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I.

According to official German sources it may be established that 
the  Polish population of Upper Silesia am ounted in 1920 to about 
1260000 .

In the plebiscite vote 479359 voters declared themselves in favour 
of Poland. According to calculations presented in Annex I, these 
479 359 voters represent 1 022000 inhabitants  of the plebiscite 
te rr i  tory.

Doubt had been raised as to w hether the 1260000  Poles above 
mentioned desired to he united with Poland and the plebiscite was 
in tended precisely to settle this question. As regards  more than a 
million of them  no doubt is longer possible and it  is evident that 
they wish to he joined to Poland.

It would he easy to dem onstrate  that the nu m b er  of votes for 
Poland would have been still larger, if the Polish .population had 
not been submitted to strong economic and m oral pressure  on the 
par t  of the adm inis tra tion  of Upper Silesia which rem ains  Prussian 
until  the present time, and if the Germans had not resorted to all 
sorts of abuses and frauds  (see Annex no. 2).

It follows from an examination of the results of the vole tha t  an 
agglomeration ol 'Polishmajorities exists towards the East while the 
German m ajorities  are found towards the  West. A line of division 
is dictated.

This line, separating  the region of the German m ajority  from 
those with a Polish majority , is asfollows : It commences a tB ogum in  
(Oderberg) and follows the Oder leaving to Poland those parts  of



the districts of Racibórz (Ratiboř) a n f | ) f  Kozle (Cosel) on the r ig h t  
bank  of the river. On the left bank, it  would em brace a num ber  of 
com m unes which .declared themselves for Poland. From there  it 
would follow the boundary  of the district of Strzelce (Gross 
S třeh l i tz), as far as Groszowice (Groschowitz), whence it.wauld tu rn  . 
toward the Rast as far as Vossowska and then toward t h e Ä&rth to
Chobie and Knieja (Kneja). Then it would traverse the distr ic t  of
Olesno (Rosenberg) to the Polish frontier.

The following are the data with regard to the majority  of com­
m unes. votes and population in each of these two parts of the 
plebiscite terr i tory  (Polish block and German block).

In the part  where the  Polish majorities are found (6 450 km 2) :

N um ber o f N um ber o f in h a b ita n ts  N um ber o f
votes re p re s e n te d  by th e se  com m unes and

—  votes. m an o rs .

For Poland 455260 929000 673
For Germany 409618 6'19 000 230

In the  par t  where the German majorities are found (4500 
sq. klm.) :

For Germany 297 987 402000  565
For Poland 44099 93000 25

II

Germany, recognising that the result of the plebiscite is not 
favourable for her , raises various objections against the  proposed 
solution and, first ofall, proclaims the principle of the indivisibility 
of Upper Silesia.

il is not difficult to prove tha t this thesis is ill founded. The 
Treaty of Versailles speaks in explicit te rm s in Article 88, as well 
as in Paragraphs 5 and 6 of the Annex to that Article, of a division 
of the plebiscite te rr i to ry  and of a boundary  line to be traced.

The thesis of indivisibility should be rejected also because this 
province is already in fact divided, the districts of Grottkau, 
Neisse, Falkenberg and in part  tha t  of Neustadt, having been assi­
gned to Germany before the plebiscite while as a par t  of the dis­
tric t of Ratiboř which was allotted to Czecho-Slovakia.



Germany declares tha t economic grounds likewise oppose the 
separation of Upper Silesia from Ihe Empire, the economic re la ­
tions between it  and Upper Silesia being so close that the two 
countries form bu t one from the point of view of production, and 
th a t  it would not be possible to detach them from one another 
w ithout destroying the m echanism  which assures the success of 
production.

This a rgum ent is entirely without foundation. The pretended 
unity  of Germany and Upper Silesia was no closer than  is necessa­
rily the case where two countries are surrounded  by the same 
tariff boundary. As we show in a special study (See Annex 4), the 
bonds which existed between Germany and Upper Silesia were 
merely artificial and constituted even a h indrance to the develop­
m ent of Upper Silesian industry . In fact, the importance of the  coal 
industry , and still more tha t  of the m etallurgical industry  of 
Upper Silesia for the economic life of Germany was d im inishing 
from year to year as the consequence of the geographical situation 
of Upper Silesia, far removed from the body of the Empire, and of 
the constantly increasing competition of the Western coal basins, 
better s ituated with respect to German m arkets  and privileged by 
the railroad tariff policy and by the customs tariff policy of the 
German Government (See Annex 4). On the other hand  the in d u s ­
try of Upper Silesia cannot get along without the  raw  materials  
originating in Poland and it finds its na tu ra l  m arkets  in the 
countries of the East. In this m an n e r  Poland and Upper Silesia 
complement one another : the industr ia l  region ol'Upper Silesia as 
centre of production, Poland as source of raw  m ateria ls  and as 
one of the most im portan t  m arkets  for tha t  production.

Germany urges also that she would be menaced in her  existence 
and condemned to economic ru in  if she should lose Upper Silesia. 
This statement does not correspond to the facts, since Upper Silesia 
played only a secondary role in  the economic life of Germany. 
There is no doubt tha t it  constituted a source of enrichm ent for 
Germany, b u t  this was accomplished with a detr im ent to the popu­
lation of the country.

Upper Silesia has been treated  up to the present day as a colony 
and as such always exploited. The German policy in this respect 
was not limited to drawing profit from the na tu ra l  riches of the 
soil of Upper Silesia and those beneath its surface; it consisted



also of the exploitation of the local population. Nowhere else in 
the Empire were the wages of labour so low; nowhere else was the 
labour of women and children so^exploited as in  Upper Silesia, 
where children figured regularly  am ong the underground  workers.

The cities of the  industr ia l  district, which gave strong German 
majorities in the plebiscite, play in the economic organism  of 
Upper Silesia only the role of adm inistra tive centres d irecting this 
exploitation of the country. We devote a special annnex to the 
examination of the conditions of labour and of the system of 
exploitation in  Upper Silesia and to the role played by the cities 
(See annex 5).

By leaving to Germany the power to continue as in  the past to 
exploit the Polish working classes of Upper Silesia, who are im pa­
tiently awaiting the hou r  of deliverance, the European Powers 
would help to create a centre  of incessant troubles in the heart  ol 
Europe.

Not less ill founded are  the German assertions to the effect tha t  
Poland would dispose within its p resent frontiers  of more than  
sufficient coal ressources and would possess such great unexploi- 
ted reserves that she could dispense with those of  Silesia.

On the contrary, it is a demonstrated fact th a t  Poland lacks 
coal and this fact is explained in  the following m anner.

The mines of 'that part of the Polish coal basin  which is situated 
in former Congress Poland (Dombrowa basin) and which contains 
coal strata easily accessible to extraction (Sattellloeze), develop 
up to the same level of advancement as the m ines of the industria l 
district of Upper Silesia. The exploitation of these Polish coal 
s tra ta  is highly advanced. This pari of the Polish coal territory, 
however, is very limited in  area and its coal reserves belonging to 
t h e “ Sattellloeze ” group do not am oun t to m ore  than  1/12 as 
m uch as the coal reserves ol Ihe same group in  the central basin 
of Upper Silesia. The reserves of the Southern p a r t  of the Polish 
basin  (Galicia and the Polish part  of Teschen), where the exploi­
tation is comparatively little advanced, are , according to geologi­
cal researches, especially those of German experts, very inferior 
to those of the central district of Upper Silesia in all respects : 
quality of coal, thickness of veins and accessibility. The profitable 
exploitation of the coal deposits of this pa r t  of the Polish basin, as 
well as that of the coal reserves of the distr ic t  of Pless (Pszczyna)



in the Upper Silesian basin, will be possible on a large scale only 
after the mines of the central Upper Silesian basin shall be on the 
point of exhaustion (see Annex 4).

i l l .

On the other hand, it is certain (as is proved by Annex 4) lha 
Germany without the Upper Silesian coal, and even after the loss 
of Alsace-Lorraine and the Saar district, could not only cover its 
own coal requ irem ents  bu t even dispose of a su rp lus  for export, 
and the m ore so because, by virtue of Article 90 of the Treaty of 
Versailles, Poland would be obliged to authorize the exportation 
of products  of the Upper Silesian m ines to Germany in case Upper 
Silesia should be detached from the Empire.

The coal of Upper Silesia, and in fa r t  all its other products, are, 
however, for the regions toward the East, the vilal condition ot 
their industr ia l  development, ju s t  as the artificial fertilisers of 
Upper Silesia are indispensable for the ir  agricu ltu ra l development. 
Upper Silesia, by its geographical situation as well as by iis e thno­
graphic character, is therefore destined to contribute to the no r­
mal development of the countries of the East.

Moreover, it  is evident that Germany, if she controlled Upper 
Silesia, would rem ain  mistress of the development of these coun­
tries. She would hold them in economic dependence to herself  just 
as she has done hitherto  and, according to the needs of her  policy, 
she would paralyse their  n a tu ra l  evolution. This economic depen­
dence would necessarily involve a political dependence whi> h 
would have as a consequence' the reb ir th  of the conception of 
Mittel Europa under  German hegemony, a conception whose rea li­
zation has been hindered by the victory of the Allies bul which is 
arising anew, as is proved by the recent events in the Tyrol.

Poland of pre-war days affords a str ik ing  example of the d a n ­
gers which menace peoples who do not possess economic indepen­
dence and who arc thereby deprived of all possibility of industr ia­
lization. Bound down in her norm al economic development, she 
was obliged to send to America in the year 1915 alone no less than 
500000 em igrants , and also to send in search of temporary labour 
beyond h e r  frontiers, especially in Germany, about 500000 persons

I
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annually , who fu rn ished  Lo Germany an underpa id  labour force. 
On Lhe other hand, the German Empire, despite an annual increase 
of 700 000 inhabitants, had an emigration  of only 50000 or 40000 
persons yearly.

it is evident therefore lhat both the economic development of 
Upper Silesia itself and the establishm ent in Central Europe of an 
equilib rium  of productive forces and of norm al conditions of exis­
tence for the various peoples, are opposed to a solution of the 
Upper Silesian problem different from that which we have set forth.

This solution, conforming lo the Treaty of Versailles as well as to 
the results  of the plebiscite, would a t tr ibu te  to Poland that par t  of 
Upper Silesia which declared itself Polish by a strong majority  of 
com m unes as well as of inhabitants .

DELEGATION FOR TH E  AFFAIRS OF UPPER SILESIA 

P r e s i d e n t  : (— ) Dr.  K.  R A K O W S K I ,
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(— ) Eng .  Jo z e f  K I E D R O N .  
(— ) Dr. Jo z e f  P O T Y K A .  
(— ) Dr.  J a n  GORSKI .

E x p e r t s  :

( •••) Eug.  R O M E R .
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{— ) J e r z y  K R A M S Z T Y K .
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A N N E X E  I

Analysis  of the results of th e  plebiscite

T H E  P O L I S H  A N D  G E R M A N  B L O C K S

In Ihe Polish block 675 com m unes and m anors  (Gutsbezirke) voted for 
Poland and only 250 Гог Germany. ■ Moreover this  n u m b e r  of 250 in ­
cludes only a few large cit ies ; th e  rem a in d e r  is composed almost exclu­
sively of small population  m anors ,  w h ich  are  u n d e r  the domination of 
r i c h  G erm an p rop r ie to rs  who possess every facility for influencing the  
vo te .

Approximalively th ree  q u a r te rs  of the  area of this  Polish block consist 
of com m unes  w hich  gave a m ajority  for Poland. On the  o ther  hand  the  
reg ion  s i tua ted  to the West of Ihe part i t ion  line ind ica ted  in th e  Note 
gave an a lm ost solid m ajori ty  for Germany. In the Polish b lock  as a 
w hole there  w ere  455,260 votes for Poland and  409,618 for Germany. 
In the  G erman b lock 297,987 votes w ere cast for Germany and 44,099 
lor Poland.

In o rde r  to apprecia te  correctly  the resu l ts  of th e  vote, one m u s t  h ea r  
in m ind  the  conditions in which the two contending  part ies  stood. 
Above all, one m u s t  not lose s ight of the  fact th a t  when th e  Peace 
Conference, by its first decision, assigned Upper Silesia to Poland d irec tly  
and  w ithout res tr ic t ion ,  it based the delimitation  of te r r i to ry  not merely  
on e thnographic  considerations b u t  also on stra teg ic  and  economic 
grounds . It was th us  th a t  the  d is tr ic t of Namyslow: (Namslau) was allotted 
to Poland in o rder  to rectify  the fron tie r ,  and  th e  d is tr ic t  of Glupczyce 
(Leobschutz) on account of the enclave between T roppau, Katscher and 
Oderberg, w hich  la t te r  was to he assigned to  the  Czeclio-Slovaks. In 
reality  the resu l ts  of th e  vote in these d is tr ic ts  ought not to be taken 
into account,  since the  p lebiscite ought to decide only concerning tue 
lo t of te rritories  whose e thnograph ic  c h a ra c te r  was contested.

Consequently, in exam ining the  resu lts  of the  vote, these two dis tric ts  
m u s t  necessarily  be excluded.
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V o te  of t h e  L oca l  P o p u l a t i o n .  —  It is im possible  to know exactly 
how  many émigrés voted a ltoge ther .  T h e  oi'licial figure of the n u m b er  
of ém igrés  reg is tered  is 192.496. Among th e  to tal of voters the  abs­
tentions w ere  only 2.1 °|c : hu t this proportion  was w ithout doubt a little 
h ig h e r  for the  ém igrés .  E stim at ing  it a t  3 .5  we arr ive at і 86.000 as 
the n u m b er  of émigrés who actually  voted.

In the Polish block, 94.065 émigrés were reg is te red  and in th e  German 
block 98,431. Applying th e  percen tage  of abstentions above indicated, 
we obtain a figure of about 90 .500 émigrés  voting in  the Polish block 
and  95.000 in the  German block.

No one knows, of course, exactly how the  ém igrés  voted. Never­
theless certain facts indicate  clearly how th e  g rea t  m ajority  of them 
voted. As a m a t te r  of fact, no Upper Silesian settled in America could 
possibly re tu rn  to vote. The only o ther  country  w here  a large n u m b er  
of ém igrés  from Upper Silesia have se t t led  is Germany, and  95 0/° of the 
ém igrés  who voted cam e from th a t  country. In Germany they have 
been sub ,ec t  to pow erful germ aniz ing  influences. Moreover, the  Upper 
Silesians living in Germany, who w ished to r e tu rn  to Upper Silesia in 
o rde r  to vote for Poland, found infinitely less facili ty to do so than those 
who could be counted  upon to vote fo r  Germany.

Taking account of all these conditions, we cannot suppose th a t  m ore  
than 10 %  of the  émigrés,  or in ro un d  n u m bers  19.000 persons, voted 
for Poland. The ac tua l  n u m b e r  is doubtless m u c h  less.  Moreover, it 
is certa in  th a t  the g rea te r  p ar t  of the émigrés  who voted for Poland cast 
th e i r  ballots in the  Polish b lock . We believe th a t  in  th e  German block 
the re  were no m ore  than  2.000 ém igrés  who gave th e i r  votes for 
Poland, i. e. th e re  rem ain  a t  the m ax im um  17.000 such  ém igrés  in the 
Polish block.

Assuming the above figures as reg a rd s  the  vote of th e  ém igrés ,  the  
vote of the local population appears  in ro u n d  n um b ers  as follows :

Total Vote Polisti Block G erm an Block" Total

Vole o f  the inhab itan ts o f  the P lebiscite te rr ito ry  (by su b tra c tio n ).

For P o land ........................  4 1 8 .0 0 0  4 2 .0 0 0  4 6 0 .0 0 0
F or  G e rm an y ...................  5 3 6 .0 0 0  2 0 5 .0 0 0  5 4 1 .0 0 0

For Poland.
For Germany

4 5 5 .5 0 0  4 4 .1 0 0  4 7 9 .4 0 0
4 0 9 .6 0 0  2 9 8 .0 0 0  707 .6 00

Vole o f  em igres.

F o r  P o land .  . 
For Germany.

1 7 .0 0 0  2 .0 0 0  1 9 .0 0 0
7 4 .0 0 0  9 5 .0 0 0  167 .0 0 0
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P O P U L A T I O N  R E P R E S E N T E D  BY T H E  V O T E  
O F  T H E  I N H A B I T A N T S  O F  T H E  P L E B I S C I T E  

T E R R I T O R Y  IN T H E  P O L I S H  B L O C K

I t  is clearly specified in  the  Treaty of Versailles th a t  th e  partit ion  of 
Upper Silesia should he in  co n fo rm ity  w ith  the desire expressed by the 
“ inhabitan ts  ” , and  n o t m erely  w ith  the desire o f  the voters (artic le 88, 
P a rag raph  5 of the  Annex).

For  tha t  m a t te r ,  even if  th is  point had  not been specified, it  would 
obviously be only j u s t  to take  into consideration the  in terest of the 
ch ild ren  rep resen ted  by the  voters and  th e  varia tions in th e  size of 
families am ong the  different categories of voters.

The a t t r ibu t ion  of Upper Silesia to Germany or to Poland affects the  
lot of th e  p resen t  younger  genera t ion , to say no th ing  of fu tu re  g en e ra ­
tions, at least as m u c h  as it does th a t  of persons at present of an age to 
take p a r t  in th e  vote. T h e  Polish voters have m u ch  la rger  families 
than the  German voters.  According to the  las t census —  th a t  of 1910 
—  about 45 %  of the  inhabitan ts  among the Upper Silesian population 
of Polish  m o th e r - to n g u e  have passed the  age of 20 years , while among 
I he German population  the  corresponding  proportion  is m u c h  h igher  
am oun t ing  approx im ate ly  to 56 °/0. It  is p robable  tha t  as a resu lt  of 
the w ar,  w hich  b ro ug h t  about a d im inution  of the b i r th  ra te ,  and  for 
o ther  reasons ,  th e  two proportions are  today a fi li le h ig h e r  and one may 
reasonably  suppose th a t  th e  change w hich  has taken place has been such 
as to s t reng then  th e  Polish a rgu m en t .  We have however based our 
calculation only upon age d is tr ibu tion  identical with  th a t  of 1910.

On th is  basis ,  we may conclude tha t  to 1 .000 Poles above 20 years  of 
age there  corresponds a to tal Polish population of all ages of 2 .220 
(1 .000 : 0 ,45),  and  tha t  the corresponding  figure for the  German popu­
lation is approximately  1.790 (1.000 : 0.56). In o ther  w'Ords, one may 
say th a t  Ihe votes for Poland have m ore w eigh t th an  the  votes for Ger­
many by reason of the  facts w h ich  we have ju s t  shown.

P O P U L A T I O N  R E P R E S E N T E D  BY T H E  V O T E S  
IN T H E  P O L I S H  B L O C K

Assum ing th a t  in  the  Polish block all votes of Ihe res iden t population 
in favour of Poland were cast by Poles, it follows in  th a t  the  population
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re p resen ted  by th e  votes for Poland (without tak in g  account of the 
small n u m b e r  of abstentions) m u s t  correspond w ith  the  n u m b e r  of votes 
of the  Polisbres idents  ind ica ted  above, namely  418.000, m ultip lied  by 
2.22, i. e. about 929.000.

Even in  th e  Polish b lock  a certain n u m b er  of Polish votes wrere d o u b l- 
less cast  for Germany. We believe th a t  to fix th is  n u m b e r  at 10 °/,) of 
th e  total votes for Germany in this b lock, or in ro u n d  n u m b ers  at
41 .000 ,  is to m ake  an over-estimate. However, on th is  hypothes is  the 
votes of th e  res idents  cast for Germany in the  Polish block would appear 
as follows:

4 1 .0 0 0  Poles (m ult ip l ied  by 2.22) rep resen t in g  . . 91.000 persons.
2 9 5 .0 0 0  Germans ( —  - - 1 . 7 9 )  . . 528.000 —

T o ta l .....................  619.000 —

The m e re  comparison of these  two figures, 619 .000 and  929.000, the  
fo rm er  rep resen t ing  the  total of the  inhab itan ts  who in the  Polish block 
a re  favourab le  to Germany, and  th e  second th a t  of the  popula t ion  in th is  
b lock w hich is pro-Polish in sen t im en t ,  b r ings  ou t c lea rly  the n um erica l  
super io ri ty  of th e  la t te r  w h ich  exceeds th e  fo rm er  by 50 °/o- W e con­
s ider  th a t  it is th ese  figures of the population  rep resen ted  by the  resi­
den t  votes w h ich ,  in conformity w ith  Section 5 of the  Annex to Article 88 
of the  Treaty  of Versailles, o ugh t to be taken  into considera t ion  in 
judg ing  the  re su l ts  of the  p lebiscite.

The vote of the  ém igrés  exercised an unden iab le  influence in d e te r ­
m in ing  th e  m ajori ty  in the different com m unes, and  th u s  in fixing the 
b oundaries  of the  G erman and  Polish blocks. Having used  and abused  
th is  influence, the ém igrés  have re tu rn ed  to Germany. For th is  reason 
in our opinion th e i r  votes should not offset the  im portance  and  the 
significance of the  Polish m ajori ty  in. th e  Polish  block.

For  th a t  m a t te r  section 5 of th e  Annex to Article  88 states specifi­
cally th a t  the In te ra l l ied  High Commission will rep o r t  “ as to th e  line 
which ough t to be adopted  as th e  f ron tie r  of Germany in Upper Silesia. 
In th is  recom m andation  regard  will be paid to the  wishes of th e  inhabi­
tan ts  as shown by the  vote, and to th e  geographica l  and economic con­
ditions of the locality ” .

If, however, one should  ins ist on tak ing  account of th e  ém igrés  in 
the calculation  of the population rep resen ted  by the vote, i t  is perfectly  
clear th a t  th e i r  votes ought to have m u c h  less w eigh t than  those of the  
res id en t  population . The ch ild ren  and families of the  ém igrés  live 
outside the  b o u nd ar ie s  of Upper Silesia. While each res iden t voter 
r e p resen ts  at th e  sam e lime bis family w hich  constitutes p a r t  of the
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local population, the same w eigh t cannot he attached lo the  vole of the 
émigrés.

Adding th e  n u m b e r  of the ém igrés  to th a t  of the  local population 
rep resen ted  by the res iden t voters, we obta in  for the  Polish b lock  the  
following figures :

For P oland .

Population rep resen ted  by the  res id en t  v o te r s . 929,000
E m ig rés  who voted for P o la n d ....................... ...........................  17,000

T ota l ............................. ....  . 946,000
For G erm any.

Population rep resen ted  by the resident voters.

P o l i sh ................................................................... ....  91,000
G e r m a n ................................................................................... 528,000

Emigres who voted for G erm an y ................................................  74,000

Total. . . . . . . . .  695,000

The total in favour of Poland thu s  obtained is stil l 40 °/o h ig h e r  than 
tha t  in favour of Germany, and tha t  aftei4, having m a d e ,  in each  case 
where estim ates  were necessary , hypotheses the  most favourable  to the 
German ca se .

S I T U A T I O N  O F  T H E  C I T I E S  W I T H  G E R M A N  
M A J O R I T Y  IN T H E  P O L I S H  B L O C K

The most s t r ik in g  fact with regard  to the  plebiscite vote in the  Polish 
block is th a t  a large fraction of the  votes for Germany w ere  concen lra ted  
in four cit ies of the  industria l d is tr ic t.  These cit ies are  s i tua ted  a lm ost 
a t  the  very fron tier  of the p resen t Polish te r r i to ry  and  consequently  far 
d is tan t from the  German block. They are su rrounded  by the  densely 
populated  m in ing  te r r i to ry  of the indus tr ia l  d is tr ic t,  w hich  gave a strong 
majori ty  for Poland; fu r th e r  away th ey  are  encircled  by a vast agricu l­
tu ra l  zone which likewise gave the  m ajori ty  of its votes for Poland. In 
the analysis of tlic  resu lts  of the  p lebiscite therefore ,  one m u s t  clearly 
d is tinguish  these cities of th e  ind us tr ia l  dis tric t from th e  re s t  of  the 
Polish block.

The cities th u s  taken  into consideration are Katowice (Kattowitz), 
Bytom (Beuthen), Królewska Huta (Koenigshütle) and Gliwice (Glei- 
witz).
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in the a t tach ed  tab le  we have m ade  o ther  territoria l dis tinctions 
and  have shown separately the  vote for :

I o The fo u r  cit ies above m entioned  ; 2° The rem aind er  of the in d u s ­
tr ia l region com pris ing  the  d is tr ic ts  of Katowice (Kattowilz), Bytom 
(Beuthen) and  Zabrze; o° Rybnik and Pszczyna (Pless) ; 4" The r e ­
m a in der  of th e  Polish b lock  inc lud ing  th e  d is tr ic ts  of Tarnowskie-Gory 
(Tarnowitz),  Gliwice (Gleiwitz), Strzelce (Gross-Strehlitz) and  Lubliniec 
(Lublinitz), w ith  p a r t  of the  d is tr ic ts  of Racibórz (Ratiboř), Kozle (Cosel), 
Üpole (Oppeln) and Olesno (Rosenberg).

As.regards  each of these four zones, we have m ade  calculations sim ilar  
to those p resen ted  above for the Polish  block as a whole. In each case 
it  has been assum ed  tha t about 5 .5 %  of the  ém igrés  reg is te red  for the 
vote abstained from  voting and  th a t  about 20 %  of the  émigrés voted for 
Poland. In  each case i t  has been estim ated th a t  1 ,000 Polish res id en t  
voters rep resen t 2 ,220 persons and 1,000 res id en t  German voters 1,790 
persons. This tab le  shows clearly the  Polish m ajority  outs ide the  four 
cit ies of the  indus tr ia l  d is tr ic t.  D educting  the  vote of those cit ies the  
vote in  the Polish block was in rou nd  n u m b e r s  :

For P o l a n d .......................................................................  402 ,000 votes
For G ermany......................................................................  295 ,000  —

The vote of the  res iden t popula t ion  alone appears  as follows :

For P o l a n d .......................................................................  589 ,000  votes
For G e r m a n y ..................................................................  255 ,000  —

If all th e  votes of th e  re s id en t  population  in favour of Poland were 
cast by Polish voters, th e  n u m b e r  of inhabitan ts  whose desires these votes 
express am oun ts ,  in the Polish block, outs ide of the fou r  cit ies of th e  
indus tr ia l  d is tr ic t ,  to 865,000. Assuming that  10 °/0 of the  to tal n u m b e r  
of votes for Germany w ere  cast by  Polish residents , th e  popula t ion  
favouring Germany am ounts  to only 455,000 persons  or 50 °/0 of th e  popu­
lation favouring Poland. If to these la t te r  figures we add th e  n u m b e r  of 
ém igrés  who voted respectively for Poland and  for Germany, we obtain 
for the  Polish block, outs ide of the  four cities above m en tioned ,  the  
following figures :

For Poland . . , ,  ..........................................  876,000 persons
For G e r m a n y .............................................    491,000 —

It will be observed tha t ,  moreover, in each of the  three groups of t e r ­
r i to ry  ind icated  above, outs ide the  four large cities, there  was a large 
majority  for Poland; th a t  in  each group  th is  m ajo ri ty  is st ill g rea te r  if 
only the vote of the re s id en t  popula t ion  is considered, and th a t  th e  dis­
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propor tion  becomes still more s t r ik ing  if one considers  the g rea te r  size 
of the Polish families and calculates the n u m b e r  of lire population r e ­
p resen ted  by Ihe votes. It is t rue  th a t  the Polish majori t ies  are  g rea te r  
in the dis tr ic ts  of Rybnik and  Pszczyna (Pless), than  anyw here  else, but 
they are  also m arked  in the indus tr ia l  region outside of the cities and  in 
tha t  p a r t  of the ag ricu l tu ra l  region outside of the  d is tr ic ts  of Rybnik and 
Pszczyna (Pless).

It was to be expected that the  four cit ies above nam ed  would give 
strong majori t ies  for Germany since (as is more fully set forth  in Annex 5) 
they w ere cen tres  by m eans of w hich Germany exercised h e r  domination 
over the  Polish popula t ion  and  conducted he r  germ anizing propaganda.

It is unnecessary  to analyse the vote in the German block w ith  the same 
m inu ten ess  as th a t  in th e  Polish block. Certain points, how ever,  deserve 
a tten tion .

The n u m b e r  of ém igrés  reg is te red  to vote was relatively g rea te r  in the 
German block than in the  Polish block. In ce r ta in  d is tr ic ts ,  there  are 
manifest indications tha t  p a r t  of the  vote of th e  émigrés was based on 
fraud. The presence  of a g rea t  n u m b er  of émigrés  no t m erely  augm ented  
d irectly the  German m ajority  bu t it also served to exercise a powerful 
m ora l influence on the Polish voters.

If we apply respectively to the Polish votes and  to the German votes 
the  same factors w hich  we have used above, we may establish approxi­
m ately  the following table as showing the significance, of th e  vote in th e  
German block.

V ote in th e  German Block

F o r P o land . F o r G erm any,

Total n u m b e r  of votes inc lud ing .
Emigrés .  ..................................
Polish r e s id e n t s .............................
German —  .............................

44,000. 298,000
2,000 95,000

42 ,000  80,000
négligeable 125 ,000

Population represen ted  by the  votes :

Of the  Polish res idents  
—  German —

Total

95,000 178.000
224,000

95,000 402,000

After add ing  the n u m b e r  of émigrés 
the total bec o m e s .................................. 95,000 495 ,000
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A n a ly s is  of th e  v o te  in  d ifferen t s e c t io n s  
of th e  P o lis h  b lo ck  and  of th e  p o p u la tio n  rep r ese n te d

b y  th e  vo te .
(In thousands).

REMAINDER OF POLISH BLOCK.
Total
Polish

і  cities 
of  in ­ Total.

Ind.
Distr. Rybnik R em a in d e r

A ctua l Vote :

\ .  F o r  P o l a n d .........................

block

435,3

dus t r ia l
di s t r i c t .

33,5 401,9

ou ts ide
cities.

172,4

and 
PIess.

105,7 125,8
'Ż. F o r  G e r m a n y  . . . . 409,6 116,6 293,0 141,7 46,6 104,7

Emigre's :

5 .  N um ber reg is tered  . 94,1 19,9 74,0 26,8 16,7 50,5
4. L e s s  a b s t e n t i o n s

( 3  v ,  " / „ ) . . . . 90,5 19,2 71,5 25,8 16,1 29,4

E stim a ted  as vo ting  fo r  : 

5. Poland 20 °/0. . . . 17,0 3,7 15,5 5,0 5,0 5,3
6 .  G e r m a n y  80 %  . . . 73,5 15,5 58,0 20,8 15,1 24,1

R en d en t votes (deducting  
ém igrés) fo r  :

7. (1-5) P o l a n d  . . . . 418,5 29,6 583,6 167,4 102,7 118,5
8. (2-6) G e r m a n y . . . . 556,1 101,1 255,0 120,9 55,5 80,6
9. If all res iden t votes 

for Poland had been cast  
by Poles they would 
rep resen t  (m ultip ly ing 
l ine 7 by 2.22) the  
following n u m b e r  of 
in h ab i tan ts ....................... 929 66 865 572 228 265

10. If  of the  total vote 
Ib rGerm any 10 p e rc e n t  
(of line 2) was cast by 
Poles v i z ........................ 41 ,0 11,7 29,5 14,2 4,7 10,4

11. Leaving as the vote of 
res iden t  Germans for 
Germany (8-11). . . . 295,1 89,4 205,7 106,7 28,8 70,2

12. Then the Polish re ­
sident vote for Germany 
would represen t (line 
10 X  2.22) a popula­
tion of ............................. 9.1 20 65 52 10 25
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l in  th o u san d s). 
REMAINDER OF POLISH BLOCK. 

TuLal к c itie s  Ind.

1 5 .  And the German re ­
sident vote (line 11

Polish
b lock .

o f in ­
dustriili 
d is tr ic t .

Total. D istr.
ou ts id e
c itie s .

Rybnik R em ainde r 
and — 

Pleiss. . —

X 1.79) a population of 
14. Making the  total po­

pulation  rep resen ted  by 
the res iden t vote for

528 160 568 191 52 125

G e r m a n y ........................
Adding th e  ém igrés  to 

the  population rep re ­
sented  by the resident 
vote we have.

619 186 455 225 62 148

15. For P o l a n d  (9 -+- 5 ). 946 70 876 577 251 268
1 6 .  For G e r m a n y  ( 1 4 - h  6 ) 693 201 491 244 75 172

T able se r v in g  a s  a b a se  for c a lc u la t in g  th e  n u m b er
of P o lish  and  G erm an in h a b ita n ts  r e p r ese n te d

b y  th e  n u m b er  of P o lish  and G erm an v o te s

S am es o f th e  D is tric ts P e r  c en t o f P er c en t o f
o f the  R eg ie ru n g sb ez irk Poles, Official in h a b ita n ts  above

of O ppeln. cen su s  1910. 21 years . 1910.

1. Pszczyna ( P l e s s ) ........................ 8 6 .7 45 .1
2. L u b l i n i e c ....................................... 8 5 .2 4 4 .7
5. Olesno (R o senb erg ) ................... 8 5 .6 4 5 .5
4. Strzelce (Gr. Slrehlitz). . . . 8 1 .6  ' 4 6 .7
5. R y b n i k ............................................ 8 0 .7 • 4 4 .7
6. Gliwice (Gleiwitz) d is tr ic t  . . 7 9 .5 4 6 .2
7. Kozle (Cosel) — 7 9 .5 4 8 .7
8. Opole (Oppeln) —  . . 7 8 .4 4 6 .8
9. Tarnowskie Gory (Taŕnowilz). 7 5 .0 4 5 .1

10. Bytom (Reuthen) d is tr ic t  . . 6 8 .8 4 4 .6
11. Katowice —  . . 6 8 .2 4 5 .5
12. Zabrze............................................... 5 9 .8 4 5 .7
15. Kluczborek (K reuzburg) .  . . 5 5 .1 4 7 .5
14. Racibórz (Ratiboř) districi . . 4 8 .7 4 7 .0
15. P rudn ik  (Neustadt) . . . . . 4 7 .4 5 1 .4
16. Hula Krol. (Königshütte) . . 45 .1 4 6 .7
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NamésVof lbe  Districts
of lbe líegierungsbeziľk 

of O ppeln.

17. Racibórz city.....................
18. Bytom —  : \
19. Gliwice —........................
20. Opole —  ...................
21. Katowice — .................
22. N iemodlin (Falkenberg) . 
2 5 .  Glupczyce (beobschůtz) .
24. Nissa (Neisse) city . . .
25.  Grotkow............................. ....
26. Nissa (Neisse) district. .

1’e r  ceni. o f P e r  c en i of
P o les, Officiiil in h a b ita n ts  above
cen su s  1010. 21 years. 1910.

40.2 52.0
38 .6 50.2
26 .5 50.2
21 .0 53 .6
14.2 52 .8
1 1 . 1 52.6

7.7 52.9
4 .6 59.6
2 .4 54.2
1.5 54.1

Tbe diagram  w b ich  follows gives detailed  explanations.
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R ela tion  between the percentage o f  Poles in  the popu la tion  o f  each  
d is tr ic t and  the percentage o f  inhab itan ts aboce 21 gears.
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0/° des  hab i tan t s  au-dessus de 21 ans.

The points 1-26 correspond  to th e  dis tric ts  of Regierungsbezirk 
Oppeln. The line which connects symetrically  the individual points 
shows tha t  th e re  are :

Among the Poles (r ight end of the  line), about io  1 / 2 %  of inhabitan ts  
above 21 rears .
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Among the  Germans (left end of th e  line), abou t  54 1/2 0/0 of inhab i­
tants above 21 years.

If one assumes th e  propor tion  of persons between 20 and  21 years of 
age to be 1.6  %  of th e  total population in  rou nd  n u m b ers  both  for the 
Germans and for the  Poles, the percen tage  of persons having th e  r igh t  
to vote (i. e. over 20 years of age) amounts  for the  Poles to 45 %  an(i  
fo r  the Germans to 56 %  ° f  the  total population of the p lebiscite t e r ­
ri to ry .

Taking these figures as a basis, it follows th a t  :
1000 Polish votes rep re sen t  2220 inhab itan ts .
1000 German votes rep resen t  1790 inab i tan ts .



A N N E X  2

A buses  com m itted  by the G erm ans in the  
course  of th e  plebiscite.

A bu ses .  —  The Polish  popu la t ion  h ad  against it  the  en t i re  German 
adm inis tra t ive  and  jud ic ia l  ap p a ra tu s  and, m oreover,  was subject to 
s t ron g  economic p ressu re  exercised by the  heads of business en treprises  
and by th e  G erman landed  p ropr ie to rs ,  who he ld  in their  h ands  many 
of th e  Polish voters. The clergy a l s o , , largely  composed of Germans, 
was often th e  m ost active auxiliary in th e  German p ropaganda ,  and  even 
d id  th is  from the  pu lp i t .

Thousands of ém igrés  came to help  in this p ropaganda  an d ’organized 
dem ons tra t ions  despite  the  p roh ib it ion  the reo f  by the  in te ra l l ied  
au tho r i t ie s .  In add it ion ,  th e  Germans employed still o ther  m ethods 
proh ib ited  by the plebiscite  regu la tions  as const i tu ting  d irec t  and  
il licit p ractices  for influencing the  voters,  nam ely  :

1. They c o r ru p te d  the  voters by buy ing  th e i r  votes individually  or 
collectively. Often this  co rrup tion  was concealed u n d e r  the form of 
subsidies or gifts b u t  these w ere always offered on condition of voting 
for Germany.

2. They th rea ten ed  the work people and  employees w ith  d ischarge  if 
they voted for Poland. They w ere  given positions only on condition of 
casting  th e i r  votes for Germany.

ô. Numerous abuses of pow er were com m itted  by German m em bers  of 
the  voting b u rea u x  and jo in t  election com m ittees .  The Polish voters 
were fu rn ished  only with two G erman ballot's ins tead  of one German and 
one Polish  ballot, and  in the  voting place itself  they w ere  solicited to 
give the i r  votes for Germany,

4. Numerous G ermans voted several t im es  by use  of false docum ents  
so th a t  in certa in  communes, the  n u m b er  of persons who voted was 
g re a te r  than the n u m b e r  authorized  to vote. Un the o th e r  hand  Poles 
were taken  off from  the voting liste.

5. The Germans even w en t  so far as to counterfeit  the  “ Catholic " ,  a 
Polish organ of wide circu la t ion , especially in th e  country  dis tric ts . This
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periodical has always pleaded th e  cause of Poland. All a t  once, two days 
before th e  plebiscite , the. people read  in it propaganda art ic les in favour 
of Germany. The n u m b e r  was counterfe i t .  It  was d is tr ibu ted  by 
thousands th ro ug ho u t  the en tire  ex ten t of Upper Silesia : th e  postal 
employees, in complicity  with the  Germans, sent, it to the  local su b sc r i ­
bers in  place of the  au th en t ic  “ Catholic ” .

I n f lu e n c e  of t h e  P r u s s i a n  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n .  —  It appears  to us not 
superfluous to recall  the fact th a t  the  Commission which was to d e te r ­
mine the conditions of the plebiscite judged  it  indispensable  tha t  the  
plebiscite  should  take  place only after  th re e  years in o rde r  th a t  by 
total change  in adm in is tra t ion  th e  Polish popula t ion  m ight he g u a ra n ­
teed the possibility  of. free expression.

This comm ission, by the  u nan im ous action of the representatives of 
all th e  Powers, even considered  th a t  it. would be absolutely necessary to 
rem ove from th e  coun try  d u r in g  the period  of the  p leb isc i te  the  great 
landed p ro p r ie to rs  and  (he heads of la rge  indu s tr ie s ,  whose iniluence 
m igh t  weigh heavily on the freedom of vote of th e  Poles by reason of 
ihe economic dépendance  in w h ich  they stood with re la tion  to th e i r  
employers. Nothing of the sort was done ; no t only w e re  the g reat  
landed p ropr ie to rs  and  the rep resen ta t ives  of large in d u s t r ie s  not sent 
ou t of the country , b u t  they even tr ied  to influence and  in t im ida te  the 
population by a proclamation issued  jo in tly  and  p u b lish ed  in all the 
new spapers  before the  vole.

E m i g r é s .  —  It is w orlh  while to give special consideration  to the  
role played d u r in g  the plebiscite  by the  ém igrés  who cam e from Ger­
many, as is genera l ly  known, to the  n u m b e r  of 190.000, w hile  Poland 
lu rn ish ed  to th e  plebiscite not m ore th an  4 ,000  such voters.

In the industria l  region outside th e  c ities th e  to tal n u m b er  of émigrés 
was about 10 °/o ° f  Hle n u m b e r  of voters res iden t in the  d is tr ic t .  In the 
u rb a n  d is tr ic ts  of th e  ind us tr ia l  region it  was a li tt le  h ig h e r  and 
am oun ted  to 15 °/0. in the ag r icu l tu ra l  d is tr ic ts  the  n u m b e r  was m uch  
larger and in fact a tta ined as a genera l  ru le  20 to 30 %  of the  nu m b er  
of res iden t voters. In th e  d is tr ic ts  of Neustadt, Leohschuetz and Klucz- 
borek  (Kreuzburg) on the  o ther  h a n d , i t  am ounted  respectively to 45.5°/o< 
52.7 % ancl even 70,5 0/0.

There is no reason w hich can explain why ag r icu l tu ra l  d is tr ic ts  
w hich  are subject to s im ilar  social and  economic conditions should 
show such a difference am ong them selves as reg a rds  the n u m b e r  of 
émigrés,  un less  it he Ihe circum stance  tha t  it iß h e re ,  in these th ree  
ag rieu llu ra l  d is tr ic ts ,  w here  Ihe Polish na tional consciousness was not
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sufficiently aroused, th a t ,  with  the cooperation of the Prussian adm inis­
tra tion, i t  was most easy f raudulen tly  to cause to vote persons who 
were in no way authorized.

The systematic and  p rem ed ita ted  inflow of ém igrés  in to  the  region 
above m entioned indicates th a t  th e i r  vote was exploited by the  Germans 
for well de te rm ined  objects. This mass of ém igrés  appears  to have 
been d irec ted  to the  left b ank  of th e  Oder, to the outlying p a r t  of th e  
plebiscite te r r i to ry  and  to the d is tr ic t  of Kluczbork, a region part icu lar ly  
im portan t for Poland — not merely  in o rder  to m ak e  the  balance th e re  
inc l ine  in favour of Germany, bu t also in o rder  to create  at the  same 
tim e a si tuation w hich  would  re n d e r  a division of Upper-Silesia m ore  
difficult.

Again, the émigrés voting in the  d is tr ic t  of Leobschuetz were equal to 
69 0/0 of the total n u m b e r  of em igran ts  from this d is tr ic t  between 1870 
and  1905. a figure to say the least im probable .  In the d is tr ic t  of Klucz­
bo rk  this  proportion  am ounts  ip 111 °/0, w hich  is entirely fantastic 
since th is  figure exceeds greatly  the  total n u m b er  of persons who emi­
gra ted  d ur ing  the  period 1870-1905.

It is here  th a t  the fraud  becomes s tr ik ing  and th a t  the  violation of 
the will of the people of Upper-Silesia, of w hich the p lebiscite  was to 
furnish  an expression, can he dem onstra ted .

The vote of th e  ém igrés  const itu tes  in m ore  than one way a p a r t icu ­
larly suggestive page of the his tory of the p lebiscite .  Not only did the  
Germans carefully organize this inflow of em igran ts  into U pper Silesia, 
b u t  they also persecu ted  and abused all those w hom  they m ig h t  suspect 
of having Polish sen t im ents .  They, m oreover,  accum ula ted  all sor ts  ol 
obstacles to p revent the Polish ém igrés  living in Germany from re tu rn in g  
to Upper Silesia to give th e i r  vote. The n u m b er  of émigrés  thus p re ­
vented from coming to vote am oun ted  to m any thousands and m ater ia lly  
d im in ish ed  th e  n u m b e r  of votes given for Poland.

The injury caused to Poland by the  vote of the émigrés m ay  n o t  
merely he shown by absolute n u m b ers ,  b u t  we may also call a t tention  to 
n um erous  comm unes w here  the  G ermans ob ta ined  Iheir m ajori ty  solely 
thanks  to the  vote of the ém igrés .  The following table lists the  com­
m unes in question.
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T h e c o m m u n e s  of th e  P o lis h  b lock  w h ic h  g a v e  
a G erm an m a jo r ity  

s o le ly  b y  v ir tu e  of th e  ém ig rés .

Number of votes ,;
Districi ' Communes Polish German Emigres

Bytom (Beuthen) . . .  Micchowice, Gb 1  58 62 4
—  — - Świętochłowice  5 .8 7 4  6 .525  1 .010

Katowice (Kattowitz) . Wirek (Antoriienhütte) . . . 2 .634  2 .850 694
—1 —  Chorzow.  ...................  5 .0 5 9  5 .500  549
—  — Mysłowice. . . . . . . . .  4 .5 1 9  5 .827  1.862

bliwiee (Gleiwitz). . . Wilkowiczki (Wilkowitz KI.) . 76 86 16
— — B r y n e k   149 152 . 55
— — Oracze .    70 95 55

' — P o n isz o w ic e   259 244 75
—  — T w o r o g    596 439 160

Kozie (Cosel)...Lichyniä  165 195 52
—  — Laki ( L e n k a u )   216 224 62
— —  Brzezce ( B r z e z e t z )   255 505 61

Stara Kuźnia (Kl. Altham). , 114 122 45
—  —  Kotlarnia (Jakobswalde) . . .  26 95 79
■— — Libiszow  145 172 38

Lubliniec (Lublinitz) . Brušiek, G b ........................................  69 83 17
—  — Bziniec S t    112 154 48
— — C i e s z o w a    84 89 52
— —: D ro tarn ia  (Drahthammer) . . 120 121 20
— — D z ie ln a .    58 47 22
—  —  i Ligota Dobrodzienska (EUguth-

G utten tag ) ................  142 144 58
— — Gwozdziany, Gb. . . . . .  . 29 48 50
— —  Lisów ( L is s a u j ............  124 169 65
— — Pawonkow.    147 159 56
—  —  Sieraków (Sehierokau) . . .  178 217 71

Ölesno (B osenberg) . . P ruskow ................................................. 80 95 19
— — O s ieck o ..................•   54 65 15

Szywald, Gb. . . . . . .  . 69 125 82
—  —- Borki Wielkie (Gr. Borek) . . .  56 45 18
— — K u c o b y .................. ......................... 74 . 89 29
—  —  S te rn a l i c e ...........................  174 516 142

Opole (Oppeln). . . . G roszow ice. . ......................................  757 904 179
Pszczyna (Pless) . . . Siedlice (Schaedbtz). . . . . 108' 142 71

— • —  Mikolow (Nikolai) . . . . . .  2 .4 3 4  5 .051  855

1. Gb i G u S s b e z i r k r . . . -  m a n o r .
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-N um ber o f  votes
D is tric t G om m nnes P o lish  G erm an Ém igrés;

Racibórz (Ratiboř) . . Rabice . . . .    435 495 124
—  —  Markowice.   • • • 578 585 106
—  — linków, G h . .    21 24 16

— Brzeźnica, Gb. .    25 55 27
R y b n i k ...............C z e r w i o n k a ................................  292 555 65

—  Jankowice Rudz. (Jankowitz-
Rauden).  . . . . . . . .  98 105 U

— bartoszowy G órne ......  182 246 112
—  Kolon ja R enerowska(Renners-

d o r f )   65 85 2R
Strzelce (Gr. S třehlitz). Borowin............................. . 148 166 52.

—- — C h o m ie    54 77 25
— — Zdzieszowice (Deschowitz) . . 449 458 140
— —  Gogolin.  .    955 1.262 560

~~ Górażdże.    115 156 98
— —  Kamionek (Klein Stein) . . .  29 51 11
— — Krasowa  70 84 22.
— — Mal nie  ................  175 178 17
—  — Ligota D o ln a .............................  . 56 68 14
— —  P o r e m b a ....................................... 129 149 28-
—  — Zakrzow, Gb. (Sak rau ; . . . .  90 120 40
— — Czarnosin, Gb. (Scharnosin) . 45 64 19
— — Szymiszow....................................... 168 227 59
— — Z y r o w a ...........................................  125 140 41

Z a b r z e .............. Biskupice, Gb................................  257 255 19'



A N N E X  5

A. R ecap itu la tion  of te r r ito r y  w it h  P o lish  m a jo r ity
(P o lish  block)

N um ber o f votes C om m unes
E m igrés

re g is te re d
D istric ts P olish G erm an Polish  G erm an on th e  lists

Gliwice (Gleiwitz) c i ty ................... 8 .558 52.029 4 6.120
— — distr ic t .  . . . 27.498 20.098 88 15 5 159

Strzelce (Gross-Strehlitz). . . . 25.040 22.445 80 54 7.599
Lubliniec ( f ju b l in i tz ) ................... 45.679 45.454 51 47 4.571
Tarnowskie Gory (Tarnowitz). . 27.545 4 7.078 45 9 4.407
Zabrze ( J l in d e n b u rg ) ................... 45.256 45.242 44 4 8 .008
Bytom (Beuthen) c i t y ................... 40.401 29.890 1 5 512

— — distr ic t  . . . 65.024 45 .677 24 6 7.822
Królewska Huta (Kœnigshïïtle) . 40.764 54 .864 1 4.758
Katowice (Kattowitz) city . . . 5 .900 22 .774 4 5 .508

■ - — d istr ic t .  . 66 .419 52.852 29 8 40.975
Pszczyna ( P l e s s ) ............................ 55.578 4 8 .675 122 41 6.696
Rybnik ( R y b n i k ) ............................ 52.547 27.918 124 46 10.058
Racibórz (Ratiboř) r .  bank  Oder 42.488 9.724 51 14 5 .450

— —  left bank .  . 4 .554 890 8 4 278
Kozle (Cosel) r igh t  bank  . . . . 5 .642 9 .525 11 24 2.070

— — left b ank .................. 2 .470 4.557 9 5 426
Opole (Oppeln) right bank . . . 4 .005 5,028 4 4 5 748

— —  left bank .  . . . 4 .445 854 5 4 207
Olesno (R osenberg ) ....................... 5.. 040 4.552 26 44 4.875

T o t a l ....................... 455.260 409.648 675 250 94.065
5 4 , 5 % 48,5 % 74,5 % 25,5 %

P o p u la tion  represen ted  by the voles o f  in h a b ita n ts  o f  the p leb isc ite  area.

4) For P o l a n d .........................................................................................  029.000
2) For G e r m a n y ................................      049.000

B. R ecap itu la tion  of te r r ito r y  w it h  G erm an m a jo r ity  
(G erm an block)

E m igrés
N um ber ol‘ vo tes  C om m unes re g is te re d

Polish  G erm an  P olish  G erm an on th e  lists

44.099 297.987 25 563 98.451
42,9 %  87,4 %  3,9 %  96,4 %

P opu la tion  rep resen ted  by the votes o f  in h a b ita n ts  o f  the p leb isc ite  area.

4) For P o l a n d ........................................................................................ 95.000
2) For G e r m a n y ..........................................................................................402.000
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Econom ic relations b etw een  Upper Silesia  
and Poland

T H E  E C O N O M I C  C O N D I T I O N S  A N D  P R O D U C T I O N  
IN U P P E R  S I L E S I A

The indus try  of Upper Silesia has been able to develop chiefly thanks 
to the  na tura l  r iches  of the  country , such as its coal mines w hich  profit 
from peculiarly  favourable conditions of extraction, its deposits of iron 
ore, zinc ore and lead ore, i ts l imestone deposits, th e  p resence of dolo­
m ites  beneath  its Surface e tc . ,  and  th a n k s  also to the  low wages of 
labour.

This indus try  w ould  have been able to m ake  m u c h  fu r th e r  progress 
stil l had  it  not been for th e  unfavourab le  conditions for th e  m ark e t in g  of 
its p roduc ts  and  for th e  im porta tion  of raw  m ater ia ls  —  consequences 
of th e  incorporation of Upper Silesia in Germany and  of the  b a rr ie r  
which separates i t  from the Eastern (Polish) m arke ts ,  as well as of the  
policy of the German G overnment w hich  above all favoured the  ind us try  
of its w estern  provinces.

F o rm in g ,a  long and narrow  enclave betw een the te r r i to r ie s  of the 
form er Austro-Hungarian and Russian Empires,  Upper Silesia h ad  no 
na tura l  h in te r land .

Czarist Russia and  the  fo rm er Austro-Hungarian Government had ra i­
sed  betw een th e i r  te r r i to r ies  and  Upper Silesia a tar iff  barrier* and the  
d is tance w hich  separa ted  th is  province from the  neares t  German m arkets

1. T a riff du ties  b e fo re  th e  w a r (in  G erm an gold  m arks).

A rticles In  R ussia In  A ustria

C o a l ...........................................
C o k e ..........................................
P ig  iro n  .................................
S teel sh ee ts  and  tubes . .

5 »

59.50  » 

530 . 90

2 M arks p e r  I.

12.80
121.60
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of im portance  b u rd en ed  its p roduc ts  with  far too h ig h  cost of t r a n s ­
portation .

“ By reason  of the  s i tuation  at the  South-East confines of the  Empire ,  
the  Upper Silesia indus tr ia l  d is tr ic t  has always had  to s trugg le  wilh 
g rea t  difficulties as. reg a rds  th e  m ark e t in g  of its products .  I f  Upper 
Silesia has been re ta rded  in  its developm ent,  the  fact is due solely to 
its unfavourab le  geographica l s i tu a t io n .” (Memoire of the  Oppeln Chamber 
of Commerce 1915 and  1917).

The un ion  of Upper Silesia w ith  the G erman E m pire  deprived  i t  of 
the  possibility of ga in ing  the  en t i re  advantage w hich  it  should  from  the 
na tu ra l  r iches  of its soil. To-day w hen  Posen and  West Prussia  have  
been de tached  from Germany, the  si tua t ion  of Upper Silesia as a p a r t  
of the  E m p i re  w ould  be still m ore  precar ious.

Its separa tion  from the  g rea t  bu lk  ot the Polish te r r i to ry  has paralysed 
the  g row th  of i ts  en tire  indus try ,  in view of th e  fact th a t  “ for th e  eco­
nom ic  evolution of Upper Silesia, so badly s i tua ted  from  th e  geogra ­
ph ica l  po in t of view, Poland constitutes always an extremely im po rtan t  
factor, one m ay even say a n  alm ost indispensable  factor. If Upper Silesia 
is unable  to make use of Poland perm anen tly ,  the developm ent of the 
ind us try  of this province will be fatally com prom ised  which will m ate ­
rially  d im in ish  its im portance  for the recons truc t ion  of the E m pire  and 
for its u l t im a te  developm ent as well as for the defence of the country . 
(Memoire of the Chamber of Comm erce of th e  Regency of Oppeln, 
July 1917).

“ The examination of the  political and  tariff considerations as a whole 
leads to the conclusion th a t  no t only has the  tar iff  and  com m erc ia l  policy 
of Germany not favoured the  in teres t  of the Upper Silesian mining 
ind us try  b u t  th a t  th a t  policy has even been very h a rm fu l .  It has  in 
pa r t icu la r  cu t  off this  indus try  a lm ost entirely from  its most im portan t  
m a rk e ts ,  notably  the R ussian  and A ustr ian  m ark e ts  (Kingdom of Poland 
and  Galicia). ” (Manual of the  Upper Silesian ind us tr ia l  d is tr ic t ,  Katto- 
witz 1915, page 294).

The un ion  of Upper Silesia w ith  Germany w as based  p rim ar i ly  on the 
fact th a t  it  was sub ject  to the  sam e tariff system. This co m m o n  tariff 
const itu ted  the m o r ta r  which bound  toge the r  the  tw 'O  organism s. T here­
fore th e  d isp lacem ent of the  frontier ,  and  consequently  of the tariff 
bound ary ,  cannot be for Upper Silesia (nor for Germany) a cause of 
serious economic d is tu rb an ce  (as has been proved a lready  by analogous 
cases, notably th a t  of Alsace-Lorraine, Schleswig etc.) .

The a llo tm ent of Upper Silesia (pa r ticu la r ly  its indus tr ia l  districts) 
to Poland will im m edia te ly  open a n a tu ra l  m a rke t  for the p ro du c ts  of 
the indus try  of this province, a m a rk e t  whose capacity of absorption
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will increase from year to year with  the  developm ent of the economic 
life of Poland and  which will recoup  Upper Silesian indus try  entirely 
for- the partia l loss of German m ark e ts .  Today, in th e  m ids t  of a 
grave economic crisis , it  gives to Upper Silesia the  possibility to meet 
th is  c r i s i s . w ith  com parative  ease. In th is  way wall he realised  th e  
desire of the  leaders  of Upper Silesian indus try  to escape the “ economic 
strangula t ion  ” of this  province “ resu lt ing  from its  geographical and 
political si tuation w hich is the essential cause of the complain ts  of the  
indus tr ia l  d is tr ic t .  ” (Memoire of the Chamber of Commerce of the  
Regency of Oppeln. Sep tem ber 1916).

C O A L

In 1913, the total p roduction  of coal in Upper Silesia, excluding the  
mines of Hultsehin assigned |to Czecho-Slowakia by the  Treaty of Ver­
sailles, am ounted  to 45 .170 .000  tons, or after  deducting  Ihe consum p­
tion of the mines them selves,  59 .555 .000  tons. Of th is  total Upper-Silesia 
consum ed 15 .800.000 tons ;  the  res t  was exported  beyond its b o u n ­
daries.

Of the .coa l  and coke of Upper-Silesia 7 .850.000 tons was exported 
d ur ing  tha t  year to th e  te r r i to r ies  w h ich  now const i tu te  the  Polish State, 
this quantity  am oun ting  to m ore  th an  40 %  of the  total consum ption 
of Poland (18 .500.000 tons). To the  te r r i to ry  now be long ing  to Ger­
many there  was exported from  Upper-Silesia 12 .500.000 tons, or less than 
9 °/0 of i t s  to tal consum ption (140 .000 .000  tons). The m ere  comparison 
of these figures shows the g reat  im portance  of the role played by Upper- 
Silesiau coal in the coal balance of Poland while it  occupies a m u ch  
m ore  modest p lace in the  ba lance  of Germany.

The annual p roduction  of the coal basins.at p re sen t  belonging to Po­
land may am oun t,  if p re -w ar  figures are  re s to red ,  to 9 .000 .000  tons; 
it  will thus cover less than 50 °/o of the  pre-w ar consum ption of the 
p re sen t  Poland (18 .000 .000  tons). Germany, on the o th e r  hand ,  even 
though  deprived of the  basins of Ihe Saar,  of Alsace-Lorraine and of 
Upper-Silesia, will stil l be in a position, if  h e r  production is b rou gh t  
back  to th e  p re-w ar figure, no t m ere ly  to cover en tire ly  h e r  own coal 
req u irem en ts ,  b u t  also to dispose of a considerable  surp lus  for expor­
tation. The German production  of coal and of lignite reduced  to term s 
of coal am ounted  before the  w ar, w ithout the three basins above m e n ­
tioned, to 156.000.000 tons agains t a consuinption of 140,000.000 tons .
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F urth e rm o re ,  accord ine  to the  te rm s of Article  90 of the Treaty of 
Versailles, Poland is obliged, in case Upper-Silesia is assigned to her ,  
to au thor ise ,fo r  a period of 15 years, the exportation of all mine products 
to Germany, which would increase  m ateria lly  the  su rp lus  of coal ol 
which the  la t ter  would dispose after  having covered all h e r  requ irem en ts .  
During this  period  of time Germany could, besides,  increase  by a con­
siderable  ratio  the production  of he r  own collieries. The rapid increase 
of the  production of the R uh r  basin (at the  rate  of 10.000.000 tons per  
year on an average) and of the product ion  of lignite (at the  ra te  of
5 .000 .000  tons pe r  year) offer a s t r ik ing  example of such progress  in 
German coal exploitation.

For th a t  m a t te r  the  im portance  of Upper Siles an coal for the  in ter io r  
German m arke t was d im in ish ing  from year to y ea r  as the re su l t  of the 
competit ion  of the  coal of W estphalia  and of England and of. German 
lignite.

Betwen 1890 and 1913, the share  of Upper Silesian coal in the 
consum ption of Berlin fell from 7 2 ,ô %  to 57 %• The same pheno­
menon may be observed as regards  the  nea re r  German m arkets ,  
notably as regards  the  regencies of Breslau and of Lignitz, Pomera­
nia etc.

On the o th e r  h an d ,  the exportation of Upper Silesian coal outs ide the 
former Germany was tak ing  on a constantly  increasing im portance.

From  1887 to 1915, this exporta tion  increased 515 “/o) r ising  from
2.100.000. to 13 .100.000 tons, w hile  the  sh ipm en ts  by railroad to the
in te r io r  of Germany in its p re -w ar  boundaries  increased d u r in g  this 
period  oidy 204 °/0, r ising  from 6.600.000 tons to 20 .100 .000  tons.

It  was the  Polish te r r i to r ies  w h ich  contr ibu ted  part icu lar ly  to the  
increase of th e  exportation of Upper Silesian coal. The sh ipm en t  of 
such  coal to Galicia fór example increased  from 182.000 tons in 1887 
to 2 .025 .000  tons in 1913 (an increase  of 1012 %)> and  the  sh ipm ents  
to Russia (almost exclusively to the  Polish provinces) rose from 191.000 
tons to 1 .884 .000  tons (or 886 %)•

It follows from the above th a t  th e  Polish te r r i to r ies  offer the  most
n a tu ra l  m a rk e t  for Upper Silesian coal. The in d u s tr ia l  m an age rs  of 
Upper Silesia recognised th is  thoroughly  when they w rote  in the  “ Han- 
book of the  Upper Silesian indus tr ia l  d is tr ic t (Handbuch des Oberschle­
sischen Industriebezirks),  page 551, th a t  “ the  fu ture  ot the coal 
indus try  of Upper Silesia lies in the  m arke t ing  of its p roduc ts  abroad ” , 
by w hich they  m ean t  p art icu la r ly  exportation into te r r i to r ie s  at p resen t 
Polish.

The difficulties w hich  the  exporta tion  of coal encoun te red  before the 
war had  an unfavourable influence on the  developm ent of the  coal pro-
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duclion  o f  Upper Silesia w h ich  increased less rapid ly  than tha t  o f  West­
phalia as shown by the  following table :

P ro d u c tio n  o f  U pper Silesia P ro d u c tio n  of
in tho u san d s o f tons in ­ Index  N um ber I tu h r  B asin  in Index  Nu
c lu d in g  th e  H u ltsch in th o u san d s  o f

colliery tons.

6 .5 5 2 100 12 .715 100
1 7 .7 5 0 271 5 7 .4 0 2 294
5 6 .6 2 5 561 9 1 .5 2 9 718
45 .801 670 1 1 0 .7 2 2 871

It may be seen from the  above th a t  from the  point of view of the 
coal indus try  the  in terests  of Upper Silesia are no t bound up with the 
in terests  of Germany, b u t  quite  to the  contrary  w ith  those of the  coun­
tr ies  w hich  border  h e r  to the  East. It should be noted, moreover,  tha t  
the  coal basins a t  p resen t belonging to Poland p roduce  no coking coal, 
tha t  even deep borings have nowhere revealed  any traces  of it . and 
tha t  this c ircum stan ce  adds still fu r th e r  to the  im portance  for Poland of 
the possession of Upper Silesia.

This im portance  ap pears  still g rea te r  if  one takes into consideration not 
merely the  presen t needs of Poland b u t  also he r  coal situation in the  future- 

The coal b e a r in g  lands which, in the  p resen t s ta te  of m in ing  tech­
nique , lend them selves to exp loita tion  and  w hich const i tu te  th a t  par t  
of the Moravian-Poiish-Silesian coal basin belonging a t  p resen t to Poland 
(the basins of Dombrowa, th a t  of Krakow and a sm all sector of the 
Teschen basin) occupy, accord ing  to the  most careful estim ates ,  an 
extent of 1 .800 sq ua re  k ilometers  and constitu te  consequently  52.7 °/o 
of the total area of th a t  basin . Upper Silesia (w ithout the  Hultschin 
colliery) comprises 2750 sq ua re  k ilom eters  of coal lands or 50 0/ 0 of the 
en tire  basin. Finally, th a t  p a r t  of the  coal bearing  te r r i to ry  of this  
basin w hich  has been assigned to Czecho-Slovakia am ou n ts  to 950 sq. 
kilom eters  or 17,5 °/0 of th e  total area.

These estim ates agree in a g enera l  m a n n e r  with those given by the 
well-known German expert ,  Professor Michael, in his  “ Geology of th e  
Upper-Silesian Coal Basin ” , and in the  art ic le  w hich  he contr ibu tes  to 
the  jo in t  w ork  of the geological congress of Toronto published u nd er  the 
ti t le  “ The Coal Resources of the  W ord l” .

He estim ates th a t  the  fo rm er  Russian Poland possesses, with the coal 
basin of Dombrowa, 440 sq. kirn, or 7 .9 °/o Ih0 I0*3 ! area  ° f  4 ie 
Moravian-Poiish-Silesian bas in ;  Austria (Galicia, Moravia and  Austrian 
Silesia) 2.517 s, k lm . or 45 .5  °/0 of the  bas in ;  Upper Silesia 2.500 sq, 
klm . or 48 ,6  % .
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While the coal b ea r in g  lands of Poland, as a t  p resen t const i tu ted , 
rep resen t ,  from  the point of view of surface area ,  an im p o r ta n t  fraction 
of the Moravian-Silesian-Polish basin , they really  contain only very 
m odest  quantifies of coal, infinitely sm aller  in proportion  to tbe  surface 
area th an  the  deposits of the coal basin of Upper-Silesia and  even o f th a t  
of Karwin. This si tuation is due  to the  par t icu la r ly  favorable geolo­
gical conditions of the Upper Silesian basin and  especially of i t s  cen lra l  
reg ion  com pris ing  Zabr/e , Beuthen and  R attowitz; while the fu r th e r  
one moves tow ards the East or the  South, the worse become tbe  condi- 
ditions.

In the  coal form ation of tbe  Moravian-Polish-Silesian basin  the re  are 
d is t inguished , according .to terminology genera l ly  agreed  to by geologists, 
th ree  groups  of s t ra ta  —  the  m ost recen t  s tra ta  called “ Muldenfloeze ” , 
the m idd le  s t ra ta  “ Sattelfloeze ” , and  th e  deep s tra ta  fo rm ing  the  oldest 
g roup  from th e  point of view of t im e  “ R a n d g ru p p e ” .

The u p p e r  deposits  and the  deep deposits (Muldenfloeze and  Rand­
gruppe) a re  composed of a relatively large n u m b e r  of th in  s t ra ta  o f  
f rom 0 ,5  to 2 m e tres  in th ickness  a l te rn a t ing  with r a th e r  th ick  s tra ta  
of sandstones and  of schists . While the R andgruppe  furn ishes  an 
excellent coal often convertib le  into coke, th e  coal of the  “ Mulden- 
g ru p p e  ” , of in fer io r  caloric  value, cannot in genera l  be transform ed 
into coke. The g rea t  m in e ra l  w ealth  how ever consists of the “ Sattel­
floeze ” w hich  form the th ick es t  veins, lying the  closest to one another ,  
easy to exploit and  giving, especially in the West p a r t  of the cen tra l  
Upper-Silesian region, and  notably  in tbe  ne ighbourhood  of Zabrze, a 
coal of excellent quali ty .

The groups above m en tioned  a re  not d is tr ib u ted  in an  un iform  m a n n e r  
over th e  en tire  Moravian-Polish-Silesian basin. As a resu lt  of geological 
t ransfo rm ations  certa in  s t r a ta ,  and even en tire  g roups  of s t ra ta ,  have 
completely  d isappeared  over re la tive ly  extensive areas  w hile  the lower 
s tra ta  a re  h e re  found m uch  n e a re r  th e  surface . In o th e r  places th e  
entire  coal bearing  formation p lunges down suddenly  to a  d ep th  w here  
it is no longer  possib le  to  u nd e r tak e  m in in g  opera t ions.

These geological m ovem ents  explain the  fact tha t  in  the  cen tra l  region 
of the  Upper Silesian basin the  “ Sattelfloeze ” are  found almost at 
the  .surface and are  consequently  very easily accessible. They form 
h e re  a g roup  of fi or 8 veins w ith  a total th ickness  of from 25-TO m etres 
lying regu la r ly  so t h a t  they are  easy to exploit,  and conta in ing  no explo­
sive gases. Thanks to  these  favourable conditions th e  central region 
forms, and will for a long tim e stil l form, the cen tre  of g ravi ty  of all 
th e  coal p roduc t ion ,  consequently  also of the iron  and  zinc industries .

F u r th e r  to tbe South, in the d is tr ic ts  of Pless and Rybnik, the m idd le
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layers, “ Sattellioeze ” , as can be d e te rm in ed  Trom borings  carr ied  out 
in this region, genera l ly  p lunge  downward to a d ep th  inaccessible in 
Ihe p resen t conditions' of min ing  tech n iqu e .  In the  Krakow basin  
borings carr ied  to a d ep th  of 1200 m e tre s  have no t even revealed the  
presence' of these  s tra ta .  The mines, in these  d is tr ic ts  work in the s tra ta  
of the “ Muldengruppe ” , the exploitation of w hich ,  as follows from  
w hat has been said, is m uch  m ore  difficult.

Outside of th e  cen tra l  indus tr ia l  region of the  Upper Silesian basin  the  
so called “ Satlelfioeze ” s t ra ta  are  found at accessible depth only in the  
bom b row a  basin lying in the form er Congress Kingdom of Poland. 
It m us t however be noted th a t  the coal formation th e re  is m ate r ia lly  
red uced  and tha t  the  “ Sattelfloeze ” of Upper Silesia give place he re  
to a single vein atta in ing  a th ickness  of 12 m e te rs  and  furnishing a coal 
of inferior quality over an area of comparatively li t t le  magnitude .

It  resu lts  from th i s b r i e f  geological expose th a t  it  is the centra l region 
of the Upper Silesian basin w hich combines the most favourable geolo­
gical and technical conditions. Consequently, i t  furnished the bu lk  of 
the coal p roduc tion ,  nam ely  56 .4  million tons in  1915.

The best  expert w ith  regard  to the  Upper Silesian basin, P ro ­
fessor Michael, descr ibes as follows th e  im po rtance  of the “ Sattelfloeze ” 
in  his w ork “ The Geology of the Upper Silesian coal d is tr ic t  ” , 1915, 
pages 46-47 :

“ Upper Silesia, has an exceptional im portance  th an k s  to the coal 
s t ra ta  called “ Sattellioeze ” and  that on account of th e i r  characteris t ics  
and  the i r  s t reng th ,  u n iqu e  in k in d . . . .  I n a  certa in  group o f  veins more 
than  10 °/o of the en tire  formation  of w hich  these deposits  form a part  
consists of fuel lend ing  i tse lf  to exploitation. This condition is found 
especially upon a strip  of territory  from  7 to 12 klm. wide and  s tre tch ing  
from West to East. These veins, thanks to the local up lif t  of th e  coal 
bea r ing  formation, often reach  the surface. The “ Sattelfioetze ” assure 
for all t im e to Upper Silesia a cap ita l ' im p o rtan ce  in  comparison w ith  the 
d is tr ic ts  of the Silesian basin which fall to the share  of ne ighbour ing  
countr ies ,  Russia and Austr ia. Upper S ilesia  alone possesses very  im p o r­
ta n t “ Sattelfloeze  ” . The s t ren g th  and  the  n u m b er '  of veins of Ibis 
group  d im inish  as one moves low ard  the East.  Thus in Poland we find 
only a single th ick  vein of this group . In the b a f n  of W estern  Galicia 
(basin o f  Krakow1) certain  veins s i tua ted  above the “ R a n d g r u p p e ” and 
w hich ,  from th e  s t ra t ig raph ie  po in t  of view, correspond  to the “ Sattel­
lioeze ” have only a local im portance .  ”•

Jus t as the  “ S a tte l l ioeze” const i tu te  th e  basis of coal p roduc t ion  in 
Upper Silesia, so th e  “ Reden ” vein be longing to th is  group furn ishes ,  in 
liie Dombrowa basin of Congress Poland, the m os t im p ortan t  fraction of
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іііе coal production o fľo lan d .  In view of the faci, however,  tha t  it Ihere 
occupies only a lim ited  area and th a t  its exploitation has already been 
carr ied  very far, it is entire ly  impossible th a t  the  propor tion  of this  vein 
should  m ater ia lly  increase. Such an increase  w ould  be the m ore  difficult 
since already all th is  te r r i to ry  is covered by a close ne tw ork  of coal 
mines whose technical m anagem en t is in no way in fe r io r  to tha t  of the 
Upper-Silesian collieries.

In his works w hich we have ju s t  cited, professor Michael places the 
“ actual ’’ reserves and the “ p ro b a b le ” reserves of IheDombrowa basin at
1 .591000,000 tons. He adds however, tha t  the  Russian p art  of the  
Dombrowa basin “ will p robably  be still fu r th e r  reduced  la te r  (The 
(loal Resources, p. 90 8 ;  Geology of th e  Upper-Silesian Coal District, 
p .  4 7 ) .

As regards  the  coal reserves of Galicia, the  exploration of the ter r i to ry  
there  has no t been  ca rr ied  so far relatively as in the  o th e r  basins. 
Polish geologists est im ate  the probab le  and ac tua l  reserves of Galicia at
8 .000 ,000 ,000  tons. We m us t  call a ttention however to the fact th a t  it 
is necessary  to accept the estim ates  of the m ine ra l  wealth  of this pro­
vince w ith  g rea t  reserve , since the latest borings  m ade  in the  South 
part  of th is  basin prove th a t  the coal bearing formation  p lunges rapidly 
u n d e r  the C arpath ians w hich  ren d e rs  it  incapable  of min ing  exploita­
tion.

Thus is fully confirmed the opinion of Professor Michael who ob.ected 
very energetically  to the  overes tim ation  of the reserves of the  Krakow 
basin and  w arned  against loo hasty  op tim is t ic  conclusions (See Michael, 
“ The Coal Resources o f  th e  W orld  ” , page 9 08 ;  “ The Geology of the  
Upper Silesian Rasin ” , pages 48, 61 and 63).

In th e  sector of Teschen allotted to Poland the reserves of c o a l1 are 
es t im ated  a t  500 ,000 ,000  tons to a dep th  of 1,000 m eters .

Thus the  actual and probable  coal reserves of Poland may be est im a­
ted at 10 billion tons. They are  th us  relatively insignificant and new 
researches and  m in ing  explorations in Galicia m ay  red uce  the total still 
fu r ther ,  s ince p resen t figures a re  based  chiefly on theo re t ica l  est im ates .  
In o rder  to apprecia te  th e  practical im portance  of the Polish coal 
reserves from the  point of view of ac tua l poss ib il it ies  of developm ent of 
colliery exploitation, the geological condit ions  set for th  above m u s t  he 
taken into consideration . As a resu lt  of these c ircum stances ,  the  collie­
ries of the  Krakow basin  and those of the  South Eastern  d is tr ic ts  of 
Upper Silesia are compelled to work u n d e r  m uch  m ore unfavourab le

I. Tliese re se rv es  belong- lo llie g ro u p  “ M uldcnflocze ” a n d  in generili a re  found 
ni a dep ili o f m o re  Ниш 800 m ete rs .

і
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conditions and th e i r  profitable exploitation on  a b ig  scale can take place, 
in view of the competit ion of the central Upper Silesian region, only 
when the reserves of th a t  region a re  abou t  to be exhausted. All these 
facts b r ing  out the m o re  clearly  the im portance  w hich  the  coal 
resources of Upper Silesia, and m ore  par t icu la r ly  those of its central 
mining region, possess for Poland.

On the o ther  hand Gerinany, even w ithout Upper Silesia, is one of the 
r iches t  countr ies  of the European Continent from  the  point of view of 
coal reserves, since she rem ains  in possession of Westphalia and of 
very im p o r ta n t  deposits of lignite. According to the  German geologists 
Germany will be completely independan t of h e r  ne ighbours  for h e r  coal 
supp ly  even a lter  the  loss of Upper Silesia (A. Schmidt. : “ Coal in Upper 
Silesia and in the  Saar ” (Die S te inkohlen  in Oberschlesien u n d  an der 
Saar), S tu t tgar t ,  І 9 І 9 .  p. 58-40) .  Thus to leave to Germany Upper 
Silesia w'ould be  not only to m ak e  Poland dependan t on her ,  b u t  also to 
create  the  danger of h e r  hegem ony over th e  coal m arke t  of Europe. Her 
aim to achieve this hegemony is set forth  clearly in th e  w orks of her 
scientists . Professor Doctor F reeh  says in so m any words in his w ork : 
“ Die Kohlenvorraete de r  W ell” (The Coal Reserves of the  World),  Stuttgai t, 
1917, page 51 : “ In two o r  at the most th ree  cen tur ies  England will have 
mined h e r  last b it  of coal.  Germany, as Jules Wolf declares, (and a 
good h a lf  of its su p p ly  will come from  Upper Silesia),  will form then 
th e  economic pivot of ou r  hem isphere  while the  indus tr ia l  power of 
England will be c rushed .  “

M E T A L L U R G I C A L  I N D U S T R Y

It is the meta llu rg ica l  indus try  of Upper Silesia w hich  has felt most 
its unfavourable  s i tuation with in  the  su rround ings  of the economic life 
of Germany.

This indus try  had  to s truggle  with g reat  difficulties :
1. To find m ark e ts  for its products .
2. To supply itself w ith  raw m ater ia ls  and  especially w ith  iron ore.
The situation of this  province, far rem oved from th e  cen tre  of the

Empire, as well as the difficulties connected  with the t r ansport  of its 
p roducts  (lack of waterways),  rendered  difficult for it  the conquest of 
the  in te r io r  German m ark e ts .  Moreover, the indus try  of Upper Silesia 
could compete only upon  a very limited  te r r i to ry  w ith  the  m e ta l lu r­
gical indus try  of W estern Germany. On the  o th e r  h and ,  the  tariff boun­
dary  w hich  separated  it  from the  Eastern  m arke ts  h indered  the expansion 
of Upper Silesian indus try  in th a t  direction.
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The comparison оГ the m eta llu rg ica l  indus tr ies  of Germany in genera l  
and  Upper Silesia separa te ly  brings these difficulties m ore  c lea r ly  to 
light.

In Upper Silesia the  produc tion  of pig iron  increased  be tw een  1871 
and  1913 from  ‘232,000 tons to 995 ,000 tons, or by 529 0/oi while the 
production  of Germany as a whole in  th is  field increased  d u r ing  the 
sam e period  of t im e  from 1 ,564 ,000  tons to 19 ,276 ,000  tons ,  th a t  is by 
1132 % ,  In 1871, th e  p ig  iron  fu rn ished  by Upper Silesia constitu ted  
14.8 %  of th e  total p roduction  of G erm any; in 1915 it  const i tued  only 
5 .16  %  of tlie to tal.

A s 'regards  the m a rk e t in g  of th is  p ig  iron outside the boun d ar ie s  of 
Upper Silesia, tha t region, as late as 1884, exported  12.4 °/0 of its p ro ­
d uc tion ;  in 1915, it  exported  only 5.1 %■ This relative d im inution  of its 
exporta tion  keeps pace w ith  th e  d im inution  in  its sh ipm en ts  into the 
I’olish te r r i to r ie s  w h ich  const i tu ted  the  fo rm er  Russian Poland, and 
shows th a t  the  Upper Silesian pig iron has at p resen t  only a pure ly  local 
im portance  so long as p rohibit ive  cus tom  tariffs close th e  m ark e ts  of 
these te r r i to r ie s  to h e r .

It is the  sam e as reg a rd s  th e  fabr ica ted  p rod uc ts  of th e  m eta llu rg ica l  
in du s try ,  th e  exportation  of which to foreign countr ies  const i tu ted  in 
1884, 16.1 %  of th e  total sh ipm en ts  from  th is  p rov ince  while in 1915 

exports figured in the  total only for 8 .4  ° /0. Here again  the  insti tu tion  
of a customs b a r r ie r  between Upper Silesia and the  m arke ts  of the 
te r r i to r ies  w h ich  const i tu ted  the fo rm er  Russian and Austrian Poland 
had fatal consequences for Upper Silesia.

The figures w hich  follow and  w hich indicate the  share  of Upper 
Silesian iron  (bars, ra ils ,  tubes  etc.) in the supply  of the neares t  German 
provinces, prove fu r th e rm o re  th a t  the meta llu rg ica l  ind us try  of Upper 
Silesia was m ore  and  m o re  being elim inated  from the  in te r io r  German 
m arke ts .  The coefficient of th is  p a r t ic ipa tion  appeared  as follows :

Silesia  w ith o u t the
R egency  of O ppeln . B erlin  B ran d en b u rg  Saxony.

1884 65.7 %  19.7 %  1 5 . 6 %  16 .6  %
1911 5 5 . 2 %  1 4 . 5 %  ¡ 2 . 8 %  12.2 %

The leaders of Upper Silesian in dus try ,  in  th e  “ H andbuch des Ober- 
schlesischen Indus tr iebezirks  ” (Handbook of the Upper Silesian Indus­
tr ial District), descr ibes as follows th e  grievous .situation of the m e ta l ­
lurgical ind u s t ry  of th is  province : “ In a genera l  m an ner  it is im pos­
sible not to recognise  th a t  the  si tuation of the  Upper Silesian m eta l lu r­
gical indus try  at th is  m om ent is very g ra v e . . . .  In fact it  is not m ere ly  
the various in d u s tr ia l  en te rp rises  and the w ork ing  people employed in
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this  indus try  who suffer from the bad conditions of m arke t ing  and ot 
profitableness in w hich  the indus try  a t  p resen t  finds itse lf;  it  is not 
m erely  the  num erous  com m unit ies  and cities of Upper Silesia w ith in  
whose boundaries  the  iron and  steel works are found; the  s i tuation  is 
felt also in many o the r  fields of economic life and  part icu lar ly  in  the  
m in ing  in dus try .  ”

fn comparison with the indus tr ia l  d is tr ic ts  of Western G erm any,U pper 
Silesia was in an unfavourable  s i tuation  from the  point of view of its coke 
supply . That which it  i tself  fu rn ishes ,  usually  too soft, scarcely lends 
itself to the req u irem en ts  of the  iron in d us try .  Thus the average annual 
production of a b las t fu rnace  in Upper Silesia is only 31,082 tons w hile  
in Dusseldorf it  am oun ts  to 71,361 tons.

We may point out h e re  a part icu lar ly  in terest ing  detail.  Despite the  
im m edia te  neighbourhood  of Lower Silesia w hich  produces excellent 
grades of coke for b las t fu rnaces,  Upper Silesia m ade very li tt le  use  of 
th is  coke or of Lower Silesian coal. The im porta tion  of Lower Silesian 
coke into Upper Silesia for the requ irem en ts  of the  m eta llu rg ica l  indus­
try  am ounted ,  d u r in g  the period im m edia te ly  p reced ing  the  w ar,  to 
approximately 10,000 tons annually  w hich constitutes less than  1 %  
the total coke consum ption of this indus try .  One may call a tten tion  also 
to the  fact th a t  the very small quanti ties  of Lower Silesian coal im ported  
into Upper Silesia (approximately  20 ,000 tons p e r  year) were no t con­
verted into coke. In case this  source of supply  should  be  cu t  off from 
Upper Silesia, it could easily replace the Lower Silesian coke by tha t  
of the Ostrau-lvarwin basin to w hich  the Upper Silesian meta llu rg ica l  
indus try  always had  recourse  before th e  wja r .

As regards its supply  of iron ore the  meta llu rg ica l  in du s try  of 
Upper Silesia was becom ing m ore and  m ore dependen t on foreign ores ,  
in  1891, Upper Silesia itself still fu rn ished  to th is  indus try  709,000 tons 
of iron ore or 8 1 . 3 %  of the  consum ption . In 1911, h e r  share  in the  
supply of ore was only 252,000 tons or 22.5 %  the  to tal consum ption 
of iron  ore. In 1919, she fu rn ished  only 71,000 tons of ore or 1 1 %  o f h e r  
consum ption. To cover its req u irem en ts  the  m eta llu rg ica l  indus try  
im ports  chiefly foreign ores. The quantities  im po rted  from Germany, 
h a lf  of which for that m a t te r  was furn ished  by Posen, constitu ted  d u r in g  
the last years before the w ar only 10 %  the  total consum ption . At 
p resen t,  a f te r  Germany has lost the  r ich  ore deposits of Alsace-Lorraine 
and  Luxem burg, Upper Silesia can no longer count at all upon Germany 
for its supply of th is  raw  m ate r ia l .  The iron in du s try  in Germany ” , 
says K. Flegel, “ will be in the fu ture  alm ost entire ly dependen t on 
the  im portation  of foreign ore ” . (Die w irtschaftliche Bedeutung der 
Montanindustrie Russlands un d  Polens, Leipzig, 1920, page 68);
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The union of Upper Silesia w ith  Poland will lead to a fundam enta l  
b e t te rm en t  of th e  position of its m e ta llu rg ica l  in du s try .

The large scale m eta llu rg ica l  in d u s t ry  in  Poland is found only in  the 
te r r i to ry  of the  form er Congress K ingdom and  th a t  in d u s t ry  is at p resen t 
obliged to supply  also th e  req u i re m en ts  of Galicia and  of the  form er 
Prussian  provinces. It is absolutely  not capable of m ee t in g  th is  task , the  
m ore  so th a t  it  has  been in  large  m easu re  in tentionally  ru in e d  by the  
German occupation , and because the req u irem en ts  of the  coun try  are  at 
p resen t increas ing  m ater ia l ly .  It is enough  to say th a t  the p re-w ar p ro­
duction of the  Polish blast fu rnaces  w as only about 400 ,000  tons of pig 
i ron  pe r  year, which , with  a population of abou t  28 mill ion, gives a 
consum ption  of only 14 kg pe r  inhab i tan t ,  while the consum ption  before 
th e  w ar am oun ted  in Posen to 96 kg . ,  in  W est P russ ia  to 62 kg. and  even 
in  th e  fo rm er Congress Kingdom of Poland it was 19.4 kg.

By way o f  com parison  the figures a tta ined  by p ig  iron  consum ption 
in different, countr ies  of Europe are  p resen ted  below, following the work 
o f h r .  K. Flegel : “ Die w irtschaft l iche  B edeutung  der  Montanindustrie 
R usslands u. Polens ” , Leipzig;, 1920.

B e lg i u m .................................................................................... 173 kg:
G erm any .............................................................................. 136 в
F ra n c e   106 в
A ustr ia-H ungary ...................................................................  44 в

In view of the necessities connected  w i th  th e  recon s truc t ion  of the 
country , one may assume th a t  th e  annua l dem an d  for the  p ro d u c ts  of 
the  m eta llu rg ica l  indus try  in Poland will be  no t  less than  40 to 50 kg. 
p e r  capita  and  th a t  Poland will thus  easily  consum e w ith in  its own 
te r r i to ry  both i t s  own production  and th a t  of Upper Silesia.

As re g a rd s  the supp ly  of iron ore, i t  m ay  be said th a t  the un ion  of 
Upper Silesia to Poland w ou ld  afford to the blast furnaces of th e  la t te r  
p rovince the  happies t solution of the difficulties w ith  w hich  they  are 
con tending  as the re su l t  of the  lack of ore.

Note what the. “ Memoire of the Chamber of Commerce of Oppeln ” 
(Nov. 1915) says on  this, subjec t :

“ For the  fu ture  o f  th e  Upper Silesian in du s try  it  is of capita l im por­
tance tha t  the  deposits of argillaceous iron  ore ,  w hich  extend along the  
frontier of U pper Silesia, should  be annexed to Germany. But the  deposits 
of ore  in the  Governments of Radom and  Kielce (in fo rm er  Congress 
Kingdom) are  likewise of g reat value and since Germany suffers from 
lack of m anganese , it would be very  im p o r ta n t  tha t  the  fer ro-m anganese  
of the  region of Radom and  Kielce should  also be p u t  at the  disposit ion 
of Upper Silesian b las t  furnaces ” .



u Poland possesses also very im p o r tan t  reserves of i ron  ore  and  th e  
product ion  of these deposits could be so increased  as to suffice not 
m ere ly  to cover entire ly  its own requ irem en ts  bu t to enable the export 
of considerable  quanti ties  of ore (K. Flegel : Die w ir tschaft l iche  Bedeu­
tung  de r  Montanindustrie e tc . ,  p. 69).

In his w ork  “ The production  of iron in Europe ” (1911), Dr. Setm er 
speaks as follows w ith  re g a rd  to the Polish iron ores : “ The Western 
confines of Russia' (the p resen t  Poland) constitute,,  at the  very fron tier  
o f  Germany (of Upper Silesia), th e  field of the  Polish  iron  indus try .  One 
m ay note tha t  the  rese rves  of ore capable of be ing  u ti l ized  in  the near
fu tu re  in blast furnaces are still extensive and am oun t  to d p p ro x im ar
tely 266 ,500 ,000  tons  of iro n o re  a n d to  1 09 ,2 00 ,000 tons  of metall ic  iron.

The m ost recen t  researches have shown t h a t  Poland possesses still 
m ore  ab u n d an t  reserves of iron ore. “ The Handbook of Poland ” (Hand­
buch  von Polen) published  d u r in g  th e  German occupation by the  General 
G erman Government of W arsaw (Kaiserlich Deutsches General Gouverne­
m ent W arschau) estim ates  the Polish re serves of iron ore at from 400-60(1 
million tons. These estim ates  have been confirmed by the  investigations 
m ade d u r in g  the  last year by the Polish Government.  O nem ay  call a t ten­
tion, m oreover,  to the  fact that with the  p resen t considerable  increase  in 
the  cost of transporta tion ,  and in view of the rate  of exchange (Swedish 
as com pared  with German and  Polish), the meta llu rg ica l  in d u s t ry  will 
be able to p roduce  a t  m ucb  b e t te r  profit by using  an ore  less r ic h  in 
i ron  bu t  w hich  is found close to the  furnaces,  than  w ith  an ore of su ­
perio r  quali ty  but. vdiich is im ported  from a long dis tance  and  purchased  
in countr ies  enjoying a h igh  ra te  of exchange.

Z I N C  I N D U S T R Y

The most im portan t of the Upper Silesian indus tr ies  after those of coal 
an d  of iron is th e  zinc indus try .  It draw s its raw  m ater ia ls  from the 
n e ighbour ing  te r r i to ry .  Of 515 ,000 tons of zinc ore w hich it converted 
in 1915, 451 ,000 tons, or almost 85 °/0 cam e from the  deposi ts  of U pper 
Silesia itself. In 1919, th is  p ropor t ion  was stil l fu r th e r  changed to the  
advantage of the product ion  of these  deposits w hich furn ished  221,000 
tons of the total consum ption of 255,000 tons o r  9 4  %  (Statistik der 
Oberschlesischen B erg -und  H ucttenw erke , 1915 and 1919).

The zinc industry  of Upper-Silesia is pa r  excellence an export industry. 
According to the “ Handbook of the  Upper Silesian indus tr ia l  Dislrict ” 
th e re  w as exported in  1911, outside of Germany, by land a n d  waterways,
4 6 .5  °/0 of the zinc produced  by Upper Silesia. A large p a r t  of th is
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exportation was destined to provinces w h ich  now const i tu te  Poland, 
namely approxim ate ly  50 (,/o ° f  the  sh ipm en ts  by railroad.

The un ion  of Upper Silesia with  Poland will in no way in jure  its 
s i tua t ion  from  the  point of view of the exportation of the products of its 
zinc industry . On the  contrary , the  conditions of its production will he 
advantageously changed.

The developm ent of the Upper Silesian zinc ind u s t ry  was h ind e red  by'" 
th e  difficulties which it  encounte red  for the  m arke t ing  of su lph u r ic  acid 
w hich constitutes one of its by-products.  The G erman acid m a rk e t  was 
sa tu ra ted  and  the  very h igh  tariff taxes im posed upon  th is  p ro d u c t  on 
its en try  into liussia forced the  Upper Silesian zinc works to sell it at 
less th an  cost, w hich  m ateria lly  d im in ished  th e  output.

Poland, on th e  o t h e r  hand ,  will be able  easily to utilize th e  excess of 
su lp h u r ic  acid furnished by Upper Silesia in h e r  pe tro leum  refineries, h e r  
sugar  factories, h e r  artificial fer t i l iser  w orks, etc. Even before th e  war 
Poland's own production was insufficient to cover its requ irem en ts .  She 
suffers stil l m ore  from  lack of this  art ic le  at p resent since m os t of th e  
factories which existed in the  Congress Kingdom have been destroyed 
or greatly  dam aged by the w ar and d ur ing  the  German occupation . Her 
p roduc t ion  of su lp h u r ic  acid has fallen as a r e s u l t  of these devastations 
by about 70,000 tons annually ,  which corresponds approxim ate ly  to the  
quanti ty  of su lp hu r ic  acid exported  by Upper Silesia into Germany before 
the war.

The loss of Upper Silesia would cause no in ju ry  to Germany from  the  
point of view of the  supply o f ’zinc for h e r  in te rna l m a rk e t .  In fact she 
exported outside of h e r  own boundaries  (i. e. w ithout Upper Silesia) a 
q uan ti ty  of zinc g rea te r  than she im ported  from Upper Silesia.

C O K E

The coke industry  is closely connected with th e  meta llu rg ica l  indus try .  
When therefore  the annexation of Upper Silesia to Poland offers to the 
m eta llu rg ica l  indus try  of this province and especially to its iron  indus try  
fu ll  opportun ity  of p rosperous developm ent,  the  coke indus try  will also 
from th a t  fact find itself in m u ch  m o re  favourable condit ions th a t  at 
p resen t ,  w hen  the  competit ion  of German in du s try  places the  m eta l­
lurgical indus try  of Upper Silesia in a ca tas trophic  s i tuation.

From  1890 to 1915, th e  production of coke in Upper Silesia increased  
from 1,0135,000 tons to 2 ,210 ,000  tons, while for Germany, as a whole, 
it inc reased  d u r in g  Ihis same period of time from 6,557 ,000  tons to 
54-,650,000 tons. The German indus try  as a whole therefore showed
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m u c h  m ore rap id  progress  Ihän th a t  of Upper Silesia. In 1890. the  p a r ­
tic ipation of the  la t te r  in the coke production of Germany was 16.7 0/0: 
in  1915, it had  already fallen to 6 .4  %-

As regards  the exportation of Upper Silesian coke, it  was especially 
directed  tow ard  the  Polish ter ri to ries .  Out of 649,000 tons of coke 
shipped from Upper Silesia in 1915 by railro  id, m ore  than 50 "/о- namely
559,000 tons, were destined to Poland in its p resen t boundaries.

The question of Teschen having been decided in a m an ner  unfavourable 
for Poland, only the  possession of Upper Silesia can assure to h e r  the  
necessary independence from th e  point of view of coke supply . For 
Germany, on th e  o ther  hand , Upper Silesian coke has  only an altogether 
secondary im portance , since the Wesiphalian-Rhenisch and Lower Silesian 
d is tr ic ts  p roduce  a coke m uch  m ore  adapted to the req u irem en ts  of 
b las t  furnaces. Thus even before th e  w ar one could scarcely count upon 
Germany as a m a rk e t  for Upper Silesian coke. In 1915 there  was shipped 
from Upper Silesia to  Germany (in its p resen t boundaries) only 150,000 
tons.

We cannot pass by w ithou t  mention  the pr incipal by-products  of coke 
m an ufac tu re ,  namely sulphate  of am m onia  and  tar .

The coke ovens of Upper Silesia p roduced  in 1911 : 50,000 tons of sul­
phate  of am m onia  and 91,500  tons of ta r ,  or respectively 8 .7  %  and
10.7 %  IIго t ° la l quanti ty  of these products  fu rn ished  by the German 
coke ovens. It would he superfluous to em phasise  how indispensable 
th e  first of these p roduc ts  is to Poland for the  increase of he r  agricu l­
tural/ production . As regards ta r ,  it m ig h t  serve as a basis for the  
developm ent of the chemical indus try ,  Poland suffering from the fact 
th a t  she has not h iher to  been able to develop this industry .

O T H E R  B R A N C H t - S  O F  I N D U S T R Y

Other b ranches  of industry , except the  cem ent and cellulose indus­
tr ies, have been li t t le  developed in Upper Silesia by reason of the unfa­
vourable conditions c rea ted  by its geographica l situation and because the 
policy of the  G erman G overnment sought to  d irec t  the g reat  industries  
of transform ation  and  of finished produc ts  tow ard  th e  centre  of the  
country .

Thus the development of Upper Silesian industry  is in some m easure  
one sided, and m any of the b ranches of German export industry, as for 
example the m anu fac tu re  of m achines,  th e  e lec tro- technical ind us try ,  
th è  chemical and  textile  industr ies ,  e tc . ,  a re  e i the r  not represen ted  there 
or exist only in a ru d im en tary  state.
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There m igh t be reason to fear consequently  th a t  Upper Silesia m ight 
encounte r  certa in  difficulties in supplying herse lf  w ith  these p roduc ts  
d u r in g  the first years w h ich  would follow h e r  annexation to Poland, 
difficulties w h ich  the German Government m ig h t  cause, ju s t  as it  at 
p resen t  causes s im ila r  difficulties for Poland. However, as regards  the 
textile indus try  Poland enjoys an entire  independence, this  industry  th e re  
having a tta ined  a h igh  degree  of developm ent.

As regards  the  o ther  p roducts  for w hich  she was in a certa in  m easu re  
depen den t  upon Germany, th e re  is no doubt, th a t  n e ither  Poland nor 
Upper Silesia will encoun te r  g rea t  difficulty in supplying themselves, with 
these articles.

F o r  th a t  m a t te r  it  is expressly s t ipu la ted  in Article ' 266 of the  Treaty 
of Versailles tha t  Germany cannot apply to the  exportation  to Poland o f  
its p roducts ,  of w hatever sort,  o th e r  m easures  th a n  are in force for the 
exporta tion  to Allied or foreign countr ies .  I t  is even in the in te res ts  of 
G ermany to crea te  and m ain ta in  close econom ic relations with Poland.

The German business  m en  have often given proof of this  d u r in g  recen t 
times, since desp ite  the  p roh ib it ion  of th e  G erman Government against 
the exportation of goods into Poland, they  have succeeded in bring ing  
some goods upon  the Polisti m a rk e t  by m ak ing  use of round-about rou tes  
th ro u g h  Czecho-Slovakia, Danzig and  even Roumania.

On the  o th e r  band  Poland, a im ing  to free h e rse lf  from the  ch icanery  
p rac t ised  by the G erman Government, has sough t and  found o the r  pury 
veyors in the Allied countr ies  and  in Austria. It has thu s  come about 
tha t  in th e  course  of the last year Poland has in a large m easu re  ceased 
to be t r ibu to ry  to Germany as regards  m ach inery  and  explosives neces­
sary for h e r  m in ing  indus try .

W O O D

For its wood supply  Upper Silesia depends in  g reat  p a r t  on im po rta ­
tions from Poland. The wood of Upper Silesia is en tire ly  unable  to 
provide for the req u i re m en ts  of the coun try ,  the m ore  so because for 
several years the  consum ption  has increased  greatly, on account of the 
developm ent of the  cellulose indus try .  For the sa m e  reason the  forests 
of th e  Regencies of Breslau and  Lignitz play only an a ltogether  secondary 
p a r t  in the  supply  of Upper Silesia. The forests of o th e r  German dis­
t r ic ts  a re  too d is tan t  from th e  Upper Silesian in d u s t r ia l  centres and  are 
exploited for the  benefit of nea re r  consum ers.

The Prussian  Mine Counsellor, I. W estphal,  says w ith  regard  to the 
wood requ irem en ts  of Upper-Silesia, in his  work en ti tled , “  Wohin muss
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Oberschlesien gehoeren ” . (To w hom should Upper Silesia belongs 
Gleiwitz, 1921, p. 7) :

“  The wood of Upper-Silesia  rep resen ts  only a small p a r t  of the  g reat  
quantities necessary for its consum ption ; im porta tion  from  the in ter io r  
of Germany, on the o ther  h and ,  encounte rs  m any difficulties so th a t  it 
is m o re  and  more necessary to seek supplies abroad. ”

Of th e  6-40,000 tons of wood b ro u g h t  to Upper Silesia by ra i lroad  in 
1915, the  Polish te r r i to r ies  fu rn ished  70 %•

Calculating the quanti t ies  of wood used in Upper Silesia, W estphal says 
in the  work a lready m entioned  : “  These figures show Ihe prepon­
de ran t  role of Poland in the  wood supply of Upper Silesia. ”

The U pper Silesian Union of Furnaces  and  Mines m oreover states in its 
Memoir o f .S ep tem b er  5 rd  1916 : £‘ W ithout Polish wood it would be
impossible to m ain ta in  th e  exploitation of the  mines of Upper Silesia 
d u r in g  the war a t  th e  p re sen t  level . . . .  But after  .the conclusion of 
peace i t  will be equally indispensable  to m ak e  su re  of the wood supply 
from  Poland for the  m ines of Upper Silesia.

U P P E R  S I L E S I A  D E P E N D E N T  O N  P O L A N D  F O R  I T S  
F O O D  S U P P L Y

Germany is unable ,  as is generally known, to feed its population  from 
its own production  and is compelled to seek supplies abroad, especially 
for the  indus tr ia l  d is tr ic ts  w ith  a dense labour ing  population such as 
Upper Silesia.

After the  loss, of Posen, th a t  g ranary  of Germany, the problem  of the 
food supply of Upper Silesia would p re sen t  even g rea te r  difficulties than 
before the war.

Referr ing  to official G erman statistics “  Statis tik  der Gueterbew'egung 
auf deu tschen  Eisenbahnen  ” , (Statistics of the t ransporta tion  of Mer­
chandise on the  German Railways), it is seen th a t  Germany was less 
im p o r tan t  than  Poland in  the  supply of food produc ts  to Upper Silesia.
This is shown by th e  following figures covering the year 1912 :

C laïses of p ro d u c ts . Total im p o rta tio n s  in to Im p o rta tio n s
U pper-S ilesia  by ra il­ from  P oland

road , in  tons. in  tons.

W h e a t ................................................ 9,468 4,522
R y e ................................................  ■ 35,022 21,464
B a r le y ................................................ 25,742 22,853
Potatoes . 91,368 78,773
Millet and legum inous grains. : 12,554 11,270
Hogs ( n u m b e r ) ' ........................ 142,055 120,075
Poultry  ( n u m b e r ) ................... ■■ . 514,760 297,400
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It  should be p o in te d 'o u t  that it  is impossible to d is t inguish  the  pro­
duc ts  im ported  into Upper Silesia from liussia p rop e r  (that p a r t  beyond 
the fron tiers  of Poland as established by th e  Treaty of Pdga) so tha t  such 
im porta tions are  inc luded in the above figures. However the  im porta­
tions into Upper Silesia of products from Russia apa r t  from the  provinces 
now belonging to Poland was insignificant.

Certain quanti t ies  of b read  grains w ere exported from Upper Silesia, 
bu t only from agricu ltu ra l  regions s i tua ted  outside of the  plebiscite 
te r r i to ry .

It is t ru e  th a t  Poland itself at p resent has to s truggle  w ith  difficulties 
as rega rds  food supply. However, these difficulties are  only tem porary  
and  caused by th e  ravages of th e  Bolshevik invasion and by the lack of 
artificial chem ical fer til isers.  The annexation of Upper Silesia to Poland 
will  facili tate the supply  of chemical fertilisers to the la t te r  and will 
thu s  im prove its s i tuation as regards  food sueply .

The m anagers  of indus try  in Upper Silesia describe as follows the  role 
of Poland in th e .foo d  supply of Upper Silesia (Annals of th e  Cham ber of 
C ommerce of Oppeln, S ep tem ber 24, 1916) :

“  The regula tion  of the  t r an sp o r t  of food coming from Russian Poland 
is also of p r im ary  im portance  for ou r  d is tr ic t.  As soon as rational 
agrar ian  technique shall he applied to the  fertile  lands of Russian Poland, 
we should  he able to m ake  of it  a r ich  H erman colony. As an im ­
port ing  region our d is tr ic t  is p art icu la r ly  in te res ted  in the incorporation  
of th e  ne ighbour ing  Polish te rritories ,  since Upper Silesia has not 
enough cult ivated land to suffice for the  supply  of its very dense po p u ­
la t ion , while Russian Poland, in many respects ,  plays the  part of a 
na tu ra l  h in te r lan d  for Upper Silesia ” .

Q U E S T I O N S  O F  C U R R E N C Y  A N D  F I N A N C E

The law voted by the Polish Diet, July 15, 1920, in Articles 9 and 10, 
gives to the local e lem ents full au tonom y for regu la ting  th e  currency  
((uestion of Upper Silesia after  the  union of th a t  province w ith  Poland. 
It perm its  Upper Silesia to solve th is  quest ion  in a m a n n e r  conforming 
to its own in terests  and  needs.

As regards  finances, it should  he m entioned  tha t  the union of Upper 
Silesia w ith  Poland will involve no essential modifications in the finan­
cial organization, on w hich its in du s try  is founded. T ha t indus try  res ts  
chiefly upon the g rea t  fo r tunes  of the Upper Silesian m agnates .  Stock 
com panies  are for the  m ost p a r t  organised only for solving questions 
w ith  re ga rd  to Ihe part i t ion  of p roperties .
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If for poli tical reasons, and con tra ry  to th e i r  own in teres ts ,  the  
German banks should refuse to cooperate  w ith  Upper Silesian industry , 
w h ich  is established from th e  financial poin t of view on sound principles,  
th is  ind us try  w ould  always be able to gain the suppor t  o f  g rea t  in te r ­
national capital w h ich  gladly finances th e  large scale coal and m e ta l lu r­
gical indus try  in different countries.

M E A N S  O F  C O M M U N I C A T I O N

Placed at the  ex trem ity  of a cul-de-sac, Upper Silesia has contact w ith  
G ermany only to the  extent of the w id th  of th is  cul-de-sac and is sepa­
ra te d  from Ihe te r r i to ry  of the  Empire  p rop e r  by a d is tance  of 300 klm. 
(i. e. by the  whole leng th  of Silesia from Southeast to Northwest).

T h is  geographical si tuation wdth reference  to Germany is rendered  
stil l m ore  unfavourable  since the  lower and  m idd le  course of the  Oder, 
the sole waterway w hich  connects th e  indus tr ia l  d is tr ic t with  Germany, 
has only a single affluent flowing tow ard  the  East,  while on the  o ther  
hand  it possesses several im portan t b ranches  w hich  rise in  the h ea r t  of 
Poland in th e  ne ighbourhood  of Warsaw.

This disadvantageous s i tuation of Upper Silesia as a p a r t  of Germany 
cannot be changed because it  resu l ts  from na tura l  conditions and 
because the  German Government,  as has been sufficiently proved by 
experience, has not been able to give aid to the  development of the 
m eans of comm unicat ion  w hich  w ould  serve the  in terests  of Upper Silesia 
since i t  would  th u s  w ork to  th e  d e tr im en t  of the indus tr ies  of its wes­
te rn  provinces, w h ich  const itu te  an infinitely m ore im po rtan t  na tura l  
resource  for G ermany than th e  ind us try  of Upper Silesia.

The g rea t  advantage w hich  the indus try  of w estern  Germany has 
gained over Upper Silesia in the  field of foreign trade ,  will be  th e  be tte r  
assured  in the fu tu re  since th a t  industry  is served by two w aterw ays of 
the first o rder ,  which assure  to i t  an outlet into the regions of eastern 
G ermany.. . .  As a consequence of the  limitation of its possibilities of 
competit ion , resu l t ing  from the  es tab lishm ent of these waterways, the  
m in ing  indus try  of Upper Silesia is largely frustra ted  as regards  the 
advantages w hich i t  m ig h t  have ob tained th ro ug h  th e  regula tion  of th e  
course  of the Oder. ” (Handbook of th e  Upper Silesian District p. 305).

The possibilities of comm unicat ion  between Upper Silesia and  Poland 
p resen t  quite  a different aspect. In th e  first place, the indus try  of Upper 
Silesia is m uch  m ore  im p ortan t  than  any which exists w ith in  a distance 
of nearly  1 500 k ilometers  tow ard  the  East.

Again natura l  conditions themselves d irec t  the  p roduc ts  of Upper



Silesian indus try  toward tlie Kast thank s  to th e  net oí affluents of the 
Oder above m entioned , and  also to the geographical  disposit ion of the  
affluents of th e  Vistula which form  an arc  open tow ard  ihe West in such 
a way th a t  the d is tance  between the  Upper Silesian indus tr ia l  d is tr ic t  
and the  m outh  of Ihe Vistula (from Kattowitz to Danzig) is sho r te r  than 
tha t  w hich  separa tes  th is  d is tr ic t  from the  m o u th  of th e  Oder.

It is evident tha t ,  f rom  the  point of view of m eans of comm unication, 
Poland will have to s t ru g g le  against g rea t  difficulties, p ar t icu la r ly  by 
reason of th e  lack of ro l l ing  stock. But every u np re ju d ice d  person musi 
recognise th a t  there  has already been a m a te r ia l  im pro vem en t in this 
re spec t w hich  cannot fail to be accentuated  still fu r th e r ,  w hen Germany 
carr ies  ou t its obligations w ith  regard  to th e  res l i tu t ion  of cars and  loco­
motives in conformity w ith  the  st ipu la tions of th e  Treaty of Versailles.

T E C H N I C A L  A D M I N I S T R A T I O N

(E xpert em ployees and  ivorkm en)

Aiming to germ anize  the country , the  Government of Germany, as 
well as its large scale in du s try  w hich adopted  the  same policy, b ro ug h t  
specialists from the in te r io r  of G ermany to Upper Silesia th us  forcing 
the Polish technic ians  to em igrale .

This fact explains why all th e  indus tr ia l  en te rprises  in  Uppei Silesia 
had  G ermans a t  the i r  head. Nevertheless, the  a t t r ibu t ion  of Upper Silesia 
to Po land  w ould  involve no low ering  of the produc t ion  of its m ines and 
m e ta llu rg ica l  p lan ts  by reason of lack of qualified personnel in the ad m i­
n is tra t ion  of Illese entreprises ,  and th a t  for the  following reasons :

1. More th a n  two th irds  (6,000) of the m ine and  factory employees of 
supe r io r  and m idd le  ran k  jo ined  the  Polish professional association 
d ur ing  19,20, w hen  the economic pressu re  of Germany had  been reduced  
u n d e r  the  reg im e of the  in te ra l l ied  High Commission. From th e  political 
point of view this association has above all set itself the  task of w ork ing  
for the  a t tachm en t of I p p e r  Silesia to Poland.

2. A large n u m b er  of employees who are not m em b e rs  of the  Associa- 
lion have, d u r in g  th e  course  of th e  last few weeks, m ade  personal 
declarations certifying th a t  they will rem ain  in Upper Silesia and will 
con tinue  th e i r  w ork  independen tly  of the re su l t  of the p lebiscite.

5. A large n u m b e r  of Polish  technic ians ,  m any  of them  a ltogether  
em inen t,  a re  found outside of Upper Silesia, who have had  to leave there  
by reason  of the i r  national o r  political convictions.

T. If necessary, Ihe Krakow and Dombrowa basins w ould  be in a posi­
t ion  to fu rn ish  a considerab le  n u m b e r  of specialists , Moreover Poland



possesses m any excellent technic ians who before the Russian Revolution 
w ere w ork ing  in the p lan ts  of Southern Russia and who th e re  often 
directed  the biggest indus tr ia l  en terprises .

5. If, however, certa in  b ranches  of indus try  should  lack specialists , 
they could easily be found in the Allied countr ies .

S O C I A L  O R G A N I S A T I O N S

The Polish Government has assured  to Upper Silesia a very wide poli­
tical,  economic and  social autonom v in conformity  with th e  in te res ts  of 
the  d is tr ic t  itself. This autonomy affects likewise alt public  in s t i tu t ions  
such as the  sick funds, relief funds, funds for old age re t i rem en t ,  etc. 
All these organi-zations will  have an au tonom ous existence and  will  not 
be m ade  dependent on similar  organizations w hich  already exist in 
Poland or which may be created there .

F I N A L  R E M A R K S  A N D  C O N C L U S I O N S

On (he basis a lm ost exclusively of official German da ta  o r  of data 
coming from the m ost com pelen t German sources, we have shown thal.  
despite the fact th a t  Upper Silesia has long been a ttached  to Germany, 
the economic bonds w hich  unite  it w ith  the  German organ ism  have been 
becom ing looser and looser d u r ing  the  course of recen t  years , as the 
re su l t  of the unfavourable  conditions w hich  the  union of Upper Silesia 
w ith  the  E m pire  created  both  from the economic point of view and from 
its geographical si tuation.

At th e  same tim e we have shown th a t  the economic relations between 
Upper Silesia and the Polish te r r i to r ies  w ere  becom ing closer and closer, 
in  fact, those te r r i to r ie s  const i tu te ,  for the  m ost im portan t  p roduc ts  of 
Upper Silesia such as coal, coke, iron , zinc, artificial fer til iser,  su lp hu r ic  
acid etc. an export m a rk e t  of ines tim able  im portance w hich  can today be 
replaced by no o th e r  m arke t.

F u r the rm o re ,  the  Polish te r r i to r ies  have, d u r in g  recen t  years, fu rn ish ­
ed Upper Silesia th e  most im po rtan t  of th e  raw  m ateria ls  indispensable 
to its indus try ,  and  they will be able  to fu rn ish  it stil l m ore  of these 
in Ihe fu tu re .

We have also found that  Upper Silesia con? titul e s -i/ie basis o f  the eco­
nom ic independence o f  P oland  w hile  its role in the  economic life of 
Germany is by no m eans  im p ortan t  and has been dim in ish ing  from year 
to year.
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It is there fore  ind ispu tab le  th a t  th e  separation of U pper Silesia from 
the German E m pire  could no t cause im p o r tan t  economic d is turbances 
for Germany and would have only an a l toge ther  insignificant influence 
upon  h e r  capacity of payment.

The to tal value of the  w ea lth  of all k inds (land, factories, capital) of 
the  p lebiscite te r r i to ry  es tim ated  on the basis of th e  “ W ehrbe i trags  
pflichtgesetz ” (Law concern ing  the  obligation of defense contr ibutions) 
am oun ted  only to 1 ,887 ,500 ,000  m ark s  w hich in comparison w ith  the  
w ealth  of th e  en tire  E m pire  w hich  (before th e  Treaty  of Peace) am ounted  
to 152 ,544 ,200 ,000  m ark s ,  con s t i tu ted  only 1.25 °/0. If how ever we take 
into consideration  the  te r r i to r ia l  modifications re su l t in g  from th e  Treaty 
of Versailles,  th is  percen tage  rises  by 0.15 and  thus  becom es 1.36 °/0,

One obtains a lm ost identical resu l ts  by a study of the  tax paying 
capacity of th e  popula t ion  of Upper Silesia and co m p ar in g  it  with the 
average tax paying capacity of th e  population  of the  E m pire .  Estimates 
based  on the  official German statistics, (“ Statistisches Ja h rb u c h  fuer 
den preussischen  Staat 1915 ” ) show th a t  th e  popula t ion  of Upper Silesia 
con tr ibu tes  only 1.61 %  of Ihe d irec t  taxes of the  Empire  in its p resen t  
boundaries .  Upper Silesia contains 5 .5  °/0 of th e  total population  of the  
E m pire .  It follows th a t  the  Upper Silesian tax payer is on th e  average 
only one h a lf  as r ich  as the  average G erman tax payer.



A N N E X  5

Exploitation of U p p er-S ile s ia  by th e  G erm ans

D i s t r i b u t i o n  of w e a l t h .  :— The forms taken  by the  Prussian  oppres­
sion in Upper Silesia are  num erous  and  diverse. A part  from  national 
oppression, we see in  fact th e  sys tem atic  oppression of the peasan t and 
labo u re r  by the large  landed  p ropr ie to rs  and  by the  m anagers  of ind u s t ry  
and com m erce .

The d is tr ibu tion  of the  landed proper ty  in Upper Silesia i s a s  follows :

Area o f lan d e d  p ro p e rty . N um ber N um ber
o f p ro p r ie to rs o f h e c ta res

Properties  of 100 —  500 h e c t a r e s . . 115 50,000
—  500 —  1,000 —  . . . 65 45,000

1,000 —  5,000. —  .' . . 50 78,000
5,000 —  10,000 —  . . . 22 112,500

10,000 —  50,000  h a .  . : 9 229,000
above 5 0 ,0 0 0  ha . (German state) ! 96,919

Thai, which especially deserves to a ttract a tten tio n  and  to be rem em ­
bered  is the fa c t tha t seven G erm an proprietors includ ing  the P russian  
Sla te , alone possess 286,697 ha. o f  land or 27 %  —  m o^e than a quarter  
—  o f  the to ta l a rea  o f  Upper S ilesia .

The following are  th e  nam es of these  p ro p r ie to rs  w ith  th e  am oun t of 
land in th e i r  hands .

P roper t ies  of the  State (forest, domaines, m ines
and  fac to ries)........................................................................  96,919 hec ta res .

Prince of U j e s t ........................................................................  42,001 —
P rince  of P l e s s ........................................................................  40,457 —
Prince of R a t i b o ř   35,597 —
Prince  Stolberg W e r n i g e r o d e ............................................ 26,517
Prince of Hohenlohe Inge lfm gen ....................................... 25,486
Comte Henckcl von D o n n e r s m a r k .................................. 21,942 —



Тік; g rea te r  p ar t  oľ the coal, zinc, lead  and  iron  m ines —  all the 
n a tu ra l  r e s s o u rc e s —  in Upper Silesia a re  the  monopoly of big German 
p ropr ie to rs .  The “ Fest 'Chr il t  zum XII a llgemeinen deu tschen  Berg- 
m anstage  in Breslau 1915 ” . (Beport of the 12th  German Mining Con­
gress  he ld  at Breslau  in 1915) expresses itse lf  on this  subjec t asfollows :

“ The p ropr ie to rs  of th e  sub-soil of Upper Silesia are  in the  m ore  
favourable s i tuation  because the m in e ra l  resources  of th e  country  are  
divided among a sm all n u m b e r  of persons. ”

The coal mines of Upper Silesia are  in fact in the hands of 22 pro­
prie to rs .  In 1911, 92 °/0 of the to tal p roduc t ion  of coal was furn ished  
by m ines belonging to 14 ot these p ropr ie tors  am ong w hom  is counted 
the Pruss ian  Stale whose collieries furn ished  1 7 0/ o ° f  the  product ion .

C o n d i t io n s  of l a b o u r  of t h e  w o r k i n g  c l a s s e s .  —  Germany passes 
for be ing  th a t  Power of the  old continen t which first com prehended  the  
necessity of su r ro un d ing  the  labou r ing  classes with the  protection  and 
care of the  State. Nevertheless, the  si tuation of the w ork ing  class in 
Upper Silesia was, from  Ihe po in t of view of the application of social 
legislation, d is tinctly  worse than  tha t  of th e  labourers  of (he W estpha- 
lian-Bhenish  provinces.

The system of exploi ting  the  W'orking population began w ith  the 
d ischarge from th e  m ines of th e  u n d e rg ro u n d  w orkers  receiving h ig he r  
wages, and  th e i r  rep lacem ent  by unsk i l led  w orkers  paid a t  lower rates. 
This m ethod  was pract ised  on a hu ge  scale d u r in g  th e  w a r  in  the  Upper 
Silesian coal mines. According to data  fu rn ish ed  by th e  “ Zeitschrift 
fuer B erg-,H uetten-und Salinenwesen im Preussischen S taa te” published 
by th e  Ministry of Commerce and Indus try  for th e  years  1915-1919 (with 
th e  exception of the year 1915). the  unsk il led  lab o u re r  at lower wages 
is tend in g  to replace  th e  skilled lab ou re r  with h ig h e r  wages in all the 
m in in g  regions of Germany. But everyw here else th is  phenom enon is 
as yet very little pronounced  and the proportion  to which the  subs ti tu ­
tion has been  ca rr ied  does not exceed 2 or 5 ° /0, as for example in the 
Saar d is tr ic t .  It is quite  o therwise in  Upper Silesia. The skilled labour 
is systematically rep laced  by comm on labour .  The nu m b er  of profes­
sional m ine rs  has  fallen d u r in g  the las t 11 years from  52 °/o t°  22 .5  %  
of the to tal,  i. e. by m ore  than half . Thus, w hile  in 1919 they  const i tu ted  
m ore  than  ha lf  of the  total n u m b er  of w orkers  in the m ines  of Upper 
Silesia, they rep resen ted  less than  a q u a r te r  of the  total in 1919. On 
the o ther  h and ,  the  u nsk i  lied underground, labou re rs  who formerly consti­
tu ted  10 5 0/0 of the  total,  have increased to 56.5 °/o- The propor tion  of 
w orkers  of o th e r  categories inc lud ing  women has also in creased  from
51.7 ° /0 in 1909 to 4 1 .4  °/0 in 1919.
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The same phenom enon appears as reg a rd s  the dura t ion  of labour. 
The working d ay  in Upper Silesia has always been longer th an  in th e  
w estern  m in ing  basins ofG erm any. The “ Zeitschrift fuer Berg-, Huetten- 
nnd Salinenwesen im  Preussischen Staate ” , for the  years 1 9 I f ,  1915, 
and  1919 shows th a t  while the w ork ing  day at Dortmund varies from 6 to
8 hours ,  in Upper Silesia it  ranges from 9 to 12 hours .  Thus while
9 hours  per  day is m ore  than the  m ax im u m  in th e  provinces of the  West, 
it constitutes a m in im u m  for the  Upper Silesian m iner.

The wages of Upper Silesian lab ou r  have always been low er than  those 
of German labo u r  in the  o ther  provinces of the Empire. They were 
inadequate  to such a degree th a t  th e  Polish w ork ing  man and  day 
labourer  was condem ned to vegetate miserably. This si tuation was not 
changed d u r ing  th e  war. In 1918 while th e  labourer  in Upper Silesia 
was paid  on an average 7-8 m ark s  pe r  day, the  wage of th e  W estphalian 
labourer  am ounted  to 10.54 m arks  or 10.3 m arks .  (Slat.  Jah rbu ch  fuer 
das deu tsche  Reich, page 102).

The exploitation of the Polish w orking class in Upper Silesia does not, 
stop w ith  m en, for w om en and  ch i ld ren  are also exploited. While in 
1912-1914 the workers in coal mines of Upper Silesia const itu ted  only
20.5 °/o of the m iners  of all Prussia, the  w om en w ork in g  in the  mines of 
Ibis province rep resen ted  at th a t  tim e 94.17 °/o ° f  the to tal n u m b e r  of 
w om en employed in th e  coal mines of all Prussia .  Thus in fact female 
lab o u r  was used in m ines before th e  war prac t ica l ly  exclusively in Upper 
Silesia.

As for young persons, to say no th ing  of ch ild ren ,  this is w h a t  we rear! 
in the “ Handbook of the  Upper Silesian Industria l  District ” (Handbuch 
des oberschlesischen Industriebezirkes) p u b lished  by the  Upper-Silesian 
union of mines and furnaces (Oberschlesischer Berg und Huettenverein) :

“ The n u m b e r  of young persons w orking in Upper Silesia is about the 
same as tha t of young persons  employed in Westphalia and the Saar 
basin . It  rep resen ts  in ro u nd  n um b ers  A  %  the  total n u m b e r  of 
w orkers .  The difference between the two sections consists solely in the  
fact th a t  in Upper Silesia the  young persons are largely req u ired  to w ork 
underg ro un d  w hich has no t  yet occurred  elsewhere up  to the  presen t 
time. ”

This docu m en t  dates from the  year 1915. It was evidently no t easy 
to conceal such a fact reg is te red  in official sta tistics : the  fact tha t  to 
the  exclusion of all o ther  P russ ian  provinces ch i ld ren  of less than 
16 years were em ployed in Upper Silesia for under-g round  labour.

C e n t r e s  of a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  a n d  e x p l o i t a t i o n .  —  I t  is evident tha t 
such  a system of exploitation of the na tura l  resources of the country  and
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oi' its population can be realised  only by m eans  of an expert  organization. 
In th is  organization it is the  cities w hich  play at the  same tim e the  role 
of centra l organs of adm in is tra t ion  and of exploitation.

In the  te r r i to ry  w ith in  the  line w hich  we have already ind ica ted  and 
w h e re  th e  Poles are  in  the m ajority ,  th e re  are  nevertheless  st rong  
German m inori t ies  w hich  form cen tres  of G erman influence. This is 
par t icu lar ly  t ru e  of the ind us tr ia l  d is tr ic t  com pris ing  560 sq. kilometers.  
I t  is in  th is  region —  dis tr ic ts  of Katowice (Kattowitz), Królewska Huta 
(Koenigshutte) , Zabrze, Gliwice (Gleiwitz) and  Bytom (Beuthen) —  th a t  
th ree  qu a r te rs  of the  coal p roduct ion  of Upper Silesia is concentra ted  
and  th e  g rea te r  p a r t  of the  m eta llu rg ica l  estab lishm ents .  On this strip  
of te r r i to ry  su rrou nd ed  by regions s tr ic tly  Polish, a re  found a n u m b er  
of German is lands so densely populated  th a t  w ith  the  aid of th e  émigrés 
they gave a German m ajori ty  in the  p lebiscite. F rom  th e  economic 
po in t  of view those is lands are  employed in  the exploitation of th e  entire  
country.

The resu lts  of th e  vote in th e  cit ies of th is  region, as well as in the 
d is tr ic t  of Zabrze w here  the  Germans ob ta ined  only a sm all m ajority  and 
th a t  than ks  to th e  ém igrés ,  appear  as follows :

G erm an  votes. Polish  voles.

Katowice ( K a t t o w i t z ) ............................. . . . 22.809 5.889
Królewska Huta (Koenigshülte) . . . . . . 51.848 10.764
Bytom ( B e u t h e n ) ....................................... . . . 29.889 10.102
Gliwice (Gleiwitz)....................................... . . . 52.022 8.599
Zabrze .......................................................... . . . 45 .282 45.519

These is lands possess on th e i r  own te r r i to ry  n e i th e r  iron  nor zinc ore, 
nor a sufficient am o u n t  of coal. They are  engaged in the  transform ation  
of raw  m ater ia ls  and  these  raw  m ater ia ls  as well as the  h u m an  labour 
are  taken  from the  outside, i. e. from the  Polish te r r i to r ies  th a t  su r ­
ro u n d  th em .

In these German aggolomerations th e  bu lk  of the  popula t ion  consists 
of a c lass of e n trep reneu rs ,  m erch an ts  and persons who depend  on them , 
as well as of s ta te  and  m unic ipa l functionaries, for, in conformity w ith  the 
p rog ram  w h ich  has  ju s t  been set for th ,  these cities rep resen t  not m erely  
cen tre s  of economic exploitation b u t  also th e  points a rou nd  w hich  the  
adm in is tra t ive  au thor it ies  of the  region are  g rouped .

The cities serve as adm in is tra t ive  cen tres  for th e  en tire  region and 
consequently  th e  m ajori ty  w h ich  th e  Germans obtained th e re  is m ere ly  
artificial, since the ir  popula t ion  is floating and  its in te res ts  a re  no t 
bound  u p  w ith  th e  fate of th e  country  so closely as are those of th e  ru ra l  
population.
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As regards  the  formal r igh t  to assign these German is lands to Po land, 
~we find certa in  ins truc t ive  examples in p reced ing  plebiscites. Thus the  
te r r i to ry  of the  d is tr ic t  of Sztum in W est Prussia  w h ich  co nst i tu ted  a 
Polish is land was assigned to G ermany a lthough  it was separated  from  
the Polish f ron tie r  only by a s tr ip  of te r r i to ry  some 10 km . wide.

Is i t  perm iss ib le  u nder  these conditions to a t t r ib u te  to these German 
agglomerations, g rouped  in cit ies w hich  are cen tres  of exploita tion and 
of oppression  of this  province, a value equal o r  super io r  to t h a t  of the  
votes of the Poles who rep resen t  the  p e rm anen t  e lem ent fixed in the  
country?

It is th us  seen th a t  Upper Silesia is far from  const i tu ting  m erely  a 
p rob lem  of nationali ty  as is generally  believed. It is a t  th e  same tim é a 
social question  w h ich  m u s t  be se t tled  in conformity w ith  the  princ ip les  
of democracy and jus tice  for w h ich  rivers  of blood were poured  forth  in  
Europe d ur ing  m ore  than  four years.

-868t2. —  Im p r im e rie  Laiiurk, 0, r u e  de F le u ra s ,  9, I’a ris
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