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MEMORANDUM
ON THE PROBLEM OF TRIEST AMD NORTHERY ADRTATIC
TO THE ALLIED GOVERNVENTS CONCERNEI

(Presented by the "Action Committes for
Unified and Sovereign Slovenian State™)

; At the §ecent Paris conference of the Four Foreign Ministers
(April - May 1946) the problem of Triest and its contested Northorn
Adriatic hinterland belonging to Italy (since 1856 and 1919) was con-
sidered as belng.onl¥ a restricted frontier problem between Italy and
Tito's "Jugoslavia" tg be solved by a §art1tlon of the contested arca
on the ground of the "ethnical principle".

Four different partition lines - each dram by one of the
four delegations which composed the interallied investigation Mission
sent to the spot - were submitted fo the Tour Ministers’ discussion
and decision, The fact is significant in itself proving as it does
"a priori" how difficult, if not impossible, it is to solve the problem
in a satisfactory way in the terms of an "ethnical" partition of the
contested area between Italy and Tito's "Jugoslavia',

ks

In fact, in our opinion the problem is not simply a limited
local frontier problem, The question of Triest and of %the whole con-
tested Italian dominated Northern Adriatic area has three different
aspects which all determire this question as being only a_ art_of
a_larger problem, i,e, of the problem of a more exﬁenged erritory
which one could call the "Slovenian national territory with its ethni-
cally mixed outskirts", or as the "rounded immediate sconomical hinter-
land of the port of Triest", or still as the Zeopolitically rounded
off Northern Adriaitic area", Fach of this denominations characterizes

agroximately the same territory from one of three point of view which
~offer themselves {o the observer and investizator of the contested
Italian dominated area around Triest as bounéing it within the men=-
tioned larger territory, These three aspects of the same territorial
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The ethnica: aspect of the contested "Venetia Julia" ares is
given by the faclt that the region is etnically mixed with the Slovenes
(and Croats in south Istria) as the largest group compactly covering
almost three fourth of the territory, with Ifalians living in the

-ethnically mixed enclave-towns on the western coai# of Istria, in
Triest (62 %) and Qorizia (50 %), and finally with Friulians (Furlans)
compactly settled in the south-western part of the region (south-west
of the line Corizia=Locinicco-Sagrado=Ronchi-Monfalcone) and bordering
on_its north-western outskirts (along the line Gorizia-Kojsko-Dobrovo-
Dolenje-Prapyotno~SvoEeter-Torjan~Fojda-AhtenmNeme-Gorjanl-Brdo-Rezija
~Bovec=laborjet-Pontebba),



According to the last avail abda 3 ce~War I official censuses
and. bCC&u?“&bt‘ual uuta the said ctmical groups tap“0X1mate¢y) repre-
sented in the contested Coasn;an region a8 it follows :
and L"aats of Is , ), 00C
00,000 {of which 40,000 Italians from the

slovenes [
)
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{talians
Friulians 80,000

As to the IL@ tan part of the *Toenete ijla population it is
to be observed that LJLy are in their grca@ pa dpscenaants of colo-
nizers and merchants of Venice provenance du fLQ“ last centuries: in

this historical fact is to be found the main reason, why the Italians

of the re”:om are settled only in ebnandh*f n'tcu owmn=cenclaves which,
sxcept Gorizis, are all situated »n the 868G 0a8T,

(The post World War I censuges cannot be taken as a criterion

for tho genuine ethnical structure of the region hacause after 1921
one sim ‘y ommwtted the fa’mn’cam dlf¢oreag.nuﬂor of +he population,
and that ox 1921 was made acce ording to and in '“r of tho WG’1 knowm
Itallan policy in Coastland aiming at a grad el 1 ailanlza ion of the
dominat ov re ﬁwon by mbans of a¢f10"anL o*pu‘"f e (favorized inmigra=
tion of reQnLQO‘*?; forced emigration and depor tation of Sl ovenes,
1ta4¢an17at1un of *aml ial pames, 1ia*laﬂl”a ion of schools and of all
aspects of public life, etc) The pre World Tar I consuses, on the
ﬂontraxvg were oagrlea out by Tocal off c1 a*sq viao in the mixed spots
%f theAA¥thlaﬂ Kustenland were mostly Italians by origin), = See
Annhex A

This ethnical aspect of the comfestod region binds it to its
euhploaJI[ Uompact Slovenian hinterland actually poli tically split
amon¢ Italy (Venetia Ju¢1a JuJosJavm the former YugoslaVv Province

D:avska banovvna - NOWw under Tito s uumlldtWOﬂ t”ansformed into
he Deop e’'s Republic of Slovenia"), Austria (the Suthern part of
Car¢run1a,6 and Hungary (the smaller’ eastern oaru 01 the Slovenian
region of . rakmurge round St .Cotthard on the river Raba),

IV,

The economical a8 of the contested region is dominated by
the port of Trigsti being nas be en since its very creation the
prinﬁlpal maritime outlet of Central Europe, and by the corresponding
comunication lines and ]drct¢ons starting from Tricst towards its
central-Turopean hinterland (Triest~Ljubljana~Zidani most (Zagreb,
Pragersko-Budapest) - llarjbor-Wien (Praha; Bratislava, etc):  Triost-
¥o”10a~Tesenlc ~Bel jak (]dﬂChuﬂ Wien): erest-Udlnewfrblz-BelJak ete,
This main economical aspect of the T“’lon determines its functional
unity within a larger area which we have initially called the "rounded
off immediate economical qlptewxana of the port of Triest" and which
approximately coincides with the above defined *Slovenian national
te rzturv with 1ts cthr;oaﬁly mixed wutSKlfzc’ PoL the simple fact,

first all the ways from Triest to Central Auroge run through—
out %he Sloe 1an ferritors throush which only they can directly reach
their central Buropean deStination, Further, it is just the Slovenlan
hinterland almost as a whole, vqwﬂh before the “or‘é War I was sug {
ing Triest with neccessary Q&l&[ victuals and with relatively fittes
and nearsst manpcwef’ the” Coastland region alo“- 18 not abﬂe to sa-
tisfy these two oa51c necessitiocs, Be sides. the Slovenian hinterland
alone, as the nearest Triest si Ituated econd: ical complex, can in nor-
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m@¢ econ0ﬁlco~ olitical conalq*ons bar+lbﬁﬁwuu 11 Triest trafflc with
40 % of { as it approximately did in the last period before
ne \or;a War I
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The geopolitical as§ect of the contested area consists in the
fact that it I8 aR"8886fitial part of a functionally bound-together
larger s¥a e (territorially approximately corresponding to that under
IIT and v§ in which all Europe is concerned because of the following
two natural facts :
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This passage consists of (some road-passes and of) +two railway lines -
(France=Switzerland=-Northern Italy-Triest~Ljubl jana~Zagreb, etc, and :
France-/German¥ Switzerland/LVillach~Ljubljana, etc) WHICH JOIN. AT
LIUBLJAVA and the first of which is thd only one not traversing German
territory at any point,

i These two characteristics determine the area as the "geopoli-
tically rounded Northern Adriatic area',

VI,

Because, after the German liquidation of the early Slovenian
state of Carantania as the genuine political body in Northern Adriatic
area, this area has been politically treated according to criterions
of the Cermar and Italian antagonistic imperialistic Tendencies (with
absolute elimination of the autochthenous Slovenian nation ag a de=
termining factor in this its genuine national territory), therefore
this-area - both as the "geopolitically rounded Northern Adriatic
area" as well as the rounded immediate’ economical hinterland of the
fort of Triegt (since the creation of the port in the second half of

8Wh century) - has become a zone of permanent imperialistic conflicts,
one of the most troublesome "areas of strain® in Europe.

In great lines the political development (according to or in
contrast with the explained three simultaneous aspects of it) of this
ethnically, economically and geopolitically rounded off Northern
A%riatib area can be Classified into the following nine principal
stages :

1.° The migration of Nations brought into this area the Slovenes
a8 the new genuine gopulation of the territorYS For more than two
hundred years then the Slovenes also politica ly dominated the whole
area by means of their own Carantanian state with actual Carinthia as
1t8 centre, (This first political stage of the area is known to the
world mostly through the rite of the inthronization of Carantania’s
Dukes on the field of Gospa Sveta (Maria Saal = northwards of Klagen-
furt} being as it was_one of the most renown examples of early demo-
cratic official swmbolism),

2, In XtR century the CGermans took over the political sontrol of
the whole Northern Adriatic area with the historical effect of a gra=~
dual thrusting out of the Slovenes thus reducing the Slovenian national
territory in %he North to_south Carinthia, i,e, to one third of the
original Slovenian national territory,

3. In the beginning of 19th century Napoleon I, created in the
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as a buffer
ime, After
territory,

Northern Adriatic area an independent state, named I
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state between the Austirian and the Itailan states of
the downfall of Napoleon the Austrian Empire goh oach

but_the state formation of Ilyria still remained a formality until
1848, This "Austrian Ilyria" was, however, a state-formati mly on

paper,

4. In the second half of 19th centuiy the Germane openly pro=
claimed their purpose to build up in the Northern Qdriatic area their
ethnical "bridge to the Adriatic”, In regard to this German purpose
the Londoner "Balkan-Review" (June 1919, 0,399, characterizsd the Slo-
venian territory as ", the natural oulwark which blocks the verman
descent to the Adriatic Sea,,. the Cerman attemp® to penstrate to the

E

Mediterranean", As the first effect of this conscious Cerman ethnical
ressure towarcs the coast of Northern Adriatic was tns - Anowmn

Torced germanization campaign in Slovenian South Carinthie and South
Styria, sistematically carried through until 1918, (See fAnnex B.)

Fé In 1866, politically unified Italy began To approach the
Northern Adriatic area as a consequence of her alliance with Frussia
which -in that year defeated Austria, Through peace terms, imposed on
Austria by Prussia, Italy = even though she had beern dsfeated (for
Austria had been victorious on the Italian front) = got Friuli and the
most western part of the Slovenian territory which from then has been
called "Venice Slovenia" (the territory extending approximately between

he line Judrio river = Kobarid one sifle and Rezija =~ Gemona = Cividale
- Tarcento), This was the first Slovenian territory coming under the
Italian domination in unified Italy'’s imperialistic march toward the
Northern Adriatic area.

.6, With the "London Pact" of 1915 and with the Germen-Austrian
defeat of 1918 new imperial Italy, achieving the sscr phase of its -
imperialistic march towards East, was radiocaliy brought into this area
(for the first time since the ancient Roman domination ovey Northern
Adriatic) by the occupation of the whole former Austric 1stenland
together wi¥h one part of Carniola and Carinthia, and with ths other

arts of the Slovenian naticnal territory divided among CUerman Austria
Carinthia), gugoslaVia {the Slovenian regions of Carniola, Styri

and Prekmurje) and a smaller part of Prekmmrje still remeining under
the Hungarian domination, The fact is important, represent.ng as it

does the first historical attempt to solve the probism of
Adriatic area by dismembering it among the imperialisti
Tor its possession ~ to the detriment of its scongmical
tical functions and with the autochthonous Slovenian nation
the ethnical account of the attempt,

7, The World War II reopened the problem of the Northern Adriatic,
In the first stage (after the Jerman-Italian agression on Yugoslavia
in April 1941 until the capitulation of Italy in September 1943) the
AT

political situation of the area was determined by the Ciano-
silent agreement in Vienna (April-lay 1941) which gave the greates
part of the Yugoslav part of the Slovenian territory to Cermany (all

of Styria and a half of Carniola), the:smallest one to Funsary (Prekmu-
rie) and the third one tthe so-called "Province of Ljubl R

Ttaly which thus penetrated still deeper into the Slove interland
of Triest, thus achieving the third hase of her imperialistic march
aiming at conquest of the Slovenian territory as kev vosition for
domination in Central Europe and in the Balkans,
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8. After the capitulation of Italy in autum 194
fate of the whole Northern Adriatic area was again put
exclusive domination of one imperialistic power which, of c
Germany, There was created a specia] administrative unif ca
"Administrazionszone Adriatisches Kustengebiet" somprising
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of U01ne "Venetia Julia" and the ®Province of HJub;gana and with
“the xau¢e*te” of uarlnunlay-Ruzner' as Governor, thud *mlfat ing = by
the expedient of a kind o* "nersonal union® - Wapoleon®s Ilyria,
Tmitation of Ilyria was, however, only the appearance beh“no vhich
the Zerman "bridge to the Adriatic® was the real purpose,

9. The Allied v1otor‘ over Germany pre,enteu this second ‘Cerman

attempt to beqe+rate 6o the médwte”ranean by a new radical G German
"descent to the Adriatic" ) from becoming a vict orlous rea11+vn At the
same time; however, the Gerpman defeat has opened the Wa% to the attempt
o‘ a nev oowevaothlca" solution of the problem, i,e, To the attempt
to 1nc*udu the vﬁohp Northern Adriatic area 1nto the bov1et~- ntrolled
Tito’s "Yugoslavia', Against this kind of solving the triple Northern
Adiriatic DTOb;Gm Jho Ttaliang 1351su on the qwsmﬂmberment of tbe area
under th@ preubkt o the "etimical’ principle oecausuS Italy now belnﬂ
as_she ‘i a ﬁe;euuer power, - cannow QO“ - 1ike she did in 1915 and

19197as one of the "big iour of that time ~ base her "Venetia Julia”®
Cialm openly on powarwpo iticai-arguments, (A uhe Peace cqnferenoe
of 1919 *ta*y rejected even the "Wilson line" arguing that "Venetia
Julig" ig an economlca 1y indivis %Je un¢bV ’onarng the minimal ne-~
cessary_hinterliand of Trlean and claiming natuwa* i,e._ strategical
or 81mp1{ power-pol:tha borders,. ltaxvan commercial circles chlred
during the World War 1, even much more of the Slovenian territory,
more Tﬂm ha*i OL it, going as far as 1o the Savinja river, in order
to enl arve "their” hinteriand of Trlesn i_;tlvr in ordsr to get the
entire ilengih of tl dmportant railway line Trie orloa"B0ﬂ1nJ~
Jesenice-Austria, and finally in order to reach Slovenlau metalursical
incustries at JesSenice and the Si ovenian coal of the 1”b0v¢ge mine
cistrict), At present all those anc similar economical and power-poli-
tical consi aefauloru anc. mo+*vps on the Italian side have disappeared.
behind the new "ethrical® panacea,

And betWﬂen these two ir V@COhgllab“e aCuuaJ positions, 1. ea
that of Tito’s *Yugoslavia® and that TJa; the Paris COHLCTGHCG of
Four Foreign Mlﬁlstvrs, in April and May §4u has failed to find
any solution whetsoever of “ae worchmr A¢r1a{ic guestion,

e
?v trying to soive the Odub+loﬂ of the contested Ita¢1ar do~-
minated 'Yewetla Julia” regi on *ﬂ.aba+18fav,o“v Tuv COﬂSldorlﬁJ 1t
as-a local frontier w"’ob‘e*n 0vbWC°ﬂ Italy and T:to YbUOS,av1a

to be So_ved throu”a a strict local uthh+ca¢ division pT¢H01pln one
must fail two reasons :
Tor

a) Whereas it is possible t trace an appr3X1matGTV clear anx
jukt ethnlcal vartition line belween the Slovenian part of the reg
and the Friulian one (just a. the foot of the Carst Plateau uetween
Sorizis and Monfalcone = southwards: and at the foot of the alpine
promontory approximately along tﬂe Eite 8 Corizia~01v1daxe-¢ar cento-
Gemona-Pontebba = northwards), it i®, on the contrary, waolly  impos-
sible to draw any ethnical Da”“lt“C”,klpn whatsoever %etween pe
Siovenes {and Croats of south Istria) on one side, and the Italian
Ziving in the eunn-caILJ mixed Jawmru;o;aves or: be coast \v’St Is*“1a
and Triest) and in Corizia =~ which all are terriftorially cut from the
compact [talian main&anc by siovenian Settl ement% This 1m903°ﬂb1¢1ty
is clearly proved by all four lines as proposed by the Interallied
Investigation MLSSlO“

b) By trying to draw any frontier-line whatsoever upon a strictly
iocal ethnical basis \aocorcjp% to the stated cr terlon that there.
should remain on either side of the frontier~lire the least - nossible

number” of the respective minirities) one further, destroys the above-

=



H
O
i

mentioned economical and geopolitical unity of the region within the
larger Northern Adriatic area as it was exbplained under III, IV, and V,
The line proposed by the French delegation of the Interallied fnvestis
gation lfission in Venetia Julia, which pretends to correspond "to the
utmost” (but gives, nevertheless, ethnically mixed Gorizia and Triest
with all the Slovenian settlements west of That line simply to Italy)
to the strict ethnical criterion, proves it at first sight,
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50 1t remains as the only way out of the "strictly ethnical®

blind alley of the problem of the contested Coastland region, to
implement The ;Qgég,ﬁzhaig@;hgyiﬁgxionhbgwéu;;x_iaking_iazg,ggaﬁi@e-
ration a8 co-docisive Factors alSo the ethnical; the economical_and
vag, ge0pozitical aspects of the Northern Adriatic problem as an
indivisible wholé, That necessarily imoiies the principle of a kind
of political "third solution® of the entire compact area in question,
as npposed to the partition of the Coastland territory under the

“ethnical” pretext or to a unilateral power-political domination over
it by one of the great imperialibtic contenders for its possession,

Once the strictly local ethnical criterion is dully imple=
mented with the ethnical, economical and geopolitical aspects of the
wider Northern Adriatic problem and combined with the political grin-
cipie of a "third sclution®, it remains to be ascertained to wha
exact territorial extent these factors and that principle must be_
applied for enabling Triest and Northern Adriatic area to resume in
the fullest possible way their original and natural economical and
geopolitical functions,

1%,

: As for the comprehensive ethnical aspect of the whole Northern
Adriatic_area, which aegermlnes 1% as being the "Slovenian nationa
territory with its ethnically mixed outskirts®, the direction for a sa-
tisfactory solution of the problem from this its point of view is evi-
dent, At Tirst, if there is to-day_ so much talk about the historical
necessity of liberating even of colonial peoples, then the right to
the elementary unification and self~determination certainly cannot be
denied to the peaceloving Slovenian ration with highest and widest
nopular culture (no illi%erates, book-publiisaing primacy before Italy
anc. even before Germany),

By cutting away from the Slovenian national territory "its
ethnically mixed outskirts® one unavoidably cuts from Slovenia also
considerable parts of its ethnically compact territory, at any rate
relatively much more considerable ohes as they would be in the oppo-
side case, i,e, if Italy and Austria have to give away the ethnically
mixec par%s of the area, Such a lamingof the Slovenian territory would
be_a great injustice commited on the smell nation of not even two
million souls with a territory of only 26.000 square kilometres, and
which territorial outskirts are ethnically mixed almost exclusively
as a resull of a centenary forced deslovenization intentiongllg
carried out by the German and Italisn power-political expedients,

(See Annexes A, and E.. '

But there is even more, At stake is the very existence of the
Slovenian nation as such, as ahe is not able nationally to respire
without that minimum of territorial extent as represented by the
actual Slovenian ethnical territory with South Carinthia and Adriatic
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Coastland, Economically considered, in particular, the Slovenian terri=-
tory is essentially bound to the port of Triest, not only by the cen-
Tunary old traffic lines but by all its economical poten%ia¥ and social
structure; therefore, Triest has been called “"Slovenia’s lungs", And
viceversa, the Slovenian territory is not only the natural reservoir
for the supply of Triest with daily needed victuals and with the nea-
rest at hand as well as relatively the fittest man - power, but gave
to Triest, in the last pre-World-War I period a good third of all its
traffic, Therefore, like it is not possible to dis-join, for a longer
period, Antwerpen From Belgium, Amsterdam from Holland, or Odansk from
Poland, so it would be unnaturally and cruel to isolate Triest from
its tmmediate. compactly Slovenian hinterland, A nation cannot be Lsaft
dismembered in sucE a nationally and economically disastrous way as in
such case the Slovenes would be; and, on the other hand, Triest as
ort=-town cannot prospere if politically isolated from the Siovenian
hinterland,

Because of the milenary German vressure on Northern Adriatic
the Slovenes lost two thirds of their original national territory (tne
space situated between the line Slazburg-Linz-Wien and South Carinthia,,
In the last hundred years, following the pan-German orientation of the
Austrian Imperial policy, were violently germanized new more sectors
of the Slovenian territory in Caripthia and Styria (especially enclave-
like towms- and industria -centresgz and_the same policy also preventec
a full cultural, economical and political rising of the Slovenlan na-
tion. Between the two last World Wars the German Austrian Republic von-
tinued this same germanization policy in Carinthia, Italy began forcib-

1y to italianize Slovenian Coastland, and Hungary persisted in
magyarizing the Slovenes of the small Slovenian rezion of Porabje.

- During the recent World Var also the remaining Yugoslav part
of Slovenia was wholly desmembered and  its split pieces simply annexed
to Germany, Italy and Hungary: the Cermans formally declared their
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purpose "to make this country ethnically German"; almost a half of the
nation was deported, put into prisons or in concentration camps by
Germans, Italians and Hungarians; a sreat percent of ©Slovenes was
bruta11¥ murdered or they died following ill-treatment; and to all this
was still added the Communist slaughter aiming at a simple "liquitas
tion" of all the leading ranks of The nation, in order to prepare the
sovietization of that culturally the most western oriented of the Slav
nations, sovietization which is now on the way,

And still is this nation not willing to capitulate, At the
one~list-only "elections" in November, 1945 Tito was defeated in Slove=-
nia by almos{ 70 % ! But in eternity can this historical tragedy of
the autochthonous nation of that terrible Northern Adriatic area not
be resisted, If the civilized World will finally not support Slovenia
in her aspiration to be saveguarded from this ciutinuouS.y repeating
dismemberment and foreign oppression from three sides, the time cou.d
approach when the Slovenes, volens<nolens, would have to give up this
their milenary unequal strugsle aiming at the rsconduest of their
"ancient rights" to national self-determination as the autochthonous
nation of Northern Adriatic,

To whom would be profitable such®breakdowm of tie autochtho=
nous Northern Adriatic nation ? Certainly not tc the aﬁpeasmonh of that
area, neither to the security of Italy, Which other nation could take -
over from the Slovenes their historical isolating and mediating rolls
in the Northern Adriatic area in the hinterland of the port of Triest ?
The Germans ? The Italians ? Or perhaps an unknown colonized Soviet

eople or tribe like it is happening along the Austro-Hungarian fron-
ier ? These question necessarily arise and they require concrete
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And thus, on our modest opinion, the peaceloving international
factors are themselves much interested that the Slovenian nation be
nationally saveguarded, economically strenzthened and politically
affirmed, because any weakéning of the Slovenian national position has
as the only effect Th3 BLrencinenifg. or. il . £60p0L1tical. TeRBIOAE. or

the " Northern Adrigtic area;
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X,

e

S0 we arrive to the conclusion that the territorial and politi-
cal satisfaction of the Slovenes as the principal ethnical body in the
Northern Adriatic area_is at the same time the natural solution of the
Northern Adriatic problem from its main geopolitical point of view,

R I e

I,

As to the main economical aspect of the Northern Adriatic area,
common sense indicates that Triest will be able to_fulfil its central-
European maritime function to its best, when it will be situated within
the same political borders together with the whole of its immediate
transit and supply hinterland, i,e, with all those regions which b¥
nature have to sugply Triest with every-day victuals as well as with
relatively fittest manpower, and with those which ¥ill put Tries and
Forthern Adriatic area in a direct 2ontact with the greatest possible
number of those regions and States which depend upod Triest as their
natural maritime outlet,

From the above explained geopolitical point of view, however,
it logically results, that the po§1t10a1 body within which friest ma
be included, must for the reason or under the pretext of an appearent-
ly better solution from the economical point of view = not be composed
or enlarged in such a way as to give an overwhelming political preco-
minance over it to a single nation from outside of the "geopolitically
rounded off Northern Adriatic area”,

XII,

At this point the reasoning of the political aspect of the
roblem arise in its concrete terms, A renewed "Austro~Hungarian® po-
itical combination, f,i,, which would perhaps be economicali% the

best solution for Triest as well as for the whole of Central Burope,

is rather to be excluded because of its well known and proved heavy
internal-political disequilibrium and German-rooted pollc¥ which put
the end to that central-European formation as a historical result of
the World War I, Besides, such a solution would again open the door to
a political redominance over Triest and Northern Adria%ic to the Cer=
mans and would thus be rather a disturbing factor than an appeasing one;

The examination of the rinci¥1es and. of the general framework
for a reasonable political solution of the Northern Adriatic problem
thus_being exhausted the following concrete eventualities for a poli-
tical decision on the issue offer themselves to be examined in the
light of the above examinations ¢

az The creation of a separate political body embracing the Adriatic
Coastland alone; Even if for the time being this solution may seem to
be"the only one which could possibly hop out of the actual strictl¥
local "ethnical" blind alley into which the problem has escaped follo=



nitive one: it Would be & kind of Tepeatei, on‘v somewhat more extended
"adansk=-solution" Secondly, Triest wouid still remain cub away from
direct contact with ‘the main central=-European ”OlﬂtTAES interested in
its maritime outlet : in fact, all the comaun“caulou lines and junction
=polnts between Triest and Central Burope would ViLL remain ”pu=“ the
control of either Tito's Yugoslavia or 'oa¢v9 neither of which (exce-
tion made for the Slovenian part of Tito’s state) is among bhb central
uropean countries which are vitally interested on the Irﬂeku outlet,
or under that of Austria, 1,9, of an osser +l&;3y Jerman sSuate, Thirdiy,
the ﬁeoﬁolltlcai functions’ of the Northern Adriatic hi interland ares
(as exp. ained. above under V and late“) would be very pooriy seour rad,
Finally, the Slovenian nation as the main gtinical body of Jne Northern
Adriatic area would thus remain dismemberec among such & "Free Julian
state", Austria and Tito’s "Yu OSiav*a”; It is DOVJOUS bmat in such
a case the Slovenes could not be Satistied and that would thus remain
a perilous disturbing factor in the area, If such a division suoulé be
maae as a def*nltlve one, ‘the Slovenes WOblm persistently look for
alvation and unification towards the Slav Ba®t, or towards the demo-
o”atlc West = if it would still have some interests or some word to
say in that important part of Europe. The Slovenes would naturally
Eress and tend, with ail their forces, either compaotiy to join this
Julign: State“, or Cpasgtland has %o 301“ Lqew 1.6, in thils seconi.
casSe a more or less 4 anwslaw*71ﬂ@v“ q:nue.*an¢p = if the Test will
not be able to solve the Triest question as naturally connected with
the Slovenian problem,

wing the recent Four Ministers® conference in;Pa.;u, it wouid present
some very unfeasible points, At first such a "corpus Separatum’ or
state would be, generava SU@@ king. a too small one to become a defi-
> a
b

So we see that such a *Free JU ian state" could he only a Temr
porary and provisional solution awaiting better times for a better
solutlon - or for a worse one,

b‘ A second actual possibility of the splution of the third® kind
would be a stats composed of égzlatlc Coastliand a ﬂé"y@§1ﬁ+hla- 1t would
be larger than the *;rst one, 1% would réach nearsr to Central Burope,
but it Would still aave ak 108u the same essential delecJ as CoasL;and
alone ail commun cation lines oe+meen Triest ah“ Central Burope would
be cut either by Italv or by Tito’ 's ”\uvos lavia®, and the Slovenian
nation Would again be split between this state and Tito's "Yugoslayia®,

a fact, which would brOQUCC the same conseguences as above under a

1 .0

3 ¢) Thus it«ie n v very easy to conclude 1&1 the naturally 1mnosed
third Solutlon of the Northe“m Aarlatlc ue% tion is that which Wouiu
embrace the wounﬂefi 1mmed1ate conouluaﬁ n;nuer and of the port of

ey e 40 e oai o

Triest” or ‘geosoflflcalfy anded” oFf Mo rtherh AATIatic arca] 0

T e o e v e I'r'v'-bu.‘:l

" Sio¥enian nafional tEFritory “FIEL I%8”

e e

38117 mixed oui‘k:fﬁ§?

ann:§§;g151Bl§_p9£1§19g:_wno;e, 148, LOWIng TerTitoTies ™t " Te=

netia Julia® with that part of the Province of Udine (Friuli) through
which runs (or could be made a reasonabl no”b new conjunction line
in order to avoid the inclusion of Udine) the ra liW”? anu and ﬁhe
highway rT‘:r*lest--(vo*f'lca)r-~U<111'1 =Tarvisio~Villach: the former Yugoslav
Province of "Draveska ban3v1ra (now gPef\pl S| LPEub4lc of S.oxep"a“};

|—:
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Carinthia,.and Porab1e o that small a“u of the Slovenian Prekmus
rje reﬁ ion, ‘which a*% ?19 TGM@lﬂvd uauer Hungary, This solution
wou.ld u‘;y satisfy all the three co-decisive aspects of the lorthern

Adriatic problem,

J
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Due 1o 1ts pluri-ethnical zomposition on its outskirts this
bronosea soate in tae Northern Adriatic aay be internall 7 organized on
& "cantonal® basis like Switzerland *s 1ts main cantons could be ¢
the Friulian one: tnﬂ mixed Italian: ngvenﬂan canton of the tomn of
Triest; the mixed Croa+~1tal*ar i ovenian "centon® of Istria: the mixed
o¢oven1anw1ta¢1an~Pr“u*law uanJon of Gorica~region with "Tenige Slo=
venia®; the Slovenian "cantons\ of Carniola (Ljubljuna). Styria (Mari-
bor& and of Prekmuvle \Sobo ); the mized Slovenic naverman "canton®
of South Carlpchla \ e¢ovebm£;agaﬂ_w¢b); and. e"avtaa 1y, three mostly
German~speaking “cantons™ of Northern uarL“uﬁla (Spittal, St Veit,
Wom¢sber¢§ Carinthie should, of course, pd“l*led of the 1mm1wrated
people from Reich who in last fifty years mere arz*;1o1a¢y colonized
in Carinthia for gefnda121nr DU“UQbGS following the official 1nten-
tions to build up the Zerman ‘ﬂtan¢ua¢ bridge %3 the Adriatic", The
same has to happen with those Cermazn~ soeak4M” ?eopTe who, instead of
a new peaceful connivance ant cooperation, woulid still prefer to act
as agents of pan~Cermanism,

It is obvipus that all five ethnical frougs within the proposed
olitical body vcu'g enjoy an absolute eouuil%v of rights and fullest
freedom of each-one’s ctltural devel OUmenu along each=one’'s ethnlcal
particularities - 1ndebenaent_y of the fact to which single "canton®
a member of Whlcnqoeve“ etlnisal group may aumlulstratlvei¥ belong,
This ethnical "freedom from denationalizaticn” may be sanctioned and
uaranbed by a Spéhlal "Ohartsr” of euﬁnﬂca; TlgﬂLS" or "Ethnical Sta-
ute" (or &y a speCLa chapter of the con tuuxon accor alng to which
all members of each of the five ethnical f”oups form a_kind of "ethni=-
cal corpus separatum® with clearly defined ethnical-cultural rights,

Suoh constitubtional and practical guarantees of the "freedom
from denational ;zatlon would create an atumon here of mutuali confis .
dence So much needea_ in en avea of ethnical strain where in the past
the Germans and the Italians violently wanted to sarry through their
abso*ute predomlnapce and where singe a year Russian-sponsored
"Titoism" is trying to become the absolute master,

L1Y;

The proposed state-formation would have also enough of gene-
rally requested attributes for an auto 1omous politucal body @

a) Extent of territory : 40,000 square kilometres,

T e e e e e e . o e

b) Popula

yenes, 300,00
uerman-speakl

- evr

tign : approximatvely 2,600,000, of which 1,600,000 Slo
0 Ita+ldﬂ8, 200,000 FTIUllaﬁS« 200,000 Croats and 300,000
ng ones

vosi : Triest marlt?mu commerce and mainland
transit=trafricy all brai of agriculiural ; roductlon (especially
v1ne, fruits, forests Lutie); mines (coal), Lead, lercury, zink,
antimony, man ane 8o, auv'td) wood- 2 meta. Ufélu&+ ; consuructlon-
meccanlca -y extil= and other branches of indus vry; excelently de=
ve.oped artlsansula; most varxous possibilities for tourist 1ndustry,
and good conditions for foreisn trade,

¢) Bconomical compo tion
rencnes

._J‘ﬂ—“



The follewing would be main points in favour of the proposed
"*HlLu srl”tﬂﬂt“ of ths Morthern Aarvat=ﬂ problem, as ccmpared %o a local:
"ethnical® division of the srea or %o a qi'aterai vower-political domi-
nation over it :

1, The Triest and Northern Adriatic issue would be tawen away from
both the two present imperialiet cowhu\dnrs : Italy and Tito’s "Vugosla-
via®", as well as from the dancer of soviesiza tion,

.2, TIriest would be reun ted with its whole immbgiate aconomic hin-
terland (victuals, Jpenpower transit-traffic unto the lar;er hinterlang

nd a Food third of its comples<1‘ ~1dfiln% and throus it Triest wouAi
e Ut 4o + the direet and impartial servicc of Central Europe which natu-
ral outlet iriest is, - :

X, -dhe Wort“e“n Acriatic arca in which four | Juropean racial grounu
(ul&"" Jermans, Romans, u‘ro~~'n~\ meet_and intermingle, and the three
raii ontinental 1mpur1a11 erﬂwhu, Italians : nuwoAans) strugsle for
nreaomlnance, would thus e a“paa§sL by the ‘llnludth" and isolation
om any of the three imperialistic

cf power-poiitical influences on it fre

£roups an by K full zuaramtee iour ;;1 sthnical srouns of the area of
tl.e "freedon from denationalization' , almost like Swifzerlamd neutralizes .
‘the space where the Germans, the French and tho Itatians intermingle,

&, The area in ouertion which is, besides its other characterise tics,
algo a kind of "iuncﬁloﬂ-.uatlop' betwesn western and Scuth-eactern
surove, 'oUia thus be best secured 1o a frse fulfilment of this its
important internstional mediatior funciion,

"

.5, The Siovenian nation as the main ard the aULocquuonOAs e hnicul
o€

reality of J,e worthern Aarlaulc area would thws finallv reach a free -
accest to the ses @nto which ghe naturally coavcrrc~ aL” ends, and Woulu
be prescsrved: 1rom be comiiny agalin \1omu1ubfec into thrse or four pi
Cae ool that tha f Lovenes would be all 1pc!udoc in the Framo of
propesed "third solubien? , would QeLi:ibiv 1y estisfy them, thus cllm
rating the "Zlav darzer" ir recard 4o the Northern AQPlOth area on
7hich servic:s all Burcpe is v1ual‘v concernec

1 the etimical groups witlin the projpcsed state-formation would
mgve almost the sare cultural level and a similar me n¢a11+v due to theair

cohiabitation under the same culturcl, cconomical and pullt;cal :
condi itions, ond tiey are wersover of the sams> Twl rious creed ov u’lo1~1“*:

5o the same Church, Thus, D8E1308 common economic a_d Gono‘lblc“ ¢Juﬂ‘
Trests and cut;eu, the new poiitical vouy woulc b utlenwtxv“ea tosether
also by common culturcl bourd:,
v riut 0i this poli tlfal formation would, as it 7ore, almns+

conclace tie unaveidably nseded national cristalization in T xo,u and

1t wouil bring a quab1= abﬂcasmcpt in that troublecome 1r4a Thue it

woust at the same time be created corcitions for a free ard pondorﬂc ,
aecision of thwe QDOuaw ¢ area and of its soversisn senuine: people, whether
this rouited Nortuerm Adr latic “u+lilcll wody should join som2_larger
confeceration whiexr would eventual 7 present itsell as a possivle an

nseful ore in those c,ntra}~vmsuern varss of wurope,
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The ethnical division-line can be ascertained only by use of
statistics, At our disposal are : the Austro-Hungarian, Italian and
the ecclesiastical statistics, The bad side of the Ausﬁro—Hunﬁarian
statistics are the facts that they are 45 years old and that they were
attacked as being uncorrect by both ethnical groups : by Italians and
by Slovenes as defective and one-sided, We cannot deal in detail with
both groups of critics, which are certainly subjectively coloured,
but we must mention one important fact : The census was performed
according to the Austro-Hungarian law by the employees of the politi-
cal administration of the local communes, These employees were in the
communities situated along the division-line and especially in the
ethnically mixed communities, mostly Italian, It is unders%andable?
that they decided in all possible doubtful and disputable cases in
favour of the Italians, Therefore it is intelligible that the-com-
glainps against the compositions and results of the census were, on

he side of the Slovenes and Croats, more numerous and more justified
than on the Italian side, Sometimes the Slovenian and Croatian
complaints were so obviously justified, that the census had to be
corrected afterwards and the whole procedure had to be repeated : S0
in Trieste in 1910 when the additional census which was performed only
in a few town-districts showed a difference of 23,000 Slovenian inha-
bitants more than the first attacked census, In spite of all that,
are the Austro-Hungarian censuses - although old - still better than
the Italian one of 1921, This is the only Italian census which gives
dates and figures of the nationality, The latter Italian censuses and
statistics of 1926, 1931, 1936 do not even mention the ethnically non
-Ttalian inhabitants [“the national minorities_were wiped out of ail

he official statistics We are therefore compelled to use the Austro-
Fungarisn statistics nob only because they are more correct and exact
than the Italian ones, but also because the Italian statistics after
1918 do not show anything but the results of the pre-Fascist and
Fagcést %ruelly conducted, forced denationalization of the Slovenes
and Croats,

We have at hand the figures of the census in all communities
and towns, These figures show clearly the ethnically pure Slovenian,
%ure Croatian, and pure Friulian communities and towms, and those with

he ethnically mixed population, We see the ethnical division-line
running on the borders of the neighbouring ethnically pure communities
and can find out the communities with the ethnically mixed population,

: We shall mention the communities beginning from the North to-
war?s the South (Karnske Alpe~Jadransko morje; Karnish Alps-Adriatic
Sea) and shall divde them into two groups : the one on the northern
part lies on the mainland, the other on the southern part, which
composes the seaside of the Istrian peninsula, The difference between
the two parts is that the northern part really represents the ethnical
division=line between the TFriulians and the élovenes, There is on
its western side the compact Friulian territory, and on its eastern
side the compact Slovenian territory, On the contrary, the southern
croup of communities concerned borders only on the compact Slovenian
and groatian territory on its eastorn side, and on the Adriatic Sea



on its western side, It has no geographical contact with the pure
Italian territory, The ethnically mixed communities of this part
represent only isolated individual enclaves,

The communities of the northern group are :
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: Koj8ko™ ™ A TO0UTHEIN " 51de " on Fritlian;eaBTer
(S,Martino di Quisca) :®-0Veniall . gide on Slovenian territory
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: The name of the : Ethnical : : :
4 community : : character: . i¥fmars vpon g 3
' Pontabeld : . ©On the eastern side on the mixed :
PITEC T ER :  mixed ‘tterritory, on the southern on the:
SRS o8 Pl e R s AL Bl T it R RSP 10 e
' Yaboriet 3 :bouthern side on the Friulian, i
© T (Malzorsheto) + mixed - thorthwestern and eastern side on :
itk S oRcled B DRI ;gzxgdmngrlbgzza ______ po-pmrorTes
L Al 3 o T oouthwestern side on tne Friulian;
‘rff?f---f?%fYE?i?Z____;;___?35?9___zﬁgﬁ%ﬁzn_%;d@mQmath@_ﬁ%gz;%@_:§§._%
. : e : V mostern side on Friulian,lias
iRavenca (Res : Sloven B i 3 ~ e o
iRavenca (Resia) *__9Y?@3§?,-.%nd{SQuth?gnwle%@@l%n_terrémory_.
2 | . . ‘Western side on Friulian an :
girde Slimvermr 1§59Y9?3%9~_L@@§§QIQ_§lg§nQQ,§lQY%Bi%Q-EQI‘_-_3
e IR - : :Western side on Friulian, egstern:
.Gorjani (Montenars : Exad T Y s it ) :
:_--Q----S-_______,Z___L_m_? _______ fgld%_gn_blgi@nla%mg@;yltory__%__,.
! Neme (Wimis) ! mixed :Western gide on Friulian, eastern:
CusE et e T punedeens Lofeide on plovenien terriforei. o
(] . . Ly % o TiJ { N 4 19 ~ .
: Ahten (Attimis) ‘Slovenian :7estern side on Friulian and .
& ke i _____-____L—-,_--__n__Lmaﬁ%ﬁﬁn,élQQ-QE-@l%QgitﬁIElery-_l
AR : : : : southern side on Friulian and H
: Fojda (Faedis) £ g e Bld : : :
pine Sl e e AR Rt i) Lgefiern_side. on mized berritory..:
! Tarjan (Torreano) ' mixed :S0uthern side on Iriulian an ’
e Gt s Sk TGN G Loy SABTEIN e (BN Blovenial el e
SR T Vel dvenian . +oouther Dide on Friulien and i
+{5.Rielro_al Natisowed: l2 70730 sgastern side.on piovenian ter,
‘ i : “WeStern slae on friulian, eastern:
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; o ; : Southern side on Fritlian,eastern:
Polende (Dologne) | yoloventan igide en Blovimian horvitory’ @ 1§
Dobrova 4781 : T ooUtherA” §1A8 01 TrINlian; eafTETA:
_{Castel Dobra) 3 PoOVGRLall e side on Bléyenian territory 2

Rowiah (Ooniria) : PR TITeRTEIA "8IS TR FPIllian;easTern
Cue L TR v Mheehe weide on Bldvenian territelr e
: TWeBTern 81de oA Fritlian;eastern
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Wiren (Merna) golovenian . gide on Siovenia territory
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: _(Opacchia sella) yolovenian . gidge on Slovenian territory
. o beberdaeb. Tt oL e UT T rvya Aty Bide 68 TiuL1an;. eheieln
i _{Doberdo_del Lago) __:bSlovenian lside on Slovenian bterritory
: RofikG = (T T T T T T T et a TR~ 81de on Friulian; eaptery

(Ronchi dei Legionari): MiXed gide on Slovenian torritory
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: The southern group of the sommunities in question is composed as
ollowing : :

Th he S e U 5 A
B B |
‘Devin-Tabrotina. ! +Slovenian ¢ On Slovenian territory E
B o U iDins LG b R e e R SR R R L
§ltst (Trieste) . mized = ! On Slovenian territory. ' .——° . %
: Milje_ (Mugeia) - S mived-i ¢ On_BSlovenian territory_ oA i
.Koper (Capo @’Isgriaz.; mixed .4 On Slovenian territory. <. . o §
Isola (I fo}a_dil§tyig)3 ‘mixed - i On Croat }&9“510Vbﬂ1a” tvrrltorv :
Piran (Pirano) ' _ . : 'mixed_ i Qn_byogt;a@-§+gv§n}an territory _‘E
Umak (Umago) _ ¢ mixed _ * On Croatian-Slovenian territory !

" Bujo, (Buie) _ _ . _ I Imixec. _ . (n_Croatian-ilovenian berritery . :
crongnjan (Crusiznano): mixed _ : On Croatian-blovenian territory _
Crni_vrh (Terteneslio): _mixed _ i On_Croatian-olovenian territory _ :
foyigrad_(Citténuoya) i _mixed  _ ; On_Croatian-flovenian territory _
. Ti2 (Visinada) _ _ | _mixed _ ! On Croatian-Slovenian territory _ !
_ Pored (Parenzo) . _ . _mixed _ . On Croatian-Slovenian territory .}
frsar (Oreera) =i o :Croatian _ i Dn Srogbien dorpibory oL vac s e

_ Bovinj (Rovismo). _ . .mixed . i Crpadlan Serritdry il L .
Bale (Vallg d’Istria) i mixed . OnsCroafian berritory ol
*-paajén_(Dizn@ng s amxed. o 1O Croatian farpitpry, | Loai ol
g AR Tl s o amixed 0O Croatian fered boryl e i el
Reka (Fiume) :  mixed o 0n Croatian territory ¢

Characteristics of thb boqudfr territory

with the ethn 1caJJv mlxeo popu]dtlon

“hen we gust look at the map, we see immediately that the commu-
nities with the mixed population do not compose a continuous territory,
coauched and united in itself, On tn conurary we see isolated littie
groups of these communities, These zroups, divided under geographical
aspects are the foll ow1”" :

a) The communities, : Trbiz (Tarvisio), “aooriet (Malzorzheto)
anc Por &LV*J (Pontebba), gravitate tovards the S ovbnlan Southern Ca-
rlauhwa Thercfore were hese comurities united with Carinthia till
1918, The Slovenian inhabitants of these commnitics are bound up with
£hs (arinthian Slovenes by a tradition of hundreds of years and, to-
gether with the community Bela g , with the Slovenes of Dr&vska bano-
v%ﬁ% These communities belong Toromost to Sloveria, in no case to

T 7.

b) Ine communities Gorjani (Montenars) me (Mimis), Fog

(Faedis), Torjan (iorreano) anc. Praprotno ﬁruPOUtO> Compose otetner
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with the purely Slovenian communities Ravenca (Resia), Brdo (Lusévera),
Tepana (Taipano), Ahten EAttimis), Puler (Pulfero), Sv.Peter (S, Pietro
al Natisone), Sv.Lenard 5,Leonardo), Sovodnje (Sa'o%na, Srednie

Stregna), Grmeltd (Zrimacchio) and Dreks, (Drenchiag he so-called Ve-
netian Slovenia, which gravitates towards Venetian plain,In the same
direction gravi%ates also the community Ravenca (ReSia).

c) The purely Slovenian border commmnities Dolenje (Dole%na),
Dobrovo (Castel Dobra) and Kojsko (S Martino di Quisoa? gravitate to-
wards Krmin (Cormons) and further on towards Jorica (Gorlziaﬁ.

d) Corica (Gorizia) is the centre of the region and the pro-
vince, has a mixed population and is surrounded by the purely Slove-
nian £erritory.

: e) The Slovenian communities Opatje selo (Opacchia sella),
Miren (Merna) and Doberdob (Doberdd del ago) gravitate towards Jorica
Gorizia), the twp mixed communities Ronke (Ronchi dei Legionari) and
Trzi¢ (Monfalcone) gravitate more towards Trst (Trieste) than to Gorica,

The commnities with the mixed population of the southern
group of Istria, have the following characteristics :

a) The mixed municipality Trst (Trieste) is an enclave, surroun-
ded by pure Slovenian territory.

b) Mixed communities Milie (Muggia), Koper (gapo d’Istriag,
Isola (Isola d’Istria), Piran ( iranos, Umak, (Umago), Boje (Buie),
GroZnjan (Grusignano%, Crni vrh (Verteneglio), Nov1§rad %Glttamuova)

and Poret (Parenzo) gravitate towards Tret (Trieste

 ¢) The mixed municiﬁality Pulj (Pola) is the southern centre
of the Istrian peningula, The mixed commnities Rovinj (Rovigno),
Bale (Valle d’Istria) and Vrdnjan (Dignano) gravitate to this cemtre,

d) The mixed municigality Reka (Fiume) is an enclave surrounded
by the pure Croatian terri ory,

et This analysis of the ethnical division-line between the
Friulians, the Italians, the Slovenes and Croats, shows also the fol-
lowing characteristics °

1) The whole division-line is ca 235 km, long; about 120 km, of
it runs along the seashore, in its northern part of only about 115 km,
in length crosses the mainiand and re resents really the division=line
between the Slovenes and Friulians, Tge territory, which we may call
the border-territory -~ that is, the territory with the mixed popula~-
tion - represents only a narrov belt of 5-10 km, between the purely
Slovenian, and Friulian land, There are only some enclaves of mixed
territory - the centres of the whole region” - which are larger, These
enclaves are surrounded b Slovenian and Croatian territory (Corica-
Gorizia, Trst~Trieste, Pulj-Pola, Reka—Fiume%,

2) The territorial belt with mixed population covers only about
2,141 square kilometres,

3) In the geographical and commercial aspects the boundary mixed
territory does not represent a unity, It is divided by hilly ridges
and water-sheds, The mixed communitics do not border on each other:+the
eleren pure Sloyenian communitizs : Ravence (Resia), Brdo (Lusévera],
Ahten flttimis), Sv.Peter (San Pietro al Natisono ¢+ Sv,Lenard (S,Le-
opardo), Miren (lerna), Opatje selo (Opacchia sella), Doberdob (Dober-
do del Lago), Devin (Duino), "NabreZina (Aurisina) rie (Monte di
Capo d'Istria) and Vrsar (Orsera) which are situated be%ween the mixed
communities, divide the latter into ten smaller and larger sections
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of which Gorica (Gorizia), Trst (Trieste), Reka (Fiume) and Pulj (Po-
%a) b%ve the character of mixed enclaves in the Slovenian and Croatian
erritory,

4) The larger gart of the population of_ the boundary belt lives
in the four above mentioned enclaves, The total number of the pogula~
tion of the boundary territory amounts to 508,537 inhabitants, The
number of the inhabitants in the four enclaves is 430,211, that is
to say, more than three fourths of the whole border-belt population
lives in the four enclaves,

5) The enclaves are at the same time the traffic centres and
crossing points of roads and railways, They are thersfore also centres
of the ITocal public and economic life, Towards these enviaves gravi-
tate the neighbouring territories with large masses of the Slovenian
population : towards Corica (30rizia§ gravifates a territory with ca,
200,000 Slovenian inhabitants, towards Trst (Trieste) alsc a territory
with ca 200,000 Slovenian and Croatian inhabitants, towards Reka (Fiu-
me) a territory with ca 150,000 Croats and Slovenes, On the other side
only towards Gorica (Gorizia) are gravitating a few communities with
Friulian population situated on the western side of the rier Isonzo;
t%e gfher enclaves have no Italian surrounding, no Italian hinterland
at all,

6) On the basis of this natural gravitation, close economical
collaboration developed between the Slowenian and {roatian hinterland
and the mentioned enclaves, The Slovenes and the Croats have created
in these enclaves different branches of their economical organiza-
tions : The central unions of the economical cooperatives, %1?ms,
banks, warehouses, shops, forwarding agencies, commission-business
offices, stocks on commission, navization companies, and so on, The
Slovenian and Croatian economical organizations were reiative.y small
in comparison with the Italian ones, The Italian firms and institu-
tions had an easy competition, because they enjoyed the support of

¢ e ; ! . o i
the Austrian State-Administration and were Tinanced by German capital
in the form of credits, loans and participations in business under-
takings, Especially in Trst (Trieste), there were many plants and

. . . . . : o a\

economic institutions, which had an Italian label, but a Cerman cha-
racter : they were founded, managed and financed by the capital of
Vienra,

Z) Parallel with the economic development, the Slovenes and the
Croats also built in the enclaves the centres of their cultural and
national political network : they founded in .these towms their ele-
mentary grammar, high and other schools, cultural homes, youth orga-
nizations, s ork clubs, gymastical associations, Yolitical centres,
theatres, libraries, pubfishing houses, printing plants and book
sheps, They edited in these centres their own newspapers and reviews,
they had their own welfare organizations, workhouseS, orphanages,
relief founds and other charitable institutions, We must underline
that the Slovenes and the Croats_had to perform all their work for
the economic, cultural and social progress with their own means only,
without any support from the State or other public bodies’ funds or
organizations, On the contrary, the public authorities and represern-
tafives disliked this work of the Slovenes and (roats and some of them
were directly opposed to it, The state administration was in the hands
of immigrated Cerman officials, the administration of_ communities
mostly in the hands of Italians, The anti-democratic laws regulating
elections of the representatives of all public institutions and bodies,

rovided for the Italian-Cerman minority a predominant. ruling posi-

ion, because this minority was stronger economically and socially,
This unjust_local regime provoked many sharp local controversies anc
national political struggles, which sometimes became so fierce that
even the Vienna Pariiament had to deal with them,



8) How strong wers the economical, political and cultural
organizations of the Slovenes and Croats, one can judge bg the lon
list of laws and decrees which Italy had emplo¥ed after 1918 in orger
to suppress the Slovenian and Croatlan national life, We are able 1o’
quote only some of them : ’

The decress from February 441 and September 3rd, 1926, destroyed
+the autonomous administration of the communities,

~ The decree of September 15%,1923, ordered the successive liquida-
tion of the Siovenian and Croatian elementary schools, :

~ The decree of November 2214 11925 prevented the work of the Slove-
nian and Croatian school teachers and dispersed them outside the
country,

~~The decree of September 2797,1923 definitely destroyed all Slove-
nian and Croatian High schools, : :

; The decree of October 1500,1925, forbade the Slovenian language
in the courts, ,

: The decree of March 1923 forbade the use of Slovenian language
in the administration of communities and municipalities,

The decree of February 12th 1920 forbade the Slovenian language
in the postal administration,

) . . v
The decree of Noyember 28t“,1925 liquidated all Slovenian and
Croatian cultural, political, charitable and other organizations,
associations and institutions,

The decree of August 6thtl926 forbade all Slovenian public meet-
ings, concerts and other public arrangements and manifestations,

The decres of November 6P1,1926 foreclosed to all associations
the right te work in public, : .

The decree of March 28%1,1923 ordered the italianization of all
geographic names, : : : ;

)/ ity . . v
i the decree of lMarch 8%1 1928 ordered the italianization of all
christlian names.

__The decree of April 71,1927 ordered the italianization of all
family names, '

. ;| 4 5
The decree of April 237%,1924 cancelled the free trade with land~-
properties and buildings,

The main enclaves,

B e i R

Regarding the four most important enclaves we find some more

characteristic and note-worthy features

4y Gon] orizia). This town had in the Austro-Hungarian time

a very out te municipal border-line, That border-line came into
existence in the times of the feudal system, when Gorica did not exist
as an economical and traffic centre, The Austro-Hungarian State admini-
stration was well awarse that the border-line of the municipality became
absurd, due to the ouick development and increase of the towmn, In spite
of that the line was not changed till 1918 when Italy annexed to the
municipality the bordering suburbs, and settled a more natural border,

i
A

ica_iUorizia
of d
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Why that phenomenon ? Each charige of the municipal border-line
changes the national structure and composition of the ethnically mixed
popuiation, In Gorica the Austrian census counted in 1210 35 7. of
Slovenes, If the town had at that time the border which was settled
eight years later, the percentage of the Slovenes would be 52,74 %,

If the Italian majirity in the town council had Eermitted tﬁe change
of the municipal borders in 1910, it would have killed its predominant
position, it would have become a minority,

The enclosed demographical drawings show that out of 17 town-
districts, there are in Gorica 10 with a pure Slovenian population
(94%), One district has a Slovenian majority of over 80% and in the
other five town-districts the Slovenes had a relative maiorit in one
of them and in two they represented large minorities of 42 = %5 %,

The Italians on the other hand had a majority of 84% only in one towm-
district on the western part of the tomn, on the western shore of the
river SoBa (Isonzo), Even in the centre of the town the Italians did

not have an absolute majority, ‘

b) The Yglitical strength of the different national groups of the
povulation living in the four enclaves was manifested at
he_elections _duripg the period 1910 -_1914,

_ 1
when the prin01€§es oI "democracy and a ﬁenera%, secrel and direct
electoral franchise were introduced by the laws regulating elections,

_In Corica (Gorizia) the election of the members of the town
council took place in the spring of 1914, The Italian political group
- well zware that she was a minority = had to give to the German group
two seats in the council in order to form a coalition against the
Slovenian group,

In Trst (Trieste) the balloting for the return of members of
the Vienna Parliament in 1911, the Italian garties got 14,300 votes
the Siovenian ones 10.23Z (proportion 53 : 42), The Socialists voted
together, regardless of the nationality, Even in the_centre of the
towm (the second ward), the Slovegé n candidates collected 2,399 votes
against 4,734 Italian ones (34 - %,

This result of tha election affirms the figures given by the
Slovenian writers about the pogulation of  Trat (Trlest27 at that time,
These writers claém that Trieste had at that time 100,619 Italian
inhabitants and 76,719 Slovenian ones, We find out these figures even
when we count all socialistic votes to the Italian group, An explana-
tion for the difference between the Slovenian assertion and the offi-
cial census we can only find in the partiality of the census officials
and in the fact, that the census did not state the nationality as such,
but the so~called "colloguial language", which was predominantly Ita-
lian because of the ne%lécting of the Siovenian schools, Because the
census was vublic and the Slovenian masses of labour-people depend on
the Italian plant and industry owners = the elections were on the
contrary secret and the people were able to express more freely their
wishes and choice; so the national feelings came also to express them-
selves on that occasion,

¢) An interesting view of the ethnical and national situation as
it was at the beginning of the present century, is §1ven us in the
pamphlet edited %y the municipality of Triestg in I900 : "Ceusimento
agggg_pgpgl@giggg di_Trieste", redactor Dr, Fruhbauer, There we rea
="25 11 15 also shown on the enclosed demographical sketch = that the
town of Trieste has three main zones : the centre, the suburbs and the
country suburbs, There were, according to the mentioned pamphlet :

- in the centre which measures 5,45 square kilometres, 80% Italians,
4,50% Slovenes and 7,50% Germens and others;



b

.. = in the suburbs which measure 29.51 square kilometres, 62% Ita-
iians, 33,50% Slovenes and 4,50% Germans and others:

- in the country suburbs which measure 50,08 square kilometres,
T% Italians, 90% Slovenes and 3% Germans and others,

The number of the population of Trieste gmounted in 1900 to
176,38 132,190 inhabited the centr ’18 ] burb
17643 % persons, 132,190 inhabited the centre, 36,416 the su urbs and
7,7%7. he coungrg suburbs, From the total number 137,383 of Italigns
in Trieste, 116,327 inhabited the centre, that is %o say, out of 6 Ita=
~1lans of Trieste H of them lived in the centre of the tom and only
oné in the suburbs, .

. .4) We read in tho same pamphlet. that Trieste had in 1900 70,304
1m@1grangs that_is 40% of the whole popuiation,0f these inmigrants
oniy 24, Qb~settled;1n the town before 1881, 13,500 of them came into
the tom_in the perioed 1880-1890, 32,400 were newcomers in the period
between 1890 - 1900, -

""The immigration obviously to a high percentage consisted of
newcommers, On the other hand we find in Trst (Trieste) in 1910 only
71,940 immigrants, After ten years the figure remained nearly the
same; the number of fewcomers did not exceed the number of dead and
those of the immigrants who went away again,

The immigrants were partially Austrian, partially Italian ci-
tizens !

The afflux of the immigrants was natural : each economic centre,
Which.devel%ﬁs and_advances quick1¥ attracts newcomers. from the sur-
roundings, The influx was alSo par iy the effect of the national strug-
gles in the enclaves, So the Italian® as well as the Germans were dis="
gleased because of the great afflux of the Siovenes, and therefore

hey~su£§orted by all means also the immigration of their own connatio-
nals : the Italian using for this purpose the municipal power and in-
fluence, the Germans through the State-administratioh ani State-conbrol
over the different bodies and institutions, such as ¢ railways, post
administration of the harbour, customs’ offices and so on: and'flnaliy,
both of them using their econcmic and firancial influence in the wvublic
and private economic bodies, which needed and used their subsidies,

o

In the same manner the Fungarians.andIltalians in Beka_(Fiume)
used their influence and control,

‘8) The §amphlet mentioned giveg us the analysis of the citizenship
of the population of Trst (Trieste) in 1900, About 15%, that is over
26,000 inhabitants of TreT Wer&~Toreigners, All of them lived in the
centre of the town, where they composed nearly one fifth (19%) of the
whole population, They were by a great majority Italian citizens, As
we Saw above, in the centre of the town mentioned were 116,000 Italian
inhabitants, that is tc say, out of 9 Italian inhabitants in the cen~-
tre of Trst (Trieste), two were citizens of Italy, This fact shows us
that the living conditions were very favourable and attractive for
the people in Italy at the bsginning of the present centar;fa This high
nercentage of the immigrants From italy to Trieste was at the same
time the most important cause and reaton Tor the increasing Italian
irredentism, Italy recognized the importance of Trieste anc wanted to
possess it ethnically, : ;i

The statistics of 1910 'give us further the following picture of
the Italians of Italy (Regnicoli) : Oub of the total number of foreign
citizens living in Trieste (;@,579}; 29.439 came from the Italian
Yingdom, They composed therefore 20% of the whole Italian population
of Trst’ (Trisste) = more than in 1910, 84% of them inhabited the centre

of the towm,



) The book mentioned states also, that only <2% of the whole ,
population had the competence to the municipality., The same percentage
of the population had the competence of different other Ausirian com-
munities and 1% of the Hungarian ones, In 1900 therefore only 42% of
the. population of Triesto were indigenous people, 58% were foreigners
as regards the municipality. In 1910 the situation changed in favour
of the indigenous people, Who amounted to 54% : 46% foreigners,

1 1", 5 0
j g) When we look at the figures of Dr,Fruhbauer from 1910, we find
also the following :

1. In 1910 the proportion betwsen the Slovenes and the Italians
was 1 1 2 (590%19 + 117.959). The Slovenes composed so 33% oi the
Trieste population, On the contrary, they had in 1900 only 14%, In the
period when Zhe irmigration was smailest, the Slav elements increased
80 from 25,060 to 59.319, bw 126%. How can this be explained ? First
of all we must take into account the natural increase, But it was not
an extraordinary one - according to the statistics - anyhow 1t was
greater than that of the Austrian-Italian,

2. The immigration does not count, Therefore there remains, the
only explanation left, namely that the national spirit of the Slove-
nes awoke and the cultural standard of this pecple rose; and the
statistics, which stated the so=called "colloguial language" instead
of nationality, had had to note such an extraordinary increase of the
population Wi%h the Slovenian "colloguial language", A high percentage
of the increass “Chave to reckon on account of the one~si§edness of
the census_of 1900, about which the official Austrian census- ublica~
tion from 1910 (Die Ergebnisse der Volkszahlung vom Jahre 1910, Volume
II, Page 31) affirms as follgws ¢ "So muss hiey die Ansicht vertreten
werden, dass in Triest die Zahlungsergebnigse uber die Umgangssprache
nicht die tatsachlichen Verhaltnisse ausdrucken, sondern, dass viel-
megr dem Begrjffe der Umgangssprache widerspyecinence Apgaben und ein
ge&nderter Prufungsvorgang dieSe so sehr veranderten 7ahlungsergebnisse
zur Folge hatten®, Dr,Fruhbauer states also ¢

In 1910, 178,599 inhabitants of Trst (Trieste) were Austrian
citizens, 520990 of them had the competency of the Slovenian communi=
ties neighbouring Triest and only 13,339 of them in the communities
in Friuli, At the same time there lived in Trieste 21.699 Italians,
citizens of the Italian Kingdom, These Tigures show us that the maln

rt of the influx to Trieste came of the natural one from the imme-

iate Slovenian hinteriand of Trst (Trieste), and that the Italian
political factors tried to paralyse this matural development bw the
artificial, forced immigration of the Italian Kingdom (Regnicoli)
4o Trieste, One more proof for this fact is the Italian dialect of
Trieste, This dialect has nothing in common with the dialect of the
neighbouring Friuii: it has many features in common with the Venetian
-Ttalian dialect. This proves again that Trst (Trieste), inasnuch it
has an ltalian ethnical character, is an artificial enclave, created
by the commercial and political elements,

3. Now we may also find out in which part of the town the increa-
se of the Siav population settled, T he Austro-Hungarian statistics
from 1910 gives the follpwing answer ¢ The Slovenes mounted in the
contre of The town from 5,536 to 22.529, that means from 4,50% of

the population to 1%, in the suburbs from 11,543 to 30,579 or from
38.50% to 50%, in the country=suburbs from 6,951 to 8,211 or from
0% do 91% of the population, Here we see that the Slovenes advanced
successfully from the outer parts of the town fowards the centre |
in the suburbs they were already a majority, in the centre an ever
increasing minority,
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h) Pulj (Pola), The town is divided into 14 town districts. More
than half of those districts (8) has a Croatian population (93 %), in
two more districts are the Croats in the absolute majority (65 % and

4 %), in.three districts the Italians are in the abfolute majority
and in one district they have a relative ma jority, In Pola we'notice
the remarkable percentage of the Cermans, This phenomenon understand-
able because Pulj (Pola) was +he greatest Austro-Hungarian Navy Harbour:
there were employed thousands of Jerman officials; engineers, workers,
officers, specialists and so in, who lived there with their families,

The scclesigstical statistics, y
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Above, in this paper, we used only the Austro=Hurgarian and | *
Italian official stetistics, studies and ' treatises which took the nu=
merical elements from the official state-census figures. At the begin-
ning we underlined that those statistics were disputed and attackege
We have 1o take into account ths onesidedness of the census. The
question is to what extent and where to find the basis and the means
of control, Ideal and perfect means of corntrol are not at hand, but
the eccleslastical statistics of the Roman catholic Church we sonsider
a8 a pretty reliable measure of control for our purpose. ine vopulation
in question is namely 100 % Roman Catholic. The Church edited” her own
yearly publications of its own ecclesiastical orzanization and there
we find figures and dates about the varishes, about the language used
in the congregations and at the public ecclesiastical services and.
about priests employed in the exercise of the pastoral office. Some
dioceses publish also the figures of the correligionist members, divi-
Ged by the nationalitigs, The Roman Catholic Church keeps +o the praxis
of giving the spiritual and religious education, relief and care Tor
sou.s if possiblie by the priests of the nationality of the congresa-
Ttion in question, Tﬁe Church annual publications are therefore useful
for our purpose, '

astical data about parishes on the ethnical
r

Studying the eccles ' | , rish vl
he territory-beit of the mixed population, we

divisionﬁilpe and for t '
Ssee the following :

1
1
e

a) Englaves Trbi2_(Tarvisio), Naborjet. (Malsorsheto)
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- the Austrian statistics of 1910 guotes : :
150 Slovenes; 4,992 Germans and 480 others (Italians)
- the Italian statistics of 1921 gives :
{ % =~ £ L)
265 Slovenes, 3,852 Germans and 1,026 Italians. ;i

.
]

The Church-statistics on the gontrary guote for the count :
parishes alone (without the town Trbiz-Tarvi®sio) 2,164 Slovenes, divi- &
ded into 4 parishes where 5 Slovenian priests wers a pointed to per-
form the Divine service in the Slovenian language, Although the
ecclesiastical statistice quote five times more Siovenes Tthan the
state-census, 1t is mors credible, because the Church wouid not emgloy
in four parishes 5 priests for one or two hundred Slovenes only, I% i
clear : %%e Austrian statistics favour the Germans, the Italian ones
the Italians, both of them decimate the Slovenes, Cnly the Church-
statistics give us the correct picture : The whole enclave has a mixed
population, among which the Slovenes are in the relative ma jority,

The Italian statistics of 1921 are partioularly suspect as re-
gards this enclave, giwing the number of only 115 Slovenes more than
they were in 1910 (1%1 ~192%), in spite of the fact that the Sloveni
commme BelapeC (Weissenfels) was included in this enclave after 191
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as a result of the new frontisr-line between Yugoslavia and Italy,
settled at that time, And this community alone numbers 1,030 Slovenes,

b) The ethnical division line in the so-called Resia_or_Venetia
Slovenia is particularly interesting. That is the hiTI4 rggion Enowg
by the name Julian promontory_alon§ gge former Austro-Hungarian fron-
tler-line which was already since 1868 included into the Italian King-
dom, but on the other hand was always considered and claimed by the
Slovenes as a part of their ethnical territory, The Italian "Annuario
statistico italiano", 1914, gives for this region the following fi-

gures !
Didlrice Cadad (Uividnle) Sl iy oo, 32.3L7 Slovenes
# Qemonm (Pumin Y s iviia v oAl ) »
. Tolmec (Tolmezzo) .......... o oy ¥
, TarGent {Tarcento) J. vite iy 12,892 i
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in common 52,003 Slowenes,

The Italian official statistics of 1921 gquote for the boundary

communities in that region the following figures :

Rezija (Resia 2,796 inh. 2,796 (100%) Slov, ==-=x=- Itals

Gorjani (Montenars)2,602 " 320 (16 %y ¥ 2.282 (Bqqy @

Nemé (NimiS? Hiols ¥ l.Oég S gh)n 1,720 (40 %) ¢

Ahten EAttimiS) 4,0%L bl ens 93 G h é% 1 % '

Fojda (Feedis) g.o e M LA ROE Gy A g.g ;2 A B

?organ (Torreano) 3.470 " s s A R 694 3 % "

PTeieter LB iobio 3 360 v o onyigE Y 5 (12%

Sv_.Lenartn&(L?aIa%o- 2.467 ] 2!465 (100%) 1" 2 "

Praprotno(Prepotto)2,222 950. (43 %) " e Rl G SR
¢) The ecclesiastical statistics give the following picture :

Rezija (Besia) 100 % Slovenes % Slov,priests

Gorja?i (Mo?tenars) ( LS # &

Neme (Nimis e

Ahten (Attimis) ) i S ’

Fojda (Faedis) 13 % " A "

Torjan (Torreanc) e do ] el t

Sv,Peter (Saﬁa§%§§£g>al 100 % " L "

Sv,Lenart ESan Lionardo) 100 % s e -

Praprotno (Prepotto) 52 % 1 g v

. As we see both statistics give us the same picture_of the si-
tuation in the communities with the compact Slovenian pogulatlon. They
differ when quoting figures of the mixed communes, One of the reasons
is the fact, that the civil communes, do not always embrace the same
territory as the parishes, Anyhow the statistics affirm the fact, that
the Slovenes inhabit the region in compact masses, Only on the western
edge of the region are they mixed with the Friulians in the half of
the border communities; the other half is compactly Slovenian,

d) The Italian official statist;csafﬁ%@Zl do not recognize Slo-
venes in the region Venetian Slovenia any more, On the contrary, the
ecclesiastical statistics give the following figures

ol
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_e border-region are

On the. enclosed mayp tﬁc ahurch*
8CC1esl . public services were

marked in which before 1918 “he eccl
held in the S1 ovenian language

dell’Italia, prof,Gustavo Stra “zo"e;La Pro incia di Udine, Bel;uno,
Treviso, 8?0 7igg, T b

May we quoue just one 3assage rom “La Pabria’a Geografia

g Trisste a 1 Istria (JOT;Z;aA ,nbhlpflq To ino, Uted,
1908, p.81) Leh K] abitantl del distretto di Sen Pietro al la ulsone,
sono tutti di origine slovena e parlano una ling uavdla*ettoﬂﬂgua .
ricca e armoniosa; che si presta m*"ab";mJ“ue a r@naere ie piu forti
passioni e i pih delicati sentimenti”,~ "Coms e quando questi
abitanti e gli altri che iormapo colople slovene nei distretti di
Cividale, di Tarcento, di uemoaa Nbfgls si siano staccati dalla
Svaqdcv amiglia slava... non §'8 boouto Pinore stabilire con preci-
81 0118

Between the former Austro-Italian frontier-line and the town
’Cor1z1a) three commun;ules are situatec :

*ﬂere is no diff: srence between the statistics in resg gard to
the copmunities of Dobrovo Casteﬁ JOb”&) and Kojsko (San Martino di
Quwsca/a All stau;~+1os, the official ate-oenbus @nd the 80§1681ast1~
cal stat stics, mark the population of these oowmanltles ag
100 % S‘ovenlan As regards the community Do;en e Do egna,) , both
offi Cla; statb statistice quote 400 Slovenes %), the ecclesiasti-
cal statistics give us the number of 810 Si ovenkan 1nnab1tants

;f/ In the @ gl% % qu;ba {Gorx %Zé@/ the Austro-Hungarian census
1910 quotes ¢ é S1 ovenes, the Itallan census gives the number
6,14¢ Siovenes and the ecclasiast ical snatﬂs ics the number of
450 b;ovenes with 6 churches and 6 priests for the Sloveriian con-
8g

0y 2O O
x-j p\Ha sy

) _to_the Gulf _of Trs: (Trieste), the ethni-

v i _.--.n~—___»-zﬂ—cz~:-um»-m-r
&

\
cal division~i ciear in respect of tatlst*cs- All three
™
W)

f:;/'
=

i
‘ 8 ¢ 5

statistics Ohute ne he same ;L;ures and percentag The diffe~
rences are mi n;ma@, a ”er perce ents. The ethnical ¢ vws13n~v1ﬁe runs
on the western bHol Ouf» of The communos leen,(mOrna) Opatje selo

Opacchia oem¢a1~ Doberdob {Doberdo del lago,) and uev1r~ma reZina,

Wu*nu -Aurisina}, These ﬂomndu¢t_bs are B:oveﬂl¢n; on the atner hand
the ommunities situated on the westorn side of the former (Zakraj-
Sagrado Ronke- Ron=zi del L@fi»naw*g anc J“z**-ioniaicone) are com-
munities with a mixed population of a Friulian majority and Slovenian
minarity,




h) In Trst (Trieste),
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the Austrian census 1910 numbers %60916 Slovenes and 2,403 Croats,
the Italian MY n 28 .

the eccles, stalistics number 77.30H Slovenes and register in the
centre of the town 65,310 Slovenes, in the suburbs 12.0%5° Here one
sees very forcibly how onesided the official state censuses are,

it dhet bbbt stk s Ladh 2 m kel Rt Radrded el ok b

ine.. il.e..on the Adriakic_shors of the peninsula Istria, the’
ic
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8 show us the Tollowing interesiing feafures :
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the Austrian census 1910 numbers 9.1;% Slovenes and Croats 219 %;,
the Italian census 1921 : 9.0 " f " 5) §
the ecclesiastical statistics number in Koper (Capo d’Istria) and
Piran (Pirano) only 9,550 Slovenes and Croats, For the communities
Tzola (Isola d'Istria) and Milje (Muggia) the secclesiastical stati-
stics_fail to give us any quotations, Comparison of the numbers given
by all the three statistics about the natlonalities in Koper (Capo
d’Istria) and Piran (Pirano) is very interesting :

In Koper (Capo d’'Istria) the Ausir,cens, 1910 numbers 2,432 Slovenes

—mem e e e me the 1131, cens, 1921 4 .412 .
eccles; stat, i AT

In Piran (Pirano) the Austrian census 1910 numbers 2&351 Slovenes

. the Italian o 1921 . ] .

the eccles, stat, : 3,108 "
b) The_communities Umak (Umago), Crni vrh_(Vertneglio), Novigrad

Sgiﬁﬁg-§§§§52235§3§:K@@iéz-ééﬁ:@552ﬁiéﬁ:IQ?ﬁEEEﬁéﬁé "gﬁﬁi%ﬁ-ﬁaa in
common a popu.ation of 22,227 in 1910 and 23,063 in 1921, shows us in

ethnical respect the following :

the Austrian census 1910 records 2,007 Slovenes and Croats,
the Italian i 1921 s 4 i ’ i

the ecclesiastical statistics give for the deanery og
which embraces the named commmunities, the number of
and Croats with 9 churches and 9 Slovenian priests,

Umak (Umago)
.97% Sloveges

¢) The.commmities Poret_(Parenzo) and Vrsar_{Orsera), had in com-
mon 17,523 in 1910 and 17,423 in 1921, The Austrian census in 1910
numbers 6,541 Slovenes and Croats, the Italian census from 1921
5.810 and the ecclesiastical statisties 11,739 Slovenes and Croats
with 11 churches and 11 Slovenian and Croatian priests,

d) The commmnity Rovinj (Rovigno), had 10,245 inhabitants in 1910
and 12,323 in 1921, The Austrian census numbers 499 Slovenes and
Croats In 1910, the Italian census only 120 of them; according to the
eccies'%stical statistics thers were only in one village, Rovinjsko
selo, 690,
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13,392 inhabitants in 1910, and 13.2187in 1921; according to the
Austrian census of 1910, 4,798 were Croats, accordln% to the Italian
census of 1921 they were 5,020, the ecclesiastical statistics give
us the number of 6,558 Croats,
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Croats, the Italian epsus only 5.420; the ecclesiastical statistics
give us the numbe of 18.902 Slovenss an uroats

'g) The municipality Reka (Fiume) is composed of two parts divided

—-only by tle small brook Re”“na ’PTUnLC’nO\, The R¢ypallo agreement
subjoined the western part of if to ItaLy and catlec 1t b" the name
of Fiume, the eastern o@zf - unter the name "Sulak® - au at the same
time given to Yugoslayia, In spite og this ar51*101a* a1v¢b10q, both
arts compose one real whole community and belong together, The :
Austrian cenp s-of 1910 gives the foliowing figures of the popu‘atlone

Reka (Fiume) 49. )8 *;nab;la;ij l“c!3L Croats and Siovenes, 23,283
Italilans; 37 others, mostly Hungarians,

2

SuBak ¢ 13,251 inhabitants, 12,507 Croats and Slovenes, 694 Italians,
{n the whole there are 62,802 inhabitants, 32,245 Croats and Slovenes,
23,927 Italians and 6. 537 others;

Even this official census tells us enough that Reka-Fiume is
an enclave with the mixed popuiation an( surrounded by thn territory
of pure Croatian and Slovenian population,

In spite of the fact, that the eccleslisstical statistics have
no other puwoose than to show the Church authorit jeq 1n which language
they have %o perlarm the divine services, to teach the religion and ’
to communlcate with the faithful, and therefore Hasir p%ﬂclpeness in
nunbers may be disputeble, they Show clearly and 1mpr3551ve¢y that

the Austro"Hungarﬂan and Italian Of;wulai censuses were much more
tools only for the tendencies of the nation olitics of Austria and
Italy, than tne obgewtlve verification or the Thnical situation and
compo Sltlon of the population in the national respsct.

W

-
vlr
I
|
L

-——SCD }g.-ﬂ

']?‘m final remark.
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For the sake of completeness ws have to underline that the
oresept situation does not correspond to that shown by the stabistics
used in this paper The outrageous pre-Fascist and Fascist italiani~-
zation, the forcible emigration of the Slav population during the
g ioG between the two wa.rs, the transportatlon Wf the masses of the

roats and Slovenes into the interior parts of Italy, have changed
thn etinmical situation to such a great extent, that a soatus quo
aute could be rebuilt only altew a period of one generation’s life-
time, In the period between the twg wars only, about CO, 00C Slovense
were fo r(ev to_ 'eave the re~1 on and emigrate to the South American
States and to Yugoslavia,
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One really cannot comprehend how it was possible that the
masters of the Versailles Peace so badly treated the modest Slovenian
aspirations for the simple intezrity of the Slovenian ethnographical
territory and for the political unily and freedom of the small but
highly civilized Slovenian nation, 48 & consequence of the "London
vact" of 1915 Italy was given, without any consultation of the concerned
population, the whole Slovenian coastland with more than 600,000 Slove-
nes (and Croats of southern Istria, while in the previous negotiations
with Vienna, which should have decided on Ttaly’s membership of the
Triple Aliance, Ltaly had not dared to claim even the tomn of Trieste
(See, Sonnino : I1 libro verde, Rome 1915), Further, under the pretext
of a vital necessity, the ex-cnemy Cerman-Austris, got to the detriment
of the anti-Cerman and really peace-loving Slovenlan nation whole
Carinthia, incluiing its southern part with some 120,000 Siovenes, and
some further 40.000 Sigvenes along the other side of “he new establin-
shed frontier between Slovenia ang Austria in Styria, while even the
Austrian Emperor Charles had in 1918 vromised to all former subject
nations of Austro-Hungarian Empire autonomaus States embracing the
whole of their respective territories in the planned new Danubian
federation (See the Proclamation of the Emperor Charles of October
10th, 1918), and moreover the Austrian repressntatives had already
signed the %@rms of the local armistice in Carinthia according to
which Slovenia was given the greatest part of Southern.Carinthia (on
June 61, 1919, at 4 o’clock p.m, in 1jubljana;. Finally some 1l.000
Slovenes, living on the area between the mcst northern part of the

ost-Worid-War I Sloveno-Hungarian frontier, the river Raba at b5t,
Gothard and the river Kerka, were given to ﬁungary,

Instead of beins liberated and strengthened in order
%0 be able to fulfil its natural geopolitical
functions in the new Burcpean order, small Slovenis
was after the World War I split among four States :
Yugoslavia, Italy. Austria and Hungary.

rt 2

And - it should be stated just in this connection = no other
| occupied country in Europe, except Poland, has during the resent war
E 8o drastically experienced the %atal consequences of the Tailed Paris
i Peace organiza%ion as Slovenia has,

One Princinle - Two Opposed Applications !

Qarinthia and Adriatic Coastland,
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For the creation of the new order in Central Euro?e after the
World War I President Wilson proposed the principle of self-decision

of the peoples in question, The principle could have given the right

basis for the new international order, urder three conditions, how-

ever : firstly, the principle should have been generally applied ;
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secondly, in the application of the pringinle one should have taken
care of the notorious injustices violently committed by the German
domination in the recent past (at least after 1870) ani should have
eiiminated them; thirdly,” the application of the principle should
have been carried out in conditions of complete freedom of the libe-
rated peoples in Central Europe from a new Cerman fear and from any
possibie German reprisal in the future.

oy
&
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In the case of Slovenia, the emallest and by the Cerman pres-
sure the most aflicted among the oppressed veoples of Central Europe,
none of these conditions were realized, One imposed the plebiscite
for the eastern vpart of South Carinthia, but ohe gave without any
cozsultation of the affected population over to Ifaly the whole Slo-
venian Coastland, For Carinthia one decided the plebiscite, but only :
one part of it, giving "a priori® all the rest of the contested region
to German Austria, One organized the plebiscite without having pre-
viously repaired any of the curmitted injustices in the last Fitt
years and without having guaranteed to the Slovenian population ele-
mentary Ifieedom from fear of Cerman violence and of expected and
threatened reprisals against the voters for Slovenia (Yugoslavia),

¢ Conlerence, on account
in which from the middle
had Ho 1ive in the flood
uthermn Oarinthia; which
the Emperor Charies,

of the ignorance of the desperate condition
of 19th gentury the Carinthian Slovenes hav
of the general germanization, decided for S
was_admited to Slovenia even by the will of
a plebiscite,

Overloaded with problems, Paris Pea
des o
]
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To the experts of the conditions which had dominated in Ca-
rinthia for the last sixty years before the World War I it was imme-
diately clear that the detcision for a plebiscite in such circumstances
meant simply the suppression of the principle of a free self-decision
of the people, and that behind it there was rather hidden the aprio-
ristic tendency of annexing the whole of Carinthia to German Austria,
The Siovenian people in Carinthia to which the pan-Germen Administra-
tors already in 1813 had left only three Slovenian schools; and which
had "been suomitted to a hundred years pressure of the planned general
germanization, = this pevple was, of course, nct able To measure in-
stantaneously its forces with pan-Germanism in a "pisbiscite”, orepa-
red in_such conditions_that_the predcminancy of the S&Verty million~
cerman nation over the Small 1wo million Siovenian nation, Which at
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that time was just only liberaling itself From the milerary German
chains, could make itself felt to the full extenz.

-
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Even in more propitious historico-political conditions a ple-

biscite for the Basin of Celovec (Klagenfurt) could then hardly have

succeeded in favour of Yugoslavia because of the conviction, prédomi-
nant in that period, of the economical and communicationel indivisibi-
lity of Carinthia, Plebiscite zones were so decided and divided that
the rea. alternative of the plebiscite was : either for Carinthia (vo-
ting for Austria) or against Carinthia (voting for Yugoslavia), It is
not necessary to point out that the German plebiscite. propaganda knew,
of course, how maSterly to exploit this particular point of issue in
1ts favour, And, finally, meny Slovenes “votes for Austria, because
hey didn’t like to enter in & common State with the Balcans,
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The result of the plebiscite gave 15,279 votes for Yugoslavia
and 22,025 for Austria, In spite of 511 the abore exm
the Slovenian side the Jermans thus won only with a relatively small
majority, That the voters in the Carinthian pleblscite were in majo-
rity Slovenes, this essential fact is admitted by the Germans them-
selves, So bor instance, the Nazist I, Gruenberg quotes ip his book
Die deutsche Suedostgrenze" (Berlin, 1941, on the page 156), that
among 22,000 votes gien for Austria 10,000 wers Slovenian ones, In the
light of the exposea conditions in Carinthia this German admission
explains the whole secret about the Carinthian plebiscite,
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A short historical and ethnographical survey,
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Slovenes, the most western branch of the western Siav u%tions,
settled in_ their actual national territory in 6% century, In 9th cen-
tury the Slovenes were settled in a territory of about 70.000 square
kilometres, extending from the river Tagliamento in Friuli and from
Istria to,%he Balaton Sea in Panonia; from the Culf of Trieste to High
Tauern and unto Danube at Linz and further on to Viernna,

On this large area the Slovenes created their independent State,
named Carantania, with Carinthia as its centre.

The original democratic character of Carantania is well known,
symbolized as if was in the ceremony of enthronement of the Carantanian
Dukes, It could be said to be the first Democracy on the Buropean con-
tinent, especially in contrast with the aristocratic-feudal swstem of
the CGermans, Jean Bodin, the author of the sovereiznty conception of
the modern state, characterized the Slovenian rite of inthronization
in Carinthia with the following words ¢ "The Ceremony of the inthroni-
zation of Dukes in Carinthia has no rival in the world", And Aeneas
Silvius, the later Pope Pius II, wrote about this rite in his "Asiae
Buropae elegantissima uescriytio" that no other nation peossesses an
analogous exemple of official symbolism, In its full cohtent the rite
disappeared in 15th century, But still in 1726 the Emperor Charles VI
received in Celovec the homage of the provincial states as a remi-
niscence of the old Slovenian rite,

An other proof of the ancient Slovenian sovereignty in Carinthia
and thap, the totafly Slovenian character of the region lasted at least
unto 162 gentury i® to be found in the "Carinthian Chronic® of the
historiographer Unrest of about 1500, There we read : "Since the
ancient times all the Dukes of Carinthia had the right +to defend their
cause in the Slovenian language, if they were accused before the Empe-
ror or the Roman King,.,, Because Carinthis is an absolutely Slovenian
%%ﬁntry". It is known too, that the Carinthian Dukes, even if after

1 century the Slovenian

I,
U

century of the German origin, used unto 15T
language as the official language of their cour

For three hundred years the Slovenes enjoyed total political
independence, The last Slovenian State formation, after the decline of
Carantania’s independence, had been in IX®2 century in Inferior Panonia
with its centre at Blatno hezero (the lake of Balaton), which was then
destroyed by the irruption of the Hungarians into Central Europe,
followed by a gradval hungarization’of the most ncrth-eastern Slove-
nian settlemen%s,
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Politically subdued, territorially divided, but nationally united,
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As a consequence of these historical events the Siovenian
territory became divided among different "frontier Marks® of the Ger-
man Empire, which the CGermans created between the Danube and Adriatic
in order to defend their Empire against the East, These "Marks" after-
wards developed mostly into feudal counties or duchies; oontinuousl¥
changing their masters and borders, From these counties arose the later

ustrian Imperial Lands ; Carinthia, Styria, Carniola, Gerizia and
Istria, Thereby the original Slovenian territorial unity was split,
the indigenous Slovenian nobility replaced, and the Slovenian settle-
%gn@s'slowly but constantly pressed Irom the north dowm towards the
driatic,

By this historical process, which had been a direct consequence
f the conscious policy of the German Emperors in the Middle Ages to
enetrate down towards the scuth (Italy), the original Slovenian na=-
ional territory was at the end of 18U century reduced in the north
o the south and central Carinthia and to south Styria,

In spite of this tragical historical and political development
the Slovenian nation preserved its national consciousness and unity
which . canifested itself varticularly at the time of the Turk irrup%ions
in Central Europe, when the whole Siovenian nation took up arms for
the defense of her native land and of the western civilization,
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In the begirming of 19%1 century victorieus Napoleon created
on the coast and in the hinterland of the northern Adriatic a new
State formation, named "Iliria®, including in it Dalmatia, Istriz, Go=-
rizia, Carniola and the eastern half of Carinthia, just in order Lo
prevent the German plan of cutting the non~German Europe in two by
penetrating dowmn to the Adriatic coast, Of the Slovenian settled . .
Austrian lands only Styria, the western part of Carinthia and the Slo-
venian Prekmurie (the region bordering on Styria on the other side of
the river Mura in Hungary), renained outside Ilyria,

After the collapse »f Napoleon the Habsburgs maintained the
Iliria formation and in 1825 they even subordinated to the Ilirian
regional Govermment in Ljubfjana the political district of Celovec,
Their aim was, however, just the opposite of that of Napoieon, It was
oniy in 1849 that Carinthia was again detached from its renewed union
with other Slovenian provinces, and since that date the CGerman impe-
rialism did not omit any offort to break every political and cultural
relation of Carinthia with other Slovenes in order to make easier the
germanization of this most north-western Slovenian region.

Carinthia an essential part of Slovenia,
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 But these pan-German aims could not succeed? Carinthia was not
only the_gradle of the Slovenian national existence and the pride of
their political traditicns, Carinthia alsc has had a great part in the
development of the Slovenian national culture, In the period of the
Renaissance (1550~1600) Cerinthia was for some years leading in the
Slovenian literature, In the period of the Catholic remewal in Carin-



thia was published in 1574 the forst Slovenian Catholic catechism,
L

Historiographer Muziser printed in 1592 in Celovec the firit Slove-
nian-latin-German-Italian dictionary, anc in 1600 "Thesaurus Polyglo-
tus", In the period of the so-~callet *“Enlightment” Oswald Cuttman from
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GrabBtajn in Carinthia published in 17;7 n Celovec the first Slove-
nian grammar, which had six editions, In 1806 Japelj published the
first Slovenian traduction of the Holy Scripture. Inithe first as well
. el - ‘tl“’). Ly l"L 3 . " Gl g o) '\ & 1 o
a8 in the second half of 19W2 century in Carinthia lived some of the
greatest Slovenian writers and politicians, In Ceioveg~alsgﬁworke§ the
Tirst Bishop of the Slovenian Catholic Diccese in Megibor (Styria
Anton SlomBek,

In the first part of the second half of 191 century Celovec
became the centre of the whole Slovenian cultural life, In 1852 the
collaborators and disciples of Slom8ek founded in Celovec the greatest
Slovenian popular editorial institution, "St, Hermagor’s Society",
which then every year published for its members over 500,000 Slovenian
books, creating by this the basis for Slovenia’s editorial primacy
among the nations of the whole Central Burope, Italy and the Balcans,

. .These facts prove guffioien@l¥ that Carinthia has been a Slo-
venian land continuously living in intellectual community with other
Slovenian regions,

In the second half of 19%h century the historical process of
germanization of Slovenian settlements in Carinthia and Styria took
violent and systematic forms, becoming after 1870-173, the year of the
German victory over France and of the conclusion of The new Cermano-
Austrian Alliance, an official means of the modern pan-German impe-
rialism, which in the north pressed upon Polish settlements in § lesia,
Poznan and Pomerania, in soughea§t upon Slovenian Carinthia and Styria,
in order to build their planned "bridges" on the Baltic and on the
Adriatic,

he germanization after 1870,
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. . .The main means and methods of the modern germanization in
Carinthia and Styria were :

1) The public administration and bureaucracy was wholl gan~Ger~
man oriented and acting. The officials were carefully seleo%e for
this purpose, Over 5,000 pan-Cerman minded Austrian officials invaded
Slovenian Carinthia, They were almishty, The Slovenian farmer who dared
to speak Slovenian in a public office was sure to fall in disgrace,
From 1903 in Carinthia was_officially forbidden the use of the Slove-
nian language even at the law-courts,

2) The schools in Carinthia were German or so-called bilingual,
1.6, germanizing, The aim was to prevent Siovenes from having théir
omn “intellectuals and to make people accustomed to speak fluently
German while the Slovenian language, on the contrary, should only
have been spoken in the local dialects so as not to be appropriate for
the public use, Of 230 teachers of the so~called "bilingual®™ schools
in Carinthia only some_ twenty of them were capable ¢f reading and
writing the Siovenian language, Instead of teaching the Slovenian
children beautiful Slovenian popular songs one forced them to sing
pan-Cerman imperialisti¢c hymms as "The Guard on the Rhine", "Salute to
you (tije German Emperor) crowned with the victory", ete,

~ As late as in_June_Qan- 1918, the semi~official German news-
paper in Celovec "Freie Stimmen" wrote : *The aim of the schocls
among the Slovenian population (of Carinthia) is to raise not only the
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number of those who speak German (the criterium of Austrian census !
- ed,n,) but also the number of the people who act in the German spirit
considering the adversaries of the Germans as their own enemies”,

3) Thereby the whole public life and economical development in
towns became gradually germanized, On this "spontaneous" basis then
worked the overwhelming German capital, and especially the semi-offi-
cial pan-Cerman organization with exprossly germanizing purposes like
"Schulverein" (with schools germanizing aims), "Suedmark® (Wwith the
purpose systematically to buy Slovenian land properties in Styria and
ngiﬁthéa), "Justay Adolf Verein", and other similar institutions of
aii K1nas,

4) The administrative and political division of the region was
made according to such an "electorial geometry" that Slovenian South
Carinthia was split in small pieces and these pieces attached to the
great electoral districts with Cerman majority, Thereby 120,000 Slo-
venes of South Carinthia could send only one sole representative to
the Vienna Parliament, while as an average for every 27,000 Cermans
there was one member of Parliament, In the Carinthian Provincial
Council 114 big German proprietors had ten seats, while 120,000 Slo-
venes had only two of them, -

The fictive germanization,
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i Characteristic of the artificial germanization of Stgria and
Carinthia was the method of the official Austrian census of the_ popu-
lation, As criterium for the census was chosen the "colloquial lan-
guaze", which in the exposed conditions was, of course, predominantly
2 : 3 : :

Jerman, By this cheating method of census one aimed at giving the
Austrian Empire an overwhelming German, and in the Hungarian part of
it Hungarian appearance, Besides the execution of the census was 1n
the hands of pan-Cerman minded officials, and carried out, according
to the admission of the pan-Cerman "Crazer Tagblatt", as a propagan
matter for pan-germanism, All other means of official and private
German_pressure too were pub into action, Thus the Austrian census
afterl870 was like political elections in an absolutistic State with-
out secret vote, The knowledge of the lerman language, however feable
it might be, was sufficient for the Cerman census-official to put in
the German column of the census schedule all inhabitants who were
Somehow able to make themselves understood in German, Still more, All
Egrsons who at the moment of the census stayed at a giace where they
had not legal domicile, were automatically classified as German-
speaking,

How the fictive germanization was demasked in Styria,
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This fictive germanization, existing originally only in census
registers, served to the Cerman rulers for the justification of all
the methods of the subsequent active and real gérmanization carrigd out
in the regions and commmnities indicated by the census as overwhelm-
ingly Cerman-speaking, After the germanizavion established on the pa-
ver real germanization began to be systematically carried out, By
cutting off in that way one piece after another of the Slovenian na-
tional territory in Carinthia and Styria the_ pan-Cerman oriented ru~
lers of Austria hoped to appropriate gradually the whole of Slovenia
down to the Adriatic.
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, In_this way the Germans actéed both in Carinthia and in Styria,
Just as Beljak (Villach) and Celovec and other greater centres in
Carinthia s0 also in Styria the towns of Maribor and Celie and other
greater centres in eompactly Slovenian settled hinterland of South
ctyria were officially shom as "Cerman-speakinz’. But as soon as the
german domination was over and the greater part of South Styria after
1919 had been included into free Slovenia this pan~Germarn swindle of
Austrian census was at once completely demasked and exposed, Maribor,

Celje and all other "Cerman-strongholds" in Under Styria manifested
their absolutely Slovenian charagter, TFor Maribor; for instance, the
Austrian census of 1900 showed 19,293 "usually Cerman-speaking® people
and only 4,062 Slovenian speakinz. In 2919, on the contrary, the rela-
tion was more than reversed, although there has been in Yugoslavia for
the Germans an absolute political and cultural freedom, as it was Se=
veral times proved {see Ffor instance ° Carinthiacus, The position of
the Slovenes under Austria compared with that of the German minority
in_the Serb, Croat, Slovene Kingdom, Ljubljana 1925), It would be si-
milar in Celovec and in Beljek and elséwhere in South Carinthia if
this Slovenian region were in 1919 given back o Slovenia, Just as in
Meribor, in Celovec and Beljak 00, with some exeptions, the real Ger-
mans are only masses of Cerman officials who were sent there to domi-
nate and to germanize, There w.re in Celovec and other comtres of Slo=-
venian Carinthia in 1914 more than 5,000 of mostly immigrated German
officials, while Slovenian officialb were generally alowed to serve
only in Carniola or were sent in service to different non-Slovenian
regions of the Austrian Empire,

. Therefore the official Austrian census after 1870 in the mixed
Austrian territories can in no way be takern a® a reliable measure of
the real national situation, On some examples we shall see to what
absurdities this pan-German cheating and terrorizing method led,

The only more or less reliable sources for the real ethnogra-
phical situation in Carinthia and Styria might therefore be considered
the census before 1870, As regards latter snurces the ecclesiastical
Annuals, indicating for every varish wha® language was used at divine
offices and in_the ecclesiastical administration of single parishes,
is the only reliable indicatior. This is the only reasonable ethoogra-
vhical ori%erium in a country where the mother-language of +the indi-
genous population 18 banished from all the publi life except from
the Church,

The ethnographical situation in Carinthia,
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According to the official Austrian census of 1844 and 1851

and on the basis of their own informaticn the known Austrian ethno-
graphs Petz, Hain, Czoernig, Hermanitz, Fischer and Kozler unanimously
declared as’compadtly Slovemian territory the part of Carinthia south
of the line : Ponta%elj (Pontaffel) -~ Smohor (Hermagor) - Zilja (Zail)
Alps ~ Dobra¢ (Villacher Alpe) - Osoje {Osgiacher) .auern~-Senturdka
gora, (Ulrichsberg) = StaLens§a gora Magdalenenberg) - Svinfka planina
(Saualpe) - Labud (Lavarmend) = the border of Styria. As it is shown
on the map, this ethnographical line is essentially the same as that
made on the basis of the latest ecclesiastical data of 1910 and 1918,
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The offipis. Austrian Census :
¢ (ensus of ABAG 85 x BBeS v EEE: G UYL e
: Cerman-speaking :22300332223,489*240500022419785:304,287:377,000:
; Slovenian-speaking . 95, 544: C6, 7350 :109, ouo; 102, ooo' 82.212: 27.000:

Statistics ;or tne terrwnorv boutb of the 1 ewtloned 11n .

Official Austrian Census of 1890 : 100,%31 Slovenian-speaking
45,644 German=speaki n~

Official Austrian Census of 1900 : 83,9 2 Slovenian-speaking
6.,033 German-specking

0fficial Austrian Census of 1910 : , 238 Slovenian-speaking

81
81.457 German-speaking

The Annual of the Diocese of Celovec of 1880 : 119,440 Slovenes

lov
25,659 Cermans

The Annual of the Diocese of Ceiovec of 1910: 123,000 Slovenes
40,553 Cermans

he statistice of the Parishes concernew in 124,000 Siovenes
1913 ¢ 38,000 Germans

The cited statistical data speak for themselves, Southern

Carinthia is ﬁenulne Slovenian land in spite of all pressures and
tricks of the pan=-Cerman domonators of Garinthia,

The reliability of the Austrian census

Let us make only three observations resg aralnﬁ the reliability
of Official Austrian Census after 1870, the year of the beginning of’
the pan-Cerman preparations for a complete domination in Europe,

a) The Cerman historiographer Wutte, a great authority among t

,ermaas, declarec re»aro;pﬁ the Austrian censuges in mixed terr¢torﬂmﬁ‘

that ’1t is clear by itsel? that the partition of the opulatLon by

nati Oﬂa ity can not be effected on the basis of the colloquial .an~
guage
5] loyenes see themselyes forced to declare the Zerman languase® ("Ca-
rinthia® 1900, ».171).

b) The provincial %p“c-¢ for the Public Education in Carinthia
cotiposed on December 1804 ] registers of parishes containing the
number of children by nat:ona 1 ies, Let us cite some of them :

Children
Serman Slovenian
TR TR e e SRS R P 3, % &9 %
Grabstain (urafrqstelp) el e ke e X0, 6 89,g
St e e S A 24,4 Zg,
B o eerRlOT) e L 20, (
i s T v (S R e 362 03,

... and that * perbon W0 bv o;r*h have the con801ence of being
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Twelve days later the official census gave for the same parishes the
following figures :

Population
Zerman-speaking  Slovenian-speaking
s S G S 90 % 10 %
Sk oSN Rl S SR ; 50,1 49,8
Zrelg oooooo R E R N EEEEREEERREEN] 40,2 gg’
Pokrée ,.... SRR S e e 41,1 b ,2
Bistrica‘ R EEEE R R ) NEREEERRE 44’4 95’
Still some t¥gical examY es of the "reliability" of the Austrian cen-
sus in Carinthia after 1870 :
'“";f;; """""""" -?'é””"f;f """" “Poroent. of "Gorman-speaking” peop, :
illages 1 g ol gt e R >
il prembmet A8l o ona D e
e CGEe 12 R 1
e R Tada 0o SRR e 4
L Komtenje G Kosanje .. . . b bl e
o ogglalce. thams s e b B e
s fradnl o . Kotmaravas_____ S om e e S I 8953
‘Novaves o UG o R . OO ISR, U e R R 100
T R ‘ Yarija na 2ili :__ Bk e e BB B dL e
wfablen. v L VMarija na_Zili :____ Bl o Lo 600
) skp Sedton, atlamda mandill 12 ot et dR Ll S0
SERRRL R e L e e
3 L g 5 R B S
fbegketes o o R b e S e e B
I Hogariaves ~  t Sv.Taweld U 0 SR v
_Bulinjavas____: Sv,Tomal __ . e g R
' Varija na Zili ‘ Marija pa 2ili . ___ b el o AL
Wedborovnica _ i Medborovnica i ___ o g0 @ 3
i AR Aolem o AR o e e TR
_BekStajn ______ :_Bek8tajn _____ L R R sl g e
:_Trdnjaves ____ { Trdnjavas S
« HodiBe » HodiBe : & BLc e Rg s T

e yn e . s v o A G e e e S B $ed S e A B B e M G e b S G G . . g - S S ot W G e B G e e el B e Sy e T e S e e

The same official .governmental pubblication "Die Ergebnisse der
Volkszaehlun§ vom 31;10,19f0, bearbeite § m Bureau der K XK, statisti-
schen Zentralkommi®sion, Wien 1912", (p,5 9, felt itself obliged Mo
declare that the official census statistics cannot be used as a solid
2@818 for the considerations about real proportions of the nationali-

ies,

According to the official Austrian statistics in Carinthia the
natality of Slovenes was 34 ¢/oo and that of the Germans only 30 o/00
(Oosterreichische Rundschau, 1915, I1I, p,1l ), The official census
between 1846 and 1910 show on_the contrar% a diminution of the "usu-
ally Slovenian7speakin§" population from 29,99 % to 20,05 % of the
total Carinthian population and the respective 1ncreas§ gf the ,
"usually German-sgea ing" population from 70,01 % to TS, 1 % of the
total population !

1
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~ The only possible conclusions regarding the ethnographical si-
tuation in Carihthia (and also in Stryria) after 1870 therefore are :
.+, The germanization, fictive as well as real, carried out during
the later period of the agressive pan=-Cerman imperialism, especially
T 5 < p . L A s | < R %
after 1870, cannot be accepted as basis for the geopolitical delimita-
tion between the Cerman north and Slovenia,

2. The cited ecclesiastical sourc
graphical territory in Carinthia as de
sraphs on the bagis of the census of 1
Slovenian in 1918,

es show that the Slovenian ethno-
Limited by the reliable etino-
846 and 185% was still wholly

Slovenian Carinthia under Zerman Austrian Republic,

PE e o e et et e Saw a6 (e e G G G e et S0 et e Ko b e v Py Kw o B b PN O 89 S TG I SN W S B OTS P tem G B Gt e Pay e bt St (v

Still less one can accept as a reliable indication of the real
ethnographical situation the post-World Tar I official census in Ca-
rinthia, based upon the same Tormal criterium of the "colloquial lan-
suage" as in ancient Austrian Empire, when we remember that the extre-
melv chauvinistic policy of CGerman Austria in rezard to the Slovenian
minority was only an accentuated continuation of the previous pan-Ger-
man methods of germanization, The autonomous administration of Carinthia
and other decisive factors in the public life of the post-World-War I
Carinthia were the same a8 those of *the pre-World-War I period, The

ossibilities for uncontroled germanization, fictive and real, were in
he after-Torld-War I German Austria still larger than in the ancient
Habsburg Empire, when, in the Viemna Parliament and in Carinthia‘s Pro-
vincial Council, there had been also Slovenian and other interested
representatives. Besides the post-World=War I Cerman Austria was a fe-
derative State (Bundesstaat), Thus the traditionally pan-Cerman orien-
ted leaders in Carinthia were in the vost-Torld-~Tar I period still
stronger than before, Thus, for instance, the Austrian Central Covern-
ment in Vienna answered all complaints, regarding the treatment of the
Slovenian minority which was in notorious opposition to the respective
vrescriptions of the Paris Peace Treaty, witn the statement tha it
could do nothing being without force against the Provincial covernment
of Carinthia, The very leader of the pan~Cerman policy in Carinthia,
Dr,Arthur Lemisch who in May, 1917, had declared at a public meeting
in Celovec that "the Germans of Carinthia will continue on their
clearly traced route, as they did until the present in the interest

of pan-Germanism”, said at the splem assembly of the Carinthian re-
zional Parliament on November 29tl, 1920 : "With the German culture
and the Carinthian good nature, if school and Church will do what they
have 1o, we shall fulfil-in the time of one Sole_generation the task
which we have undertaken", Before the World War I the Church could do
its sacred duty, without having to be willing to Serve pan-Cermanism
but only Cod ahd the people, After the World War I many things changed,
Many Slovenian priests had {0 leave Carinthia and Jerman ones came in
their piaces, The pan-Cerman political pressure, which in anclant
Austrian Empire had not been able to subdue the Church, could in the
post-mar Cerman Austria exercize a notable political pressure and
control over the Church also, After “the Anschiuss Slovenian priests
were persecuted and the whole Slovenian clergy of Carinthia, over 80
in number, were forced to leave Slovenian Carinthia, like the Slove-
bian clergy of 1941 German occupied Yugoslav Slovenia, Already before
the Anschluss the last Slovenian private schools in Carinthia’ were
suppressed, So the program of Drﬂfemisch’s *Carinthian good naturg"
was duly carried oul,

i %

~




In partisular about the post-war Austrian census it is enough
to cite what was Wgﬁtten on' them by the German newspaper "Arbeiterwillé
of Graz on April y 1925 ¢ "It is pure nonsense to claim that there
are only 3%, 00 Slovenes in Carinthia,,.The figures of the census of
1923 cannot serve as a basis for the racial distribution of the popula=
tion because of the lying propaganda, and in some cases terrorization,..
There are to-day in Carinthia about 80,000 Slovenes®, ;

It should be noticed that the cited figure was not applied to
the whole of South Carinthia, (since the communities of Jezersko /See-
land/, Sv,Daniel, QuStajn /Qutenstein/, Kotlje /Kostelach/, MeZica
/Miessdorf/, Prevglge /%raevali/, Crna /Schwarzenbach/ and Dravograd
/Unterdrauburg/ with some 25,000 Slovenss had in 1919 passed over to
Yugoslavia), but only to that part of it which remained under the
Austrian domination, For that part the official census statistics of
1910 had given only 68.462 as Slovenian-speaking poXulation, i.e, how-
ever nearly twice that which the official post-war Austrian statistics
gave, but still 12,000 less than the figure admitted by the cited Ger-
man Source in 1925. In reality there are in Austrian Carinthia over
+00,000 true Slovenes and tens of thousands of recently germanized
veople who, lLowever, still understand their mother-language,

Slovenian settlements in Styria,
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The historical region of Styria is geographically divided in
Upper, Central and Under §tyria; Under Styria 1s ethnographlcally
a genuine Slovenian ceuntry, Statistically declared "usually German-
speaking" enclaves, disappeared at once when this part of Sturia was
in 1919 included into free Slovenia, But there have still remained in
German Austria the northern outskirts of Under Styria which Slovenia
is with justice claiming to be attacked to it;

How the germanization was carried out in Under Styria, appears
not onl¥ from the general criterium of Austrian census, i.e, Inat of
the "colloguial language", and from the most different terrorizing and
cheating methods in its application, but also from a Sﬁeoially inter-
esting fact, It was officially admitted (Statistische Monatsschrift
1901, g 557=592) that the natality among the Slovenian population of
Under Biyria’was twice as great as that of the Germans in Central and
Upper Styria, So from 1880-1890 the 388,419 officially admitted Slove=-
nes had 32,869 newborns, meanwhile the 794,841 alleged Cermans had in
the same time onlg 29,571 newborns; In the period between 1890 and
1900 the 400,480 Blovenss had 39,535 newborns and 847,923 Germans
onl¥.39 407, the official Austrian cénsus of 1910 had, however, no
dif 1cuity and no shame in declaring only 153 Slovenes more than in
1900, but on the contrary 80,909 more Cermans !

As charagteristic of the pan-German policy of the Austrian
Empire after 187§ are significant also the following comparisons; The
official cengus of 1910 admitted in the German Central and UpYer Sty-
ria only 2,882 "Slovenian-speaking” §ogu1ation, while it results from
the same census that there were 45,196 persons with domicile in diffe-
rent comgactly Slovenian Under Stryrian communities; The same census
alleged Tor Under Styria 67,825 "usually German-speaking" people, while
Ehere were only 3,156 persons with domicile in really German communi-
ties, _

The places which are to be considered as ethnographically still
belonging to Slovenian Under Styria, either because they still are
wholly S%ovenian as for instance the communities round Radgona (Rad~
kersburg o Or because they have been fictively or really germanized
only in the last decades, are :
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a) Sotota {Sobot) and Ivnik (Bibiswald), belonging before 1919 to
the jurisdiction cirguit of Marenbers, which in i1t8 greatest part was
given by St.Germain’s Treaty 1o Siovenia, They_ have been germanized
only recently, On the area of Ivnik as iate as 1910 some 1940 persons
had their domicile in absolutely Slovenian communities, Even the offi-
cial census of 1910 showed in the circuit of Marenberg 10,348 "usually

lovenian-speaking® people and only 4,724 "German-speaking”,

' b) The commnities of Klanjec (Zlanz), Gradifte (Schlossberg),
Arves (Arnfels), Ludane (Leutschach), Gomilica (Gamlitz) and Ernovz
(EhrenhausengS tarther down towards the river Mura on the other side
of the actual Yugosiav-Austrian frontier,

The named communities are victims of the described fictive and
real germanization in most recent times; But even the official census
of ;9TO could not avoid showing the mixed ethnographical character of
those commmunities, For Klanjsc (852 Slovenian~5peakin§ Z49 Serman-
Spea§1ng and for Gradi8te (1198 Slovenian-speaking, 8 8 German-spea-
king) it was obliged to admit the majority of the Slovenian—speaking
population,

~ The scclasiastical data show, however; the Slovenian character
of all these communities, The German rulers of ancient Austria them-
selves considered these places as being Sicwcnian @ in fact they de-
tached them from the quite totally germanized political district of
Lipnica (Leibnitz) and attached them to the Slovenian electoral
circonscription of Maribor,

~¢) The suall town of Radgona (Radkersburg, with the neighbouring
villages Petrna (Laafeld), i etinei (Sicheldorf), Dedonjci fDedenitz),
Gorica {Coritz) and Zenkovcl (Zelting) on the left bank of the river
Mura {(Mgr) in the corner which the actual Austro-Yugoslav frontier
makes at the point where the river passes into Yugoslayia, According
to the official census of 1880 there were in these villages 774 Slove-
nianmspeakln%‘people and only 92 Qerman-speaking ones, For the tom
of Radgona itself the census of 1910 showed 1,700 German-speaking
inhabitents and 970 Slovenian-speaking people, The truth is that The
said villages are compacily Slovenian and there are no genuine German
settlers, The town of Rzdgona too was a genuine Slovenian settlement,
The inhabitants are, for The greatest part, of Slovenian origin even
if in recent times most of them hawe been fiotively or really germa=-
nized,

~ Fcoclusiastical informations, in 8o far as the% exist, show
that in nearly all the above mentioned places on the dther side of the
actval Austro»Yugos}ay frontier divine office was celebrated in Slove-

nian language tiil 1914,

Slovenes in Hungary.
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_ _ After 1919 there remained in Hungary nine communities which
have been absoiutely Slovenian according to the official Hungarian

census of 1910 and Some commnities which have had an officially admit-

ted Slovenian monority,

j As wholly Slovenianm can_be considered the folloying communi-
ties on the Hung%rlan side : Dolnﬁl Senik (Alsogoelnoek), gtefano¥01
/ . e P 1
(Apatistvanfalva), Gornji Senik (Kersoezoelnoek), Andovel (Orfalu),
Verica (Permise), Rabska Slovenska yas (Rabatotfalu), Ritkaroyei

¢

(Ritkahaza), Sakalovei {Szakonyfalu), Otkovci (Ujbalaszofalva),
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