The Russian
frontier wag advenced up to the river Bug, and an
addition of territory which brought with it about
1,200,000 inhabitants was made, Austrias obtained
Cracow with the Palatinates of Sandomir and Lubelsk,
with about 1,000,000 people, Prussia was to have Warsaw
with the district between the Oder, the Bug, and the
Niemen, but only on condition that she &cquiesced in
further accession of territory both to Russia and
Austria at the expense of Turkey.

Prederick Willism was highly indignant, &s well
he might be at the treatment accorded to him by Rusaia.l

I, Buell, Raymond Leslle, Op. Cit., pP. 0O
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A8 things were he had no option but to acquiesce

in the terms offered to him, &and so in 1795, New East
Prussia was &dded to his dominions with another million
of Poles. The partitioners thus deétroyed the Polish
State; they did not and could not, however, destroy

or exterminate the Polish nation,

The partitioners' actions &nd especially
Prederick's actions in the first partition have been
defended; first, because Poland was & dying kingdom
which the surgery of partition restored to & new life
in the msarch o: Prusseisn civilization and progress;
seoond; because the partitioners hed tsken back
territory which had once been their own and sagein,
because the Prussian acquisitions were reclaimed
with marvellous 1abor; and had conferred on it the
blessings of an enlightened sutocracy and an efficient
administration; fourth, because if Frederick had not
interfered, Catherine and Joseph would have made gthe
partitions, and Frederick would have obteined nothing;
fifth, because the geographical, political, and
militery needs of Prussia required that the gap between
East Prussia and Prussian Pomerania should be filled in;
and lastly, because without the annexation, Prussia

could never have played the part in German and Buropean
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history that she has subsequently played to the
indisputable benefites of Germany, Europe, and
herselt.1

These arguments &re simply illuminated anglea
and variants of the central doctrine that ends justify
means &nd that reason of state &and law of dynastie
needs backed by bayonets are superior to all other
considerations. They would apply to and justify any
and every aggressive conquest. The Partitions were
and remsin a crimo.2

This brings us to the consideration of the
question of how far Poland's internsl conditions
contributed to the decay of her political power and
to her finsl undoinge It is on this great problem that
the opinions of historians and scholars are most
sharply divided, and stand out most glaringly against
each other.

Poland had a fully developed Parlisamentary system,
while the monsrchies which dismembered her were more or
.less absolute, Hence the verdict of some modernists
that Polend's parliamentary institutions were too far

advanced for the age, and Poland perished &= & martyr

I, Merriott, J. A. R. &nd Robertson, C; Grént,
Op. Oit (X ppo 152“55
B. I do. po 153
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for progressive ideas to be realized generally only
in & somewhat later period.

This interpretation 1s opposed to the older
doctrine of the so-cslled "Cracow school"™ of
historians, & doctrine dominant in Polish scholarship
for & long time, 8and largely consonent with the views
of foreign -~ especially Germsn -~ students of Polish
historye.

According to this doctrine ~- which had its
origin in the depreseed mood of the nation after the
feilure of the insurrection of 1863, Poland fell from in-
ternal weskness and not from outside interference; had
8he deserved to live RBurope would have prevented the
Partitions by some concerted effort; her past was omly
& sham greatness covered with & tinsel of glory thet
coneedled the rotten core; there was no posgidble future
for such & nation.l The 0ld Poland brought her
catastrophe upon herself through ill use made of
Parliamentary liberties: freedom degenerating into
license, the rights of the individual being unduly
extolled and his duty to the 8tate neglected, all
attempts at sdministrative or social reform baffled
by this archaic individualism &and by the class egoism

of the nohility and gentry.

1. Humphrey, Grace, Polend the Unexplored, pp. 320~Z1
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Poland perished through lack of & strong central
government authority, and ensuing leck of enforcement
in 81l matters vital to the life of the State --
justice, finance, military orgsnization, &nd con-
sistency in foreign policy.1

This fatalistiec view which certainly had a large
body of facts in Polish history to support it, suffered
from limitations proper to 8ll such general theories;
it often overlooked positive achievements, or mini-
mized their relstive importance, which in some cases
only became &apparent in our own days.

To combine a great me&sure of popular liberty
with the necessary strength of central state suthority
seems today next to impossiblee Yet this was the
tesk which Poland faced &t the time when her terri-
torial growth and international prestige were at their
height, and her political and moral responsibilities
accordingly the gravest and the greatest.

We have examined now in a brief survey, the
pogsible causes of o0ld Polend's decay and fall and
gome explanations of her mysterious survival after
political death, and we arrive at the deep truth, that

the forces of the spirit are the true sources of life,

I.” DyboskI, Romam, Op. Cit., pPp. 24=25
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Never extinguished in the socisal organism of Poland,
and more active than ever in the last stages of her
materisl decay, they were to tide that nation across
the dark abyss of captivity and subJectioﬁ into a

renewed fullnese of existence in & later period.
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CHAPTER II
FROM THE PARTITIONS TO THE PEACE CONFERENCE

The century and more of Poland's division betweenv
her three neighboring ehpirea and of the government of
the nation by foreign rulers might st present, with
Poland reunited and free, &ppe&r to be but a dark
interval which it would be best to pass unnoticed in
surveying the history of Poland with regard to its
bearings on the presente. '

Yet the century during which modern Poland was
deprived of unity and freedom, was no other than the
great nineteenth century, the era of the growth of
democracy, of gigantic achievements in science and
technology, of the awakening of nations long submerged
in darkness and tyranny, &nd of the developments in
Empire-building, &nd in internstional trade which
led up to the greatest convulsion &nd revolution in
recorded historye.

The record of the nineteenth century Poland was
one of ceaseless, untiring, and active resistance to
foreign domination by every possible means and on
every oceasion which the course of international affairs

seemed to offer, Hence the reputation which the Poles

in the nineteenth century =scquired all over Europe of
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being the most persistent and the most romeantic
military adventurers in the world.1 Thus, for twenty
years they followed Napoleon's eagles and shed their
blood on &all his battle fields in the unflagging hope
that out of his drastic rearrangement of the map of
Europe & new &nd complete Poland would ultimstely
arise, and the spirit of those years did bear fruit
again and againe

Wherever & nation struggled for liberty, Polish
knights-errant were sure to be found om its front
ranks.

In the nineteenth sentury, the psrtiasl and half-
hearted concessions by which the partitioning powers
at various times met the insatiasble desire of the
Poles for complete political freedom did not hinder
the nation, through two-thirds of the nineteenth
century, from rising in rebellion again and again,

Two insurrectionary wars against Russia, in
1830-31 and 1863-64, each taxed Russia's huge military
strength to the utmost; and the "springtime of nations"
in 1848, sweeping the whole of Burope with gusts of
revolutionary movements, had its stormy reverberations

both in the Austrisn and the Germa&n division or Poland.

I, Dyboskl, Roman, Op. Cit., P. 38
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If, however, the cause of Poland failed to
receive active support rrom Western RBuropea&an Powers
at critical and crucial moments, the risings,
nevertheless, achieved one end: They kept the Polish
issue alive in Europe's international politics, and
did not sllow it to sink to the insignificance of &
merely local and provincisl matter.

Poland's greatest poet, Adam Mickiewics, writing
for the comfort and pleasure of his fellow exiles in
Paris a book of parsbles, admonitions, and prophecies

in Biblical prose, called The Books of the Polish

Hation and of the Polish Pilgrimage (1833), hed ended

it with a Pilgrims' Litany containing & prayer to
God, "for a great war which would bring deliverance
to oppressed nations.“l And, indeed, &8 the nineteenth
century was drawing towards its close, it seemed that
little short of the terrible fulfillment of Mickiewios'
inspired prayer could bring the Polish cause back teo
life. Forty years after Poland's lest armed rising,
the Polish problem, &s an issue of international
politics, seemed thoroughly desad and buried.

Prence, which had often manifested & sympathetie

and friendly interest in Polish netional aspirations,

1. Dyboskl, Romen, Op. Cit., pP. 70



now, &fter her defeat of 1870-71, had sought
security in an slliance with Tsarist Russia, which
implied the tacit sbandonment of the largest section
of Poland to Russiean oppressiom. Austris, which

for cogent reasons had allowed self-government to its
Poléa, was drifting into greater dependence on her
powerful Germen slly. Germeny, herself, was as
determined &8 ever to suppress Polish nationslity
within her borders. Her endeavors in that respect
went exactly parasllel to Russia's and it seemed that
whatever other differences might arise between them,
Berlin and St. Petersburgh would always see 8like on
the question of Poland.

In Polend itself, not only had the interests of
the three divisions of the country come to diverge
widely from each other, but the generation growing up
since the last armed struggle of 1863, had become too
absorbed in the pursuit of the material ends of
modern economic effort to retain a vivid sense of

the reality of national aims.

2é6.

The land-owning gentry, which had been the backbone

of resistance to foreign rule in previous uprisings,
now professed acquiescence, 8nd actuslly evolved &

politicsal programme of reconciliation and threefold
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loyalty; even under Prussia, where it was engaged
in & struggle for the land, that class never thought
of any but legal weapons in the contest.

The mespnufacturing end commercial communities
in &1l three sections, but particularly under Russias,
hed excellent reasons to cling to the connection with
large imperial organisms,

The pesssntry, for the most part nationelly
unawakened, always essentislly conservative, and now
bent with might and main upon the &cquisition of more
and more land, naturally could not be expected to
pursue what seemed the chimers of national reuniom
and freedome

Under the ciroumstances it wass only the professional
intelligentsia of the towns -~ that class of determining
importance for 8ll spiritual movements in latter-day
continental Burope ~-- which kept the torch of national
aspirations burning.l

In spite of 8ll prepsratory activities, the
decleration of war in August, 1914, opened up for the
Poles & gloomy &nd agonizing prospect. They saw
themselves herded together in the rapnks of the Germen,

Austrisn, and Ruseisn armies, about to be hurled against

T, mbosti.ﬁm. _O_P_o_ﬁto, P kY



each other in fratricidal strife, brother pitted
against brother, and both against their mother oountry.
Four years of varied horrors followede Four years of
invesions and counter-invasions, of armies moving back
and forth and systematically ravaging or robbing as
they moved; four years of terrible isolation from all
friends and four years of ignorance of what wae going
on in the outside world,

What hope was there for the Poles in such a ware?
What could they see but continued subjection to others?
If the Central Powers should win, Russia might be
compelled to give up her Poleas, but who would get them,
if not the Austrians and the Germans? If Austria and
Germany should lose, would not the outcome be merely
the reverse, subjection to Russia instead of to
Austria and Germany?

To be sure, throughout the war, the one side or
the other tried, as its fortunes waned or waxed for the
moment, to lure the Poles to hesrty cooperation against
its enemies by promising them & restored and united
Poland in the end, but these promises were always
vague and fleeting, 2lways qualified by some ambiguity
or reservation that rendered them null, or nearly so,

in the eyes of the Poles whose experience in the past
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with the triple bank of oppressore did not lead them
to repose an unlimited confidence in them now,

But unanimous &8 wae the opinion of the publie
generally regarding the justice of the Polish cause
among statesmen &nd politiciane, the idea wes scarcely
less general that from & practical standpoint the cause
was hopelese. The only hope for the Poles im the
greet war was that both sides, Russia on the one haénd,
and Germeny and Austria on the other, should come out
of it defeateds But such & hope could not be
reasonably entertained, so preposterous it seemed.
Nevertheless, the preposterous happened.

Russia was defeated by the Central Powers &nd
was compelled to sign the treaty of Brest-Litowsk,

The Centrasl Powers were defeated by the Allies and
compelled to sign the Verseilles 8nd other tresaties,
The ground wae cle&red for & new structure, &nd one
more substantial and more comfortable for its occupants
then that whose uncertsain and shadowy plan had, during |
the war, been dangled before them at various times by
their oppreesors.

It was, however, the Russian Revolution which was
to exercise & decisive influence on the counsels of

the Allies and on the destinies of Poland. It did so
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even in its first stage, while it still seemed that
changes would be moderate and Russia would hold out
in the ranks of the Allies. The Provisional Government
of the revolutionery period issued on Merch 30, 1917,
2 menifesto to the Polish nation, recognising its right
to politiocal independonco.l Although this contained
an 8llusion to some sort of union between the new
Poland end Russia, it was Jjustly hailed by Polish
opinion &8 & highly important and further step in the
direction of deliveranco.z A beginning had been made
by Russisa hersalf with & thorough readjustment of age~
0ld relations established by congueste

Even before the manifesto of revolutionary
Ruseia, the voice of America, & power s8till neutral
at that time, but soon to be a determining factor
in the Europe&n struggle, had rung out clearly onm the
subject of Poland. President Wilson, in & message
to Congress foreshadowing America's possible share
in the conclusion of the peace, had declared that a
reunited and free Poland was one of the war aims admitted
on all sides.s |

It was also before the Russiesn manifesto that

1. Dyboski, Romam, Op. Cit., P. 76
2, Mseher, H. H.,, Americs and the New Poland, p. 96

8., George, David LIoyd, Memolirs of the reace Conference,
p. 630
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M, Dmowski hed submitted to Balfour & memoir
embodying his own and hie fellow workers' ideas

on the territorisl composition of & reconstructed
Polish State -- ideas which essentially remained his
programme when he afterwards represented Poland st
the Peace Conference.

It was, on the other hand, under the encouraging
impression produced by President Wilson's uttersnces
and by revolutionery Russia's recognition of Polish
claims that the Austrisn Poles on their part, now
ventured to state nationsal sims more frankly than
had ever been done before in the Central Empire. 4
.resolution passed by the Austro-Polish Parliamentary
Deputies assembled at Cracow in Msy 1917, expressly
defined & complete and independent Poland a&s the goal
of nationsl aspirations. It was also in this resolution
that Austria was for the first time treated by her
Polish subjects not a8 a protecting Power, but &as an
Ally, whose services were only welcome if helpful for
the attainment of the clearly defined nationsl sime.

Thet such an unprecedented note should have been
struck, was rendered possible not only by the turn
which affairs had teken in Russia, but also by & recent

happening under the Austro-German occupation., The
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question of drawing upon the occuplied territory
of former Russian Poland for recruits was becoming
an acute one for the Central Powere. It was
cautiously proposed to widen the framework of
Pilsudski's Legions (Poles orgenized by Joseph
Pilsudski to aid Austria) so a8 to create & larger
Polish armed force which, however, would a8t the same
time be more unreservedly at the disposal of the
Central Powers for their war aims, |

Pilsudski, at this criticsal point, pérted company
with the Central Powere to whom he had always pro-
fessed only conditional ellegiance. He forbade his
loyal followers to take the new military oath
required of them and refused it himself, His faith-
ful legionaries were disbanded and interned and he
himself imprisoned in the fortress of Msgdeburg.
Thie imprisonment added considerably to his prestige
in the eyes of the nation; it raised him to the
dignity of a symbol of nationsl resistance to foreign
rule.t

uFrance now a8t last sew her way to authorize and
assist the formation of & Polish army for the Allied

side, and shortly before the close of the War on

I.” Fisher, H. H., Op. Cit., p. 100



July 3, 1918, Polend was faieed by & decision of
the Allied statesmen at Versailles to the remk of
& belligerent Allied nation. The Polish National
Committee in Paris was thereby recognized in the
&llied ceamp a8 an official representation of the
Polish peoples

While the War yet raged, long before the Peace
Conference opened, the problem of Poland had been
envisaged from & very different amngle by the Allies
to that of the'rartitioning Powers.

48 early as May, 1917, as we have observed,
the sttitude of the Poles themselves was defined
by the Polish members of the Austrian Parliament
who declared that "the desire of the Polish nation
was to have restored an independent and united Poland
with access to the sea, "t

More important, bedause it had more force
behind it, wae the opinion of the Entente Powers,
whose timidity in thie matter, as in many others,
had been pronounced but was now beginning to catch
up with the possibilities &nd requiremente of the
situations Rugsia's western Allies had slways

observed diplometic silence on the Polish questionm,

a8.

I, ¥sher, H. H., Op. Cit., P. 101



and censored all unofficial &llusions to ite 1In
1918, Italy was the first among the Allied Powers
to reise its voice in behalf of the free Polana.1

On November 15, 1916, the Csar of all Russia
himself, announced his intention of esteblishing
Poland, including Russien Poland, Galicia and Pos-
nania, as an sutonomous &nd united kingdom within
the Russian Empire.

On January b, 1918, David Lloyd George, stating
that he was spesking "for the nation and Bmpire as
a whole," declared that “an independent Poland,
comprising all those genuinely Polish elements who
desire to form part of it, is an urgent necessity for
the stability of Western Enropo."8

But, perhaps, the best and clearest statement
of the aspirations and determination of the Allied
and Associated nations at war was given by Woodrow
Wilson in an address to & joint seseion of Congress
on Jenuary 8, 1918, 1In this discourse, the President
enunciated his famous "Fourteen Points." The
thirteenth point stated that, "An independent Polish
state should be erected which should include the
territories inhabited by indisputadly Polish

IO viiSher. ﬂo H., Op. 611;0. P 96
2. George, Daviad Lloyd, Op. Cit., Vol. II, p. 630
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populations, which should be &ssured & free and
secure access to the ses, and whose political and
economic and territorisl integrity should be
guaranteed by internationsl coven&nt."l Several
times throughout the year of 1918, President Wilson
reiterated in one form or &nother the main views
expressed in this program.

In the two months between the middle of September
and the middle of November, 1918, the two Empires whieh,
since 19156, had held 8ll the Polish leands, toppled in
defeat and revolution.

The events and negotiations which signaled the
defeat of the Central Powers and their recognition
of Polish independence may now be briefly enumerated.

On September 15, 1918, the Government of the Duel
Monarchy asked the President of the United States for
a statement of terms of pe&ces On October 4, the newly
appointed Germam Imperial Chancellor, Prince Max of
Baden, proposed the conclusion of & general armistice.
In his note, Prince Max requested the President of the
United States to take steps relative to the restoration
of peace, to notify 811 belligerents of the request,
and to invite them to delegate plenipotentiaries for

I. Seymour, Charles, Op. Cit., Vol. 1V, p. EOO
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the purpose of taking up negotiations.

The note further stated that the German Govera-
ment accepted as a basis for the pes&ce negotiations,
the program laid down by the Preeident of the United
States in his message to Congress of January 8, 1918,
snd in his subsequent pronouncements, particularly
in his address of September 27, 1918, In order to
avoid further bloodshed, the Germen Government
requested the President to bring about the immediste
conclusion of & genersal armistice on land, on water,
and in the airol

The note 8lso stated that the German Government
believed that the governmente of the powers associated
with the United States likewise accepted the position
taken by President Wilson in his address,

We may thus observe that Germany and Austria
Hungary agreed to the resurrection of the independent
Poleand with & free 8nd secure &ccess to the sea, in
her preliminary negotiations for en esrmistice.

The Poles interpreted these requests for an
armigtice on Wilson's terms as recognition of their
independence a&nd proceeded to set up their own

temporary government in the place of those of the

1. Tisher, H. H., OEQ EitO. P 114
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Central Powers.

On October 8, the Regency Council at Warsaw
issued & manifesto dissolving the Council of State
that had been elected under German suspices and
prepared to summon & popularly elected diet as the
constitutional Assembly. About the same time the
authority which the Central Powers had exercised
since 1915 in the Congress Kingdom was relinquished.

On November 3, 1918 &t Warsaw, Poland was
declared a Repudblic. No improvised government set
up in}Poland wasg recognised by the Allies, but in
Paris, the Polish National Committee, which controlled
no Polish territory, enjoyed Allied recognition as the
representatives of the Polish nation.l

Fortunately for Poland the German revolution
released from the fortress of Magdeburg the man who
through the exigencies of the war had become the most
popular leader of the soldiers and the masses of the
peoples Jopeph Pilsudski arrived in Warsaw on
Rovember 10, &and his a&rrival marked the beginning of
& centralization of authorityes On the day of Pilsudski's
arrival in Warsaw the Regency Council solemnly declared

the Germ&n occupation at an end.

IQ !ﬁher, ﬁo He, _O_&ifto, PP. IIE"‘I’



On the dey the Armietice was signed Polish
officials took over the executive functions in
Wersaw, and the Regency Council placed the supreme
military authority in the hands of Pilsudski, The
Regency Council did not long survive the German
authority which had oreated it, and on November 14,
it submitted to populasr demand snd resigned. The
Commander in Chief of the Army became Chief of the
Polish State.

By this time the Poles were divided into two.
groups of almost equal strength, neither of which was
willing to submit to the other, nor strong emough to
force its will on the nation. The Polish National
Commi ttee in Paris, was headed by M. Dmowski and
dominated by the National Democrats. This Committee
controlled the Polish Army in France, now commanded
by Haller, and it also enjoyed the confidence of the
Great Powers whoge representatives were gathering im
Paris to redraw the frontiers of Europee.

On the other side, Pilsudski, the hero of the

masses was ingtalled in Warsaw., His personal prestige

with the masses was greater than that of any leader
on the other side and at his back wae &n army repidly

growing in numbers and organization and intensely loyal

to him. But Pilsudski's position wae weak where that
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of his rivals was strong. His service in the forces
of the Central Powers had not been forgotten by the
Allies and more damaging, perhaps at this time, were
his socielist opinions and his long revolutionary
career., Bolshevism had suocceeded Teutonism 88 the
great bogey of Western opinion, and Bolsheviam was

an inclusive term making Socialists of all complexions
sugpects.

Foreign rule had been broken, but Poland was still
divided. Division meant weskness; union, strength.
Weskness and division were not the right kind of wares
to display before the sll-powsrful Allies, who were
then assembling &t Paris to feshion among other things
a8 new Polish world. To escape disaster, and to profit
by the independence won &t such cost 8s Poland had
paid, it wes necessary and imperative for the Poles to
patch up & political unity which would make it possible
to utilize the prestige and ability of Pilsudeki in
Poland and of Dmowski and Paderewski in pParis. TUnder
these circumstances, & compromise wee mede by which
the Moraozewskl Cebinet resigned and Paderewski became
Premier and Foreipn Minister on Panuery 16, 1919, with
8 cabinet representing the different parties and also
the different divisions.

Paderewski's assumption of Premiership is &



landmark in the history and restoration of Poland.
The new state was able to present & united front at
the Pefce Conference, Which had its fifst session

in pParis two days after the new cabinet assumed
office, and was represented by her Prime Minister -e
one of the most notsble &nd influentisl personalities

at that historicel gathering.
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CHAPTER IIIX
THE PEACE CONFERENCE

The Treaties of Paris constitute the greatest
measure of nationel liberation of subject nations
ever achieved by any war settlement on record. The
Peace settlement meesnt the bringing of freedom to
méany million of Poles, It was by no meens & simple
tesk to determine the borders of the new state. The
difficulty of spplying the idea of nationality was
inoressed because the boundaries of "historic Poland"
fluoctueted from generation to generation and often
included large areas where the population was not
Polish by race &and language.

The Pesce Conference summoned the representétives
of Poland before it on Jsnuary 18, 1919, and by so
doing formally recogniszsed the new Polish State.
Poland was given two votes in the Conference. Poland
wee represented by M. Dmowski and I. J. Paderewski
with Casimir Dluski, & Pilsudski appointee o8 an
alternate.

Bowever, the recognition of the Polish State dia
not determine the very important matter of what
territory the new state was to contain., These

memorieg of & Greater Poland were destined to give

Y.
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trouble to those who sought to settle national
boundaries on ethnologicel and traditional prin-
ciplegs When the Poles presented théir claims to
the Conference, their claims were by every cenon
of self~determination extravagant and inadmissable.
M. Dmowski's conceptions of the reconstruction
of Poland were known %o the Allies from his memorendum
addressed to Balfour in 1917, True to his pre-war
view that Germeny was the most dangerous enemy of
Poland, Dmowski laid stress on & maximum of terri-
torial scquisitions on the wesetern side of Poland,
which would insure Polend's economic and strategical

1 Not content

independehoe a8 against Germany.
accordingly with the recovery of the province of
the Posnania, lost through the Partitions, he desired
to see Poland's historicsl &acoess to the sea by
Danzig safegnarded through the possession of a wide
stretch of territory on both banks of the lower
Vietula, including if possible, Poland's sometime
vassal state, the province of Eest Prussia,

He wished to see Poland's economic development

in the direction of industrislization plsced on a
firm basis by the incorporation of Silesia, which

. Buell, Raymond Leslie, Op. Cits, Ps 63



had been separated from Poland since the fourteenth
century, &nd included in Prussia since the middle
of the eightéenth‘century.l On the eastern side,
on the other hand, he was prepared to sacrifice &
large portion of the borderland possessions included
in Poland before the Partitions partly because they
were inhasbited by non-Polish population which had
8ince reached & troublesome degree of national
consciousness of their own, and partly also because
he wished to leave the door open for a future
understanding with Bussia.a

M. Dmowski's views in this, 85 on most other
points, were fundamentsally different from thoee of
Joseph Pilsudski's and his politicel allies who
continued to see in Russis the principal danger to
Poland's existence.

Pilsudski inherited with the blood of the
eastern borderland gentry from which he had sprung,
8 vivid sense of the great historical tradition of
Poland's imperial union with her eastern neighbor,
Lithuania, and of Poland's civilizing mission in the

Lithuanisn and Ruthenisn border countries. His
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programme was, 8ccordingly, more extensive and
smbitious on the eastern than on the western
side. Pilsudskil imagined the eastern borderlands
constituting 8 series of smeall buffer states
between Russia &and Polsnd, which would be &
superior civilization if Poland graduslly could
be drawn into some sort of federative union with
them,

On the western side he would have remained

gatisfied with the restitution of her Polish-German

frontier 88 it existed before the first partition in

1772t

If, now, we compare the settlement actually
effected by the Peace Treaties with these two
different Polish conceptions of it, we observe that
the solution given to the Polish problem by the
pe&cemekers of Versailles was, like their solution
of many other Europeé&n questions, necessarily
somewhat hasty and sccordingly unsatisfactory.

On Jsnuary 29, 1919, M. Dmoweki presented the
territorial claims of Polande In settling the
boundariee of Poland, he said Poland would not be
satisfied with the historical boundaries of 1778 in

the West. For example, Silesia had been lost to

I. Dyboskl, Homan, Op. Cit., Pe 83



Poland since the fourteenth century, but today
ninety per cent of the populetion, owing to the
nationeal revival, had kept its langusge and was
strongly Polish. He remarked that the whole
territory of Bastern Germany was not naturally
German but wes Germaniseds He quoted Bulow as
saying that what Germany had lost in the west in
the bresking up of Charlemégne's empire, she had
gained in the east. Summing up the question of
what 18, or what is not, Polish territory, he
suggested that & rough definition would be that
such territory &s had been Oppréssed by Anti-
Polish laws was Polish territory.l

He went on to say that if the coast belonged
t0 one nation and the lend to &nother, there would
be mutual tendencies to congquest, &nd quoted Herr
Bebel a&s saying that Germany's tesk was not to
colonize Africe, but to colonize the Vistula region.
He m&intained that it would be more just to expose
e small Germaniged country to infiltration by Poles,
than to deprive all Poland of economic independence
and to expose it to German aggression.

The Conference at Paris manifested so far ss

le George, David Lloyd, Op. Cit., p. 632
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the boundary between‘Germany and Poland was cone
cerned two main tendencies in the discussions
according to its official historian,

The first tendency was based on the idea
that friends should be strengthened &t the expense
of enemies, and that the innocent should dbe
strengthened &8t the expense of the guilty. It
showed & le&ning in all doubtful cases to give
the benefit of the doubt to Poland,

The second tendency rested on the principle
of doing Justioce to enemies &s well as friends.
On the whole, the second tendency in most instances
prevailed, Mr. Temperley maintains, &and especially
g0 in dealing with Danzig end the Polish Corridors>
So far as the frontiers with Germany were concerned,
strategic considerations were for the most part
completely ignored.

It may be 8dded that in regard to regions which
had been tsken away from Poland by great international
wrong and crime and Germanized by unique &and shamefully

political methods, it wes neither unresson&ble nor

unjust to give Poland the benefit of the doubt in

I.  Temperley, H. W. V., Ope Cit., DP. 241
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cases where doubt really existed.

In the attempt to secure Jjustice &8s between
netion &and nation, it was sgreed that nationality
must be the chief basis of settlement. It was
equally agreed that economic factors might overe
ride the factor of nationslity. History was not
and could not be ignored sltogether. Religion was
taken into &aceount, but mainly in a negative way.
The Poles demsnded that the ethnogrephic criterion
ghould be the determining factor, &and that where it
wae necessary to modify the ethmographic frontier
because 0f economic, historicel, or other considera-
tions that modification should be to the advantage
of Poland.1 They interpreted the ethnographic
frontier strictly as inocluding 8ll regions in which
Poles by race and lsanguage wWere in s mejority, and
they were inclined to @assume that Polish race and
language implied in 8ll cases & wish to be united to
the new Polish state.

In addition they went considerebly further than
the Entente Powers in their desire to modify the

ethnographic frontier to their own advantsge for

I, Temperley, H. W. V., Op. Cit., P. 235



economic and other res&sons.

Perhapg in certain cases they asked for more
than they reslly expected to faoeive and sometimes
damaged their position by asking too much.

The decisions lay with the Peace Conference as
& whole, but primarily with the Principsal Allied and
Assoociated Powers, the United States, France, Itsaly,
Japan, and Great Britaine. The decisions were in all
cases unanimouse.

On the centrsl point all the Powers were agreed
that it was necessary to establish & Polish State and
with it & re&l chance of existence, that is a state
with the greatest possible stability and strengthe
Opinions differed only in the manner in which Poland
could be made most strong and most stable.

The French aim at the Peace Conference was &
peace of securitye. France was conscious of & Germ&n
menace Which threatened both her and Poleand slike.
She was not, however, unconscious of the difficulties
involved nor did she wish to go as far as thé Poles
themselvea.l

The Commission which the Conference éppointed on

Polish affairs, headed by M. Jules Cambon, & Frenchman,

le Tf;ﬁperley, H. W. 5., QE’- Cito. Pe 238
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leaned strongly toward the Franco-Polish view on
disputed points. In the report which it submitted
to the Supreme Council toward the end of March, it
fecommended that Poland be given the greater part
of Posen and Upper Silesis, & broad corridor to the
ged along both banks of the Vistula River, &and the
city of Danszige.

It was indicated in the first report of the
Cambon Commission that the drawing of a frontier
line on & purely ethnological basis was slmost an
insuperable difficultye. BEconomic and strategic
requirements had also to be taken into account in
drawing boundaries8 in order that the new state thus
delimited should have a fair chance of survivinge

The real cause of the death of Polend, said
M. Cambon, was not merely its faulty political
organization, but principally its lack of communi-
cation with the sea. The re2l end of Poland did not
come in 17782, but in 1743, when Danzig was loat.1
Without that port Poland could not live. By it alone
could Poland have &ccess to libersal Powers in the
west. It-was no use setting up a Poland deprived of

access to the sea, 88 it would inevitably be the

1.  George, David Lloyd, Op. Cit., p. 639
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prey of Germany or of & reconstituted Russiea.
Poland must have not only & sea-board, but aleo
full and free communication with Danzige 1If he

had to choose between protecting Germe&n popula-
tions largely imported since the eighteenth century,
snd protecting Poles, he unquestionably preferred
the latter alternative.

The American aim &t the Peace Conference, &s
was shaped by her President and voiced in his |
public addresses was for & pe&ce of finsl world
conciliations He held up the banner of the idesal.

freaident Wilson was enthusisastically pro-
Polish. In the Peace Conference he sympathized
strongly with Polish aspirationses But he told Ray
Stennard Baker on &pril 7 that, "the only real
interest of France in Poland is in weaskening Germany
by giving Poland territory to which she has no
righte"t

American delegates hed displayed very esrly
merked intereet in the matter of Polish independence,

and, like France, had historic ties with Polasnd. As

regards the frontier with Germany, the Americans

1. Daker, Rey Stennard, woodrow Wilson &nd Wordld
Settlement, Vol. II, p. 60




were, like the British, conscious of the hagard
of including too many Germans in Poland.

In the later stages of the negotiations, the
Americans displayed more reluctance before accepting
further modifications introduced by the British.

The British 8im lay somewhere between the other two,
& prectiecsl pesce combining conciliation and security,
punishing Germany without crushing her, improving the
world, dbut not seeking all at once to achieve the
millenniunul

The British were most conscious of the im~
expediency of ineluding large numbers of Germens
within the Polish frontiers and were the prime movers
in the direction of diminishing the number of Germans
in the new Polish nation.2

Lloyd George was against Poland ennexing & city

of Germens -- agsinst it 8lso for the sake of Polande

"We must set up & Poland that can live,™ he said, "If
swollen by enemy populations she will explode from
within, Dangig is outside the resl orbit of Poland,
make it internstionsal." President Wilson supported

him; M. Clemenceau was persuaded; &nd Mr. Lloyd George

61.
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got his way.l

Mr. Lloyd George wished Poland to flourish
&8s & pelf-governing State, but not to enter on its
existence by inflicting on others the crime of the
Partitions from which it had so deeply suffered.

For this reason, in the last stages of the Conference,
he took & strong solitary stend on the demand for a
plebicite that came up for Silesia. The whole
British Cabinet supported him, and in the end he
achieved his purpose.

Such were the maein linese of agreement &nd
divergence where divergence existed, but it must be
strongly emphasigzed that only after full discussion
of the principles involved, did the Conference arrive

at its finel decisions
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CHAPTER IV
WHAT TERRITORY SHOULD POLAND INCLUDE?

Why should Poland be restored to life, - a&and
to & position in the gealaxy of nations? She had
been dead so long, why should the politicel fabrio
of today be disturbed by cutting out another nation
by & very old pattern?

It had been argued with some potency that Poland
should be resurrected because the equilibrium of
Central Europe would be restored thereby, and a sure
and certein basis for & lasting European peé&ce
segured! It was alleged that Centrsl Europe had been
unstable &and unbalanced since the disappearance of
Poland; again, Poland should be restored to life,
said the Allies, because German expsnsion to the
Eest would be retarded or even stopped, and further,
that Poland should be given & new lease 0f existence
because it wae right. Even the ground cried out
against the injustices suffered by Poland.

| Between 1864, the date of the last Polish
insurrection, a&and 1914, Europe &8 far &s possible

evoided allusion to the skeleton in the closet; not

every 8tate had been guilty of murder, but all had

b3.
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known of it, &nd none intervened. When the first
guns were fired in 1914, the closet door was
ghattered and Poland was found to be 8live -«
gagged.

The main factors which have preserved Polish
conaciousness were: the pe&ssnts' attachment to the
80il, the peoples' stubborn decision to cling to
their langusge, and their faith in God, their ultra-
religious spirit.

Poles, they were, &nd Poles they had remsained;
they had lived through years of religious and
nations) persecution on the part of Russia &nd
Prussia, and withstood victoriously Austria's demora-
lizing policy of assimilatione Through yeers of
torture, of exile, imprisonment, years of punishment,
years of expropriation for spe2king their own
language and teaching it to their own children, they
hsve prayed and hoped. The very persecutions of
their oppressors made them strong, &nd during the
days of this war these very oppressors had to admit
that their policy of forcible &ssimilation had not
only feiled, but had haed the oppoaite result from
the one they desired.



1.

411 knew that Poland had fought & hundred
wars, but not one for conquest.s All of her wers
hed been in self defense, in defense of justioce,
of right, or of Christianity. 1In 1241 at the
battle of Lignia, she threw back the Tartar
invaders, and thereby saved Germany. In 1683,
John Sobieski saved Europe from the Ottoman dominion.
The Polish Revolution of 1794 prevented the coalition
of the autocrate from &ccomplighing the defeat of
Prance. Through five centuries Polend bore the drunt
of Turkish arms, until she won the appelation of
"the Buckler of Christendom.™

She hes warred often for the liberty of others.
Poland has been the oradle of the world's liberalism.
She concluded in 1413, & political union with
Lithuenia, sn act of free union proclaiming for the
first time in & document of almost evangelical
beauty, the brotherhood of man.l She was the first
to provide that, unless legelly conviected, no man
should be imprisoned.

In 1208, Poland first applied the elective
franchise, the Polish Statute of Wislica. 1In 1573

T, Gorski, waclew D., "The Aspirations of Poland,"
Outlook,120, pp. 628-31, September-December, 1918
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Poland insugurated & virtus]l republie; its chief
magistrate wae elected for life, and called & king
but forbidden to le&d the militia scross the frontiers
except with the consent of the senate. And in that
very seame year, the year of St. Bartholomew's night,
the Polish Senate provided freedom for all creeds,
the right of every man within its jurisdiction to
worship a8 he choae;

The Polish executives, the kings, were limited
in their power by &n exceesively libveral constitution.
They were lacking in authority while the nation weas
deprived of & permanent stasnding army, &and thus an
easy prey to their rapacious neighbora; her fertile
plains known in ancient times &8s the granary of
Europe, afforded them sn added temptation.l

The friendly democratic Entente nations: the
United States, Englasnd, &nd France favored the
restoration of Poland to life and gave her again
& chance to hold aloft once more the torch of
liberalism and to become & bulwark egainst Bolsheviks
and the Germans.

And lest, but not least, from 25,000,000 to
36,000,000 pPoles, spegking the Polish langusage, in

1. Gorski, Weclew D., "The Aspirations of Poland,"
outlook,120, pp. 628-31, September~December, 1918



every decade of history wanted Poland restored.

The Poles regarded themselves &8 the chosen people,
chosen not for wictory, but for suffering. "Poland
was the Messish among the nations, by whose broken
body and shed blood salvation wee to be wrought for
all the nations of the world."l As the Partitions
of Poland had been the greatest crime of the old
regime, 80 her resurrection wes to usher in & new
er&s of peace. From 1770, when & cattle plegue
sfforded an excuse for the invasions by foreignere,
until Poland was restored to & pogition among the
self-governing nations of the earth by the treaty of
Versailles, there were ealways efforts being made by

some of the Poles to throw off the yoke placed on

5%7.

them by the Russisns, the Austrisns, and the Prussians.

But granted that Poland wes to be restored and
should be restored and to be given & free and secure
access to the se2, what was Poland? What territory
should it have included and what were its proper
boundariee? What criterion should be used in deter~
mining ite boundaries? Should the boundaries be
linguistic, cultural, economic, geographic, or

historical? Poland had been erased from the mep so

T, Tgﬁperley; H. W. V., Op. Cit., p. 234



long that it had come to be regarded &8s & name, &
memory, & c&use r&ther than & country.

Now it is clear that the most elementary
justice demended the setting up of & Polish state
with some ressonable chance of life, nor was sny
other alternative possible to the Pe&ce Conference,
even if it had been desired.

In determining the territorial sllotment of
Poland, the Peace Conference considered first
the principle of viability, that is, that a State
must have resourcee, size.'and accesa to markets
to enable it to avoid economic shipwreckoz

In the second place, there had been genersl
agreement on the Wilson postulates that the new
Polish state must (1) include territories inhebited
by indisputably Polish populations, (2) be a&ssured
& free and secure &ccess to the sea, &nd (3) be
guaranteed political and economic independence &nd
territorial integrity. 4s interpreted by the Polish
leaders, this me8&nt & return to the bounderies of

the eighteenth cantury.3

T, Hsskine, Charles Homer &nd Lord, Robert HOWArd,
Op. Cit., p. 166

2. DBowman, Isaish, The New World, p. 410

Se Ibid., p. 410
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Meny even wished to see East Prussis included.
It was tsaken for granted that Danzig would become
& Polish port. All of esstern Galacia was assumed
to be Polish territory, though inhebited largely by
- Ruthenianse. All of Upper Silesis was considered
esesential, in order that the vast resources of that
region might be available for rebuilding of Poland's
industrial life.

On the northeast lay Lithuania, and the Poles
could not forget that it was once part of the grester
Poland with a long Baltic coast linee Like other
states of central Europe in post-war years of chaos
and uncerteinty in both domestic and foreign affairs,
Poland geared her neighbors snd felt that the more
extensive her territory and larger her population,
the greater would be her future security}

Geographically, Poland is one of the hardest
countries in the world to define. Clearly marked
natursl frontiers ere somewhet lacking or else, when
they can be discerned they do not coincide with the
historic political boundaries or with present ethno-

grephic bounderies. The Cerpathisns for instence,

geem to offer an admirsble naturel frontier on the

I.” Bowman, 1saiah, Op. Cit., ppP. 411-41Z
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south; nevertheless, the boundaries of the old
Polish state overlapped this mountain range for
& considerable distance, &8nd so does the Polish
linguistic frontier today.

On the north, the Baltic should form the
naturel limit of Poland, but historicsally Poland
had seldom ever held more than & narrow frontage
upon that sea, and today the &rea of Polish~speaking
population touches the Baltic only &long & short
stretch of cosst, the region of the so-called
"polish Corridor," the subject of this studye.

On the east and west no neiural berriers
whatever are to be found in the vast unbroken plain
which stretches &cross northern Europe from the Low‘
Countries to the Urals and scross Asia to the Pacific.l

It is true that Polish geographers are accustomed
to treat the whole region between the Baltic, the
Carpathians, the Dvina, and the Dnieper &8s & country;
to cleim for it & high degree of physical unity with
respect to its structure, climate, productions, river
systems, and other features; and to argue that this
entire are& ought likewise to form & political unit,
Poland. Geographic Poland thus defined is practically

I. Haskins, Charies Homer &nd Lord, Robert HOWATd,
OE. cit.’ PO 157 .
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identical with historical Poland a&s it was in
its later periodu.l

Ethnogrephic Polend includes nearly the whole
of the so-called "Congress Kingdom"™ of Poland,
most of the former Prussien province of Posen,
parts of the Prussian provinces of East and West
Prussis and Sileeia, and the western part of
Galicia.®

In eddition, there are many Polish enclaves
scattered about in Eastern Galicia and in the
Russien provinces to the east of the Congress
Kingdom. There igs much reason to suppose, however,
that if ever an honest census is taken here, the
eastern limite of the Polish ethnogrsaphic &area
would be extended considerably beyond the boundaries
of the Congress Kingdom. Historically the name
"Poland™ has been &pplied to & state with very widely
fluctuating frontiers.3

The hundred years of Russian rule since the
Partitions snd violent &ttempts at Russification

have by no means destroyed, 8lthough they have in part

I. Haskins, Charles Homer and Lord, Robert Howard,

0 [ Cito pp. 15"-58
2. ‘%‘d., p. 168

8. 7Ibid., p. 159
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nullified the results of four centuries of
Polonigation in the eastern territories, Even
today in Lithusnie proper &and in lesrge areas of
white Russis and the Western Ukraine, the country
gentry and the non-Jewish population of the towns
are predominantly Poliah.l

It would probably be trus that the &average
Pole has, &t the back of his head, the feeling that
his country is not merely the modest a&rea of ethno=-
graphic Poland, but the whole wide expanse of
historic Poland; Poland &s it was in 17782, Jjust
befére the Partitions. Thies conception is based
partly upon the principle that the Partitions, as
lawlees acts of usurpations, could have no legal
validity, so that real Poland still exists within
her frontiers of 1772; partly upon the view that the
lande between the Carpathians, the Baltic, the Dnieper,
and the Dvine possess so high & degree of geographical,
economic, and cultural unity that they deserve to be
considered as one country.

The wide dispersion of the Polish race, the
divergence between what is ethnically Polish today,
and what was historically, &nd still is in part

T+ HETkINs, Charles Homer &nd Lord, Robertv mowera,
QB-'_ Cit., p. 163



culturelly, Polish, the lack of adequate data
as to the ethnic makeup &2nd political gravitetion
of so meny of the.border populations, the lack of
clear cut, natural frontiers, such &re some of the
difficulties in the way of defining Poland's proper
boundsries or in deciding what is Poland or what
territory Poleand should include.l

We now pass to more specific consideration of
the so-called Polish Corridor, the creation of the

Peace Conference of Paris for the purpose of giving

Poland & safe and secure outlet to the sea,
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CHAPTER V
THE POLISH CORRIDOR

The wedge-shaped sector of land called the
Polish Corridor runs inland from the Baltic Sea
for a distance of 45 miles 8cross territory whieh
at the close of the World War was & part of the
German Fmpire. At the coast it is merely 20 miles
wide, incressing in width to 60 miles at the center
and 160 miles at the extreme 8south.

Geographicsally, the limits of the Corridor are
hard to fix, for the simple reason thet the Germans
“themselves have never set & definite limit to the
territory which they claim as the Corridor. In
practice, however, it is generally understood te
include the present Polish province of Pomerelis
and the Netze district belonging to the adjoining
province of Posen, that is, the terfitory taken by
Prussia in the first Partition of Poland, together
with the district now included in the Dénzig Free
States Thus delimited, it has &n area roughly equal
to that of Messachusetts &snd Connecticut combined,
sand & populstion of somewhat less then & million and

& half,.
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Historically, the region of the Corridor
has been the bdattle ground of Slav snd Teuton for
more then seven centuries. The struggle began when
& Polish Duke of Msgovia invited the Teutonic
Knighte to establish themselves on the e8st bank
of the Vistula River and to undertake the task of
conquering and converting the pagen Prussiana who
were troubling his borders. This was in the year
1226 and during the next hundred years the Teutoniec
Knights established themselves in &ll the regions
between the Kieman snd Vigtula Rivers. Their
capita]l was at Marienburg on the Nogat. Onoce
esteblished, however, the Teutonic Order waged
war equally with Pole and Prussian., The latter
were presently either assimilated or annihilated,
and thousands of colonists were brought from SOutL
Germany to settle this wilderness,.

In the fourteenth century, the Order crossed
the Vistula and repeated ite exploitas. Here &gain,
conquest wes followed by colonization. H##iceforth,
therefore, the pOpnlation on this left bank of the
Vistula was mixed, while Danzig became what it has
always remained, & purely Teutonic town,. ’In the

fifteenth century, the Poles defeated the Teutonie
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Inights at Tannenberg, on fha same field where
five hundred years later Von Hindenburg won his
greet victory over the Russians.

Theresafter, the disintegration of the Order
was rapid and the Second Treaty of Thorn in 1466
not only restored the west bank of the Vistula to
Poland, along with Danzig, but trensformed the
Grand Master of the Order into & vessal of the
Polish throne for the East Prussian Duchy.

In the eighteenth century, FPrederick the Great
Afound himself possessed of this Prussian Duchy which
had pessed to the Electors of Brendenburg, and had
thus escaped from Polish suzerainty, but was still
seperated from his other dominions by the Polish
Corridor, erected by the Treaty of Thorn.

To &bolish this Corridor and establish terri-
toriel unity for his kingdom, he engineered the First
_Partition of Poland.

The Second and Third Partitions extended Prussian
holdings of Polish territory, and even Nepoleon -~
great friend as he was supposed to be to the Polei .-
in oreating his shortlived Grand Duchy of Warsaw,
refrained from restoring the Corridore Finally the

Congress of Vienna confirmed Prussian title to the
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Corridor which now became West Prussia, and title
to Posen 88 well, and this condition endured
thereafter until the close of the World War,

From &n historical standpoint, the Poles base
their claim to the Corridor upon original possession
and three centuries of undisturbed occupéncy between
1466, the date of signing the Second Treaty of Thornm,
and 1772, the time of the first Partition of Poland.
The Germans rest their claim and title to the Corridor
upon the conquest and colonigation by the Teutonie
Knights and upon the century and & half of possession
between 1778, the time of the first Partition, and
1919 which is the date of the signing of the Tre&ty
of Verssilles.

Ethnicelly, the situstion as respects the Corridor
is even more intricate as & consequence of the long
centuries of intermingling, That the territory wes
originelly inhebited by Slavs before the advent of
the Teutonic Order now seems certain. That before
the World War, East Prussis was largely Germenized
and West Prussias partielly, is equally true.

In 1919, that is, at the moment of the making
of the Treaty of Versailles, the situation was con-

fused; in fact, 8ll depended upon the area chosen for
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& tests Thus in the whole province of Prussia
and the Netge district, there was an undoubted
German majoritys In the regiomn &ctually taken
from Germeny, that is, the Corridor and the Dansig
Free State, while the margin was much narrower,
the German advantage wes still probably conclusive.

On the other hand, in the area sctually transe
ferred to Poland, the Slave, quite as certainly,
outnumbered the Teutons. But even here, the Germans
claim, with Jjustice, that not 8ll the Slavs are
Poles, &nd with far lese warrant, that the Cassubians,
living in the Tuchole Heath and farther north cannot
be fairly bredited to their rivels.

These claims and counter cleims remein somewhat
hazy and uncertain becsuse they are based on the German
side on Prussian statistics which were notoriously
partial, and no plebiscite was ever conducted.

The Poles had an indecisive majority according
to Prussien statisticse On the eve of the world War
there were 990,000 inhabitants. 437,412 were Germens,
448,773 were Poles and 104,000 were Cashubes, & people
affiliated closely with the Polee, ethnographically
spesaking.

Moreover, Poland maintained that the ethnographie
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principle could not be followed too minutely,
because the Corridor was the scene of intensive
congentration by German colonists aided by the
Prussiasn government. The German Imperial Coloni~
gation Commission in thirty years, spent 600,000,000
merks in buying up property in the eastern provinces
and settling German coloniste upon it, thus dis~
possessing the Poles of a land which hed been theirs
for a8 thousand years.

Helf & dogen other official and semi-official
orgenigations have been at work for the same purpose.
Over 100,000 Germans have been brought in in this
waye In 8ddition, & host of government functionaries
and servantes estimated to be from one-fifth to one-
third of the German population have been brought in
from the outeide for the purpose of impressing an
artificial German character upon & Polish landol

The substential preference whioch the Germen farmer
enjoyed greduaslly forced out Polish setilers. It is
difficult for even the Germans to deny these patent |
facts.

The absence of & vote was explained by Wilson's

decision to bestow upon Polend access to the ses over

1. Heskins, Cherles Homer &nd Lord, Robert Howard,
Ope Cit., pPpe 174~75 :



70.

her own territory. To give effect to this decision
involved restoring the Corridor as it had existed
before the Firset Partition. President Uilson;s
decision was based upon the obvious fact that the
new Poland would have an area greater than that of
Italy and & populetion in excess of Spain, and
without free access to the sea, this large area
and ite great population would be economically at
the mercy of Germany, which would hold ite natural
sea gates, President Wilson, too, was profoundly
influenced by what he conceived to be the moral
issues 1nvolved‘in undoing the work of the Parti-
tioners.

But the case of Poland is unique, moreover,
in that it has an ethnic group of indisputable
Polish people, straight through to the sea.l This
w8 the first and the principsl reason for the
esteblishment of this now famous Polish Corridor by
the Peace Conference.“ Poland needed territorisl
access to the sea, No one would seriously dispute
thet. But it is doubtful that the Peace Conference

would have granted her an outlet to the sea where it

I. Hsskins, Charles Homer end Lord, Robert Howard,
Op. Cit., p. 178



wes granted hed the Conference not'been Justified
in its opinion in doing so on ethnographic, &s well
a8 historical and economic grounds.

Thus there existed at the timeAthe treaty was
made, on the west bank of the Vistuls River an
unbroken corridor of Polish-speaking territory
extending through well nigh to the seas The Germans
have never bridged successfully this gsp between the
old German lands in the West and the isolated
Germa&n colony in Eest Prussis.

dpparently, wisdom and Jjustice guided the hénds
that created thé Polish Corridore If there hed been
any good way around it, it might have been &n
undesirable arrangement. It seemed the only solution
to the problem thaet had any ethnographic reasons for
its creatione We shall later observe some suggestions
that have been proposed for a different outlet to
the sea for Polande But each of these proposgaéls has
&8s many or more objections as hes the present outlet,

The solqtion merely restores the territorial
situation that exigted here for three hundred years
down to the time of the First Partition in 1772, Ror
can the continuity of German territory be maintained

without denying Poland &cocess to the sea.

.



In reality, what we now call the Polish
Corridor sppesrs today to have been in some fashion
& German dam stretched ascross the Pomeranisn pleins,
holding back the Slav tide from the age of Frederick
the Great to thaet of William II. But once the dam
hed been sbolished by the Treaty of Verseilles, the
Slav tidel wave swept down the Corridor to the sea
in & vast and irresistible drive which has all but
wiped out the last vestiges of German construction
as today there is & great preponderance of Poles in
this region.

Poland was given then & minimum direct access
to the seas The Polish Corridor was intended to
promote favorable commercial contacts between Poland
and the industriel and commercial centers of Western
Europe. Post war developments have made this
irreducible minimum of &ccess even more vital to
Poland then ever befores DPlaced between & Communist
Russia with whom normal trade is impossible &and &
Germeny who will not buy what Poland has to offer,
Poland hes been compelled to reorient the direction
of her entire foreign trade.

The main currents of that trade no longer run

between the east and west, but from south to north.
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Polish importe and exports follow the Vistula

river and show & tendency to develop towards the
Baltic nations and the great Western Powers, i. e.,
England, France, Italy and the United States, by
virtue of her sea coast and the possibility of
communicétion by sea, Poland is & quasi neighbor
of these countries, whereas, according to the

thesis suggested by Germean propaganda, she should

be only & State shut in by the territories of
Germany and Russi&. Britain has become an important
purchaéser of Poland's agriocultural produce, the
Scandsnavian countries of her coal, &nd more distant
overget lands buy in increasing quantities what
cannot be 80ld to Poland's continental neighbors,
Poland once more, 88 in the sixteenth century, must
be & Beltic Power, or not be at ali.

One has then to face the simple fact that here
are two nations, one of 65,000,000 (more now in view
of recent ennexation), the other of 32,000,000 facing
eadch other over & more or less imaginary line,
mutually resolved to carry out purposes which are
irreconcilable., They &re actually engéged upon this
front in & struggle which differs from real war

only in the fact that it is conducted, not by armies,



but by &1l the forces of public opinion and pro~
paganda, What is most disturbing is that this
struggle steadily inflames public feeling, exacer=-
bates national passion, promotes despair. But the
trouble with the situation is that there can be no
answer &8 long &8 Burope &nd the world remain
dominated by netionalistic sentiments, For the
problem of the Polish Corridor there are two

solutions: A German and & Polish, but there is no

disposition to compromise &t present. Poland insiats

upon retaining an outlet to the sea over her own
land, while Germany refuses to endure the isolation
of East Prussia from the Reiche Without disoussing

more fully such purely domestic Germ&n problems, it

must plainly be stated that, in the last resort, the

issue lies hetween greater or lese economic incon~

venience for one German province on the one hand,

T4.

and the existence or non-existence of the entire thirty-

two million Polish State on the othere

Poland csn point to her historical experience in

the partiion period which showed that the annexation

of her se&-side lands by Prussis st the Second Partition

in 1793 meant the cutting of the jugular artery of her

political~-economic organisme Under the existing
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circumsténces, German communic&tion with East
Prussia by land is 8t the mercy of Poland save

for treaty guarsnty; after revision, Polish access
to the sea would be &t the meTcy of Germany.

In this situation it is clear that questions
of economic right, race, language and history are
relatively subordinate. Yet, both the Germans and
Poles can fortify their claims by such details,

The Polish state as it exists todsy, combines in
its larger bulk & number of requirements for an existence
economically sound as well &s politiecally 1ndependentol
But it wae this very creation of & "greater Poland"
which not only entangled the new republic in inevitable
conflicts with 8lmost 811 her neighbors, but also called
forth remonstrences from among the western European
authors of her restoration.

There were writers and publieists'of standing
and renown who frequently expressed the opinion that
it was a mistake that Polend wes re-established in
somewhet like her wide eighteenth-century frontiers,
which once already had been the cause 0f internsational
complications and of disaster to the country.

When the treaty was still in dreft General Smuts

1, Temperley, He W. V., Op. Cit., Vol. VI, pe 2108
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of South Africa warned the Paris Conference that
it had made Poland too strong for the peace of
Europe, and advised its curtailment as a measuio
of preéaution while there was still time.

- ?A,letter of General J. J. C. Smuts to the

Y

Prime Minister, Lloyd George, May 22, 1919, criticized

the terms as drawn and suggested changes.

May 22, 1919

The Prime Minister

In re Germany's Eastern Frontier

I am convinced that in the undue
enlargement of Poland we are not only
reversing the verdict of history, but
committing & cardinal error in policy
which history will yet avenge. The new
Poland will include millions of Germans
and Russians &nd territories which have
& German or Russian population, or which
have for very long periods been part of
Germany or Russia. It is reasonsbly
certain that both Germany and Russisa
will agein be great powers, and that
sandwiched between them the new Poland
could only be 2 success with their good
will, How, under these circumstances, can
we expect Poland to be other than a failure,
even if she had that ruling and administra-
tive capecity which history hes proved that
8he has not? Even now while the conference
is sitting, the Poles are defying the Great
Powers. What is going to hsppen in the
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future with the Great Powers divided
and at loggerheads? I think we are
building & house of sand. 4nd in
view of these and many other consi-~
derations, I would revise the boun-
daries of Polend as provisionsally
settled in the Treaty, leave Upper
Silesia and all resl Germa&n territory
t0 Germany, contract the boundaries
0of the Free City of Dansig, and
instead of placing her under the
suzerainty of Poland as we propose
doing leave her under the suzerainty
of Germany with an administration
under the lLeégue of Nationse, I think
the two cardinal errors in policy of
this treaty are the long occupation
of the Rhine, 8nd the enlargement of
Poland beyond anything which we had
contemplated during the ware These
two errors are full of menace for the
future peace of Europe, 8&nd I urge
that every me&ns be taken to remove
them before it is too late. There is
no doubt that the German Delegttes are
going to meke & stiff fight, perhaps
8 condition for signature of the Treaty,
that the settlement of their Eastern
frontiers in Silesia, East and West
Prussia, should be reviseds I would
advise that we consider the case to be
put forward by them more carefully on
its merits.

J. C. Smutsl

The danger which Genersl Smute pointed out had
been anticipated more than seventy years before_by
0tto Von Bismerk, who s&w further thesn most statesmen

of his centurye. A8 early &8s 1848, long before he

1. Baker, Ray Stannard, Woodrow Wilson &nd World
Settlement, Vole. III, Document Nos 66, PpPs 408465
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entered officiel life, Bismark accurately predicted
the territorial ambitions in which Poland would
indulge if it were ever to be reconstituted with

the province of Posen as & jumping-board. Then,

he wrote, "She would not rest until it hsd reconquered
from us the Vistula mouth and every Polish village

in West and East Prussis, Pomeranis, and Silesi&.“l

Germeny csnnot become reconciled to the lose
of several large provinges into which, since she
took them from Poland, she has put a great smount
of organiging effort and also of capital.

It sppears that the Corridor is too narrow to
be sucoessfully defended ageinst Germeny or other
bordering enemies8 both in the e&st and the west.2
It was the wish and hope 6f the Polish leaders at
the Pesce Conference, that they would be given &
broader stretch of land then that occupied indise
putebly by Polish populstions.

Their hope was based upon the relation of the
Polish State to the Vistula Rivers, For the relation
of the Vistule River to 2ll Polend is that of the

I, Dawson, William Harbutt, Germeny Under the Treaiy,
p. 887

2+ Buell, Raymond lLeslie, Op. Cit., pp. 320-321
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Mississippl River to the great central region of
the United Statese. Since the earliest time this
river has been &ssociated with Polish nationality.
They have inhabited its plsins for ages. From the
Carpathisn Mountains to the Ses, its banks have
long been bordered by Polish populetions. They
have possessed its shores, even if the sovereignty
of the river belonged to someone elses

Poland derived economic &8s well &s cultural
and psychologiosl strength from the Vistule in &
higher degree than, for instance, Germany does from
the Rhine, the source &nd mouth of which &re outsije
of Germen territory, and the upper parts of which
constitutes the boundery line between Germeny and
Switzerland, &and Germany 8snd France. The Vigtula
is in fact, the backbone of Poland, her o0ld capitel,
Cracow, her new capital, Warsaw, and once her only
port, Dangig, are all situated on the banks of the
Viatula,

The arrangement of the Corridor has been denounced
by the oritics of the Treaty of Verssailles on the
ground that this Corridor cute off Germany from their
East Prussian Province, and thet it is something that.

the Germans will never stand for permsnently.



It is alleged that the isolation of Rast
Prussia effected by the Pe&ce Treaty is unnatursl,
unique in the modern world, &nd ruinous to the
province 80 separated from the body of Germany.

As against this, it must be emphasized thet similar
"Corridors" are not unknown elsewhere; the Cansdien
"Corridor™ to Vancouver, to mention only the instance
most familiar to British and American readers, has
never been &n obstacle to the development of Aleska
as part of the United States,nor &8s a csuse of enmity
hag it ever come between the two nations.

With regard to Eaet Prussis, it 1s & well
esteblished fact thet Germen transit &cross the
Corridor, a8 safeguarded by international conventions
and often checked both by official authorities and
private foreign observers,l was facilitated in every
way, and Poland hss never declined to discuss further
extensions of theee facilities. But it is pleaded
that East Prussie has suffered gravely in her economic
life through her detachment, and a movement of
emigrations from that province into the interior of
Germany has sctually set ine, The Germean budget is
burdened with large expenditure on "relief to the East

which a8 & matter of fact was largely used for the

80.

I, Haskins, Charles Homer end Lord, Robert Howerd,
OEO Cit-. po 180
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political end of promoting &nd strengthening
Germanism along the Polish border,

The complaints regarding the economic situation
of Bast Prussias are not altogether unfounded, but
are certainly exaggeratede The conditions, described
ag8 effects of the isolation of the province, are
part of the genersl economic situation of Germany
which is due to & great many factors other tham the
territorial settlements They are also part of the
economic relations of commercial diffidence or
open "tariff war" now unfortunately so general
between REuropean States. It is REast Prussia which
stande in the way of favorable trade treaties with
Poland; the agrarian clsss-interest of her large
landowners -~ & thoroughly reactionary and fanaticsally
netionalist group ~-- being allowed to carry undue
weight in the councils of Germsny's rulers,

Should & million and & half or two million of
Germens have rights thaet outweigh 27,000,000 to
32,000,000 Poles in the Hinterland to & secure access
to the Baltic Sea?l Clesarly the Polish interest is

incomparably the greater and ought to take precedence,

1. Heekins, Charles Homer and Lord, Robert Howerd,
Op. Cite, p. 180



Therefore, very properly, the Conference crea&ted
the “Corridor"™ for the access of Polsnd to the sea,

Poland once agein, as in the eighteenth century,
may be an obetacle in the way of German aspirations,
and if Germany so strongly resente the existence of
the Polish Corridor, it is certainly not only because
the Corridor cuts off Bast Prussia from Germsny, bdut
because it is & barrier between Germany and Russia,
What Germany wente to effect by the removal of the
Polish Corridor is the creation of & new and much
broader "Corridor" over the head of Poland, uniting
Germeny with Rﬁssia. The small Baltic States,
particularly Lithuania, would then serve dbut as a
continuation of & German "Corridor"™ so conceived,

It is plain, then, that it is not against the
Polish Corridor &8s it exists today, but against a
Polish Corridor, in fact, against any and every
corridor to the Baltic that the efforts of Germany
are end will be directed.

It would be dasngerous to the whole European
system for Germany and Russia to be so closely
uniteds If this danger is to be avoided, the
meinteneance of not only Poland as & whole, but of

her outstretched territorisl erm to the se&, &ppesrs

8e.



to be & truly wise and far sighted PBuropean policy.
If Poleand and Europe are to be safe &nd remsein safe,
the Baltic must become neither & Germsn nor @& Russian
nor & Russo-German leke, but remain a Buropean and

a world lake.

The Corridor was constructed &t -a moment when
the principle of nationslity dominated any other
conaidefation. Whether one Jjudges according to the
principles established by the Verseilles Treaty, or
according to some personsl standard, there is one
point upon which 8ll have agreed: as & result of the
interdependence of nations so genersally discussed
today, no corridor can remain & trouble msker for
Poles &and Germsns 8lonee. Danger of war between two
netions is a dangér of war to the worlde This is a
very good reason everyone should be interested in
the solution of thie international problems

Suggested alternatives . to the Corridor may be

mentioned to show how un&ceeptable they are for

Polande The absorption of the Corridor together with

Denzig and East Prusseis into the body of & reunited
Germany could, it is said, be compensated to

Poland by the right to use all northeastern

83.
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Germen harbors from Stettin to Konigsberg. But
those who have & knowledge of present day intere
netionsl conditions must realize thet eny guarantees
which could be given for the inviolability of such
commercial "rights of way" are worthless in & Burope
deprived of a strong international executive.l
The same objection is made to the idea of

erecting Dansig together with the Corridor, and
possibly East Prussis, into & neutral political
unit under international administration.

| The “Pree City" of Danzig alone hes caused more
than enough trbuble to the lLeague of Nations in the
last twelve years; & larger territory under intere
nationel control in that psrt of the world would
prove much more unmanageable &nd would only be a
. source of constant quarrels and anxietiaa.2

There is & third proposal which has been

tentatively broached and is favored by some British
statesmens It proposes to return the Corridor snd
the access to the ses& at Danzig to Germany, in return
for which, Poland should receive &ccess to the sea

further east, by way of Memel, through territory

1. Dyboski, Romen, Op. Cit., p. 399
s Ibid., p. 399 —
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which is now Germane But this would céuse &
violent, unnatural &nd entirely impracticable
twist to Poland's whole system of communications
by 456 degrees, & twist that is wasteful and diffi-
cult because the po?tions of the country that need
& direct outlet to the sea such &as the Silesian
coal fields would be then farthest'uway from the
outlet to the s8e8¢ Then too, the Memel plan would
involve & thorough change in Poland's relations
with Lithuanisa, the re-establishment in fact, of
the historical union between the two countriel.1

Lithusnia, at present, shrinks &t the thought
of a renewal of the union, becduse she fears that
in such & union her national distinctness would be
endangered through weight of numbers and through
Polish cultural influence.

The Paris Peace Conference saw fit to make &
most complicated and artificial arrangement for
Poland's outlet to the sea, It took Danzig from
Germany but did not give it to Poland. However,
the control of the Corridor to the sea would be of
little or no advantage without the control of its

natural terminus, the port of Danzig. Danzig is

1. Dyboski, Romén, Op. Cit., p. 400



86.

the end of the Corridor, the port of entry &nd the
port of exit for the Vistula River, the great

river of Polande Danzig hed belonged to the former
Polish State and had greetly prospered as all the
ocesn commerce of the country had passed through

its harbore Prussis had acquired it in 1793 in the
Second Partition, and &s late as 1813, the City
Council of Danzig beaought the Powers of Europe to
reunite Danzig to Poland &nd not to incorporate it
with Prussie.’ Very prosperous and contented under
Polish rule, Danzig largely lost ite prosperity under
the Germans. The Poles, because they regarded the
city a8 rightfully theirs and also because it was
their only outlet to the éea, expected that it woula
be included in the new State,

The so-called "Cambon" Commission, the Commission
appointed by the Conference to make boundary recommen=
dations, decided on two occasions after impartial
locsl investigation that Danzig should be unconditionslly
alloted to Polande That it was not, was due to the
oppogition of Lloyd George, with whom President Wilson
was persuaded to agree, Clemenceg&u soquiescing, though

unwillinglye.

1. Haskins, Charles Homer and Lord, Robert Howard,
OEO cvitﬂ’ p. 181
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The reason for not giving Danzig to the Poles
was that Denzig and the region around sbout, with
& population of about 350,000, was overwhelmingly
German in stock, speech and sympathy, thus it was
undesireble to incorporete into Poland so large &
body of persons who would necessarily be & discontented
and therefore & wesakening element in the new state.

The reason is not impressive coming from men who
lapsed easily from the principle here involved in
their settlement of other questions that came before
them. Three hundred thous&nd Germans of the Austrian
Tyrol were handed over to Italy on strategic grounds
and three million to Czecho-Slovakia on historical
grounds., The same earguments might have been made or
applied to Danzig with greater force from the point
of view of Polish nations]l deference &nd with equal
force from that of historical righte

Although Germany had accepted President Wilson's
fourteen pointe, the Germ&n delegation protested
against the proposal which would give Poland &ccess
to the sea, and insisted that the sea coast, Danzig,
and the mouth of the Vistula River, should remein in
German hands.

The Germen protest was rejected in the well-known
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letter of Clemenceau, President of the Pesce
Conference, dated June 16, 1919, and in the enclosed
note:

"The reply of the Allied and Associsted Powers
140 the observations of the Germsn Delegation on the
Conditions of Peace.l

"pPoland will be given certain economic rights
in Danszig and the city itself has been severed from
Germeny because in no other way was it possible to
provide for that free and secure &ccess to the sea
which Germany has promiged to concede,

"The German counter-proposals ~-- deny secure
accesa to the ses to & nation of over thirty-two
million people, whose nationale &re in the méjority
all the way to the coast, in order to maintain
territorisel connection between East and West Prussia,
whose trade hes slways been meinly se& borne. They
cannot, therefore, be &ccepted by the Allied and
Associated Powers."

The relevent passages in the Allies' reply read
88 follows: "Section IX -~ East Prussia -- for Poland ==
For Poland to have immediaste and unbroken communication

with Danzig and the remeinder of the coast by railways

I.  SIowski, Dr. Stanislaw, roland's Access to the gea,
pe b




which are entirely under the control of the Polish
State is essential. The inconvenience caused to
RBast Pruesis by the new frontier is negligible
compared to that which would be ceused to Poland
by any other arrangement.

"Section XI, Denzig, ~- The economic interests
of Danzig and Poland are identical. PFor Danzig as
the great part of the Valley of the Vistula, the
most intimate connection with Poland is essentisal,
The amnexation of West Prussia, including Danzig,
to Germany, deprived Poland of that direct access
to the ses whiéh wag hers by right., The Allied and
Associated Powers propose that this direct access
shall be restored.

"It is not enough that Poland should be &8llowed
the use of Germen ports; the coast, short as it is,
which is Polish, must be restored to her, Poland
cleims, and Jjustly elaims that the control and
development of the port which is her sole opening
to the sea shall be in her hands &nd that the communie
cations between it &nd Poland shall not be subjected
to any foreign control, so thet in this, one of the
most important aspects of national life, Poland

8hould be put on &8n equelity with the other states

89.
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of Europo."l

A claucse in Article 89 provides that Poland should
guasrantee free transit between Germany &nd Rast Prussia.
In accordance with this provision and in execution of
Article 98 of the Treaty of Versailles, & Polish-German
Convention was concluded in Paris on April 21, 1921,
The aéid convention came into force as from June 1928,
and is being ocarried out by Poland to the complete
satisfaction of Germany's transport and economic needs,

Poland's access to the sea, in a geographical &nd
territorial sense, is formed by the Polish coastal
territory.

The principal stipulations of the Treaty of
Versailles &nd the Paris Convention concluded between
Poland and Danzig and dated November 9, 1920 are the
following:

(a) Danzig is & ¥Free City under the protection

of the League of Nations.

(b) Dangig is included in the Polish frontier,

in so far as customs and duties &re concerned.

(c) Poland conducte Danzig's foreign reletions.

(d) The railway system and its control are givenm

t0 Poland.

I.” SYowski, Dr. Stenislaw, Op. Cit., p. ©
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(e) Poland has the right to establish in

the port postal, telegraphic, &nd telephonic
communiocation with Poland on the one hand
and with foreign countries on the other.

(£) Besides the above mentioned convention,
the Jjuridical basis of the Free City of
Denzig is to be found in its comnstitution,
elaborated in conjunction with the High
Commissioner of the League of Nations, who
permanently holds office in Danzig, and

who, in the first instance arbitrates in
all disputes which may arise between Poland
and the Free City of Danzig.

(g) The Polish minority in Danzig shall enjoy
the same protection &s national minorities enjoy
in Poland.

(h) The exploration and management of the
port, that pert of the Vistula which flows
through the territory of Danzig, the canals
and immovable property formerly belonging to
Germeny and Prussia, come under the adminis-
tration of & mixed governing body consisting
of representatives of Poland and of Danszig,

i. e., "the Harbor asnd Waterways Board." At



the hesd of thia Board are & Polish Commigssioner

who represents the Polish Government on the one

side, 8nd & Danzig Commissioner, representing the

Free City, on the othere The Harbor Board must
guarantee to Poleand the free use and service

of the port and means of Communication, 8s

92.

stipulated in Article 20, without any restrictions.

(1) The Constitution voted by the Constituent
Assembly of Danzig in Mey 1920 was accepted and
adopted by the Council of the League of Nations
after certain modifications had been made.
According to this comstitution the Free City is
governed by the Senate which is vested with

executive powers

Seven senators are elected every four yesars by
the Lower Chamber, while the other fourteen are
rarlismentary senators. In 1922 & new constitution

was approved by the League. The Senate consisted of

ten members containing & president and & vice-president.

In order that a Statute mey become law, both the

Senate and the Chesmber must agree, The Chamber now

coneists of 72 deputies.t

1. 8Iowski, Dr. Stenislew, Op. Cit., DP. 9



The Free City of Danzig did not come into
exigtence from the time of the ratification of
the Tresty of Versailles but only by virtue of an
addi tional declaration dated October 27, 1920,
made by England, France, Itely and Japam, on the
strength of Article 102 of the Treaty of Verssilles.
Accordingly the Free City of Dansig came into
existence on November 15, 1920, and simultaneously
the Polish-Dangig Convention, which embodies the
principel Polish laws concerning the &access to
the sed through the territory of the Free City of
Danzig, came into effect,

The only re&son why Danzig was detached from
Germeny and made & Free City was the desire to
secure free access to the sea for Poland. The fact
that the original decision was to @&ssign Danzig to
‘Polend is authentic proof of this desire. Danzig
is infinitely more alive and prosperous todsy than
she was before the war, when Hamburg overshadowed
her. This Baltic trasde accomplished within a few
short years, could now be reversed only at the cost
of complete economic ruin, &nd consequently of

political destruction, to the entire fabric of the
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new Polish State. It is &n axiom of Polish public
opinion regardless of the party, that unimpeded
access to the Baltio is a fundamental condition
of Poland's continued existence.

In accordance with the Treaty of Versailles,
Poland received coastasl territory without & port, as
well a8 certain rights in the port of Danzig without
territorye Owing to the fassct that Poland is only
ﬁart owner of Danzig port and that she has to cope
with great difficulties connected with the complicated
administrative system of the port, she has seen fit
to buila with the assistance of French capital, her
own port at Gdynia. Of which fact, the Germans
constantly complained to the League of Nations and
to others that the new port is and will be an ever-
lasting menace to Danzig's prosperitye.
| The compelling raaéon for building this new sea
port at Gdynie for Poland was due to the persistent
disloyalty of Danzig to Poland, to her constant
evasions of treaty obligeations, her organized encourage=
ment of emuggling on & large scale, &nd her enmity to

Polish 1nterest.1 Because of the deadlock in economiec

le Dyboski, Romen, Op. Cit., p. 398



relations with Germany, it was necessary that the
gsea-born trade of Poland should be forcibly
developed. It soon was very evident that Poland
had enough trade to make Gdynia and Danzig prosperous
and in 1933 Polend agreed that 45% of its imports
and exports should pass through Dangig.

It is a favorite Polish story that in 1920
Herr Sohm who is now Lord Meyor of Rerlin, but who
wag 8t that time President of the Danzig Senate,
had, after refusing to let the Poles import arms
for their Russian war in 1920, derisively told them
to build their own port on the quick sands of the
fishing village of Gdynia. 80 they dide By 1926
Gdyniz was able to function and in 1932 its harbor
traffic reached and passed the Danzig level, 1In
1936 it hendled more commerce then any other city on
the Baltic Sea.l With the help of Fremch cepitsl,
& railway was built from the Kattowitz cosl mine up
to Gdynia, and the coal traffic easily diverted
from Danzig.2

The loecation chosen by the Government for the

1., wolfe, Henry C., "fhe Ghoet of the Gorridor,"
New Regublic, 92:240, 1937

2. Wiskem&ann, Elizabeth, "Poland and Germeny Today,"
Fortnightly, 144 (NS 138): 304-13 S. 1935
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erection of the port is ideal; it is located on
the Bay of Puck, & bay which ocould hold sll the
navies of the world todaye. The depth of the bay
near the shore is thirty to sixty feet, the bed
of the harbor is very good for anchorage and the
entrance is sheltered by the Pehinsula of Hels, All
foreign experts have agreed thet Gdynia is by nature
fitted for & port.

Does Poland really need & port of her own?
Does she need to own in fee simple her own sea
board? Does she need or require special righte in
Dangig? Gouid she not use some of the other ports
of Germany 8lso? I8 not Gdynia sufficient for her
needs? Are there not meny countries which do not
possess sea coasts or ports and yet manage to exist
very well? Poland does &and no doubt wants to use
some German ports., She ig directing a considerable
rért of her exports and imports through Stettin and
Eonigsberg because of their communicational and
geographical location and position.

A8 owner of the port of Gdynia and part owner
of 8 port at Denzig, Poland can 8lso be & cugtomer
in the ports of Stettin &nd Konigsberge But Poland's

neede cannot be satisfied by the use of German ports.
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Neither can Polsnd's existence nor her political

and economic independence be 80 feconciled. Poland
could not develop her navigation and foreign trade
out of Germsan ports to the degree she could from her
own ports, for there would be the Germen shipbuilder,
forwarding &gent, importer snd exporter, who would
step in &8 a middleman between the foreign merchant
and the Polish producer or importere.

Germeny may want Polish commerce to depend on
Germeny's caprice and whims. Germeny would be &able
to fix her own port tariffs, and more important still,
her own railway tariffs; Poland would be compelled to
pay the tribute imposed, &8 Germasny would have &
monopoly in this respect. If Poland encounters diffi-
culties in the small port of Danzig in obtaining her
right of free &ccess to the ses, it may easily be
forseen that, in spite of 8ll agreements, powerful
Germany would soon reduce that access to naught.

The Germsn counter proposel of June 1919 to the
Versailles treaty read, in part, that Germany was
prepared to declare the ports of Memel, Konigsberg,
and Denzig as free ports, and to give Poland far
reaching rights in these ports. Poland would be then

8 client of German ports.



Some nations have no se& co&st. Of the
approximately sixty independent countries of
the world, only & very small number have no
acoess to the sea on account of their geographical
position.

In America there are nineteen countries which
are situnted on the Atlantic or the Pacific Oceans,
This favorable position of these countries is the
source of their prosperitye Only Bolivis and
Paraguay of the South Americen countries lack sea
coasts In Africe, only Abyssinie, and in Asis,
Afghanistan,‘-- the buffer state between Indias,
Pereian, and Russia furkastan, have no se& coaste

Before the war Europe had three countrises
lacking & sea coast; two of these were of smsll
size and unimportant. The third, Luxemburg, was
up to 1914 dependent on Germany with regard to
customs and railwey union, &and is now united to
Belgium, using her ports in accordance with Article
Forty of the Treaty of Versailles.

It deems, then, that a seaport owned in fee

simple is indispensable to & nation &s large &s

Poland.
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CHAPTER VI
GERMAN = POLISH RELATIONS SINCE THE WAR

Poland's position on the m8p of contemporary
Europe makes Poland's foreign policy far more
decisive than we were accustomed to realige. The
principsal aim of the Polish foreign policy was, on
the one hand, to maintain so far a&s possidle
friendly relations with her two mighty neighbors,
Germsny and Russia, and on the other, to make
Poland strong against any attacke It should be
remembered aiso. thet the Franco~Polish Agreement
concluded January 19, 1921 a8 well a8 the Roumanian~
Polish Alliance are still in exiatencc.l

Poland's foreign policies were based on the
simple formula that Poland ocould rely omn no nation
but herself. Colonel Beck, Polendi's Foreign Minister,
looked with distrust upon the Le&gue of Nations, the
promiges of the Western democracies &nd the multi-
lateral security pacta. He had no faith whatever in
the word of the Nasis.

And now what is the attitude of Germany toward
Poland looking to the future? We all know she has

e Wolf S., "Problems of Modern Polend," The
Contemporary Review, Januery 1939, p. 62
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srmed &t a terrific pace. Prodigious numbers of
armed men have been springing up where the dragon's
teeth were sown. What was it all for? There was

no doubt that Germen diplomscy wished to meke the
Pe&ce Treaties everywhere seem intolerabls, and

thet it will speak more loudly 8nd less legélly when
backed by the full Army, Navy, and Air Forces now
under construction. Wherever the status quo seems
vulnerable there the opponents of Hitler have rea&son
to be afraid.l

As to Poland's relations with Germany since 1919
it might be said that Germeany has been brought up on
history as it waes taught in the Bismerckisn School
with the ide& that an independent Poland would be &
calamity, The Germans could not believe in the
permanence of the state of things that osme into
being in 1919 on their eastern frontiers,

Most of the leadere of the Weimsr Republie
thought of the new Polsnd as &n accident and spoke of her
88 & "temporary" state. One of the main objectives of
the policy launched at Repallo was to make that
temporary period as brief as possible. On sssuming

the ambassadorship to the Soviet Union in 19282,

1. Wiskemann, Bllzabeth, "Poland &nd Germany Today,"
Fortnightly Review, 144 (NS. 138): 304-313
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Count Von Brockdorff-Rantsan vofcod the opinion
that "it might be possible to repair at Moscow
the damage that had been done &t Versailles."

The Waimaf Republic strove to prevent the con=-
solidation of Poland in every way possible., It was
always arousing prejudice &and opinion against
Poland abroad and causing as much trouble to her
a8 it could at home. That tactic undoubtedly
worried Poland, but it did not affect her firm
resolve to stand her ground. In 8nother direction
it actually was & help to Poland. It stimulated her
business men to take advantage of her outlet to the
gead, hastening the construction of the port of Gdynia
by 1930 with French capitsle As the ancient bonds
between Germeny and Poland were severed, Poland's
economic and political independence was more and
more emphésised.

In a8 letter to the Crown Prince dated September
7, 1926, Stresemann categorically declared that
"rectification of the eastern frontiers of the Reich,
recovery of the Polish Corridor and of Danzig, and
alterations in the boundary lines of Upper Silesis"!

1, Stresemann, Gustav, His Diaries, Letters, & Papers,
Vol., II, p. 503 ‘
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were outstanding items in the list of Germany's
territorial demands. In 1931 Chancellor Bruning
began applying himself to the execution of that
progrem, He sounded out Paris, London &nd Rome

to see just how far territorisl revision 8t the
expense of Polsnd could be made &acceptsable to those
capitals.l

As the fear of Germsny increased,the Polish
Alliances weskened &and Poland begen & searching
consideration of her foreign policy.

Chancellor Hitler's regime in Germsny was
received with marked reserve in Polande The Poles
could not guess how he would set &bout giving
effect to the first point in his platform which
called for the "re-entry of 8ll Germans into the
bosom of & Greater Germany."

The advent of Hitler resulted in & new anti-
Polish agitation in Denzig. Polish soldiers guarding
the military base at Westerplatte in Danzig were
reinforced on the nights of Merch 5 and 6, 1933,
Hitler saw that Polend would not tolerste any

surprise seizure of Danzig, or of any other place,

T. 9Smogorzewskl, C&simir, "Polaend: Free, reascelful,
Strong," Foreign Affairs, July 1939




and that she would give &an energetic answer to
any German move that affected the status quo. He
began to place & halt on the irritations that hsd
isolated Germany and began to try to create a
heslthier atmosphere in Germesn-Polish relations,

Spegking at Konigsberg on May 27, 1933,
Hitler declared that, "National Socialism renounces
those policies siming at & modification of natursal
frontiers at the expense of other people,"

Marshal Pilsudski was the first statesmen to
forecast correctly the rising powers of the new
Germany and ﬁhe significance of the Nazi movement.
He feared that neither France nor Britain could be
counted on to maintain the treaty structure of
Versailles by force of arms.

On January 26, 1934, without consulting his

French ally, Pilsudskl negotiated the famous non~

aggression agreement with Hitler. The two countries

expressed their determinsation to "base their mutual
relations on the principles contained in the Psct
of Paris of August 27, 1928 ... both governments
declared that it was their intention to reach

direct understanding on problems concerning their

mutual relations ... In no case, however, shall they
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have recourse to force in order to settle such
questions under dispute.®

The declaration was to remein in force during
a8 period of ten years, but if neither government
gave notice of its terminetion #ix months before
or after this period of time, it was to continue
in effeot.l

By this move Germény msde the first dent in
the French Alliasnce system, removed the danger of
attack by Poland, secured & shield from Russian
.aggréssion, and was able to concentrate ite foroes
againgt Austriae The German-Polisgh non-aggression
pact ended German isolation.

By this &agreement, Poland was recognized as &
great powere HaVving demonstrated its independence
of France, it now became &n object of solicitation
by many Burope&n powerse

The agreement dispelled the bitterness which had
existed between Poland and the Germsn Republie. The
Germen campaign for revision of the Polish frontier,
the Polish-Germen tariff war, and the support hitherto

given by Germany to the minorities within Poland came

1. Wheeler-Bennett, Documents on International
Affairs, p. 424




to sn end or were considerably modereted.

Without fear of aftack. Poland could now oon-
gsolidate its position in the former Germé&n provinces;
momsnfarily Poland had turned German expansioh in
other directions and thereby gained time for
rearmament.s In view of the unwillingness of Great
Britein and France to prevent treaty violation by
Germany, the Polish-German agreement certainly
served the immediate interest of Poland.

Poland acquiesced in the Nazificetion of the
Free City of Danzig, subject to the retention of
certain economic rights, and this contributed to
the enormous strengthening of Germany.l

Despite the 1934 understanding with Germany,
Poland had no intention of breaking off from its
allisnce with FPrance. When Germsny reoccupied the
Rhinelend in March 1936, Poland offered to mobilize
if Prance did likewise, but France declined, thus
confirming Polend's diagnosis of the Ruropeén
situsation.

When Germeny 8annexed Austria in March 1938,
Warsaw did nothinge The official view was that

1., Wertheimer, M. S., "The Nazificetion of Danzig,"
Foreign Policy Reports, June 1, 1936
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Danubian areas were of secondery importance and
interest to Polande 1In the midst of the subsequent
Czechoslovek orisis, Poland took what smounted to &
pro-German &attitude.

For the moment, the Munich Conference and its
aftermeth severely strained relations between
Wersaw and Berlin., The two countries seemed to
move together when they msde &an agreement on
July 1, 1938, diverting Germen coal purcheéses from
Czechoslovakia to Poland, and the more important
arrangement qf October 17, 1938, by which Germany
sgreed to grant a $23,000,000 credit to Poland.l

While Polsnd's independent foreign policy,
which re&ached its climax with the Teschen ultimatunm,
alieneted the west, Warsaw believed more strongly
than ever thet if Czechoslovekia could not depend
on help from France, its own allisnce with the French
had become of little importance. France had
acquiesced in the Polish Partitions at the end of
the eighteenth century. Despite its alliance, France
could do it againe

Notwithstending the reduction of Czechoslovekias

I, Buell, Raymond Leslie, Op. Cit., pP. 346
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a8 & result of the Munich Conference, Some Poles
‘professed to believe that they could count on the
unilateral promises of Hitler not to mensce their
own country., Others believed that German expansion
would continue in the direction of the southeast
rather than turn toward the Baltic or the Ukraine.
In his Sportspalast speech of September 25, 1938,
Hitler declared he had informed Chamberlain that
Germény had no further territorial ambitions in
RBurope. He 8lso declared that the non-#ggression
pact with Poland of 1934 would "bring about lasting
and continuous pacificationz 8 view reiterated in
his speech to the Reichstag of Jamunary 30, 1939,

For & people like the Poles, who pride themselves
on realism, Poland's independence must seem to rest
on & very fragile basis if it depends merely on
Hitler's self-restraint. The Third Reich hes not
poetponed its efforts to realige its ambitions, and
there are no indications that the Nazi regime has
abandoned any of Germany's traditional designs, and
these aspirations conflict with the Poles both in
the Baltic and the Ukraine.

From the economic view, Poland's position with
respect to Danzig is fairly strong, should Germeny



annex the Free City, Polan& could divert ite trade
to Gdynia; to the injury of Danzig. Should Hitler
seize Danzig, it is problematical whether Poland
could hold the Corridor on @ccount of ites short
width,

In sn interview of Janusry 24, 1938, Foreign
Minister Beck declared that, "the foremost principle
of Polish policy is the maintsining of good relations
with our neighbors, this is why the Polish Government
attaches such great importance to its relations with
Germany and Soviet Russeia,

"The Second principle of our policy is loyal
observance of the alliance of Polend to France and
Roumania,

"the Third principle is to oppose any decisiom
mede in matters concerning Poland without consulting
hers"d

Despite the efforte of both Germsny &nd Itsaly
to wean Poland away from France &fter Munich, Foreign

Minister Beck declined to make any comments.
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in patent violation of the Munich agreement, Poland
realiged thet it would be the next object of German

offensive, unless it showed determination to fight,

T, HNew York Tlmes, Januery 2b, 1939
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could strengthen its existing alliences, and find
new aupport.A

In the first week of March, Foreign Minister
Sefence of Rumenia visited Warsaw and as & result the
Polish-Rumanian alliance was strengthened.

British public opinion was considersbly aroused
in the meantime, by Hitler's violation of the Munich
agreement and the destruction of Czechoslovekia,
Realizing finelly, thet unless resistance was offered
Nazi Germeny would soon dominate Europe and & large
part of the world, Prime Minister Chamberlain made &
historic statement in the House of Commons, March 31,
1939, At that time he gave & temporary &nd unilatersl
assurance that "In the event of any action which clearly
threatened Polish independence and Which the Polish
government &ccordingly considered it vital to resist
with their national forcee, His Majesty's Government
would feel themselves bound at once to lend the Polish
Government 8ll support in their powere They have given
the Polish Government an assurance to this effect. I
may add that the French Government have suthorized me
to make it plain that they stand in the same position

as do His Majesty's Government "t

I, Buell, Raymond Leslie, Op. Cit., PP. Bb1~3bE
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When & London newspaper placed & restriotive
interpretation upon the Chamberlain statement, &
semi-official source declared that this pledge
covered Danzig and the Corridor if Poland thought
that its independence was threatened there. By
giving this pledge Great Britain formally abandonned
its refusal to accept obligations in Centrasl Europe
and in effect proclaimed its frontier was not only
on the Rhine but on the Vistula.

During the next week Foreign Minister Beck psaid
& visit to London, and Britain and Poland agreed to
enter into & permenent snd reciprocal understanding
to replace the assurance given by Chemberlain on
Merch 31, 1939.

Pending completion of the permsnent agreement,
Colonel Beck, Poland's Foreign Minister, declared
that Poland would consider itself under obligsations
to render assistance to Britain under the same
conditiona as Britain would be obligated to render
assistance to Poland.

This mutual assistance psct applied to "any threat,
direct or indirect, to the independence of either."l

Reports became numerous that Dansig would be

1. New York Times, April £b, 1939
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annexed by Germény onm Hitler's birthday, April 20,
before the Polish-British guarantee had been finished.
4 new factor disrupted these plans, if they existed,
for on April 15, President Roosevelt addressed his
dramatic appeel to Hitler and Mussolini asking & ten
year pledge of non-aggression toward thirty states,
and proposing & peace conference.

Although the message did not specificelly
mention Danzig, Roosevelt probebly saved the Free City
from Germen occupation, &nd thereby averted momentarily
at least, a great war, Hitler spent the next two
weeks preparing & reply to the Roosevelt plea. 1In
an sddrese to the Reichstag on April 28, the Fuhrer
not only reJectéd the President's offer for & multi-
lateral agreement, but denounced the German~Polish
non-aggression pact of Jasnuary 1934.

He added, contrary to previous statements, that
the treaty provisions giving Poland @& corridor to the
sed prevented for "all time the establishment of an
understanding between Poland and Germany."

A8 & result of &brogation of the 1934 pact,
relations between Germany amnd Poland became very tense,
and the Nazis reiterated that Dénzig must be returned
to the Reich.



1le.

On Merch 21, 1939, Hitler asked to build @
highway ~- reported to be fifteen miles in width -~
as well as & railroad &scroes the so-called Corridor
under Germsn extraterritorisl Jurisdiction. In
return Hitler would recognige Polish economic rights
in Dengig, ineluding the right to & free harbdor,
accept the present boundaries between the two countries,
extend the non-aggression pact for twenty-five years,

Germany 8lso demended in the same note the return
of Danzig as a "free city in the frame work of the
German Roich."l

Polend could not possibly accept these terms,
because the control of the Vistula River and Poland's
outlet to the sea would have been placed at the
complete mercy of Germany. Once Germany had fortified
Danzig, it could e&asily dominate Gdynie and the
Corridore The position of Poland would be particularly
vulnereble if Germeny should build & fifteen mile
wide road across Pomorze, policed by German soldiers.

It would not be long before Germsny entrenched at
the mouth of the Vistuls giver would dominate Poland
proper and eventually the ﬁhole of Eastern Europe

extending to the Black Sea. As Frederick II said in

1. Hitler, Adolph, Reichsteg Speech of, April 28, 1939




1778, "Whoever possesses the mouth of the Vistula
and the city of Danzig will be more the master than
the king who rules there."l

On September first, nineteen hundred and
thirty-nine, Germany's army began 8n invasion of
Poland and on September third, Britain and France
declared war on Germany.

On September seventeenth, Russia invaded

Poland,
On September twenty-ninth, Russia and Germsany
g8igned an agreement to partition Poland.2 By this

agreement Germsny &cquired asbout three fifths of
Poland and Russia took the remainder of the country.
Germany's part wes the western section of Poland,
Russia's holdings lay to the east, bordering on

Russia,
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THE CONCLUSION

Viewing the facts impartially, 28 the
historiaﬁ does, we come to the conoclusion that
the land area of the Polish Corridor in the
light of history belonged to Poland, though by
no great margine. Reheérsing the fects of history,
we find that there was & piece of land, smell in
8ize and of irregular shape, bordering on the .
Baltic Sea, and of little intrinsic value, which
was once nominelly and actually Polish. Then the
Germans took it by force snd held it for a hundred
and fifty years. The Peace Conference of Paris
returned it to Poland, with Germany protesting,
and thereby separated East Pruseis from Germany
proper. This was the "Corridor.™ The Corridor
géve Poland & sed coast &nd control of both sides
of the Vistula River to its mouth where the Free
City of Danzig was situated.

We &are forced to conclude then, that in the
light of history, the Corridor belonged to Poland,

From the ethnical standpoint the population
of the Corridor was Polish by a very smell mejority.

The inhabitants of the Northern districts of
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Pomorge, who are known &8 Cashubes, &are 2l80
of Polish origin. They spesk & Polish dislect.
In epite of policies of Germanization of this
section by means of German colonists, the people
have preserved their Polish character intact.,
From 1871 to 1918, that is, throughout the
duration of the Germ&n Empire, the Pomeranian
districts were continuously represented in the

German Parliament by Polish deputies and on no

occesion was 8 Germen elected in fifteen eleotiona.1

Ethnically, then, we must conclude that the
Corridor was Polish.

Finally, examination of the economic &aspect
of the problem convinces us that this territory
is undoubtedly & part of the Polish economic unit
rather than of the Germsn; that it is needed as
an outlet much more by the Poles tha&n by the
Germans; that much more inconvenience would be
suffered by the Poles than by the Germans living
in East Prussia; that it would be & very great
economic injury not to permit the Poles to have
this outlet to the sea from their country under

their own control.
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All of these facte lesd us to but one
conclusion, and thst is that Poland should have
the “Corridor."™ For historicsl, ethnicel and
economic re&asons, we believe that the Paris Petce
Conference mede proper disposition of the land of

the so=called "Polish Corridor.™
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