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TO OUR R E A D E R S

The favourable reception (granted by the English 
speaking public, from Emgland to Pennsylvania, 
from Japan to South Australia, to the ” Danu- 
bian News” ( the first ntumber of which was pub

lished November last), and furtHerthe letters of welcome 
and sympathetic response still pnouring into our editorial 
office day by day, encourage arud induce us to issue our 
periodical henceforth under the ilitle of ” The Danubian 
Review” , giving it a more pleading appearance, enlar
ging its compass and enriching its contents.

Henceforth, as hitherto, we sihall endeavour to offer 
a faithful and objective survey of the political, social 
and economic currents prevailing among the peoples 
of the Danubian Valley. W e do not, however, intend to 
hide our conviction that the present political status in 
these parts of Europe is not on ly  in contradiction with 
the most elementary requirements of right and justice, 
but equally at variance with tthe true interests of all 
peoples concerned, and even with those of Europe, and, 
indeed, the civilised world at large. In point of fact, 
political conditions prevailing i:n these regions prevent 
the change of atmosphere necessary to assure the peace
ful living together and normal economic intercourse 
between its peoples.

We do not hesitate, either, to declare that we see 
the main cause of the Danubian Valley's present 
deplorable condition in the Peace Treaty of Trianon. 
We are fighting, therefore, for its peaceful revision. 
The disruption of the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy 
called for a careful recasting of the broken equilibrium 
of political, social and economic factors ruling in the 
Danubian Valley. The territorial clauses of the Peace 
Treaty, hastily imposed and without due deliberation, 
produced, instead, a permanent state of disequilibrium. 
This was achieved by allotting mare than two thirds of 
Hungarian territory to other States without consulting 
the inhabitants, and even in spite of the desperate 
protest of three and a half millions of Magyars. The

result was not alone a dreadful humiliation and damage 
inflicted upon Hungary, but also the presenting of 
a doubtful gift to the neighbouring countries. These 
new States have become the scenes of national conflicts 
surpassing in vehemence and bitterness all previous 
experience; they were unable, moreover, to preserve 
the economic welfare of the territories severed from 
Hungary —  the very laws of economics and geography 
alone sufficed to prevent it —  and the tide of economic 
decay could not be averted from sweeping their old 
territories as well. They try to oppose the forces of 
attraction still emanating from Hungary by feverishly 
arming against that disarmed country, and, in order 
to meet the steadily growing internal forces of unrest, 
they resort to measures of violent repression.

The establishment of a new balance of forces in the 
Danube Basin is inconceivable without the solution 
of the Hungarian problem. It is but natural, therefore, 
that our studies and information should centre in this 
problem, due regard being paid to its various ramifi
cations, especially to the lamentable position of the 
Magyar minorities living in the Little Entente States. 
We shall not forget, either, the fact that Hungary, this 
old sentinel of the West, mounting guard on the con
fines of the Balkans and the Eastern World, may not 
hope to retain the sympathies of the Western peoples 
unless she can produce testimonies of her unchanged 
ability to fulfil her mission in future too. In order to 
demonstrate how earnestly and conscientiously Hun
gary devoted and still devotes herself to her historic tasks, 
we propose to utilise the extended space now at our dispo 
sal for the purpose of giving account of the more outstan
ding achievements of her people, and of its spiritual 
and social contacts with the English speaking world.

These considerations will guide ” The Danubian 
Review” , this more robust offspring of the ’ ’Danubian 
News” , launched today on her journey of good will 
and good hope.

\
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T R E A T Y  R E V ISIO N  A N D  M IN O R IT Y  RIGH TS
by

Laszlo Ottlik

Professor Seton-Watson, that most distingui
shed, yet most implacable spokesman of 
anti Hungarian opinion, has once again taken 
the field in shining armour, in order to 

destroy, single handed, the rapidly growing army 
of British revisionists.1 This is no modest venture, 
seeing that in the House of Commons alone 
no less than 168 M.P.-s have openly declared 
themselves in favour of a revision of the Peace 
Treaty of Trianon, that the Prime Minister 
as well as the Foreign Secretary have, at one time, 
indicated their conviction that peace could not be 
consolidated nor security obtained without putting 
into effect some reasonable measure of Treaty Re
vision, —  and that they are supported in this opinion 
by the most eminent and most powerful organs of 
public opinion, headed by The Times.

The evident successes of the revisionist movement 
have somewhat embittered Dr. Seton-Watson, who 
used to be milder and more benevolent towards the 
Magyars in recent years. However, he is still, as 
always, the man of the world, the refined and shrewd 
debater who admirably knows how to assume an 
attitude of Olympian impartiality, and never hesi
tates to admit truths evidently past denying.

Needless to say, his argument is mainly negative. 
He does, as often happens, even overstate his 
case, by contending: 1. That Treaty Revision is a 
practical impossibility. 2. That even if it were pos
sible, it would have to be confined to such narrow 
limits that it could not possibly satisfy Hungarian 
opinion, and would not clear the air of the clouds 
of resentment and distrust obscuring today re
lations between Hungary and her neighbours. 3. That 
it could not eliminate the economic troubles of 
Hungary.

It is evident at first sight that, if the first con
tention were true, it would be a mere waste of time 
to make an elaborate attempt to prove the second 
or the third. There is, indeed, an open contradiction 
in Dr. Seton-Watson’s carefully planned statement, 
and by putting our finger on the sore spot of his 
limping logic, we shall be able to force him to an 
involuntary admission of no little importance.

Let us consult the text: British M.P.-s advocating 
Treaty Revision —  accused, rather unkindly, of 
having succumbed and sacrificed their judgment 
to the lure of ’ ’lavish entertainment such as only 
Hungary understands”  (p. 67.) —  are asked whether 
they ’ ’seriously suppose that even men with the 
prestige of Dr. Benesh and M. Titulescu could today 1

1 R. W . Seton-Watson, Treaty Revision and the Hungarian 
Frontiers, London, 1934.

advocate territorial concessions to Hungary without 
being overthrown by their respective parliaments 
within twentyfour hours?”  (p. 68). This most un- 
sompromising assertion follows somewhat as an 
anticlimax upon a memorable statement made on 
p. 45, couched in the following terms: ” It is merely 
futile to represent the treaties as sacrosanct and eterncd, 
or to conceal the extreme racial complexity of the pro
blem. If it could be demonstrated that either rectifi
cation or revision would wipe out these racial con
flicts and reconcile the Magyars once for all with their 
neighbours, then anyone opposing it would be guilty 
of a crime against Europe.”  Paced with such a pro
spect, the statesmen of the Little Entente ’ ’might 
even be ready to risk the charges of weakness or 
betrayal which might so easily be launched against 
them by their own demagogues” . Here is, indeed, an 
impossibility which is admittedly not so impossible 
after all. But the tangle of contradictions is growing: 
we are told on the same page, that the sacrifice of 
territory which should thus satisfy Hungarian claims 
would amount but to the handing over of ” a few 
towns and villages”  and that this ’ ’policy of minor 
rectifications such as is the most for which the Suc
cession States could ever be won”  could be carried 
out ’ ’only in a calmer and more conciliatory atmo
sphere than at present” : a phrase which sounds 
oddly familiar and which originates, indeed, from 
a speech of Dr. Benesh, the Foreign Minister of 
Czechoslovakia. In order to create such a ’ ’calmer 
and more conciliatory atmosphere”  a ’ ’true solution”  
is proposed by Dr. Seton-Watson, which is to consist 
in ’ ’educing so far as possible the importance of 
frontiers, whether political or economic, and by 
perfecting the machinery for safeguarding the rights 
of minorities”  (p. 69). If a really enlightened policy, 
assuring maximum rights to minorities, could be 
translated into practice, ’ ’the frontiers would spee
dily lose much of their political significance, revision 
would fall into the background, cultural intercourse 
across the frontiers could be extended, and the 
path would be laid for that removal, or at least 
reduction, of economic barriers which must be the 
final goal”  (p. 70).

Let us now try to translate into plain language 
this ingeniously involved argument, so as to catch 
its real meaning. Revision is impossible because no 
territorial concessions would be considered by the 
Little Entente States, unless at some remote date 
it were found possible to satisfy Hungarian claims 
by transferring a few towns and villages. This could 
be done in a peaceful atmosphere only, after having, 
by a thoughtful policy of extending minority rights
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and economic cooperation, reduced political frontiers 
to utter insignificance and eliminated any motive 
for readjusting them. That is to say: revision might 
be considered — and an extremely modest one at 
that —  at a time only when, according to Dr. Seton- 
Watson’s expectations, nobody would care to ask for it. 
This is the straightforward meaning of the argument 
somewhat tortuously presented by Dr. Seton-Watson. 
It very effectively reduces the whole tangle to the 
one fundamental sentence that revision is ruled out 
because the Little Entente States are not prepared 
to consider it.

Tantae molis • • • It is probably not discourteous to 
submit that it was hardly worth taking the trouble to 
write seventy pages in order to develop this blunt 
negation. Professor Seton-Watson does not pretend, 
however, to believe that all is well with this best of 
all possible worlds emanating from the loins of the 
Paris Peace Conference. He admits that ’ ’the settle
ment of 1919—20 was dominated by nationalism 
and took too little account of economic factors” 
(p. 70), that though the preparation of the draft 
treaties was in the hands of the best experts avail
able ” it is quite true that exigencies of State some
times forced them to draw up reports with unreason
able haste”  (p. 22), that although a ’ ’clean cut on 
ethnographic lines between Hungary and her neigh
bours is a physical impossibility” , yet ’ ’along every 
one of these racial boundaries lies a mixed, indeter
minate, debatable land”  and that ’ ’the Treaty of 
Trianon gave the benefit of the doubt against the 
Magyars on more than one disputed point” (pp. 
23, 25). It is further admitted that it may have been 
a blunder on the part of the Allies not to have ordered 
plebiscites ’ ’all along all the new frontiers”  (p. 59): 
Dr. Seton-Watson himself indicates no less than ten 
areas along the Trianon frontiers where the holding 
of plebiscites would have been justified (p. 62), and 
it will be noted that he has singled out such instances 
only where the returns would have undoubtedly re
corded overwhelming pro-Hungarian majorities. 
Last not least, Dr. Seton-Watson recognises that 
one of the main sources of ’ ’revisionism” is ’ ’the 
absolutely legitimate fear for the fate of co-nationals 
on the wrong side of the frontier”  and he, too, believ
es that ’ ’this will continue until it can be proved 
to be groundless; in other words, until a policy of 
assimilation has by common consent been abandoned 
or rendered impossible”  (p. 69). He therefore proceeds 
to offer his own version of the ’ ’true solution”  as 
outlined above.

Let us ungrudgingly admit that Professor Seton- 
Watson has given admirable expression to what 
we believe is his earnest conviction —  for he is an 
honourable man —  in the following passage which 
would deserve to be carved in marble: ’ ’ What 
is needled is something more than the effective 
enforcement of existing Minority Treaties (though 
this would be an essential step forward), but their ex- 
tention to the maximum, not to the minimum, possible 
in each particular case, and the public recognition that 
a man’s ’ ’nationality”  is not identical with his ’ ’citi
zenship”  but is something compounded of race, lan
guage, tradition and innermost feeling —  something 
physiological and sacred, which should be as inviolate 
as his religion” , (p. 70). We are really pleased to 
record our unqualified assent to this principle, so 
eloquently enunciated. We find ourselves, moreover, 
in entire agreement with Dr. Seton-Watson when

he believes that an arrangement which would effec
tively assure the enjoyment of maximum rights to 
national minorities —  or the enactment of what 
is called ’ ’cultural autonomy” —■ and eliminate as 
far as possible the present barriers to normal cultural 
and economic intercourse across the present frontiers, 
might well be calculated to quell the present ardour 
of revisionist sentiment.

The reader of Professor Seton-Watson’s pamphlet 
is, however, invited to believe that this solution has 
been flatly ’ ’rejected”  by Count Bethlen, as the 
spokesman of Hungary, in one of his London addres
ses. He did, in fact, nothing of the kind. In his lecture 
held in the Royal Institute of International Affairs 
he expressed the opinion that this plan, advertised 
by Little Entente politicians and their sponsors in 
England, had no serious substance whatever. ” If 
however, this plan was a good one —  he continued 
—  why is it still but a plan, why has it not been long 
put into effect? Nothing on earth ever prevented 
its carrying out, so that everybody might enjoy per
fect happiness already and the frontiers might long 
have sunk into insignificance.”  In his last address, 
held before the Balkan Committee, he again considered 
this scheme. ” It has been put forth, he said, by 
people who are in a position to put it into effect in less 
than a fortnight and who might thus prove that it 
was the right method of approach. Why do they not 
disarm us by translating their plan into practice? 
Deeds are evidently more eloquent than words and 
the fact of a simple experiment would render all ar
gument ineffective.” 2

It is thus hardly admissible to say that Count 
Bethlen ’ ’rejected”  this ’ ’true solution” : it would 
be far more correct to say that it has been and is 
being continuously rejected by the Little Entente 
States, contemptuously neglecting even the obligations 
incurred in Paris and St. Germain, to respect the 
’ ’minimum” rights of the minorities as outlined in 
the Minority Treaties. Nor is it just to throw the 
blame upon Hungary for ’ ’blocking”  economic 
progress in Central Europe by ’ ’making revision a 
condition of negotiations” (p. 69): which was never 
done. Hungary has reiterated time and again her 
readiness for negotiating economic agreements and it 
was she indeed who insisted upon such an agreement 
not being made dependent on the fulfilment of po
litical conditions. If Dr. Seton-Watson expounds 
his theory with the creditable intention of convinc
ing Hungary and her leaders of its merits, he is 
obviously barking up the wrong tree!

We should like therefore to invite him to admit 
that if it be true that Treaty Revision is impossible 
for no other reason than because the statesmen of 
the Little Entente are not prepared to consider it, 
it is equally true that his own, and, let us add, admi
rable, ’ ’true solution”  is at least just as unworkable 
and for exactly the same reason. We may, however, 
indicate two motives for preferring Treaty Revision 
to Dr. Seton-Watson’s scheme. First, the fact 
that it has the backing of overwhelming moral justi
fication, and then, the truth that —  as was 
clearly shown by Count Bethlen in his London spee
ches —  the putting into effect of the scheme of 
Maximum Minority Rights presupposes the read
justment of frontiers, that is: Treaty Revision!

2 Count Bethlen’s addresses not having appeared in English 
as yet, I am quoting from the Hungarian edition, pp. 85, 
118, 119.
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OBSERVATIONS  
ON D R . SETO N -W ATSO N ’ S 

P A M P IIE E T
by

Erno Flachbarth.

Dr. Seton-Watson’s pain phlct — ’ ’ Treaty Revision 
and the Hungarian Frontiers' ’ — fully deser
ves the damning criticism to which it has 
been subjected by Hungarian public opinion 

and the Hungarian press. It is even a direct 
provocation of that criticism, because its assumption 
of the guise of pure science is calculated to 
impel a section of the foreign reading public not 
familiar with conditions in the Danube valley 
to form erroneous conclusions likely to give rise 
to unjustifiable doubts respecting the possibility 
of a peaceful revision of the Treaty of Trianon. * 

After the Great War ’ ’Scotus Viator”  became 
Masaryk Professor of Central European History in 
the University of London; and this position of his, 
combined with his anti-Hungarian policy reaching 
back almost three decenniums, adequately explains 
his prepossession in favour of Czecho-Slovakia and 
the other two States of the Little Entente. He was 
one of the intellectual pioneers responsible for the 
creation of the new States and of the Little Entente; 
and that fact would render his prepossession hu
manly comprehensible if he did not allow himself to 
be cajoled into making statements the bona fides 
of which is open to very serious doubts. To give one 
characteristic example of this fact, I would refer to 
the passage (pp. 60— 61) dealing with the autonomy 
of Ruthenia, where Dr. Seton-Watson, while admitting 
that Czecho-Slovakia has not carried out in full the 
pledges untertaken in respect of this territory under 
the Treaty of 10 September, 1919, nevertheless 
speaks of a ’ ’partial execution”  of these obligations. 
This example is so characteristic of Dr. Seton-Wat- 
son’s methods that it is worth our while to dwell on 
the case in detail.

In  re Ruthenian autonomy, Dr. Seton-Watson, 
who in the eyes of British public opinion is regarded 
as a sound authority on conditions in Czecho-Slovakia, 
must know better than anyone else that the Prague 
Government and its Parliament have so far failed 
to execute a single letter of the pledges undertaken 
under § § 10—-14 of the Saint Germain Minority 
Treaty in respect of the autonomy of Ruthenia. This 
Treaty was concluded on September 10th., 1919, 
between the Allied and Associated Powers (Great 
Britain, France, Italy, Japan and the United States 
of North America, the latter having never however 
ratified the Treaty) of the one part and Czecho

slovakia of the other part. In Article 10 of the 
Treaty Czecho-Slovakia undertook an obligation to 
ensure this territory ’ ’the fullest degree of self govern
ment compatible with the unity of the Czecho-Slovak 
State” . According to Article 11 the territory of the 
Ruthenians lying south of the Carpathians is to have 
an autonomous Diet with a sphere of authority 
extending to questions of language, religion, educa
tion and local administration. The Governor of this 
territory is to be appointed by the President of the 
Czecho-Slovak Republic and shall be responsible to 
the Ruthenian Diet. Under Article 12 Czecho
slovakia undertook that the officials of the 
Ruthenian territory should as far as possible be 
chosen from among the inhabitants of that territory. 
Finally, under Article 13 the Ruthenian territory 
is to have an equitable number of deputies in the 
legislature of the Czecho-Slovak Republic, electing 
those deputies in accordance with the Constitution 
of the Republic. However, these deputies are not 
to have votes in the Czecho-Slovak Diet in any 
matters of legislation belonging to the sphere of the 
Ruthenian Diet.

Nearly 15 years have passed since the Treaty was 
signed and put into force; but —  a fact practically 
without a parallel in the history of international trea
ties —  the Czecho-Slovak Government has so far 
not executed a single letter of the pledges undertaken 
under the Treaty. So far Ruthenia has not received 
from the Czecho-Slovak State any form of self- 
government such as might be spoken of as even a 
’ ’partial execution”  of the treaty obligations. There 
is no autonomous provincial assembly; nor has any 
Governor been appointed. In language, religious, 
educational and local administrative matters the 
laws in force in Ruthenia too are those passed by 
the Prague Parliament, these laws being executed 
by organs delegated for the purpose by the central 
Government in Prague. Roughly 90% of the officials 
are Czechs. Ruthenia is not suitably represented in 
the Prague Parliament, because the so-called ” revo- 
lutonary national assembly” , in which the population 
of Ruthenia was not represented at all, formed the 
constituencies in such a manner that in the Ruthenian 
(Ungvar) constituency the number of inhabitants, 
electors and votes per deputy is larger than in any 
other of the constituencies of Czecho-Slovakia. This 
being so, it is difficult to comprehend how Dr. Seton-
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Watson could possibly speak of a ’ ’partial”  realis
ation of Ruthenian autonomy.

But the writer goes farther still and speaks of the 
’ ’scandalous”  neglect of this territory under Magyar 
rule ” in contrast to th e ...  reconstruction”  which 
has ensued under the Czech system. We really can
not imagine that Dr. Seton-Watson has never heard 
of the beneficent activity of Edward Egan and the 
Ruthenian district commission which did so much 
for the Ruthenian people during the days of Magyar 
rule. This commission placed at the disposal of the 
utterly landless Ruthenian inhabitants 20,657 cadas
tral yokes of State property, the result being that 
in 66 villages no fewer than 3063 small-holders were 
able to take on lease at minimum rents lots of 1,3 
and 5 cadastral yokes. In addition some 6.000 cada
stral yokes of land were allotted as freeholds to 
small-holders and parishes respectively. There were 
then 143 credit co-operative societies and 77 credit 
co-operative stores in working in this territory. In 
order to further cattle-breeding the Hungarian State 
took the lease of 7.282 cadastral yokes of Alpine 
pasture-land, some 4.600 animals being pastured 
there. In the Dairy School attached to the Royal 
Hungarian Alpine Farming Establishment every year 
24 Ruthenian boys were given, at the cost of the 
State, a complete training in general agriculture and 
in particular in the manufacture of butter and cheese 
and in the handling of milk. The labour exchange 
established for the purpose of increasing earning 
possibilities every year obtained work for 7 or 8 
thousand Ruthenian agricultural labourers in farm
ing establishments in the Great Lowland Plain, 
enabling them to earn roughly 400.000 or 500.000 
gold crowns a year in wages. In the various co-opera
tive societies embracing every branch of cottage in
dustry every year some 3400 small holders received 
employment, the earnings of the same exceeding
200.000 gold crowns.1

Our object in mentioning all these facts is to 
reduce to its proper value the charge accusing the 
Magyar regime of having ’ ’scandalously”  neglected 
the Ruthenian region. Czech papers —  e. g. the ” Li- 
dove Noviny” , an organ very intimately connected 
with the Czech Foreign Minister Benes —  have been 
repeatedly driven to establish the fact that the net
work of co-operative societies established by the 
Magyar regime has been almost completely suspen
ded by the Czech regime. And as concerns the work 
of ” re-construction” , it will suffice to note that Ruthe- 
nia has for years past been fighting against the most 
horrible misery and poverty, and to remind our 
readers of the fact that the British publicist Hamil
ton, who visited this region in 1932, described the 
situation by declaring that he had never seen, either 
in the famine districts of India or in Germany during 
the blockade that followed the Great War, such dis
tress and misery as that prevailing then in Ruthenia.

IS  TH E Q U ESTIO N
O F  R E V IS IO N  A  C O M P LIC A TE D  O NE ?

As may be seen from the particular problem cited 
above as illustration of the whole question, in his 
comprehensible prepossession as the advocate of 
Czecho-Slovakia and the Little Entente, though by

1 See Dr. Orestes Szabd ; ”Of the Hungarian Russians” 
(i. e. Ruthenians), which appeared in ”Nemzetisigi ismertetd 
k6nyvtdr'‘’ (Library of books dealing with the Nationalities), 
Vol. I., prior to the Great War, without date.

the use of a pettifoggery entirely lacking in good 
faith, Dr. Seton-Watson attempts to defend the 
present regime and to condemn the Magyar regime 
of older days. In support of this endeavour he would 
fain represent as extremely complicated the Hunga
rian demands for a revision of the present situation. 
He endeavours to suggest that the revision movement 
is ” a predominantly Slavonic question”  —  a perfectly 
mistaken view, seeing that the Rumanians are also 
concerned and that the Slav minorities of the Suc
cession States are equally anxious that the present 
situation should be changed — , and, stating that in 
the new period following the Great War the Slav 
nations —  apart from certain Slav minorities —  are 
no longer under non-Slav rule, evidently desires to 
create the impression that a revision would once more 
aggravate the relations between the Slav peoples 
and their non-Slav neighbours. Then he includes 
among the revision questions the” Anschluss” problem, 
which has already assumed an entirely different 
character, as also the question of the Italian Ger
mans, which is quite out of place today, when the 
relations between Austria and Italy are so friendly, 
the question of the Slavs of Italy, which as a conse
quence of the anti-revisionist attitude of Yugoslavia 
cannot possibly be regarded as revisionist, the 
Polish-German and even the Polish-Russian frontier 
problem, the former of which is equally out of place 
today, and in conclusion a whole series of Balkan 
frontier disputes. At the same time he does not 
attribute to the deadly serious Macedonian question 
a greater importance than that attaching to the fron
tier disputes existing as between the allied countries 
of Rumania and Yugoslavia.

A TTITU D E  O F TH E N O N -M A G Y A R  
N A T IO N A L IT IE S IN  1918?

After having so completely exaggerated the im
portance of the Hungarian revision problem, which 
in our opinion may easily —  and must —  be 
taken apart from the questions referred to above, 
Dr. Seton-Watson finally deals with that revision 
problem and, after speaking of the present Hunga
rian system of government as ” an oligarchic form 
of government”  etc., endeavours to prove that 
Austria-Hungary was not broken up by the Allies 
but fell to pieces ” by her own weight” . This is quite 
contrary to fact, at least as far as Hungary is con
cerned. For Seton-Watson takes the declarations of 
the National Councils formed after the War — 
including those of the Slovak Assembly made at 
Turoc-Szentmarton (Turciansky Svaty Martin), of the 
Rumanian Assembly made at Gyulafehervar (Alba 
Julia) and of the Serb Assembly made at Ujvidek 
(Novi Sad) —  as manifestations of the popular will, 
whereas it is an easy matter to show that these As
semblies were mere desultory gatherings, the mem
bers of which had no mandate whatsoever from the 
people to decide as to which State they should be
long to.

According to Dr. Seton-Watson, for example, the 
delegates at the Turoc-Szentmarton Assembly repre
sented 110 national councils; though as a matter 
of fact the persons taking part in the Assembly had 
no mandate whatsoever, and —  as has been so care
fully demonstrated by Lajos Steier2 —  among the

2 Lajos Stier : "Vngarns Vergewaltigung”  (Leipzig and 
Vienna, 1929), pp. 561— 62.
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103 persons present at Turoc-Szentmarton there 
was no representative at all of 6 counties with a 
Slovak majority. At the Ujvidek Assembly —  ac
cording to the minutes of elections sent in from the 
’ ’Bacska” , Banate and Baranya districts —  out of 
453 parishes only 211 were represented, that mean
ing that the majority of the parishes in this area 
were excluded in advance from participation in the 
deliberations and in the decisions taken.* * 3 The Gyula- 
fehervar National Assembly did not reflect the 
opinion of the whole body of the Rumanians of 
Hungary. In a declaration dated December 16th., 
1918, one of the leaders of the Rumanian socialists, 
Trajan Novae, stated that the persons taking part 
in the Assembly had no authorisation whatsover to 
approve separation from Hungary on behalf of the 
Roumanian working classes.4
From what has already been said it will appear pretty 
evident that the National Assemblies enumerated 
cannot by any means be regarded as having been 
manifestations of the general feelings of the Slovak, 
Rumanian and Serb peoples. So far as the Slovaks 
are concerned, special stress must be laid on the 
fact that, on December 12th., 1918, in the town of 
Kassa (Kosice), the Eastern Slovaks declared an 
independent Slovak republic, because they were not 
in the least inclined to join the Czechs in forming a 
State. The largest of the National Councils of the 
Ruthenians of Hungary —  that of Ungvar —  deman
ded to be allowed to remain in union with Hungary. 
However, Dr. Seton-Watson ignores these facts, 
though they are certainly as much in favour .of 
Hungary as those he mentions in favour of Czecho
slovakia, Rumania and Yugoslavia respectively.

But it must be remembered that in the territories 
which the latter States severed from Hungary the 
inhabitants comprised, not only Slavs and Rumanians 
respectively, but also very large numbers of Magyars 
and Germans. According to the data of the Census 
of 1910, in the territory severed from Hungary and 
allotted to Czecho-Slovakia, of a total population of 
3,535.269 souls 1,070.772 were Magyars and 260.962 
Germans (the proportion of the two latter nationa
lities being therefore 37.08%; and even the Czecho
slovak Census of 1930 admits that of the 3,963.318 
Czecho-Slovak nationals living in this territory 
681.460 were Magyars and 160.750 Germans — (that 
being 21.26% of the total population). In the terri
tories severed from Hungary and allotted to Ruma
nia there were 1,705.000 Magyars and 560.000 Ger
mans; and in those allotted to Yugoslavia (exclusive 
of Croatia and Slavonia) 458.000 Magyars and
304.000 Germans. The fact that the Magyars protes
ted unanimously against their being separated from 
their mother country, is not denied even by Dr. Se
ton-Watson. And so far as the Germans are concerned, 
the fact must be stressed that the Germans of Upper 
Hungary (now Slovakia) —  at a mass assembly held 
at Kesmark (Kezmarok) —  protested ’ ’before the 
whole world”  against any decision being taken in 
respect of their citizenship against their will, without 
their being consulted, and without their approval, 
and emphasised that ’ ’Hungary has become our 
fatherland and provides for our needs, she has always

3 ’’Cpomcnica Osbobodjenja Vajvodine 1918”  (published by 
the Serbian National Committee, Novi Sad 1929. p. 160)

* Jancso Benedek: ” A roman irredenta mozgalmak tor- 
l&nete” (History of the Roumanian Irredenta Movements) 
Budapest 1920. p. 468.

shared with us weal and suffering, and we have be
come her citizens, have felt ourselves as such and 
desire to remain such for ever” .5 Nor was there the 
slightest doubt then concerning the pro-Magyar 
feelings of those ’ ’Swabians” who were allotted to 
Rumania and Yugoslavia respectively by the Treaty 
of Trianon.

Consequently, there is no disputing the fact that 
a large proportion of the inhabitants of the territories 
severed from Hungary did not desire to be separated 
from Hungary. The only point possibly open to 
dispute is whether those desirous of joining the 
Succession States or those who desired no such thing 
were in the majority. The Peace Conference made 
a fatal mistake is not ascertaining the wishes of the 
populations concerned, as suggested in the represen
tations of the Hungarian Peace Delegation.6 In the 
dispute as to whether she had really —  as alleged so 
often by her enemies —  oppressed her non-Magyar 
nationalities, Hungary appealed to the tribunal of 
those nationalities and undertook in advance to 
accept the decision of those nationalities. Had the 
Peace Conference ordained that plebiscites should be 
held, today there would be no Danube Valley problem.

D R . S E T O N -W A T S O N ’S 
F O U R  T R E SE S

Dr. Seton-Watson sums up in four points the 
arguments which in his opinion militate against any 
revision of the Treaty of Trianon. These four points 
are as follows:

1. ” A ’ ’clean cut”  on ethnographic lines between 
Hungary and her neighbours is a physical impos
sibility”

2. ’ ’The economic troubles of which Hungary 
complains could not be solved by mere rectification. 
They could only be removed by a reversion to the 
frontiers of 1914.”

3. ’ ’None of the Succession States would ever sub
mit to this, and it could only be achieved by war.”

4. ’ ’Some other solution than revision must be 
sought through the enforcement and extension of 
minority treaties, through economic accords, and 
through a common abandonment of the policy of 
assimilation for all races alike.”

In connection with these four theses it will suffice 
to adduce the following points.

Ad 1. As is well known, the Hungarian revision 
movement is not restricted to the demand for the 
restoration of the territories which are ethnically 
Magyar, but includes also a demand for the grant
ing of the right of self-determination not yet exer
cised by them to other peoples too. But, if we confine 
ourselves to examining only the ethnic principle, 
we shall find that the carrying into effect of that 
principle in practice would not be impeded by any 
obstacles of importance, seeing that the ethnical 
frontiers of the area of settlement of the Magyars 
now living in Succession States —  in other words, 
the frontiers o f the area possessing a Magyar majo
rity —  could be drawn exactly and with the greatest 
ease through Slovakia and Ruthenia, as also through

6 Quoted by Dr. Leo Epstein in his „Studien-Ausgabe 
der Verfassungsgesetze der Tschechoslowakischen Republik“  (Rei- 
chenberg, 1923), p. 87.

6 See „Les Negociations de la Paix Hongrois. Gompte
Rendu sur les travaux de la Delegation de Paix de Hongrie
& Neuilly s/S de janvier cl mars 1920“ Tome I, p. 327.
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the part of the Magyar territory allotted to Rumania 
which is this side of the ,,K.iralyhago”  Pass and 
the ’ ’Bacska”  and Vend districts incorporated in 
Yugoslavia. Later on, as we shall see, Dr. Seton 
Watson is himself compelled to admit the ethni
cally Magyar character of certain territories, and 
for that reason attempts to fight against the re-anne
xation to Hungary of these territories on economic 
grounds and by adducing the question of commu
nications.

Ad 2. Our author declares that ’ ’the economic 
troubles of which Hungary complains cou ld . .  . 
only be removed by a reversion to the frontiers of 
1914” : this thesis is probably due to an indubitably 
thorough appreciation of the sad conditions brought 
into being by the breaking up by force of the former 
economic unit which pre-War Hungary represented. 
By breaking up also the economic unit represented 
by the customs union of the former Monarchy the 
Treaty of Trianon inflicted considerable material los
ses, not only on the Magyars, ethnically taken, but also 
on the other peoples incorporated in the Succession 
States. But this circumstance is a source of argu
ments in favour of granting the non-Magyar peoples 
the right of self-determination, not against the 
restoration of the territories inhabited by Magyars. 
The restoration of these latter territories would 
indeed somewhat add to the troubles with which 
the export trade of Hungarian agriculture has today 
to contend; though not to an excessive extent, seeing 
that in consequence there would be a parallel in
crease in the import requirements of Czecho-Slo- 
vakia, the territory inhabited by Magyars being 
one of the most fertile areas of that State. And in 
any case we are of the opinion that Dr. Seton-Watson 
and his friends should be the last to worry on this 
account. Hungary is only too ready to undertake 
material burdens too, if by so doing she could redeem 
our Hungarian (Magyar) brethren from a foreign 
yoke.

Ad 3. The catchphrase ’ ’Revision means war” 
used with one accord by Messrs. Seton-Watson, 
Benes, Titulescu and Uzunovitch is not likely to 
have much effect except upon those who do not 
know that Hungary desires to obtain a revision 
solely and exclusively by peaceful means, under 
Article 19 of the Covenant of the League of Nations. 
There was a time —  and we trust such a time will 
come again —  when in the Prague Hradsin, the 
leading stronghold of the Little Entente, men of the 
calibre of Masaryk and Benes declared that it was 
not inconceivable that certain Magyar territories 
might be restored on the basis of a peaceful agree
ment.

Ad 4. As far as the suggestion respecting the 
extension of minority protection and the conclusion 
of economic accords is concerned, we cannot pos
sibly expect such measures to bring about a solution 
of the intolerable situation prevailing today. The 
events of recent years have shown that our neigh
bours —  despite their obligations under the mino
rity treaties —  are more and more effectually sup
pressing the rights of the Magyar minorities. Thereby 
they are making impossible the permanent settle
ment of economic questions independently of a poli
tical prius. For so long as Hungary is compelled 
to see that the Magyar minorities torn from her are 
being treated as citizens of the very meanest order, 
there can be no atmosphere of confidence such as is

indispensable to the return of normal trade. Indeed, 
we must not forget that it was the three neighbours 
of the Hungarian nation — and in particular Czecho
slovakia —  that paralysed trade by the introduction 
of various regulations for the purpose of driving 
Hungary to join the Little Entente, to enter a 
Danube Confederation under the control of Czecho
slovakia, and thereby to renounce her revisionist 
demands.

Under these circumstances the suggestion of a 
’ ’diminution of the importance of frontiers”  — 
brought to the surface for the first time by the post
w ar German theory of nationality policy —  cannot be 
regarded either as a suitable means for the solution 
of the problems of the Danube Valley and the Hun
garian nation. For the Succession States have not 
only economically strengthened the frontiers de
marcated by the Treaty of Trianon by building the 
strongholds of their autarchic endeavours, but in 
cultural matters have erected Chinese walls on the 
same. Import prohibitions on books and news
papers published in Hungary, the consistent refusal 
to ,,nostrificate”  (incorporate) diplomas obtained 
in Hungary and to accept the terms spent in Hun
garian universities, the frequent refusal to allow 
writers and artistes (actors) to lecture or perform, 
etc., etc., —  all these facts are proofs positive of 
this state of things. These complaints are all well 
known to Dr. Seton-Watson too, and we are all 
the more surprised that under such circumstances 
he should be able to conceive the possibility of 
„diminishing the importance of frontiers”  towards 
Czecho-Slovakia, Rumania and Yugoslavia. And in 
any case, so long as sovereign States exist, no single 
State will be found willing to renounce having just 
and equitable frontiers. Hungary too is unable to 
renounce her right to such frontiers ; nor can she 
look on with folded arms while her nationals —  as 
proved by her Note recently submitted to the 
League of Nations with her complaints against 
Yugoslavia —  are being shot down by Serbian 
frontier guards merely for trying to carry home to 
Hungary the corn grown beyond the Trianon fron
tier demarcated in defiance of economic reason.

U R . S E T O N -W A T S O N ’ S; ST A T IST IC A L  
M ETH O D S

A whole monograph would be needed to deal 
critically with Seton-Watson’s census data and the 
erroneous conclusions drawn therefrom. The meth
ods employed by him in this respect are quite 
unusual among statisticians and must therefore be 
condemned outright. We confine ourselves to quot
ing two characteristic cases by way of illustration.

One of the tables given by Seton-Watson (p. 26) is'the 
following:

Racial Population of pre-War Hungary.
1910

M a g y a r ...............................................  10,050.575
G e r m a n .......................   2,037.435
Slovak ....................................................  1,967.970
R um anian ...........................................  2,949.032
R u th en e ...............................................  472.587
C r o a t ............................  1,833.162
S e rb ......................................................... 1,106.471
J e w .........................................................  932.458
O t h e r ....................................................  469.255

20,886.487.
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Readers will at the first glance be in a position to con
vince themselves that the total is wrong. Though he copied 
the data relating to the several nationalities and the figures 
showing the total population correctly enough from our 
nationality statistics, Seton-Watson nevertheless includes 
the Jews —  whom the Hungarian Census, in keeping with 
the practice prevailing in Western Europe, treats not as 
a nationality but as a denomination —  among the ’ ’natio
nalities” , thereby entering them twice in the same statement 
—  once as a separate nationality and again as members 
of the respective nationality to which they belong by lan
guage. Every statistician will admit that such a method, 
is statistically inadmissible. It  is equally characteristic of 
Seton-Watson’s methods that in a footnote on the same 
page he should —  evidently with the object of creating 
in the mind of his reader an impression of the inner weak
ness of the Magyar race —  estimate at 100.000 the number 
of baptised Jews. As against this, the official statistical 
data show that between 1896 and 1914 in Hungary pro
per altogether 6,583 Jews and in Hungary +  Croatia 
altogether 6,952 Jews were baptised7. Now, seeing that 
the process of assimilation of the Jews began on a more 
important scale during these very years (as a consequence 
of the ecclesiastical legislation relating to civil marriages 
and other similar matters), we must regard Seton-Watson’s 
datum as an entire invention in diametrical opposition 
to scientific truth.

If that were possible, Seton-Watson’s next statement 
is even more discreditable to the statistical methods he 
employs. He declares (p. 35) that "in  the old Hungary 
the Orthodox religious creed was virtually identical with 
Roumanian, Serb or Ruthene nationality, and the Uniate 
creed with Roumanian or Ruthene nationality". Now 
seeing that the Hungarian Census includes some 400.000 
more adherents of the Orthodox and Uniate Churches 
than the combined Rumanian, Serb and Ruthene racial 
total in 1910, Seton-Watson concludes that the Hunga
rian Census was incorrect. In view of the fact that for 
more than three decenniums Seton-Watson has been one 
of the leading apostles of the campaign of calumny against 
Hungary, we consider it by no means superfluous to point 
out in connection with this datum the unreliability of his 
statements.

According to the data of the Hungarian Census taken 
in 1910,8

of the 2,025.508 members of the Uniate
Church living in H ungary...................  210.653

and of the 2,987.163 members of the
Orthodox C hurch......................................  20.910

could speak Magyar only, the total num
ber of members of these two Churches 
speaking Magyar only being thus. . . 231.563

Of these persons, who spoke no other language but Ma
gyar, it would certainly be difficult to assert that they 
were of Rumanian, Serb or Ruthenian nationality res
pectively. And even among the members of these two 
Churches speaking other languages besides Magyar there 
were very naturally large numbers of persons whose mother 
tongue was Magyar,9 —  viz.

of the members of the Uniate Church.. 304.570 
and of members of the Orthodox Church 40.851

were persons whose mother tongue was Magyar. And 
seeing that (v. supra) some two-thirds of the latter number 
could speak Magyar only, there is not the slightest reason 
to doubt the correctness of the data supplied by Hun
garian statistics with reference to the number of members 
of the Uniate and Orthodox Churches whose mother tongue

7 ” Annuaire Statistiques Hongrois". Voi. 1914, p. 308.
8 "A z 1914. ivi nepszdmlalds.”  Magyar etatisztilcai kozle- 

minyek. Uj sorozat. Vol. 64, pp. 57 and 140.
9 Ibid, p. 454 and 464.

was Magyar. Then again there were adherents of these 
two Churches also among the Slovaks, Croatians and other 
nationalities. The 1910 Hungarian Census, for example, 
shows that there were 79.152 Slovaks belonging to the 
Uniate Church and 680 Slovaks belonging to the Orth
odox Church. That these data are not in the least exagge
rated, is proved by the Czecho-Slovak Census of 1921, 
which showed the existence in the territories of Slovakia 
and Ruthenia of 93.000 members of the Greek and Arme
nian Uniate Church and 1000 members of the Greek and 
Armenian Orthodox Church among the Eastern ’ ’Czecho
slovaks” , most of the same being Slovaks.10

A  comparison of all these data must force us to the con
clusion that the statement made by Dr. Seton-Watson 
to the effect that all members of the Uniate and Orthodox 
Churches in pre-War Hungary were in principle Ruma
nians, Serbs or Ruthenes, is entirely at variance with the 
facts. The circumstance that the Hungarian Census 
shows the existence'in pre-War Greater Hungary of exactly 
484.581 more -members of the Orthodox and Uniate 
Churches than there were Serbs, Rumanians, and Rut- 
henians combined,is explained naturally by there having 
been large numbers of adherents of these two Churches 
also among the Magyars, Slovaks, Croatians and other 
nationalities. W e do not wish to presume that Dr. Seton- 
Watson deliberately suppressed the truth. Probably he 
was ignorant on the point. But in connection with the 
last case cited we are fully justified in calling in question 
his authority as an expert.

In consequence Dr. Seton-Watson’s other statistical 
data must also be received with scepticism. By 
the statistical data he employs, Dr. Seton-Watson 
endeavours to prove that there was magyarisation 
by force in pre-War Hungary and that this magya
risation is still going on. However, whereas on the 
one hand he pretends that this assimiliation was —  
and is —  prejudicial to the interested nationalities 
and a cause for grievance on their part, on the, 
other hand he treats as a natural process the fact 
that during the Czech regime the ’ ’crypto-Slovaks”
or ’ ’Magyarones” , who ” at first ........... hesitated to
declare their true nationality” , later on, ’ ’when 
they saw that the old regime was not likely to 
return, gained courage and confidence, and a process 
of automatic demagyarisation has set in, here 
and there of sufficient importance to affect the total 
figures” (pp. 29— 30).

The truth is that the gradual assimilation of the 
non-Magyar nationalities in Hungary was a natural 
consequence of the many centuries of symbiosis of 
these peoples in a State under Magyar direction, of 
the social superiority of the Magyars resulting from 
this leadership and the superiority of Magyar cul
ture as compared with those of the Slav and Ruma
nian peoples, of the absorbing influence of the towns 
stressed also by Dr. Seton-Watson, etc., etc. It is 
naturally too early yet for these factors to act in 
the same way in Czecho-Slovakia, Rumania and 
Yugoslavia in favour of the Czech, Slovak and Ruthe
nian, the Rumanian and the Serbian and Croatian 
nationalities respectively. The fact that the ’ ’crypto- 
Slovaks”  or ’ ’Magyarones”  after the Magyar regime 
appeared ’ ’not likely to return”  declared themselves 
to be Slovaks, may perhaps explain why certain 
individuals who had previously stated that they 
were Magyars at the Census of 1919 declared for 
Slovak nationality ; but it cannot by any means 
explain why the Czecho-Slovak Censuses of 1921 
and 1930 show such a decrease in the number of 
Magyars as compared with the Census o f 1919?

10 Oustav Peters : ” Der neue Herr Bdhmens” Berlin 1927. 
p. 65.
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L E T  US L O O K  INTO  TH E SE  D A T A  
M O R E  C L O S E L Y

There were, according to the Hungarian census of 
January 1, 1910:

in Slovakia 896.271 (30.6% )
in Ruthenia 174.501 (29.2% )

Magyars, or a total of 1,070.772 in the entire terri
tory transferred to Czecho-Slovakia.11

Another census was held by the Czecho-Slovak Govern
ment in August 1919, in Slovakia only, in order to collect 
data to be submitted to the Peace Conference. The number 
of the Magyars was put by this census at

692.831 (23.5 % ).12

This census thus returned 203.440 less Magyars than its 
precursor of 1910, a loss of nearly one fifth, and reduced the 
percentage of Magyar inhabitants from 30 .6%  to 23 .5% .

Scarcely eighteen months later, on February 15, 1921, a 
census was held in the entire territory of the State. There 
were, according to this:

in Slovakia 634.827 (21.48% ), 
in Ruthenia 103.690 (17.35% ),

Magyars, or a total of 738.517 in the entire territory 
transferred from Hungary.13

After a lapse of but eighteen months, in Slovakia alone 
the Czecho-Slovak authorities returned 58.000 less Magyars 
than before and reduced the percentage of Magyar inha
bitants from 23.5%  to 21.48% . In Ruthenia the figures 
of 1910 suffered a decline of 70.811, the percentage falling 
from 29 .2%  to 17.35% . In the whole territory transferred 
from Hungary, the Magyars of Czecho-Slovakia lost, 
according to Czecho-Slovak statistics, no fewer than 
332.255 souls, well-nigh one third of their total number.

The main results of the Czecho-Slovak census held on 
December 2nd, 1930, published but a few weeks ago 
show a still darker picture of the continual decline in the 
number of the Magyars living in Slovakia and Ruthenia. 
There were, according to these figures:

in Slovakia 571.988 (17.58% )
in Ruthenia 109.472 (15.44%)

Magyars, or a total of 681.460 Czecho-Slovak subjects
of Magyar extraction in both provinces.14

The number of Magyar inhabitants of the province of 
Slovakia thus decreased by 62.839 between 1921 and 
1930, according to Czecho-Slovak statistics, entailing 
a reduction in percentage from 21.48 to 17.58% . In  
Ruthenia we note an increase of 5.7 82 in absolute figures, 
accompanied however by a percentual decrease from 
17.35 to 15.44% . The figures from both provinces com
puted indicate, in comparison with figures of 1921, a loss 
of 57.057 Magyar souls in the whole territory transferred 
from Hungary to Czecho-Slovakia. This would mean, in 
other words, that the Magyar Minority of Czechoslovakia 
has lost, in less than a decade, one twelfth of its numerical 
strength.

11 Manuel statistique de la republique tchocoslovaque. 
II. Prague, 1925.

12 Soznam miest na Slovensku. Bratislava, 1920.
13 Zpravy statnCbo uradu statistikeho republiky cesko- 

slovensko. Yol. XV I, No. 195. The number of Magyars pos
sessing no Czechoslovak citizenship was returned as 13.414. 
(Cechoslowakisehe Statistik, T. IX .) This would bring up 
the total figure of Magyar inhabitants to 648.210. No data 
are available about the number of Ruthenian Magyar inha
bitants of foreign citizenship or possessing none whatever, 
that is, belonging to the category of ’ ’homeless”  people 
called into being in consequence of the provisions of the Peace 
Treaties.

14 Zpravy statneho uradu statistikeho republiky Cesko- 
slovenske. Vol. X IV . The number of Magyars possessing 
no Czechoslovak citizenship was returned as 20.349: This 
figure added, the grand total of Magyar inhabitants would 
work out at 592.337.

A  cursory comparison of the returns of the Slovakian 
survey of 1919 and the two general censuses of 1921 and 
1930, will inevitably lead to the conclusion that one at 
least of these operations must have been a fake.

W e do not now propose, however, to scrutinize the 
results of the 1919 survey or those of the census of 1921. 
The latter was branded as unreliable years ago al
ready by an eminent Czech scholar, Dr. Emmanuel Radi, 
Professor in the Karel University of Prague.15 W e only 
want to examine the data relating to the Magyar popu
lation of the census of 1930, on the basis of official 
Czechoslovak sources, with the sole object of determining 
whether the returns relating to the natural increase of 
the Magyar population could be brought into line with 
the alleged results of the last census. According to official 
Czecho-Slovak data relating to the years 1921 to 1930
the number of births among the Magyars

was 189.640 and
the number of deaths among the Magyars

was 115.381 16
the natural increase being therefore 74.259
The number of Magyar emigrants was 13.380 17
the net increase would work out therefore at 60.879
If this figure is added to the total of Magyar 
inhabitants, whether Czecho-Slovak subjects, 
foreigners or ’ ’homeless” , calculated accor
ding to the census figures of 1921, viz. 648.210 
the total of Magyars, computed for the end 
of the year 1930, would appear to be 709.089
The Czecho-Slovak census of 1930, however, 
puts the total of all Magyar inhabitants of 
Slovakia, foreigners and homeless included, 
at but 592.337
leaving 116.752
Magyars unaccounted for.

In this way the census of 1930 not only spirited 
away those 60.879 souls who had been added by natural 
increase to the numbers of the Magyar population between 
1921 and 1930, but also another 55.873 souls returned as 
Magyars in the registers of 1921. The same method 
applied to Ruthenia produces the following results:18
The number of births among the Magyars

(1921— 30) was 43.229
the number of deaths among the Magyars

(1921— 30) was 24.043
Natural increase: 19.186
Number of Magyar emigrants: 3.398
Net increase computed: 15.788
Total Magyar population, according to the

census figures of 1921: 103.690
Thus the total computed for 1930 would work

out at 119.478
The census of 1930, however, puts the Ma

gyars at 109.472
And leaves therefore 10.006
Magyars unaccounted for.

15 Dr. Emanuel Radi, Der Kampf zwischen Tschechen 
und Deutschen. Reichenberg, 1928, p. 186.

16 Cechoslowakisehe Statistik, 59, 63, 77, and Zpravy 
statniho uradu statistickeho republiky ceskoslovenske. —  
Mitteilungen des statistischen Staatsamtes der Sechoslova- 
kischen Republik, 45— 1921, 82, 83— 1930, 151, 152— 1931.

17 Statisticka pi'iruCka republiky Ceskoslovenske. IV. —  
Data available cover but the years 1922 to 1930, the figure 
to be derived from them would be 12.164. We have added, 
therefore, the average for the 10 % months between February 
15 and December 31, 1921. The great emigration of Magyar 
officials expelled by the Czechs was over by that time.

18 Following data are derived from the sources quoted 
above, with a similar correction as mentioned in the pre
ceding footnote, regarding emigration in 1921.
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Thus, though the loss of Magyar souls is not as signi
ficant in Ruthenia as in Slovakia, Czecho-Slovak statistics 
nevertheless deprived the Magyar Minority of Ruthenia of 
two thirds of the net increase of their numbers between 
1921 and 1930.

In  the two provinces, Slovakia and Ruthenia the 
number of the Magyar population as returned by the 
census of 1930 falls ahort by 126.758 of the figure it must 
have attained by natural increase up to the end of 1930.

W hat has become of these Magyars ? This is a question 
to which the Czecho-Slovak Statistical Office has failed so 
far to give a satisfactory answer.

Dr. Antony B oM c, Director of the Czecho-Slovak Sta
tistical Office, attributes the comparatively small shor
tage in the numbers of the Magyars of Ruthenia (10.006) 
to the following factors: 1. to the deflection of a number 
of Jews from the Magyar Minority, 2. to the Germani- 
sation of some Magyar villages, 3. to increases in the num
ber of the Gypsies, 4. to Magyar emigration and 5. to the 
’ ’return”  of ’ ’Magyarised Ruthenes”  to Ruthene na
tionality.19

Let us examine whether the influence of these factors 
will suffice to explain the disapearance of 116.752 Magyars 
in Slovakia?

As regards the Jews, the Czecho-Slovak Statistical 
Office informs us that in Slovakia the number of people 
of Jewish nationality was smaller in 1930 than in 1921: it 
fell from 70.522 to 65.385.20 It is therefore most unlikely 
that anything like a substantial number of Israelites 
who had declared themselves Magyars in 1921 should 
have joined the ranks of the Jewish nationality in 1930: 
for in this case the numerical strength of the Jewish 
nationality ought to have increased rather than declined.

The numbers of the Germans of Slovakia increased 
from 139.880 to only 147.501 during the period 1921 to 
1930,21 a gain which hardly equals the figure correspon
ding to the natural increase of the German population. 
However, a German gain at the expense of the Magyar 
nationality should have added a surplus to their numbers 
not to be accounted for by natural increase. This evi
dently was not the case.

The Ruthenes of Slovakia increased in number from 
85.628 in 1921 to 91.079 in 1930,22 the balance, howe
ver, fails to do justice to their natural increase. No  
Magyars therefore seem likely to have gone over to 
them.

The numbers of the Magyar emigrants have been duly 
deducted in the above computation from the figure indi
cating their natural increase; none of the 115.752 Magyars 
missing m ay be explained away on that score. The 
Magyars of foreign and those of no citizenship have also 
been taken into consideration

Therefore, of the non- ’ ’Czecho-Slovak” nationalities the 
Gypsies alone can account for a fraction of the Magyars 
found missing. Their numbers increased, according to 
official data, from 7.999 in 1921 to 30.626 in 1930: 23 
owing in part at least to the fact that Gypsies of Magyar 
tongue, especially in the Feled district, were returned 
by the Czecho-Slovak census recorders, in spite of their 
protests, as people of Gypsy ’ ’nationality’1. Even this 
will not account, however, for more than 15— 20.000 of 
the missing Magyars: which is a liberal estimate, as it 
must be borne in mind that the Gypsies are a prolific 
race. The mysterious disappearance of some 100.000 
Magyars still calls for an explanation.

Thus we come to the inevitable conclusion that nearly 
one sixth of the Magyars registered as such by the

19 Statisticky Obzor—  Revue Statistique Tchecoslovaque. 
4. 1932.

29 Zpravy— Mitteilungen, 195, XIV .
21 Ibid.
22 Ibid.

Czecho-Slovak census authorities in 1921 were kidnapped, 
as it were, by the census of 1930. No statistical manoeuvres 
will do the trick of explaining away this huge decline 
And nobody conversant with Czecho-Slovakian condi
tions will believe that these fifteen calamitous years 
could have sufficed to induce such a large number of 
Magyars to spontaneously assume ’ ’Czecho-Slovak”  natio
nality. This, indeed, would be little short of a miracle.

In the course of two decenniums the Czech Cen
suses decreased the number of Magyars —  as com
pared with the figures of 1910 —  by roughly 390.000, 
at the same time entirely eliminating the natural 
increase of the Magyars. On the other hand —  as 
may he seen by reference to Dr. Seton-Watson’s 
pamphlet —  the Hungarian Censuses for the period 
from 1869 to 1910 show an advance in the absolute 
number of Slovaks. In the decennium 1900— 1910 
there was indeed a slight set-back (from 2,008.744 
to 1,967.970); but this decline of 2% is infinitesimal 
when compared with the decrease during the decen
nium 1921— 1930 of the Czecho-Slovakian Magyars 
shown by the Czecho-Slovak Census (a decline of 
8%). Consequently a simple arithmetical comparison 
is also in favour of the Hungarian Census. We 
would repeat, however, that the assimilation of 
the Slovaks in the Greater Hungary of pre-War 
days was the natural result of the working of nume
rous factors ; whereas there can be no question of 
any such natural assimilation of the Magyars en
suing in Czecho-Slovakia.

TH E P L E B ISC IT E  A R E A S
On the map annexed to his pamphlet, Dr. Seton- 

Watson marks certain small territories as ’ ’possible 
plebiscite areas” . In the text, however, the author 
is bent on proving at all costs that these territories 
must also not be restored to Hungary.

In respect of Western Hungary the author simply 
refuses to take cognizance of the Sopron plebiscite, 
speaking of ” a fait accompli (effected) there in 1920 
in very much the same way as Poland at Wilna”  
and declaring that ’ ’both on a racial and on an 
economic basis any rectification would have to be 
in favour of Austria, not of Hungary” . (Maybe in 
order, in the event of an ’ ’Anschluss” , to give Ger
many even more territory?) He opposes the resto
ration of Pozsony (Bratislava) chiefly because in 
his opinion the Danube is to Slovakia what the 
Vltava and the Elbe are to Bohemia; To him the 
restoration to Hungary of Komarom (Komarno) is 
inadmissible because it ’ ’commands the junction of 
the chief Slovak river, the Vah, with the Danube”  ; 
his objection to the restoration of the district 
lying between the mouth of the Ipoly (Ipel) and 
Kassa is that such a proceeding would interfere 
with road and railway communications and would 
paralyse traffic; Kassa must not be restored be
cause it is ’ ’the natural and, indeed, only pos
sible, capital of Eastern Slovakia” ; his objection to 
the restoration to the section of Ruthenia inhabited 
by Magyars is that such a procedure would deprive 
the Ruthenian hinterland of all connection between 
the valleys and would also cut off Bohemia from 
all direct railway communication with Rumania; 
he objects to the restoration of the Szatmar district 
because he finds —  speaking in the very spirit of 
pan-German propaganda —  that there are here 
30— 40.000 Germans (as against 268.000 Magyars 
and 119.000 Rumanians ! !) who —  he says —  ’ ’under23 Ibid.
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Rumanian rule are slowly recovering their German 
nationality” ; nor would he restore Nagyvarad 
(Oradea Mare), because it is a railway centre ; the 
restoration of Arad —  he says —  would lead to its 
economic ru in ; while he objects to the restoration 
of the Banat because it is a ’ ’racial mosaic” , and 
of the Bacska (Backa) district because he asserts 
that the population of Szabadka (Subotica) includes 
nearly 100.000 Yugoslavs (Even according to the 
official Serb Census of 1921 the town contains only 
about 62.000 inhabitants of Serb-Croat nationality).

So Dr. Seton-Watson is never at a loss for argu
ments when calling in question the right of Hungary 
to any particular territory. He pleads both economic 
and ethnic grounds —  employing whichever of the 
two seems more favourable to his purpose; but 
these same arguments are never once adduced in 
favour of Hungary. This is hardly what one might 
call ’ ’objectivity” .

The conclusion drawn by Dr. Seton-Watson from 
the survey described above is that even if ” a policy 
of minor rectifications, . . .  in a more conciliatory 
atmosphere than the present, might reduce the 
number of Magyars outside Hungary by something 
between a half and three-quarters of a million”  (! !), 
’ ’much the greater number of them would . . . still 
remain on the wrong side of the frontier” . This 
argument is just as little warrantable as the others. 
From the essay by Sir Robert Gower published in 
another part of this Review it will be seen that in 
the territory adjoining the Trianon frontier —  with- 
hout including the Szekelys of Transylvania —  
1,645.485 Magyars and 259.258 Germans could be 
re-incorporated in Hungary without placing more 
than 590.290 Slavs and 61.784 Rumanians under 
Magyar (Hungarian) rule, while the majority of the 
Magyars torn from the mother country would be 
able once more to live in Hungary.

Dr. Seton-Watson declares that the Czechs or 
the Rumanians of the Regat ’ ’would gladly hand 
over”  to Hungary ” a few towns and villages” , ” if 
that really meant the end of the quarrel.”  But he 
believes that the Little Entente statesmen ’ ’see no 
advantage whatsoever in making (such) concessions” , 
for they are of opinion that these concessions ’ ’could 
not satisfy Magyar opinion” , which would only 
treat them as ” a first instalment, to be followed 
by fresh demands and a fresh offensive” . And Dr. 
Seton-Watson, who in this connection would appear 
to be the spokesman of Benes’s party, believes that 
the Slovaks and the Rumanians of Transylvania are 
more intransigeant in the question of revision than 
the Czechs and the Rumanians of the Regat. This 
statement is perhaps true of the Slovaks in one res
pect, —  viz, in reflecting the constantly increasing 
tendency in the public opinion of Slovakia expres
sed in the view that, if the revision regarded as 
inevitable should restore to Hungary the territories 
inhabited by Magyars, the whole of Slovakia should 
be treated as a single unit and the Slovaks should 
follow the Magyars. We declare that in the event 
of a plebiscite the majority of the Slovaks would 
vote today also in favour of Hungary. According 
to Dr. Seton-Watson the Slovaks are more intransi
geant even than the Czechs in their opposition to a 
revision of the Trianon frontiers. The dispute cannot 
be decided except by a plebiscite carried out under 
impartial control. Hungary is today as ready as ever 
to accept the results of the plebiscite ; only the Czechs

and their allies repudiate the suggestion of a plebis
cite, evidently because they are afraid of it.

As appears from a recently published work of 
his24, Masaryk in January, 1919, repudiated the sug
gestion of a plebiscite on the ground that the Slovaks 
had been so excessively oppressed that they had 
never had an opportunity to think politically and 
would not even know how to vote. This statement 
is typical, not only because in it Masaryk denied the 
Slovaks —  of whom the preface to the Minority 
Treaty concluded at Saint Germain on September 
10th., 1919, asserts that they joined the Czechs of 
their own accord —  the capacity to decide inde
pendently concerning their lot as a people, but also 
because it bases its opposition to the holding of a 
plebiscite on an alleged oppression. Had this really 
been the case, the attitude adopted was quite absurd, 
because oppressed people cannot be regarded as 
likely to vote for their reputed oppressors. Milan 
Ivanka, one of the leaders of the czechophile Slovaks 
(a very small minority), at the trial of Tuka, the 
Slovak autonomist who was condemned to fifteen 
years’ penal servitude by the Czechs, —  the trial 
was on August 19th., 1929 —  spoke far more frankly 
when he declared that in the event of the convening 
of a Slovak National Assembly 80% of the delegates 
would have voted for a return to the Crown of St. 
Stephen ! ! This statement requires no comment.

The economic argument adduced by Dr. Seton- 
Watson against minor rectifications is that such a 
procedure would not restore to Hungary either 
forests or ore or salt mines or even health resorts, 
and would in addition render far more acute Hun
gary’s agrarian problem, for it would re-incorporate 
in Hungary Magyar farmers who have benefited by 
the land reforms of the Succession States and ob
tained possession of lands of their own. On this 
point we can re-assure Dr. Seton-Watson.

Apart from the fact that the Succession States 
have allotted precious little land to Magyar claimants 
(in Czecho-Slovakia, for instance, barely 25.000 
hectares), according to a statement made by Count 
Stephen Bethlen published in another part of this 
Review, ’ ’not a single person is unaware (in Hungary) 
of the elementary fact thas these agrarian reforms 
could not be undone even in case of Revision” . And 
however touching Dr. Seton Watson’s fears res
pecting forests, mines and watering-places may be, 
they are not likely to make the public opinion of 
Hungary falter in its demand for revision.

M A R G IN A L  N O TE  O N  A  C E R T A IN  
STA TE M E N T

It would be out of place to deal with the attacks 
made by Dr. Seton-Watson upon Lord Rothermere, 
Count Stephen Bethlen, Father Francis Jehlicka 
and Sir Robert Gower. So we confine ourselves to 
referring our readers to the two statements of Count 
Bethlen (v. infra) and to the article by Father 
Jehlicka to be found in another part of this Review. 
As regards Dr. Seton-Watson’s observation to the 
effect that ” personally conducted tours from England 
were organised at an absurdly unremunerative rate ; 
invitations were scattered broadcast, pheasant shooting 
and the prime vintages of Tokay and other well- 
known Hungarian lures were prepared for the frivolous 
or the unwary” , we leave it to the judgment of the 
reader to decide whether it is conceivable that

24 ”Cesta demokrace” Praha 1933.
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English gentlemen can be influenced by invitations, 
pheasant shooting, Tokaj' wine or other natural 
manifestations of Hungarian hospitality to such an 
extent as to be prepossessed in favour of the Hun
garian revisionist demands, not because they are 
convinced of the objective justice of those demands, 
but for the sake of such trifles? And if Dr. Seton- 
Watson takes umbrage at the Chief Editor of the 
’ ’Pesti Hirlap” , irrespective of the cost, publishing 
books written to convince the public opinion of 
Western Europe of the justice of his country’s 
cause, we would answer simply that the Hungarian 
nation must be proud that it has sons so convinced 
of the justice of their cause as to spare no expense 
in advocating it. For —  as against the allegation 
made by Dr. Seton-Watson —  we must state em
phatically that there is not a single honest man in 
Hungary —  from the magnate to the simple cottager, 
from the banker-prince to the poorest labourer — 
who is not convinced that the revision of the Treaty 
of Trianon is in the interest of Hungary, of Europe 
in general and the Danube Valley in particular, 
and of all those peoples which for centuries — 
for good and for evil —  shared the fate of the 
Magyars.

At the end of his pamphlet Dr. Seton-Watson 
publishes the whole text of the declaration in which 
’ ’the Slovak Deputies and Senators in the Czecho
slovak Parliament”  and other representatives of 
the Slovak people protested against the addresses 
given in England by Count Stephen Bethlen and 
Father Francis Jehlicka. But Dr. Seton-Watson 
forgets to inform his British readers that, although 
the declaration was dated December 20th., 1933, 
and he asked for its publication in the ” Daily Mail”  
as early as December 22nd., the ” Slovak”  both on 
December 28th. and January 1st., 1934, persisted 
in stressing the fact that the deputies belonging to the 
Slovak People’s Party and the Slovak National Party 
had never signed any such declaration. So it is 
quite evident that Dr. Seton-Watson sent the ’ ’Daily 
Mail”  a declaration containing signatures of per
sons who subsequently stated that the said signa
tures were not theirs. Far be it from us to call in 
question Dr. Seton-Watson’s personal bona fides ; 
but we are by no means convinced of the good faith 
of the person who sent him the declaration from 
Prague. The fact that, at a meeting held on January 
18th., 1934, the parliamentary club of the Slovak 
People’s Party stated that ’ ’those signatures . . .  of 
which it was by a misunderstanding asserted that 
they were not authentic, are valid”  does not in any 
way affect what has been said above ; indeed, it 
compels us to conclude that the Slovak autonomists 
were subsequently either compelled or persuaded 
to acknowledge the validity, but not the genuineness, 
of the signatures they had previously repudiated. 
This state of things in itself throws a remarkable 
light on the internal political conditions of Czecho
slovakia.

W H A T  S E T O N -W A T SO N  A L S O  A D M IT S
After having dealt with the shady sides of the 

pamphlet, we would treat of one or two good points 
too. It is to the credit of Dr. Seton-Watson that he 
speaks with regret of the decision of the Czecho-Slovak 
authorities depriving the Magyars of the towns of 
Pozsony (Bratislava) and Kassa of the status of

equal linguistic rights in local government affairs 
which they had enjoyed until the publication of he 
results of the 1930 Census. Our appreciation is not 
in the least prejudiced by the fact that Seton-Watson 
endeavours to excuse and palliate this measure by 
referring to an alleged ’ ’campaign of aggression and 
calumny”  directed against the Czecho-Slovak Re
public and to ’ ’the methods of Magyarisation (sic !) 
still in operation in post-War Hungary against the 
Slovak minority” .

In the introductory section of his pamphlet Dr. 
Seton-Watson himself admits that ’ ’during the past 
year the question of Treaty Revision has figured more 
and more prominently in international politics, for
ming the real - background to the vital problems of 
Disarmament and Security. In  proportion as the 
economic settlement imposed in Paris has crumbled 
and proved unworkable —  until none save ’ ’the men 
of the wild jackass”  are left to defend it today —  there 
has been a parallel tendency in many quarters to 
assume that the territorial settlement of 1919— 20 is 
no less imperfect and requires no less drastic revision” . 
He then adds that, in addition to many Central 
European, British and American writers, Signor 
Mussolini also ’ ’raised the question of revision as one 
of the central aims of the proposed Four Power Pact” , 
and that Mr. MacDonald —  though, he asserts, 
only ’ ’for a brief moment”  —  ’ ’seemed disposed to 
endorse his view” , from which moment ’ ’revision 
can be said to have acquired the rank of an urgent 
international problem” . In these sentences Dr. 
Seton-Watson himself has emphasised the central 
importance of the question of revision in European 
and indeed in international politics, as also the close 
connection between the same and the questions of 
Disarmament and Security. That is our opinion too ; 
and we can only regret that Seton-Watson is, not
withstanding, one of the spokesmen advocating the 
cause of the most obstinate opponents of a revision 
of the Treaty of Trianon.

We regret this all the more, seeing that Seton- 
Watson himself establishes the fact that the treaties 
of peace must not be regarded as sacrosanct and 
eternal, urging on the contrary that, where it appears 
that by their modification or revision it may prove 
possible to eliminate conflicts and at the same time 
to reconcile Hungary with her neighbours, ’ ’anyone 
opposing (such a procedure) would be guilty of a 
crime against Europe” . That is just what we feel 
too. The Hungarian nation would certainly not 
adopt an attitude of rigid refusal if invited to enter 
into negotiations promising a serious revision of the 
Trianon frontiers.

People in Britain should not forget that, though 
the flag flying over Constantinople and the Darda
nelles is that of Turkey, the pole is in the hands 
of Moscow.
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A N S W E R  T O  
D R . S E T O N -W A T S  O N ’ S P A M P H L E T

by
Father Jehticha

I
n his pamphlet entitled "Treaty Revision and 

the Hungarian Frontiers”  Dr. Seton-Watson 
devotes two chapters to me. In order to 
undermine the authority of the ,,Slovak Na

tional Council in Geneva”  of which I am 
chairman, and to call in question its Slovak 
character, he goes so far as to allege that 
the Council is ,controlled from Budapest” . How
ever, whereas Dr. Seton-Watson has failed to 
produce proofs of the correctness of his statement, 
we are in a position to prove that Dr. Seton-Watson’s 
’ ’Masaryk Chair”  in London University is really 
’ ’controlled from Prague” ; for the said Chair was 
created for Dr. Seton-Watson by the Czecho-Slovak 
Government, which has ever since financed the same.

It is characteristic of the method employed by 
Dr. Seton-Watson that he should confine himself 
to extracting a few incoherent sentences from the 
address delivered by me in London, before the 
Catholic Council for International Relations, while 
suppressing the essential points.

The principal theme of my address was the me
thods of the Czechs in balkanising Slovakia, where 
they have laid destructive hands on every branch 
of culture. They have ruined the material culture of 
this region, crushed its industry, cut down its fo
rests, and beggared its people. Is it conceivable that 
there should be any higher intellectual culture 
where there is no material basis? And how can an 
intellectual culture be fostered by the schools of 
Slovakia which have been transformed by the 
Czechs into hotbeds of czechisation?

The social culture of Slovakia has been ruined 
by some half million Slovak men being compelled 
to emigrate, this procedure destroying the happiness 
of innumerable family homes. In the public life of 
the country the Czechs have made corruption the 
ruling factor; while they have put an end to per
sonal security and the sanctity of property and to 
liberty of speech.

The crowning and most important manifestation 
of culture is that comprised in religion and ethics. 
This form of culture is being systematically extir
pated in Slovakia by the Czechs, who plead in 
excuse for their action that so long as the Slovaks cling 
to their religion they will defend their tongue too; 
therefore they must be deprived of the religion of 
their forefathers. According to the latest reports 
of the papers, the Czechs have demolished the 
Holy Trinity Monument in Levoca, a town in Slo
vakia, and have not been punished at all for doing

so (the demolition was carried out on April 26th., 
1934).

These matters are ignored by Dr. Seton-Watson, 
for it would be a difficult task to defend his proteges 
in this connection.

Another essential section of my address dealt 
with an important statement made by Dr. Seton- 
Watson. For in another publication of his (’ ’Slovakia 
Then and Now” , p. 6) he admitted that there would 
be every ground and reason for the partition of 
Czecho-Slovakia, if it could be proved that that 
country was not a natural formation but an arti
ficial structure. In my address I proved beyond 
a doubt that Czecho-Slovakia was an ” artificial 
structure". I referred to its absurd shape, on account 
of which French, German and Czech military autho
rities declare that this State cannot strategically 
be defended. This State is not a historical unit, 
seeing that for a thousand years one half of the 
same belonged to Hungary, and the other half to 
Austria. Nor is it a geographical or economic unit, 
—  as may be seen by a mere glance at the map. 
And ethnographically the Czecho-Slovak State is 
a conglomeration of multifarious races; and its 
name should not be Czecho-Slovakia at all, but 
Czecho- Germano- Slovak- Polish- Magyar- Ruthenia. 
The Czechs are a minority in this State; and I ask 
whether it is natural that the Czech minority should 
not only rule but actually tyrannise the non-Czech 
majority? The foundation upon which this State 
was based was a lie, —  viz. the statement that ’ ’the 
Slovaks are also Czechs” . This State was established 
by cajoling the Peace Conference and by breaking 
treaties (Pittsburgh); and it is being maintained 
by terror.

I therefore proved that Czecho-Slovakia is really 
an ,,artificial structure”  and is thus ripe for 
partition. Dr. Seton-Watson is profoundly silent on 
this point too. All he has done is to take a few sen
tences out of my address as reported to him by his 
Czech friends and declare them to be untrue 
statements, though without attempting to prove 
his assertion.

Let us take these statements in succession and 
examine them:

I stated that ‘ ’there are no Slovak schools in Slo
vakia” . Dr. Seton-Watson declares this statement 
to be untrue, —  though he must know that the 
schools of Slovakia are Czecho-Slovak (and not 
Slovak) not only in name but also in fact. For in 
these schools the language of instruction is partly
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Czech, partly ’ ’Czecho-Slovak”  —  viz. that hybrid 
language manufactured by the Czech Academy by 
order of the Prague Government for the purpose 
of czechising the Slovak tongue which the Prague Go
vernment has made obligatory in all the schools 
and offices of Slovakia (the specious title of the 
same being ’ ’new orthography” ).

Dr. Seton-Watson is taken aback also by my state
ment that „the Czecho-Slovak Parliament passed a re
solution in 1919 to the effect that there was no God” , 
the question having been treated in open session and 
resulting in the expression of an opinion of disbelief 
in the existence of a God. This statement Dr. Seton- 
Watson regards as absurd and impossible; yet what 
really happens is never impossible: and that what 
I stated really happened Dr. Seton-Watson may 
see for himself by referring to the May 30, 1934 
issue of Deputy Razus’s paper, ’ ’Narodnie Noviny” .

Nor does Dr. Seton-Watson want to believe that 
„  Czech professors in Slovakia make Slovak girls 
dance naked before them” . Yet that is quite a 
frequent and familiar occurrence in Slovakia. In 
confirmation of my statement I adduced among 
others the scandalous case occurring in Banska 
Stiavnica, where in the building of the grammar- 
school (gymnasium) the Czech Director, Jan Schu- 
cker, and a Czech teacher, Milada Pospisilova, 
made young Slovak girls dance naked in public 
(see ’ ’Slovak” , issue for April 29, 1932).

Dr. Seton-Watson also denies the truth of my 
statement that „the Prague Government distri
butes pornographic literature” ; though in confir
mation of my statement I produced the October 
8, 1932 issue of ’ ’Narodnie Noviny” , the paper run 
by the Slovak Deputy Razus, a Protestant minister, 
where we find the following sentence: —  ,,our 
people are being flooded —  even in the smallest and 
remotest villages —  with deliberately pornographic 
papers subsidised out of public money by the Prague 
Government” .

Nor is Dr. Seton-Watson inclined to believe that 
’ ’the Slovak peasantry are reduced to eating rats 
and dogs” . At first hearing this statement seemed 
incredible also to Dr. Seton-Watson’s friend, Milan 
Hodza, Czecho-Slovak Minister, for poverty and 
misery of the kind had been unknown among our 
people in the days of Hungarian rule; but it having 
been officially ascertained that such a case had 
occurred in the Capital of Slovakia itself (in Bratis
lava), on March 8th, 1933, Hod&a’s paper, the 
’ ’Slovenska Politika” , published a long article on 
the question. And the fact was confirmed also by 
the principal organ of Minister Benes, the ’ ’Ceske 
Slovo”  (March 10th. amd 11th., 1933), which was 
quoted also in the March 11, 1933, issue of the 
’ ’Slovenszky Dennik” .

The difference between Dr. Seton-Watson and 
me is that, whereas my statements are all supported 
by documentary evidence, Dr. Seton Watson is 
content with simple statements or denials.

This was Dr. Seton-Watson’s method in dealing 
with the article written by me which appeared — 
under the title ” My Country Claims Justice”  —  
on the leading page of the December 16, 1933 issue 
of the „Daily Mail” . Dr. Seton-Watson says that 
this article is ” a demonstrably false picture of the 
situation in Slovakia” . If the falseness of the picture 
is so easily ’ ’demonstrable” , why did Dr. Seton-

Watson not demonstrate? Yet he did not even 
attempt to do so.

In the chapter dealing with ’ ’Slovakia’s’ Protest”  
Dr. Seton-Watson goes so far as to assert that the 
Slovak Council established in Geneva of which I am 
chairman ” is without any adherents whatsoever in 
Slovakia”

This statement is a direct refutation of the words 
of thev Czech Minister Benes, whose principal organ, 
the ’ ’Ceske Slovo” , —  in a leading article entitled 
’ ’What is Going On in Slovakia?”  in the issue for 
September 13, 1933 —  proved at length that both 
the Slovak political parties —  the People’s Party 
of Monsignor Hlinka and the National Party of 
Razus —  were in full agreement with the programme 
set up by  Jehlicka, had supported Jehlicka’s action 
in Geneva the year before by a mass demonstration 
at Nyitra, and would not rest until their real pro
gramme was realised —  viz. separation from Bohemia 
and reunion with Hungary.

But Dr. Seton-Watson’s statement is diametri
cally opposed to those also of his friends Kalal, 
Srobar and Ivanka.

Kalal, an eminent Czech politician, declares 
(’ ’Examination of the Slovak Mind” , p. 16) that 
’ ’the Slovaks are all separatists” .

L. Srobar, former Minister, writes (’ ’Prudy” , 
1927, p. 205) that ’ ’the Slovak people hates the 
Czechs with its whole soul” .

The same statement was made in public by 
Ivanka, Czecho-Slovak politician, during the fa
mous Tuka trial.

But Dr. Seton-Watson goes even farther and 
would have the British people believe that ’ ’all Slo
vakia protested”  against me and against the Geneva 
Slovak Council for having declared in favour of the 
necessity of separation from Bohemia.

In support of this assertion Dr. Seton-Watson 
refers to a memorandum which he says was drafted 
and signed by ,,all the Slovak Deputies and Sena
tors in the Czecho-Slovak Parliament” . But, his
torian as he is, Dr. Seton-Watson should have 
inquired into the genesis of this memorandum. For 
then he would have learned that this memorandum 
was not prepared in Slovakia, but in Prague, —  
that it was drafted by Czechs, not by Slovaks, — 
and that the signatures of the Slovak Deputies and 
Senators were forged in Prague. But he forgot to 
inquire into the origin and character of this docu
ment and describes the same as being „ genuine”  
and ” of a weighty nature” .

And I would add that Dr. Seton-Watson is still 
in my debt, owing me an answer to my booklet,,Reply 
to Dr. R. M. Seton-Watson’s Book, ,,Slovakia Then 
and Now” published in Vienna in 1932.

In history and in 'politics, as in nature, there is 
no stagnation. Stabilisation is an unknown quan
tity; for moods cannot be hardened into an aggre
gation. In public life and in the political basin in 
which that life moves everything is in everlasting 
movement and everlasting ferment; what was 
true yesterday may today become a lie. This should 
not be forgotten by those who still continue to swear 
by the Peace Treaties and the status quo.
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COUNT STEPH EN  B E TH E E N ’S M E SSA G E  TO
SETON W A T S O N .

i.

I
n the leading article of the 1934 Easter Number 

of the ” 8 orai Ujsag”  Count Stephen Bethlen 
wrote as follows:

” It is said that even in Hungary no-one wants Re
vision except the ’feudal magnates’ , who thereby 
wish to regain their old estates, and ’ ’the nobility” , 
who have lost the ground under their feet and whose 
existence has been shaken” . This is what M. Benes’s 
papers write; and Mr. Seton Watson plays the same 
tune in London. Asagainst them it is sufficient to refer 
to one single fact —  that today even the social de
mocratic party in Hungary, under pressure of undivi
ded Hungarian public feeling, and fearing that it 
might lose its present adherents if it did not do so, 
demands Revision. It is possible that the Little 
Entente leaders have also fallen under a psychic 
illusion, namely, that at last they have come to be
lieve all the nonsense which a few Hungarian emigres, 
bribed by them, write and proclaim to suit their (the 
Little Entente’s) taste. However, I  believe that the 
numerous unprejudiced British M. P. s and other 
foreigners who have spent some time in Hungary, 
who have come into contact with the country-side, 
with the peasants, craftsmen and every strata of the 
people, have all come to a different conclusion. These, 
and a considerable section of foreign public opinion 
in general, now know very well that Revision is a 
universal demand of Hungarian public opinion, from 
which it will never under any circumstances desist.

It is ridiculous to say that Revision is urged by 
those land-owning magnates only who have been 
deprived of their estates by the land reforms of the 
neighbouring States, because in our country there 
is not a single person unaware of the elementary fact 
that these agrarian reforms could not be undone even 
in the event of a Revision, and that these estates 
are finally divided and that should these areas come 
back to Hungary at any time, there could be no 
question of revoking the agrarian reforms already 
carried out.

II.
In his speech made at the mass meeting of Hun

garians driven out of Transylvania, held on 3rd June 
at Debreczen, Count Stephen Bethlen, Ex-Prime 
Minister of Hungary, among other things said:

’ ’Many of our opponents, Titulescu, Benes and 
other gentlemen including Seton Watson, with whom, 
in the course of my recent tour through England I have 
stood face to face, say that it is not the question of 
revision that is important but the minority question, 
that such a legal situation for the minority should be 
created as would virtually eliminate frontiers. Here 
I do not desire to reply to Seton Watson’s personal 
attacks recently made against me. I do not wish 
to do so since personal remarks are always a sign 
of weakness and if our arguments lack the weight 
of justice and truth no personal remarks will avail. 
Yet there is one thing I do wish to say. It may be 
true that the present conditions of Europe could 
greatly be improved by the extension of the mino
rity question.

I would ask, however, why this is not done; why 
do they not begin? For if they were to do so and the 
frontiers should really disappear, who would be so 
foolish as to want to fight for frontier readjustment? 
But why do not they start now, when we see that 
owing to the Revision Movement, an increased opp
ression has been started against our Hungarian 
brethren beyond our frontiers.

I do not even wish that Seton Watson should 
demand from the Successor States the complete 
execution of the minority rights. I  demand only one 
thing from Seton Watson, and by this he can prove 
his good faith, namely, that he should render it pos
sible for the yield of the generosity which the 
Hungarian public will surely display, to reach the 
Hungarian people of Transylvania. And let it reach 
them without the Roumanian State ceasing to pay 
the salary supplements and similar assistance given, 
for instance to the Hungarian clergymen, and even 
then merely for ostentation. If Seton Watson, Benes
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and Titulescu are of opinion that by developing 
the minority rights it is possible to undermine the 
revision movement, if there is any good faith in their 
statements, let them just refrain from preventing 
the generosity of the Hungarians living in the dis- 
nembered country, and allow us tosupport our racial 
brethren in Transylvania, in the Highlands and in 
the South. If they will not even do that, I  must de
clare that there is neither seriousness nor good faith 
in their statements” .

Special attention should be given to the argu
ments of Count Bethlen, in the course of which he 
expressed his idea on the creation of an independent 
Transylvania, which he set forth in his lectures 
delivered in England.

He expounded this idea as follows:

’ ’What does this independent Transylvania sig
nify? It signifies the placing once again of the Hun- 
garians of Transylvania on the level of a state for

ming factor, and so delivering it from the hard lot 
o f a minority into which it has been cast by Trianon; 
it signifies the restoration of the right of self-deter
mination to the Hungarians of Transylvania, its 
restoration exclusively for the benefit of the people 
living in Transylvania, against the oppression under 
which they now live. It also signifies that we really 
are willing to come to an agreement, to a compro
mise with far-reaching conditions, but never to give 
up our rights. Few people on the other side under
stand this, or else they do not desire to understand 
it. The time may come when they will understand. 
Time is passing, and European relations are forming 
in such a way that perhaps the time will come 
sooner than expected when the Rumanian race 
will see that their only possibility of life is to come 
to an agreement with the Hungarian nation. Perhaps 
this time will come sooner than we think it will 
today, when apparently no difficulty stands in 
the way” .
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T H E  H IS T O R IC A L , C L A IM  
T O  T R A N S Y L V A N I A

by
Gyula Szekiii

Phil. D., Professor of History 
in the Budapest ’ ’Peter Pazmany” University of Sciences.

The fact that we Hungarians are just as res
ponsible for the present form of Tran
sylvania as we were for transforming Roman 

Pannonia, is acknowledged by modern histo
riography and by numbers of German and Czech 
and even French and Rumanian cultivators of 
that science.

When the Emperor Trajan, the great Roman em
pire-builder, occupied Transylvania, he practically 
exterminated the Dacian population of that pro
vince; and the new inhabitants settled there by 
Trajan were not Romans or Italians, but natives 
of the Greek or Hellenised provinces of Asia Minor 
and of those adjoining Asia Proper. And by that 
time the legionaries were no longer all of Latin race, 
but ,,allies”  of the Empire, —  Germanic, Illyrian 
and other warriors. And in any case the Romans did 
not succeed in retaining Dacia for any length of 
time. The emperors withdrew their legions to the 
southern shore of the Danube, the place of these 
legions as garrisons being taken by Western Goths, 
who were naturally still less able —  or willing —  
to Romanise the province. The real situation was 
acknowledged by the Emperor Aurelianus, who in 
271 A. D. withdrew from Transylvania, not the 
legions, which had been removed from that province 
already in the days of Gallienus, but the whole civilian 
population, Transylvania being then occupied by 
Western Goths and other Germanic peoples. This 
province was taken possession of in turn by Goths, 
Taifals, Gepidae, later by Huns and Avars, each 
of these peoples belping to destroy the older cul
ture, without leaving any new culture to take its 
place. In those days not a single word was heard 
of Wallachians or Rumanians.

It was we Hungarians who first built a place of 
residence on this highway of the peoples. Already 
in the days of Arpad, the first Duke of Hungary, 
the rule of the Hungarians (Magyars) extended to 
the waste regions of Transylvania; while St. Stephen, 
the first King of Hungary, strengthened his position 
in that province and converted it to Christianity. 
We have already records of the existence there, in 
the eleventh century, of a Roman Catholic church; 
and that church must have been built by Hungarians. 
Hungarian kings put the mines of the old Romans 
into working again before any Wallachian settlers 
entered Transylvania. From the very earliest days

the names of hills and mountains, rivers and vil
lages were Magyar and Slav, —  the Roman place- 
names having completely disappeared and left no 
vestiges even in the Rumanian tongue: it was only 
in the eighteenth century —  two or three centuries 
after Hungarian scholars had excavated the towns 
and read the inscriptions on the stones of their 
ruins —  that the Rumanians became familiar with 
the names of Potaissa, Apulum, etc. The Wal
lachians (Rumanians) who from the thirteenth 
century made their way into Transylvania from 
the distant South —  from the depths of the Balkan 
Peninsula —  simply took over the Magyar and 
Slav place-names, —  a procedure of which they 
would hardly have been capable if they had been 
permanent residents there as successors of the 
Romans.

Not only is the European culture to be found 
in Transylvania our work, but we —  and the Saxons 
settled there by us —  were responsible for intro
ducing that culture also into the Wallachian princi
palities (voivodeships) of Wallachia and Moldavia. 
The town culture of those regions was the work of 
Hungarians; the Rumanians adopted the very 
name for town (’ ’varos” ) from us, as also the techni
cal terminology of town life and of the various 
crafts.

Every object brought into being on the surface 
of the earth and given a permanent form, is a living 
proof of work done by the Hungarians —  and, 
as from the thirteenth century, in the ’ ’Kiralyfold”  
region, by the loyal Saxon subjects of the Hunga
rian kings. Romanesque and Gothic churches, the 
fortified walls of churches, feudal castles and 
Renaissance and later baroque mansions, manor- 
houses, watch-towers and dwelling-houses of bur
ghers, —  in not one of these can we find any trace 
of Rumanian (Wallachian) culture or Rumanian 
work. The privileged Wallachians or Rumanians 
in the Counties of Fogaras and Hunyad became 
Hungarian noblemen; and the Wallachians holding 
small mining claims in the Transylvanian Ore 
Mountains built their baroque houses in the style 
of the Hungarian country mansions. Anyone who 
— during a period of eight hundred years —  had 
from an aeroplane every fifty years taken a bird’s- 
eye-view of the districts of Transylvania, would
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at no period have been able to discover any ves
tiges of work done by Rumanians.

And this is only natural, seeing that the Ruma
nians (Wallachians) penetrating northwards led a 
form of life not in the least postulating a desire 
to take possession of and to transform any geogra
phical region. They were mountain shepherds and 
goatherds keeping their flocks and driving them 
over the Alps; when they had ruined a forest, they 
simply went farther on. Whenever they descended 
to a lower level —  into circular valleys or coombs 
— , there came into existence at once the ” katun” , 
the typical Wallachian (Rumanian) setlement con
sisting of a few wretched shanties set side by side 
in the most disorderly fashion. It was a higher and 
more European form of life that fell to their lot 
when Hungarian landed proprietors settled them 
on their estates and familiarised them with agri
culture.

The historical right of the Hungarians to Tran
sylvania and to its hills and rivers, its vineyards, 
its churches, its manor-houses and castles and its 
towns, reaches back through eight centuries of con
ditions of this kind. A right not in the least impaired 
by the tragic lot of the Hungarian people, which for 
three centuries entrusted that people with the 
work of defending the country against inroads from 
without. The landed proprietors who had done the 
building and acted as protectors of the land were 
ruined and wasted by the wars in which they de
fended themselves and their proteges — the Wal
lachians, as yet incapable of independent action — 
against the menaces from without. They saved the 
Wallachians (Rumanians) from utter destruction; 
and today we can show on the map that where, 
and when, Turkish armies marched or Tartar 
cavalry wintered, there and then the homes 
of the Hungarians (Magyars) were converted into 
uninhabited wastes, while the places once occupied 
by the original inhabitants who had been driven 
away or killed were taken possession of —  after 
15— 20 years of desolation, when all danger had 
ceased —  by the Wallachians (Rumanians) who 
descended from the hills.

Perhaps I may be allowed to doubt whether cul
tured Frenchmen would regard such a form of

occupation as sufficient ground for a historical right. 
But I should doubt equally whether they would be 
inclined at all to give the name of ’ ’occupation”  
as applied to the conditions of their own country 
to a process similar to that in the course of which, 
in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, the 
inhabitants of the Wallachian voivodeship —  flee
ing from the oppression of their masters, Wallachian 
boyars and Greek phanariots —  begged for admis
sion into Transylvania, and when, principally 
in the eighteenth century, neither the Hungarians 
(Magyars) and Saxons nor the Vienna Government 
showed any inclination to admit them, fled across the 
frontier in masses for refuge among the Hungarians ?

Both Hungarians (Magyars) and Saxons did their 
best to relieve the condition of these masses fleeing 
from inhuman persecution; Hungarian nobles and 
Saxon burghers had the first Wallachian books 
printed for their use; while the princes of Transylvania 
ordained that they should be schooled and allowed 
to practise their faith in their mother tongue. The 
beginnings of Rumanian science in the eighteenth 
century were due to the patronage of Hungarians 
(Magyars); and it was from Transylvania that Ru
manian national self-consciousness originated and 
spread to Rumania proper.

Now, that the newcomers raised to the position 
of Europeans were not satisfied with the mere 
houses of the Magyars slain in the Turkish wars, 
but appropriated the whole past of Transylvania 
and all the Magyar* and Saxon creations of that 
province, —  and that they proved apt pupils in 
learning at least one sentence from their Latin 
’ ’ancestors” , —  ’ ’veteres migrate coloni!”  —  i. e. 
’ ’out with the original inhabitants who converted 
Transylvania from a desert into one of the finest 
and most cultivated regions of Europe!”  — , that 
need not surprise us, for we know that in the life 
of peoples there is no place for either Morality 
or Justice.

But it is equally certain that these factors were 
relegated to the background also when a European, 
for a moment losing touch with Europe, attributed 
the historical right to Transylvania, not to us Hun
garians, but to others!
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G R E A T  B R IT A IN  A N D  TH E A D V A N C E  
O F S L A V  P O W E R

Elemer Szudy

There are signs discernible in recent British 
foreign policy which would appear to in
dicate a certain reversion to the historical 
traditions of the past century. The truth 

is more and more recognised that the main 
motive power which forced the outbreak of the 
world war was the great drive of Panslavism, and 
although the Tsarist Power, supreme representative 
of the forces of Panslavism, did not live to see the 
end of the historic struggle, the Panslav idea kept 
moving on towards its goal and all but attained it 
in the Peace Treaties of Paris. It is a curious caprice 
of destiny that it assigned a leading role in the ac
complishment of this work to Great Britain, which 
power traditionally used to consider it her mission 
to frustrate the ambitious schemes of Slav impe
rialism, and was ever anxious to prevent Constanti
nople (one of the gates protecting her dominion 
over the seas), falling into the hands of Russia. By 
joining, however, the coalition against Germany and 
concentrating upon the task of the destruction of 
her world-power, which finally involved the ruin 
and disruption of Austria-Hungary too, Great Bri
tain relinquished her watch over the movements 
of the Russo-Slav power and let it roll on, with its 
weight of hundred-million-masses, towards its goal.

The dramatic turn in Russian politics which raised 
to power the Communist Soviets still retards the 
realisation of what actually happened in 1919—20 
at Paris. Many people still go on believing —  in 
spite of the development of clearly outlined histori
cal processes in the last decade —  that the collapse 
of Tsarism went hand in hand with the downfall of 
the Panslav idea, and that the policy of the new 
Muscovite autocracy diametrically differs in this 
respect from that of its predecessors. This, however, 
is by no means the case. Stalin is just as anxious 
to carry into effect the imperialist ambitions of 
the Bolshevik power as the Tsars never ceased to 
hanker after the control of the Balkans and Con
stantinople. The difference is merely this: red Moscow 
wants to unite all Slavs under the sign of the sickle 
and the hammer, while the Romanoffs desired to 
do this under the auspices of Eastern Orthodoxy.

The first earnest warning emphasising in England 
the truth of this contention was uttered by Sir 
Henry Wilson, at the time head of the military 
section of the British Peace Delegation. He was the 
first to point out that the British statesmen failed 
to grasp one factor dominating the world-war as 
well as the course the Peace Conference had actually

taken: the triumphal march of Panslavism. The 
drafters of the Peace Treaties, he remarked, believed 
that by ruining the prospects of Germany as a 
world-power and by breaking up the Austro-Hunga
rian Monarchy, they had removed all dangers threa
tening the position of Britain. This was, he held, 
a serious mistake which had to be recognised as 
soon as possible so that the heavy task of correcting 
the blunders' committed in Paris might be started 
in time. It is one of the most notable of Sir Henry’s 
statements that Great Britain hardly interfered 
with the conclusion of the minor settlements and 
left, in this respect, matters entirely in the hands 
of Clemenceau who was decisively influenced, in 
turn, by the agents of Slav solidarity. So it happened 
that the peace treaties of St. Germain, Trianon and 
Neuilly had not benn framed according to the wishes 
of the Great Powers, but embody the unholy 
egoism of these minor Slav agents whose action did 
not result alone in mercilessly maltreating Austria 
and Hungary but also in setting stones rolling, 
calculated to overwhelm one day, grown to fearful 
avalanches, the ramparts of British world-power.

I propose to attempt in the following a brief survey 
of Anglo-Russian relations of the past, with regard 
to the advance of the forces of Panslavism, in order 
to demonstrate the dangers to Great Britain’s posi
tion inherent in the settlements of Trianon and St. 
Germain.

The foundations of Russian world-policy had been 
laid by Peter the Great who, in building the first 
Russian fleet, designed the conquest of Constanti
nople as the aim of Pravoslav expansion. For cen
turies Russia fought doggedly to attain this goal, 
yet whenever she seemed to have it within her grasp, 
she saw her road blocked by the world-power of 
Britain. British foreign policy, however, confined 
itself to keeping guard upon the Straits, neglecting 
questions which semed to her of minor importance: 
Russia, on the other hand, advanced step by step: 
so that today the Straits are well within her reach, 
undefended, seeing that all the surrounding terri
tory is now under Slav or Russophile control.

Lord Palmerston was perhaps the first British 
statesman who grasped the dangers of Russian ex
pansion. He inaugurated the policy of relying upon 
Austria in trying to forestall Russian designs upon 
the Dardanelles. He concluded Pacts of Friendship 
with the Hapsburg Monarchy and also with the 
Ottoman Empire. He was the first to recognise 
Austria-Hungary’s historical and geographical im
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portance and the role she was called upon to play 
in the great drama of the Near East. The clearness 
of his vision was utterly vindicated by the adver
saries of Great Britain acting on the same assumpt
ions concerning the importance of Austria-Hungary 
with regard to the Near East. True, they had assig
ned to the Dual Monarchy quite a different role than 
did Palmerston.

Russia attempted to steal a march upon Britain 
by trying to win Austria over to her side. It was 
mainly for this reason that Tsar Nicholas I. sent
200.000 men to beat down the Hungarian revo
lution in 1849 and tried to cajole Austria in every 
possible manner, up to the Crimean War when he 
had to realise that Austria was none too grateful 
for the benefits heaped upon her.

It was after the Treaty of Paris which brought 
the Crimean campaign to an end in 1865 that the 
Russian attitude towards Austria underwent a 
radical change. What they could no longer hope 
to  attain with her assistance: the opening of the road 
to Constantinople, the Russians now decided to 
obtain over her dead body. The Russian policy of 
patronising the small countries of the Balkans was 
resumed with utmost vigour at this time, leading 
to the full emancipation of Rumania, Serbia, Mon
tenegro and Bulgaria. Prevented from reaching 
Constantinople by sea, Russia now chose the land 
road leading across the territories of friendly new 
States created by herself. It was the policy of Gor- 
tchakoff —  the time-honoured policy first inau
gurated by the ancient Romans — to put ’ ’clients” 
and ’ ’confederates”  into control where Russia was as 
yet unable to assume direct rule herself, and to 
assure that the ’ ’hinterland”  of Constantinople 
should gradually pass into Slav or at least Slavo
phile hands. The success of this policy was facilitated 
by Britain paying practically no heed to what 
happened on the mainland of the Balkans which she 
considered as of no particular concern to herself. 
Disraeli’s veto to the Treaty of S. Stefano was but 
a passing episode in the course of British foreign 
policy, repudiated in fact even by Disraeli’s closest 
associate, Lord Salisbury. The Russian power, 
although stopped at the gates of Constantinople 
by British action, was left to resume its spade work 
on the Balkans, more grimly determined than ever 
to annihilate the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy.

The final turn of events was reached, however, 
when Great Britain formed with France, the ally 
of Russia, the Entente Cordiale and thus inaugura
ted the new course of her foreign policy which led 
to the downfall of Germany and the destruction of 
the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy.

It will be remembered in London that Sir Fran
cis Bertie —  then British Ambassador in Paris 
—  wrote on July 24, 1914, —  referring to the 
Russian preparations for war —  that it was sheer

madness on the part of Russia to claim a right of 
interfering on behalf of Serbia under the title of 
being the supreme patron of all Slav communities. 
And yet, what happened? Great Britain, repudiating 
traditions of centurylong standing, acknowledged the 
Russian claim on Constantinople, the Dardanelles, 
the Marmora Sea, Asia Minor, and still other terri
tories.

It was the red revolution only and the chaos it 
created which prevented Russia from attaining, 
by the consent of Britain, the most ambitious of her 
aims: the possession of Constantinople and the 
Straits. Yet the road is open: it depends but on the 
determination of either a Red or a White Tsar to 
take up his residence in the ancient capital of the 
Byzantine Empire; no continental power stands 
in his way. It is open to legitimate doubt, moreover, 
whether Great Britain would be able to counter 
another S. Stefano, with the only East-European 
Great Power which could be counted upon to oppose 
and check a Russian advance, the Danubian Mon
archy and especially its kernel, Hungary, lying 
shattered, with tom  and broken limbs, ruined 
and disarmed in the Basin of the Carpathians.

Slav diplomacy has thus accomplished the great 
task of creating a political system in the Danubian 
Valley which keeps open the road to Russia towards 
Constantinople. And the peacemakers of Paris did 
the greatest service to the Panslav idea by sanctioning 
the destruction of Austria and Hungary, by creating 
Czechoslovakia, a new Panslavist Power, and by 
promoting insignificant Balkan States to a greatness 
surpassing their wildest dreams.

May be that in view of the present precarious 
position of the red rulers in Moscow, the Panslav 
menace is not now imminent. Yet who might venture 
to predict how long this pacific interlude in Russian 
foreign policy will last? And who would expect a 
nation nearing in numbers the 200,000.000 mark, 
to renounce for ever ambitions lovingly nursed 
for centuries? One day she will decide to resume 
her drive towards the city at the Bosporus and to 
force, as a naval power, the gates of the Medi
terranean. And no resistance will then be offered 
to her along the road leading to Constantinople, 
for all armed force on the Middle Danube is in hands 
friendly or subservient to the Russian ’ ’Little 
Father” , hands armed and rendered irresistible by 
the Peace Treaties.

And let us for one moment remind people inclined 
to belittle or even deride the Panslav danger, that 
there was a time when Prussia was anything but 
identical with Germany, and when the rabid ima
gination of most unpractical dreamers was required 
to visualise anything resembling the ’ ’Third Reich”  
of today. A similar nationalist Russo-Slav Empire 
of the future might indeed be much closer at hand 
than many ’ ’practical”  people would care to believe.

The enemies of Hungary have been and are still 
constantly 'proclaiming that she oppressed her non- 
Magyar nationalities. Then why do they protest 
with all their might against these oppressed 
nationalities (Slovaks, Ruthenians, Croats, Bu- 
nyevatics, Vends, Romanians and Germans), 
being questioned directly as to whether they wish 
to stay with them or to belong to Hungary?

The so-called ” Eastern Locarno”  by no means 
involves the death of pan-Slavism. The conception 
has at most been suspended, but will be revived the 
moment the rulers in Moscow think the time is ripe 
for action. There can be no doubt that people in 
Great Britain are as fully aware of this fact as they 
are in all countries in the world which are fami
liar with the historical course of Russian policy.
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T W O  M EM B ER S  
OF TH E HOUSE OF COMMONS

O N  T H E  R O M E  A G R E E M E N T  A N D  T H E  IN D E P E N D E N C E
O F  A U S T R IA

W e are in a position to publish the declarations 
of Messrs. William Mackeag and G. le Mander, 
Members of the House of Commons, and 
would note that, though written a few weeks 

ago, they are today more opportune than evez.

W IL L IA M  MAC K EAG  :
’ ’One of the most progressive steps in European 

polities in recent years” . That is how I am disposed 
to regard the Agreements which have been entered 
into by the Governments of Italy, Austria, and 
Hungary. Mussolini, Dollfuss and Gombos have faced 
up to the realities of the position: have grasped the 
nettle, so to speak, and have evolved an arrangement 
which should redound to the benefit of each country 
concerned. Indeed, I am inclined to take an eyen lar
ger view than that. I am constrained to believe that 
in practice the Agreements will definitely tend to be 
helpful and advantageous to Europe as a whole. 
As one who is predisposed to Free Trade my view 
to that extent may quite unconsciously be some
what coloured, but in these days of insane economic 
nationalism, when all countries are floundering about 
in a mad scamper to erect the highest and most 
impenetrable tariff walls around their boundaries, 
surely it is of benefit, if you cannot remove the bar
riers altogether, to at any rate enlarge the unit in 
which trade can flow more freely.

But let me deal with the economic aspect of the 
Agreement a moment later, and let me make brief 
reference to the political side of the arrangement.

The Consultative Pact between the three coun
tries which is the theme of the first Protocol should 
not in my opinion cause any great alarm. It may well 
be that Signor Mussolini is not anxious to share a 
common frontier with Nazi Germany, or with Ger
many under any regime for that matter, and one 
can quite understand that attitude. I am not sure 
that it would be in the best interests of European 
peace that Italy and Germany should constantly be 
sitting on each other’s immediate doorstep. The 
atmosphere might become charged with just a 
little too much electricity. However, whatever may 
have been the dangers during recent months, the 
arrangement now made renders the possibility of 
such a position arising happily remote. If the Agree
ments have the effect of securing the preservation of 
Austria, then I think a real contribution to the peace 
of Europe will have been made.

Without being in any way critical of Germany or 
the German people there can be no denying that

many students of international politics have had 
their apprehensions about the possibility of a pan- 
Germanic domain stretching from the Baltic to the 
Mediterranean or to the Black Sea. I  do not suggest 
for one moment that the Agreements now under 
review have been entered into with the object of 
preventing this eventuality, but certainly one is 
now somewhat less apprehensive.

The avowed object of the first Protocol is to secure 
a concordant policy for effective collaboration be
tween European States. Perhaps Mussolini has in his 
mind some kind of purely European League of 
Nations. Well, why not, if he feels that the present 
League is too top-heavy, too unwieldy, to accomplish 
anything? I am not expressing my view, which is 
definitely pro-League. What I am trying to do is to 
understand Mussolini’s motives, and frankly I am 
not disposed to be unduly suspicious. Rather do 
I feel that the creation of machinery for common 
consultations from which no State need, if it desires 
otherwise, be excluded, may well be of benefit and 
value to a troubled continent.

There would certainly appear to be no justi
fication for thinking that here is an attempt to create 
a close and exclusive bloc with antagonisms to other 
nations.

I welcome the facilitation of trade which will be 
made possible by the second and third Protocols. 
Anyone who has any knowledge at all of the eco
nomic conditions which have existed in Central 
Europe during the last few years must recognise that 
sooner or later something had to be done. The new 
understanding may not restore prosperity to Austria 
and Hungary, but the ball will at least be set rolling 
in that direction.

The reciprocity in trading which is now made 
possible will bring a real measure of relief to the 
agrarian populations of the two inland States, and 
assist the industrial sections of the Italian people. 
The access to the Ports of Fiume and Trieste which 
will now be enjoyed by Austria and Hungary, even 
although that access may be of a strictly limited 
character, will be an inestimable boon to those 
countries.

The economics of the Danubian Basin have pre
sented a problem of grave magnitude. Let us hope 
that these Agreements point a way to a satisfactory 
solution. It is impossible for countries to shut them
selves up in water-tight compartments and expect 
to live. They must recognise the existence of each 
other. So far as Central Europe is concerned here is
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a beginning. It is a movement in the right direction 
which I hope will continue to extend. The countries 
of the Little Entente may gnash their teeth. That 
attitude is, I  think, a mistake. It would be better if 
there were a more general recognition of those ine
xorable economic laws which ultimately will compel 
a modification of the fetish of self-sufficiency. I  re
gard these Agreements as a start in that direction so 
far as Central Europe is concerned. I hope they will 
be the prelude to a new era in which the channels 
and arteries of trade in Central Europe will throb 
with the life blood of a greater freedom of exchange, 
unchoked by unnecessary and artificial restrictions 
and impediments.

If this is accomplished, the whole world will 
benefit.

G. LE. M ANDER:
The maintenance of Austrian independence in 

accordance with Article 10 of the Covenant of the 
League of Nations is a major object of European 
policy, as it affects world peace. I  think it would have 
been much better if recent difficulties affecting the 
question had been publicly dealt with through the 
Council of the League of Nations, which is the proper 
arena in my judgment for all international problems,

and I still think the matter should receive conside
ration in this quarter.

In the absence, however, of active leadership 
from the principal powers on the Council it was left 
to Italy, which is so closely concerned, to take the 
initiative, and in the circumstances Signor Mussolini 
has done his best within the sphere of his oppor
tunities to maintain Austrian independence, though 
no doubt on rather different lines than would have 
been the case if the question had been approached 
in a more general way. The details of the recent Rome 
Agreement between Italy, Austria and Hungary are 
not known, though the general tendency seems 
clear. I venture to hope that the suggestion that 
others may feel able to associate themselves with 
the plan will be taken up, and that as wide an area 
in Central Europe as possible will be brought into 
a scheme of economic unity on the lines of the Stresa 
Conference.

If all the countries in this part of Europe are wil
ling to make economic concessions for their own 
ultimate good, I am sure that it will make for the 
general appeasement and that in due course terri
torial questions will find themselves, in the atmos
phere of goodwill and conciliation created, more 
easily capable of mutual adjustment by agreement.
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TH E  C A M P A IG N
O F  T H E  P R O  H U N G A R IA N  G R O U P  IN  T H E  H O U SE  

O F  C O M M O N S F O R  J U S T IC E  F O R  H U N G A R Y

Sir Robert Gower and other Members of the House 
of Commons, in their recent open letters to 
the editors of the ” Manchester Guardian”  and the 
"Tim es”  entered the lists once more for 

Hungary’s justice and the revision of the Trianon 
Treaty. In the name of every son of the Hungarian 
Nation we express our profoun gratitude to 
these distinguished members of the British nation for 
their noble attitude, and we believe that we do right if, 
for the information of every section of the public, we 
publish their indisputable arguments.

In  a leading article which you published on June 21 you 
state:

’ ’The lack of measure'whieh Count 
Bethlen and other Magyar pro
pagandists have of late displayed 
has done a double disservice to the 
cause of peace and to the hopes of 
reasonable Magyars. Extravagant 
claims which in effect assert the 
imprescriptible right of Magyar 
magnates over millions of Slav and 
Roumanian peasants have brought 
the only answer they could bring’a 
flat refusal from the Roumanian 
Foreign Minister, Titulescu”

The ” Manchester Guardian”  has always been so fair in 
its policy on international matters and it has rendered such 
great service to the cause of world peace that we are sure it 
will welcome a statement from us that the information —  
being as it is a part of the Little Entente States'propaganda 
against Hungary's claim for treaty revision —  upon which 
it based its statement is quite wrong.

The Hungarian claim, as emphasised by Count Bethlen 
when he addressed a meeting in this House, is that Hungary 
shall have restored to it those districts which have a predo
minantly Magyar population and are adjacent to her present 
frontiers. A s  regards other territories wrested from her, 
and which have mixed populations, Hungary asks that the 
principle of self-determination —  to be ascertained by plebis
cites —-  shall apply. In  our judgment, this demand is not 
" extravagant”  but essentially reasonable.

W e are seriously concerned at the situation which exists 
in  the Middle Danube Basin. It is in a highly inflammable 
state, and a match applied to the tinder might result at any 
moment in an outbreak, leading to a world conflagration 
with disastrous results to civilisation. W e are convinced 
that the reconstruction of that part of Europe enacted by the 
Treaty of Trianon is "unscientific” , unnatural, and un
economic; there can be no doubt that frontier revision is nec
essary and essential. The existence of an unnatural order 
in the relationship between neighbouring peoples must 
necessarily produce a situation which renders security im 
possible and an ultimate outbreak of war inevitable.

In  most of the Little Entente States the ruling races have 
found it necessary to establish dictatorships, and it is not

without significance that the Croats, the Slovaks, and the 
Ruthenians support the Hungarian claim for treaty revision 
as promising the only means for their deliverance.

What we urge is that the problem is essentially one for 
impartial consideration by the League of Nations under 
Article 19 of the Covenant. The subjecting of the question to a 
meticulously fair examination by an impartial tribunal, 
before which all parties are represented, could not fail to be 
productive of good. We are satisfied what the result of the 
inquiry would be and that, following a just and equitable 
revision of the territorial provisions of the Treaty of Trianon, 
a new era of prosperity would open out for an important part 
of Europe where chaos now reigns.

*

M a y we express our regret at the statement made recently 
at Bucharest by M . Barthou on the question of frontier 
revision which is referred to in your leading article 
to-day?

W e are convinced that the rectification of the frontiers 
created by the Treaty of Trianon is inevitable. The economic 
and political chaos which prevails in the Middle Danube 
Basin constitutes a menace to European peace and is an 
effective impediment to the restoration of Europe's economic 
prosperity. Effort after effort has been made to formulate a 
plan for the economic restoration of that part of Europe, 
M . Benes, M . Tardieu, and, latterly, Signor Mussolini have 
attempted the task.

The result has not been satisfactory, and the irresistible 
conclusion must be recognized that no economic scheme, 
unless it has as its basis the rectification of the artificial and 
unnatural frontiers created by the treaty in question, can be 
other than foredoomed to failure. The artificial isolation of 
interdependent economic areas is one of the main causes of 
the economic instability existent in an important part of 
Europe.

In  our view a fair settlement of the difference between 
Hungary and her neighbours would restore tranquillity of 
mind and establish a real peace, without which no normal 
activity is possible. It is not too much to claim that, as soon 
as the mental disposition of the peoples in the Middle Danube 
Basin has undergone a change, the main impediment to eco
nomic cooperation will have ceased to exist, the interdepen
dent areas of production and consumption will be able to 
find each other again, and that that destitution which now 
weighs heavily on the Succession States and Hungary alike 
will give place to the economic prosperity of all. We believe 
that the restoration of that prosperity is bound up with a fair 
and just revision of the Treaty of Trianon.

In  any case there can be no question that the problem 
is of so vital a nature that the League of Nations should 
apply itself at once to a consideration of it. It has ample 
powers under Article X I X  of the Covenant. Is  it too much 
to hope that the League will go fully and impartially into the 
matter and make its recommendations to the States involved ?



26

W H A T  T H E  A V E R A G E  E N G L I S H M A N  
T H I N K S  O F  H U N G A R I A N  R E V I S I O N

by
Harold Maybury

L est it be thought that in consequence of 
’ ’The Daily Telegraph’s”  views and sug
gestion that Hungary’s efforts for revision 
be withheld for 10 years by the voice 

of British public opinion I make this declaration 
to all Hungarians. Do not think that the ’ ’Daily 
Telegraph’s”  statement represents the views of the 
British Press. Over ninety per cent of the articles 
written by British journalists have been favourable 
to Hungary’s cause. These writers have not been 
blinded by Hungarian hospitality. They journeyed to 
Hungary to study conditions and to report the 
’ ’truth” . That is their job and the views they present 
are carefully considered from all angles. It would be 
interesting to learn whether a Daily Telegraph corres
pondent has studied Hungarian conditions ” on the 
spot” . I f not, then the Danubian News instead of 
entering into an argument should have put their 
case as follows:

” We invite the Editor of this influential British 
newspaper to visit Hungary. You shall go where you 
will, ask questions, investigate to your heart’s con
tent. No obstacles shall be put in your way to obtain 
the truth about what we consider to be human 
justice. We fear not your ultimate decisions, but we 
would point out that our economic conditions brook 
no delay. Come to Hungary” .

The request and suggestion that Hungary post
pone her quest for revision for 10 years shows how 
short-sighted is the Daily Telegraph’s knowledge of 
affairs in the Balkans. If a competitive newspaper 
by various methods had a stranglehold on the work
ings of the ’ ’Daily Telegraph”  would she coolly take 
it lying down and expire? I rather think not! One 
waits not for unconsciousness but fights for life. That 
surely is what Hungary is doing. It is no friendly 
gesture on the part of the Daily Telegraph writer, 
to infer that the British journalists of competitive 
newspapers have been gulled by the Hungarians, 
for that is what it amounts to.

Whatever efforts Hungary is making for revi
sion, the British Press in general admires the peaceful 
methods employed. It is so different from the Soviet

method • • • And the British representatives of our 
Parliament who have nothing to gain in helping 
Hungary? They journeyed to Budapest for what 
reason? Was it not because they wished to see things 
as they are? To make right a wrong, if a wrong had 
been done! The Daily Telegraph’s suggestion that 
Hungary would be advised to withhold, her hand 
for 10 years on the question of revision casts a reflec
tion on the intelligence of British M, P-s who in their 
subsequent actions, show the dire necessity for ur
gent presentation of the infamous injustices Hungary 
is suffering.

Have not sufficient years elapsed since the war 
for the whole world not to have learned sooner that 
the Treaty of Trianon is but a farce and of so fragile 
a nature that it is a danger to world peace? A 10 
years postponement would endanger that Peace so 
necessary today. During my stays in Budapest one 
was repeatedly told that Hungary had behind her 
a 1000 years old history. That is very true and 
should be taken into account, but of far greater im
portance in the minds of us British journalists was: 
Britain was a party to the Treaty of Trianon. Is 
Hungary’s claim for revision a just and honourable 
one. In writing our reports, we must not be influen
ced by what we are told, but what we see. A  clever 
advocate in the Law Courts can often make out a 
good case out of very poor material. From our ob
servations we make our news. An overwhelming 
majority of British journalists have told our country
men Hungary’s plight, have published articles that 
conclusively shew that the monstrous Treaty of 
Trianon is a malignant cancer eating out the hearts 
of a nation clamouring for justice. I f Britain’s 
sense of fair play is dead, then indeed must there 
be sadness in the hearts of all Hungarians.

The Daily Telegraph’s intimely advise is an un
worthy gesture. It represents not the opinion of the 
English, our of the English Press. I who am not on 
their Staff have no fear. British M.P.-s bear me 
out by their decisions to further the cause of Hun
gary, the majority of English journals do not en. 
Our watchword in the world war was ’ ’Carry on” . 
Hungary must do likewise.
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H U N G A R IA N  CULTURE
by

Gyuta Kom is
former Under Secretary of State,

Professor of Philosophy and Pedagogics in the University of Budapest

W hen single nations unfold the energies slum
bering within them they are at the 
same time promoting the progress 
of humanity at large. After all, in 

its essence, all culture is national culture some 
special creations of which may, however, possess 
values such as to be ranked amongst the common 
spiritual goods of mankind. From the historical 
viewpoint, every nation has only then the right to 
live the life of a separate, individual people, if it 
shows itself capable to augment the world’s cultural 
stock, to defend and develop it. This mission is 
every nation’s real ’ ’raison d ’etre” .

The Magyar nation settled more than a thousand 
years ago in the Danube basin and, with well-de
veloped political intuition, was the first to establish 
on this territory a. firmly founded State, accepting 
Christianity and endeavouring to introduce a higher 
grade of civilisation. This civilisation was defended 
by Hungary for many centuries against the on
slaught of the Tartars and Turks, protecting the
reby the civilisation of the West too. Amidst never- 
ceasing struggles Hungary developed her civilisation 
parallel with the West in the domains of education, 
sciences and arts. During the comparatively peaceful 
period of the X IX th  century, after having recovered 
from the wounds inflicted by the struggle for life 
lasting for centuries, Hungary did her best to come 
up with Western civilisation.

The beautifully growing, flourishing tree of Hun
garian culture was split in two by the world-war 
and the dictatorial Peace Treaty of Trianon follo
wing it. Thus Hungary —  the country whose Prime 
Minister, Count Stephen Tisza, as since has been 
established by documents, was the only one among 
the statesmen of the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy 
who opposed the war at the Crown Council —  has 
been deprived of three quarters of her territory and 
of two thirds of her inhabitants, with something like 
three and a half millions of Magyars forced under 
the rule of foreign, much less civilised peoples, and 
that in a way contrary to the Wilsonian principles. 
By the Peace-Treaties following upon the terrible 
collapse, not a single nation was as tragically dis
membered as Hungary. Let some dry statistical 
data speak for themselves. Prewar Hungary had 
2958 Kindergartens of which 1215 were left: i6.929 
primary schools and 532 middle-class schools the 
number of which on Hungary’s territory after the 
Trianon Treaty decreased to 6435 and 532 respecti
vely. Training colleges for teachers dwindled down

from 92 to 51 and secondary schools from 264 to 
131. The half-a-century old, richly equipped Univer
sity of Kolozsvar (now Cluj) was seized by the Ru
manians and its teachers expelled from this purely 
Hungarian Transylvanian town. The Czechs behaved 
in the same manner with regard to the newly foun
ded (in 1912) University of Pozsony, seizing at the 
same time the properties of the Budapest Univer
sity: these, however, have been restored to Hungary 
by the High Court of International Justice of the 
Hague.

However, as soon as the nation came to from this 
most terrible catastrophe of its history, it was first 
of all on cultural grounds that it tried to regenerate 
itself and to pave the way for a brighter future. 
After the collapse, the unswerving will of this crip
pled nation set out —  in spite of economic diffi
culties —  to erect new cultural institutions, to en
large and ameliorate the already existing ones, fil
ling them with a new spirit. One of the outstanding 
aims of the present cultural policy is to increase 
the number of primary schools, more especially to 
render possible the schooling of children living wi
thin the districts of wide-apart farms: from 1926 to 
1931 as much as 5000 new primary schools have 
been called into being and provided with teachers. 
Adult education too has been energetically entered 
upon: more than 1500 libraries have been made ac
cessible to the populace, in order to raise the educa
tional standard of grown-ups, labourers and crafts
men, enabling thereby Hungarian agriculture and 
industry to compete with other countries. Cultural 
democracy is doubtless the soundest basis of poli
tical democracy: it is this principle the present Hun
garian policy of education is keeping in mind. If the 
large foundation of the social pyramid is well edu
cated, the social building cannot but stand the fir
mer, production becomes more expert, thriftiness is 
bound to increase and the danger of revolutionary 
movements becomes more and more remote. The 
intensive and extensive education of the masses is 
true, active democracy —  and not the democracy 
of catchwords.

The reform of secondary schools consists mainly 
in the introduction of modern languages as subjects 
of instruction: besides German, English, French and 
Italian are being taught. At present quite a num
ber of secondary schools are teaching to the pupils 
the English language, making them acquainted with 
the achievements of English civilisation. Instead of
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the lost Universities, Dismembered Hungary has 
inaugurated two new ones at Szeged and Pecs.

Ever since her existence, Hungary has been in 
close touch with the centers of civilisation of We
stern Europe; in the middle-ages already Hungarian 
young men used to visit in great numbers Western 
universities. True to the spirit of this tradition, the 
State now endeavours to enable talented young 
scholars to enjoy the benefits of international scien
tific life in European and American Capitals by 
lavishly distributing scholarships and by establishing 
Hungarian colleges (Collegium Hungaricum) abroad. 
The great number of scholarships and the promotion 
of university education in general, though deman
ding great sacrifices from the nation, are due to the 
conviction that universities and high-schools are cal
led upon to train in the domains of economics and 
social sciences as many experts as possible of inter
national intellectual horizon. The rays of civilisation 
ever come from above: from universities they shine 
on secondary schools, from secondary schools on 
primary schools.

Hungary’s scientific life of the present is but a 
sequel to the past. At the beginning of the XIXth 
century the Hungarian pupil of the celebrated Gauss, 
John Bolyai was the first to construct a non-Eucli- 
dian geometry. Alexander Korosi Csoma was the 
first investigator of Tibethian languages: a worthy 
memorial has been erected for him by the English 
in Darjeeling. The studies of Baron Joseph Eotvos 
on the political ideas governing the X IX th  century 
enjoyed great authority throughout Europe. The 
experiments of his son, Baron Laurentius Eotvos, 
in regard to gravitation and geo-magnetism were

recognised as absolutely original and, besides, of far- 
reaching practical importance. It was a Hungarian, 
a Budapestian Professor of medicine, Dr. Ignatius 
Semmelweis who disclosed to humanity the means 
of averting puerperal fever. The importance of the 
explorations in Asia of Arminius Vambery and Aurel 
Stein is recognised all the world over, while the 
geological studies of Louis Loczy have opened some 
new perspectives to the scientific world. One of the 
greatest exploreres of the Islam was Ignatius Gold- 
ziher. And the living are following the path cut out 
for them by their forerunners: quite a number of 
Hungarian scientists are lecturing in universities and 
working in institutes of researches abroad.

In the same way the Hungarian nation has acqui
red for herself an honourable place in the history 
of international arts. Hungary, having given to the 
world a musical genius like Francis Liszt, may boast 
at present of quite a number of virtuosi (e. g. 
Vecsey, Szigeti etc.) and composers (Hubay, Doh- 
nanyi, Bartok and Kodaly) who are ranked among 
the first all the world over. In the domain of fine- 
arts the thread spun by Michael Munkacsy and Mi
chael Zichy has been taken up by the great Hun
garian painter, Philip Laszlo. The works of Hun
garian playwrights are being performed every where 
in the world.

It is to the power of mental forces the totally dis
armed, fettered Hungarian nation is trusting, hoping 
to recover by these forces the liberty and strength 
it once possessed and, therefore, doing everything 
to increase and cultivate the education and the 
professional training of the Hungarian people.

)
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SO C IA L IN SU R A N C E  IN  H U N G A R Y
by

Bela Kovrig

Apart from the enormous loss of human life 
which it caused, the war destroyed a 
large proportion of the wealth of the 
nations, brought economic ruin upon 

the producing classes, and substantially lowered 
the standard of life of the European population. 
The economic disequilibrium to which this has led, 
has been accompanied by widespread unemployment, 
the source of privation and distress; and when dis
tress, instead of affecting only the individual, spreads 
over whole masses, it becomes a real social scourge, 
and the struggle to counteract its effects will tend 
not only to benefit the producing classes, but to 
protect the community and the country as a whole.

Work of this kind cannot be done by individual 
effort alone. It is for the State to intervene, the more 
so as suffering is a bad counsellor and a social cala
mity of this kind threatens the established order: 
the best guarantee against subversive forces is to 
prevent the development of antisocial sentiments, 
and on this ground social welfare institutions call 
for organisation, on the borders of Eastern Europe, 
on an even more liberal scale than elsewhere.

In the matter of social insurance, the first impor
tant measure taken in Hungary was Act XIV . of 
1891, which introduced compulsory sickness insu
rance.

Act X IX . of 1907 modernised and unified the 
compulsory sickness insurance system and at the 
same time introduced compulsory accident insurance. 
Tha Act also extended both branches of insurance 
to salaried employees in commerce and industry.

Act X X I. of 1927, known also as the First Vass Act, 
was a great advance on the previous situation. It 
widened the scope of sickness and accident insurance, 
improved the system of benefits, and placed it on 
a sound basis. It also centralised the organisation 
of social insurance still further.

The new central body, the National Social Insu
rance Institute, is administered by autonomous bodies: 
the general meeting, the managing committee, the 
bureau, and the compensation committees. The mem
bers of the general meeting are elected by secret 
ballot in equal numbers by employers and insured 
persons. The members of the managing committee 
are elected also by secret ballot, by the general 
meeting.

The cost of the insurance is met by contributions, 
paid as to half by employers and half by insured 
persons. The rate of the total contribution is fixed 
by the Act at 6 per cent, of the insured person’s 
wages, and the employer has the right to deduct 
the worker’s share from his wages.

The accident insurance contribution is paid by the 
employers alone; the rate is fixed according to the 
particular risk of each industry.

S IC K N E S S  IN SU R A N C E  B E N E F IT S
The benefits under sickness insurance are as fol

lows:
1. Medical treatment from the first day of sickness 

during a full year.
2. Me'dicines, medical baths, and curative wa

ters, medical and surgical appliances, as from the 
first day of sickness during a full year.

3. Sickness benefit as from the fourth day of in
capacity to work and during the whole period of 
incapacity up to a maximum of one year. This bene
fit is fixed at 50 per cent, of the insured person’s 
average earnings.

4. Medical treatment, medicines, medical and 
surgical appliances for the members of the insured 
person’s family, as from the first day of sickness and 
during not more than one year.

5. In case of childbirth, an insured woman receives 
the necessary treatment, pregnancy benefit during 
the six weeks preceding confinement, and maternity 
benefit during the six weeks after, both equal to 
50 per cent, of her earnings.

6. The wife of an insured worker also receives the 
necessary treatment; she receives pregnancy benefit 
during the four weeks before confinement, mater
nity benefit during the six weeks after, and a 
nursing allowance during the twelve weeks after 
maternity benefit expires.

7. On the death of an insured person, the National 
Institute pays funeral benefit, fixed at thirty times 
the average daily wage.

At the request of the sick person or with his con
sent he may be sent to a hospital or curative insti
tution. Hospital treatment is compulsory if his 
condition makes this necessary. While he is in hospital 
his dependants receive benefit equal to half his 
sickness benefit.

As it is very important from the point of view of 
social hygiene that the largest possible number of
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sick persons should be treated in curative institutions, 
every attempt has been made during the last few 
years to increase the number of beds available for 
workers in the sanatoria, and the National Social 
Insurance Institute has itself set up hospitals, sana
toria, and other curative institutions.

In addition to the large central clinics, of which 
there are fiven a Budapest and three in the provinces, 
there are in the capital and its surroundings seven 
local clinics for the use of insured persons, together 
with a very well equipped orthopaedic clinic. In 
addition, the National Institute runs several sana
toria, three curative institutions for sick insured 
persons, and a fourth for children and apprentices, 
two large modern hospitals and one dental clinic.

A C C ID E N T IN SU R A N C E  B E N E F IT S
An insured person is entitled to compensation in 

case of total or partial incapacity to work due to an 
occupational accident or disease. Compensation is 
also due to the insured person or his legal heirs if 
the incapacity or death is due to a disease contracted 
during employment.

An insured person who is the victim of an industrial 
accident is entitled to medical treatment, medi
cines, the necessarym edical and surgical appliances, 
and medical baths and curative waters. In addition, 
he receives a cash benefit for the whole period of his 
treatment, namely, 50 per cent, of his average daily 
wages.

If the insured person is not merely unable to earn 
his living, but is also paralysed and in a condition 
necessitating constant attendance, his pension is 
fixed for the whole period of his disablement at 50 
per cent, of his wages.

If an insured person dies in consequence of an 
occupational accident or disease, funeral benefit is 
paid on the same basis as in sickness insurance. In 
addition, his dependants receive an annuity as from 
the date of his death. The widow receives a pension 
equal to 20 per cent, of the wages of her deceased 
husband, during her whole life or until she remarries. 
The legitimate and legally recognised children of 
the deceased each receive 15 per cent, of his daily 
wages up to the age of sixteen years. If they have 
also lost their mother, the pension is raised to 30 
per cent. The parents and grandparents of the decea
sed who were totally or partially dependent on him, 
being unable to earn their living, receive an annuity 
equal to 20 per cent, of his wages.

This was the position of social insurance towards 
the middle of 1928, when Parliament passed an Act 
(XL of 1928) on insurance against invalidity, old 
age and death, known as the Second Vass Act. This 
Act is a capital event in the history of social insu
rance in Hungary, especially owing to the great 
extension it gives to preventive action.

G E N E R A L  O U TLIN ES O F TH E  
SY ST E M

The object of the system, it may be recalled, is to 
avert distress. Now in view of the fact that the indi
vidual and social evil of economic ruin threatens 
everyone, it would he only logical to insure all citi
zens without exception against this risk. In actual

practice, however, this idea of making social insu
rance quite general needs some modification.

The risk of impoverishment varies considerably with 
the degree of solvency, the assets, and the occupa
tion of each person; in other words, it varies according 
to social class. A system applying the same rules to 
everyone indiscriminately is therefore inconceivable. 
A  general insurance system cannot be considered 
an equitable solution unless each social class contri
butes to the charges of insurance in proportion to 
its particular risk.

Undoubtedly the ideal system would be for all 
citizens to provide for their own future by saving 
enough to cover the risks of invalidity and old age. 
But such a conception presupposes a perfect society, 
in which each member would be able to accumulate 
a reserve and be intelligent enough to foresee the risks 
to which he may be exposed. The ideal type of insu
rance against invalidity, old age, and death would 
seem to be a system in which the cost of benefits, 
corresponding to minimum subsistence needs, would 
be met by voluntary contributions, each social class 
contributing to the expenses of insurance according 
to the probability of its special risks.

But to contemplate such an ideal society is pure 
speculation. Every measure of social policy must 
be realist and take society as it is, with its possibili
ties, its qualities and defects, precisely with the aim 
of defending and perfecting it.

The politicians and sociologists who laid the foun
dations of social insurance in Hungary had therefore 
to bear in mind what Hungarian society in particular 
was like. They had to allow for the fact that the 
conditions of life of the working population are at 
present very difficult in Hungary. No doubt the 
spirit of foresight is more highly developed than in 
certain other countries, but what influence can this 
subjective factor have if the economic situation ham
pers individual effort?

In these conditions it was both logical and neces
sary that the State should itself collect the neces
sary funds for insurance, and should deal with the 
industrial and agricultural population separately.

The fundamental principles of the insurance were 
as follows: a new institution covering all branches 
of social insurance was to he set up, based on the 
principle of solidarity and free from any element 
of charity; effort was to be concentrated on trans
forming the old system of benefit funds into a new 
system of social insurance. Sickness and accident 
insurance and those against invalidity, old age and 
death were to be united; preventive measures 
against invalidity were to be taken; social prin
ciples were to be introduced into the financial 
organisation of the insurance institutions.

(To be continued.)

The pebliscite which is to be held in the Saar 
district on 13th. January nex will extract a pain
ful thorn from the body of Europe. This is an 
exceedingly appropriate psychological moment 
also for the destiny of the peoples severed from 
Hungary to be put to the vote. Hungary would 
submit herself to this decision. Then why hesitate 
when in this way we can finally liquidate the 
conseqences of the war in the Danube areas?



TH E E U R O P E A N  B A C K G R O U N D  
OF TH E „G O L D E N  B U L L "

Lecture delivered by Professor 
Eugene Horvath Phil. D., Fellow of 
the Royal Historical Society (Lon
don). before the Hungarian Academy 
of Sciences in Budapest.

The Golden Bull was one of the manifes
tations born of the resistance against des
potic rule based upon Roman law, this 
latter quickly spreading from Italy —  then 

under Byzantine rule —  across the Alps to 
France, Germany and England, where respec
tively Lewis VII., Frederic Barbarossa and Henry II. 
claimed for themselves the privileges of the 
Roman Emperors. This common pursuit of the 
same aim experienced a change only when Eleanor 
of Aquitaine had divorced Louis VII., married Henry
II. and the King of England had become master 
of greater part of the French territory. From this 
time onwards the King of France turned his arms 
against the English. Thus it came about that France 
gave shelter to those scientists and politicians who 
fled from the tyranny of Henry II. to French soil. 
It was equally a consequence of this tyranny that, 
at the university of Paris, teachers sprang up, pro
claiming the theory of the resistance of the Estates, 
as the remedy against violence and oppression. The 
adherents of this theory were supported by the 
Church and, at the death of the English-born Pope 
Hadrian IV., whose entourage had been formed 
mostly by Englishmen, raised to the papal throne 
Alexander III., the man of their choice. Car
dinal Thomas a Beckett, murdered later by the 
men of Henry II., as well as Cardinal Stephen 
Langton — creator of the Magna Charta or Great 
Charter —  were both proteges of the popes Alexander
III. and Innocent III. John of Salisbury, the man 
who compiled the theory of resistance, considered 
the Church to be the only defence against tyranny. 
In the circles where this theory was elaborated and 
taught, the Hungarian Cardinal Lukacs of Eszter- 
gom studied the question and, supported by Pope 
Alexander III., introduced victoriously the idea of 
the resistance of the Estates into Hungary.

At the same time the English Queen, Eleanor 
of Aquitaine, endeavoured to protect herself against 
the French by providing herself with allies. Thus 
she attached to her person the Saxon Prince 
Henry the Lion —  enemy of Frederic Barbarossa, 
German Emperor, —  giving him her daughter Ma
tilda in marriage. She then won over William II., 
King of Sicily, who wedded Princess Jane; and after 
her husband’s death she married Raymond, the 
Count of Toulouse. Led by the same object, Queen 
Eleanor gave Margaret, her son’s, Prince Henry’s, 
widow, who had been crowned Queen of England, in

marriage to Bela III., King of Hungary. In this way 
she secured for England the support of Saxony, Sicily, 
Toulouse and Hungary. By and by Savoy and Aragon 
—  i. e. France’s neighbours —  also sided with 
the English interests. Against this coalition France 
sought to protect herself by trying to raise difficul
ties in the internal affairs of England and her allies. 
Thus Philip II., King of France, supported the 
opposition in England against the Kings of England, 
Henry II. and Richard Coeur de L ion ; against 
Henry the Lion he backed Frederic Barbarossa, 
whose son, Henry VI., German Emperor, victori
ously occupied Sicily, while the rulers of Toulouse 
were ablg to keep their independence only with the 
help of Aragon.

Regarded from the Hungarian view-point, the 
English-French war has a curiously different aspect, 
not at all like the usual description of historians. 
First of all let us note the way in which King Bela III. 
came to wed an English woman The court of Manuel 
II. Emperor of Byzantium, was governed by the taste 
of French princesses and it was from here King Bela 
had brought home his first wife, the French Prin- 
cesse Anne de Chatillon; after her decease, he looked 
again for a French princess. That was how his mes
sengers had come to Paris, where they chose, on 
behalf of their King, Margaret; the widowed Eng
lish Queen, sister of the King of France, Philip II. 
The Hungarian King himself had first thought of 
marrying the daughter of Henry the Lion, owing to 
his acquaintance with her father; however at that time 
Prince Henry lived as an exile at the English court 
and Queen Eleanor arranged instead the marriage 
with the widow of her son, Margaret. This was a 
clever move against the French King, who kept his 
sister Margaret a prisoner in order to secure for himself 
her dowr y, which he was now forced to surrender to 
the English. In 1189, after the death of Henry II., 
the throne of England was occupied by Richard 
Coeur de Lion, son of Henry II. and Queen Eleanor. 
From this time on Philip strove with all his might 
to break Richard’s power and dissolve the English 
queen-mother’s menacing coalition. The results of 
Philip’s persevering policy proved indeed disastrous 
for Queen Eleanor’s allies. Sicily was occupied by 
the francophile Hohenstaufen, Toulouse by the French 
themselves; the King of Aragon was killed in 
battle in the defence of Toulouse; the Hungarian 
Queen of Aragonian descent fell a prisoner, together 
with her husband and child, to the Austrian Duke 
and the Prince of Merania, both friends of France. 
Richard Coeur de Lion was imprisoned by the Hohen- 
staufens; his younger brother John, his successor on 
the throne, lost his possessions in France while his 
Capital was occupied by French troops under the
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rommand of the French successor to the crown 
himself.

In the East the Austrian Duke, Leopold, and the 
Prince of Merania, Berthold, represented the French 
interests against King Bela III. and his English 
wife. Scholars used to have long discussions as to 
where Merania was situated, which is not to be 
discovered on maps for the simple reason that it 
never existed at all. As a matter of fact Berthold, 
Count of Andechs, took his course from Bavarian 
territory towards the Adriatic Sea, occupying the 
environments of Gorz, the peninsula of Istria, plan
ning to annex still further parts of the coast as well 
as Dalmatia. Now the Slav inhabitants of those 
parts used to call the coast Primorje, Pomerania, 
Merania: Prince Berthold, who intended to create 
a new big empire along the coast, including the 
Northern and Eastern parts of the Adriatic Sea, 
proposed to call this empire ,,Merania” . However, 
Dalmatia was under the rule of the Hungarian King 
Bela III., who had recovered it as early as 1180 from 
the Venetian Republic. That was how the Austrian 
Duke Leopold, Berthold of Merania and the Republic 
of Venice came to stand side by side against the 
Hungarian King, whose province on the Adriatic 
coast stood like a rock in the way of the foundation 
of the new empire — Merania.

At the time of the crusade of 1191— 92, Hungary 
had already been caught in the whirlwind of anta
gonisms. We know that it came to. a clash between 
the French and the German allies in the Holy Land 
during this crusade. There is no need to dwell here 
upon the fact of the French Princess, Alice, sister 
of Philip, King of France, having been rejected by 
Richard Coeur de Lion, who, instead, took for his wife 
Berengaria, Princess of Navarre, brought to him 
by his mother, Eleanor; nor does it seem necessary 
to enter into explanations regarding the differences 
which had arisen between the French and English 
at the time of the crusade. Regarded from the Hun
garian standpoint, it seems much more important 
to mention the fact that Philip, King of France and 
his German ally, Henry VI., had decided already at 
their meeting in Milan in 1191 to make Richard their 
prisoner. A favourable occasion to accomplish their 
purpose presented itself when Richard, on his 
return from the Holy Land, was caught in a storm 
and consequently obliged to land, not in Sicily, as he 
had intended, but in Dalmatia. Hearing he was on 
Hungarian territory, he decided to betake himself 
to King Bela’s court, asking his brother in law’s — 
(Henry the Lion’s), the Saxon Prince’s —  son, who was 
then staying at the Hungarian court, to accompany 
him and then return home with him through the 
country of Prince Henry. Instead of the legends 
woven around this adventurous journey, we shall 
take for granted what Emperor Henry VI. himself 
wrote to his ally, King Philip. He informed him with 
glee that one of his faithful friends, Berthold of 
Merania, had succeeded in capturing the King of 
England, had delivered him into the hands of the 
Duke of Austria, who, on his side, had passed on the 
enemy to the German Emperor.

It would be indeed difficult to say, whether the 
above events were not connected somehow with tho 
decision of Philip II. to divorce his spouse, 
Ingeborg of Denmark, then taking to him the 
lovely daughter of the brave Berthold. It is to 
be noted that Berthold had also possessions in

France, in Poligny. Princess Agnes married the 
French King in 1196; this event was closely followed 
by the death of Bela III. and by the journey of his 
widow to the Holy Land. New men were coming 
into power.

First of all changes took place in Germany: after 
the decease of Henry VI. in 1196, the younger 
brother of the late Emperor, Philip of Hohenstaufen, 
was recognised by the French as his successor, where 
as the English considered Otto, the son of Henry 
the Lion, as his heir to the throne. The Duke of 
Austria and the Prince of Merania sided with the 
francophile Hohenstaufen, whereas in Hungary King 
Emerich reigned, with Constance of Aragon for his 
wife, whose father and brother were fighting against 
the French. It was then Berthold of Merania turned 
his attention to the Hungarian Prince Andrew, to 
whom his royal brother had given Dalmatia, the 
very territory standing in the way of Berthold’s 
ambitious plans. John, King of England, had been 
set against his brother in the same manner as Ber
thold of Merania was now doing his best to set 
Prince Andrew —  as weak a character as John — 
against King Emerich. Thus it came to pass that 
Andrew repeatedly took up arms against his brother, 
with Austrian and Meranian men among his troops; 
when beaten, he escaped to Austrian or Meranian 
territory, where he was pursued by the Hungarian 
King, who knew very well that Berthold was the 
moving spirit of his younger brother’s actions. The 
discord became even more pronounced when in 
1202 French crusaders assembled in Venice in order 
to sail —  according to the wishes of the Western 
Princes —  to Egypt, in an attempt to liberate Jeru
salem, lost in 1189, by occupying the very centre 
of Islam. However, behind this bold plan smaller 
schemes were lurking, the realisation of which Boni
face of Montferrat took upon himself; as the trusted 
friend of Philip II., King of France, he became 
commander in chief of the troops in the Holy War. 
It may be supposed that Boniface and Berthold — 
friends of the French and enemies of the English — 
worked out a plan in common to attack King Emerich 
of Hungary, a member of the coalition against 
France. If the Hungarian King had been defeated, 
his throne would have been offered to Prince Andrew, 
whereas Dalmatia would have fallen into the hands 
of the Venetian-Meranian group of interests. We 
must adhere to this supposition because, when 
Boniface ordered the crusader troops to march 
against Hungary, instead of against the Musulmans, 
the pro-English crusaders left the army under the 
leadership of Baron Simon de Montfort, taking 
their way demonstratively througt Hungary. Another 
item proving the correctness of this supposition: 
exactly when the attack on Zara (Dalmatia) set in, 
Prince Andrew celebrated his wedding with Gertrud 
of Merania, daughter of Berthold, and attacked King 
Emerich from the land-side, trying afterwards to flee to 
Austrian-Meranian territory. However he was cap
tured by King Emerich and imprisoned, while his 
wife Gertrud, after having been deprived of all her 
possessions, was sent to Austria. That was the true 
explanation of the changed orders, which caused 
the troops of the fourth crusade to take their way, 
not to Egypt, but to Zara and, thence, to Con
stantinople.

Prince Andrew would have continued to languish 
hopelessly in prison but for the death of King
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Emerich in 1204, when he was asked to undertake the 
guardianship of the deceased King’s young son, Ladis- 
las III., and became Regent of the country. His 
wife, Gertrud of Merania, after her return from 
exile, took revenge on her Aragonian rival with such 
violence that the widowed Queen Constance, to
gether with her young son, had to leave the country, 
robbed of all her earthly possessions. First she took 
refuge at the court of Duke Leopold of Austria 
where her son Ladislas III. died: then she returned 
to Aragon. It seems impossible not to pause for a 
moment at the sudden death of King Emerich and 
Ladislas and the tragedy of Queen Constance; at the 
return of Gertrud and Prince Andrew, their accession 
to the throne and the coming into Hungary of 
the Meranian relations. Would it be possible to 
assert that there was no connection between these 
events ?

Anyway certain things may be positively stated: the 
above events meant the triumph of the francophile 
policy and Paris surely knew that the bulwark of 
pro-English policy —  Hungary — had succumbed. 
At that time the French troops were already in 
Normandy and the power of the English in France 
began to weaken. —  In Germany, instead of Otto 
of Brunswick, Philip of Hohenstaufen was crowned 
in the Cathedral of Aix. These three events: Con
stance’s flight, the occupation of Normandy and the 
coronation at Aix, took place almost simultaneously. 
While Kang Emerich had sent his troops to sup
port Otto, his younger brother Andrew sent his to 
help Philip.

Now Aragon had to fight France alone on the side 
of the English. After the death of Agnes of Merania, 
Philip, King of France, took back Queen Ingeborg, 
succeeding thereby in reconciling Pope Innocent III., 
who had cursed him by book, bell and candle be
cause of his scandalous behaviour. However, Philip 
went so far as to promise to the Holy See that he 
would send his troops against the Southern-French 
Albigenses, whose heresy was spreading in an alar
ming manner, making a crusade against them neces
sary. A  brilliant troop of mounted men assembled 
under the leadership of Simon de Montfort and 
rode southward, to break the power of the Albi
genses. Only the initiated knew that this campaign 
somewhat resembled the march on Zara, when the 
crusaders had attacked the pious Hungarian King. 
Now again the troops were opposed to King Emerich’s 
brother-in-law, Peter, King of Aragon, a true son of 
the Church, who supported the ruler of Toulouse, the 
frivolous, unbelieving Raymond, not in defence of

heresy, but against the French. So it happened that 
in the battle of Muret in 1212, Raymond, the heretic, 
was not killed and even gained pardon, while the 
true Christian King Peter lost his life on the bat
tlefield. That was the real object of King Philip. 
The last member of the English coalition was 
thus put out of the way. The ruler of the powerful 
Aragon empire, the brother of the exiled Constance 
of Hungary, was killed fighting against the French, 
who helped Gertrud of Merania to ascend the Hun
garian throne. —  Should we not stop here to listen 
to the dying shriek amidst the European tur
moil of 1213, when Queen Gertrud was murdered? 
Should we not look for the reasons of this murder, 
committed by known or unknown men, whom the 
legend does not call „murderers” but endeavours 
to justify? And was it not absolutely in accordance 
with the situation that the earthly remains of the 
murdered Queen were given into the care of those 
Cistercian monks in Pilis, who had come to Hun
gary from Berthold of Merania’s French estates in 
Poligny?

John, King of England, assembled his troops once 
more and, in 1214, near Bouvines, he had an en
counter with the French. He too lost the battle 
and, after his return to his country, French troops 
landed on English soil. At that period the retinue 
of Andrew, King of Hungary, consisted mainly 
of his Meranian relations: together with the Duke 
of Austria, it was they who induced him to 
take part in the crusade of 1217. At the same time 
Zara, which had been won back in 1203, fell 
into the hands of the Venetian Republic.

After what has been said, one cannot wonder 
whether there existed any connection at that time 
between the leading politicians of England and 
Hungary or not —  the elements standing outside 
of the bounds of the European feudal system, the 
adherents of English and Hungarian constitutional 
traditions and of evolution, did indeed use the 
weapon of the resistance of the Estates — theo
retically established at the University of Paris —  
against those two sovereigns whose weakness of 
character invites us to draw a parallel between them. 
There is, no doubt, a striking likeness between the 
characters of John, King of England, and Andrew, 
King of Hungary: the same likeness is to be detected 
in regard to the Magna Gharta and the Golden Bull. 
We have tried to supply the reader with the diplo
matic motives of this similarity, directing the atten
tion of historical researches to the concatenation 
of facts hitherto unknown.
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P O L I T I C A L .  M O S A I C
I.

T H E  A U S T R O -IT A L IA N -H U N G A R IA N  E C O N O M IC  P A C T
Of the experiments which in recent times, in con

nection with the Central European problems, have attemp
ted to make a new arrangement between the countries 
of the Danube Valley, nearly all had the fault of wanting 
to preserve the existing power groups and to secure per
petuity to the present so-called Little Entente system. 
These experiments did not reckon with the existing 
moral, political and economic circumstances, the real 
interests of the people, or with those power rela
tions actually prevailing in this part of Europe. It  was for 
this reason that Benes’ Danube Confederation Scheme, 
as well as the conception of M. Tardieu, former French 
Premier, founded upon similar ideas could bring no 
solution, because they wished to secure permanent advan
tages exclusively for the victorious States without reckoning 
with the laws of historic and economic necessities.

After numerous abortive experiments, at last in 1931 the 
common plan of Mussolini and Count Stephen Bethlen, 
former Hungarian Prime Minister, came to the front in 
a decisive form. This plan proposed Italian-Austrian- 
Hungarian economic cooperation, the fundamental idea 
of which was that the two independent Danube States, 
Austria and Hungary (which are politically on good 
terms with one other, and economically not only 
complete each other but are actually interdependent, and 
yet neither can exhaust or take up the other’s surplus 
production) should seek a stronger third partner, i. e. 
Italy, who would be willing to secure the greater part of 
her import requirements first of all from Austria and 
Hungary, while on the other hand these two States would 
be willing to obtain their own requirements from Italy  
under certain preferential customs concessions.

These agreements came into existence in March, in 
Borne, between Mussolini, Dolffuss, Austrian Chancellor, 
and Gyula Gombos, Hungarian Prime Minister. The me
thods employed here and also the results achieved prove 
that in the present grave situation only direct negotiations 
can lead to success and only the power of friendly co-ope
ration was capable of retrieving the critical position of the 
two Danubian States from a dead-lock.

Besides this great significance of the Rome economic 
agreements, their political importance consists chiefly in 
the fact that they are directed against nobody, they are 
not directed against other countries and under certain 
conditions enable all those to join who manifest their 
inclination to do so.

In the present chaotic economic situation of Europe, 
when autarchic ambitions are bordering on the ridiculous, 
the generally pleasing character of the Rome agreements

is that they tend towards the abolition of autarchy, thereby 
taking the first serious step towards a more universal eco
nomic way out of the present impasse.

The Rome agreements are set forth in three proces verbals, 
of which the first concerns the political co-operation of the 
three States; the second, the economic co-operation, while 
the third refers to the extension of the economic relations 
between Italy  and Austria.

In  Protocol No. 1 the three Governments undertake to 
consult each other whenever one of them considers it 
opportune. According to Protocol I I  before 15th May 
1934 bilateral agreements must be made for the facil
itation of mutual export, and furthermore to overcome 
the difficulties with regard to Hungary which have arisen 
owing to the slump in corn prices. They also make bila
teral agreements to lighten the transit traffic via 
Fiume. In order to develop mutual goods traffic 
they send out a commission consisting of three experts. 
In accordance with Protocol I II  Italy and Austria 
before 15th May 1934 must undertake to extend 
the economic agreements abready existing between the 
two States in so for as a preferential system shall be 
put in force in favour of products directed to Italy pro
duced in Austria and originating in Austria.

On 14th. M ay, Mussolini and the representatives of 
Hungary and Austria signed the agreements which were 
to be carried into effect by the date mentioned. The 
Italian-Austrian Agreement secures preference for a 
considerable number of industrial articles in favour 
of Austria. In  lieu thereof, Austria affords Italy customs 
concessions, under the ’ ’most- favoured nation”  clause, for 
many products, chiefly Italian specialities.

The Italian-Hungarian agreement requires the Italian 
Sajni company to purchase one million quintals of wheat 
from an organisation to be appointed by the Hungarian 
Government, at a price calculated to facilitate the 
suitable realisation of the Hungarian crops. Besides this 
the Company received an option for the purchase of 
a further one million quintals. Hungary is obliged to 
give Italy ’ ’most favoured” customs concessions and also 
to consider her wishes in the direction of alleviating 
import restrictions. The Hungarian-Austrian Agreement 
secured the acceptance of a further 2.2 million quintals 
of Hungarian wheat by Austria and also greater possi
bilities for the export of Austrian industrial articles to 
Hungary. These agreements signify the first practical 
step towards the escape of the Danube valley from the 
the blind alley into which it has been driven by the 
autarchic system.

II

H U N G A R Y ’S  C O M P L A IN T  
TO  T H E  L E A G U E  O F  N A T IO N S  W I T H  R E G A R D  
TO  T H E  Y U G O S L A V  F R O N T IE R  A T R O C IT IE S

Hungary’s envoy at Berne, Ladislas Tahy, on 12th 
May submitted to the Secretariat of the League of Nations 
the complaint of the Hungarian Government in re the 
frontier violations by Yugoslavia which have occurred 
on the Hungaro-Yugoslav frontier for years past, the 
excesses of the authorities and the Governmental regula
tions tending to ruin the Magyar landowners living 
along the frontier, endangering not only the tranquillity 
and livelihood of the Hungarian population but also 
straining friendly relations between the two countries.

The complaint of the Hungarian Government referred

to 31 frontier incidents. Of these 21 were fatal cases in 
consequence of the unlawful use of fire-arms by fron
tier guards. In  5 cases Hungary’s territorial rights were 
gravely infringed. In 3 cases the Yugoslav frontier- 
guards fired a volley on Hungarian citizens, while in two 
cases they caused bodily injury, keeping their victims 
in prison for a considerable period.

The 21 persons killed, including two old men over 
70 years of age, did nothing but inadvertently stray on 
to Serbian territory across the frontier, which cuts through 
a plain and therefore is recognisable, if at all, only with
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difficulty, the Yugoslav frontier guards, pretending they 
had attempted to escape, shot them down like rabbits 
at a shooting party.

All the pains taken by the Hungarian Government to 
provide that the system introduced by the Yugoslav autho
rities along the frontier should be altered or alleviated, and 
that the use of fire-arms for the Yugoslav frontier guards 
should be altered correspondingly to the instructions issued 
for the Hungarian frontier guards were in vain woing to 
the inexorable attitude of the Yugoslav Government. In  
the very same way the Yugoslavs also rejected the 
concrete proposition of the Hungarian Government that 
in certain especially brutal cases a mixed commission of 
investigation should be sent out similar to those which 
have proved effective on the occasions of incidents 
occurring on the Hungaro-Roumanian and Hungaro- 
Czecho-Slovak frontiers. The brusque rejection of the 
proposition aiming at the mutual settlement of debatable 
questions, and the peculiar attitude of the Yugoslav 
Government, seems to confirm the rumours spread among 
the population living along the frontier, that a reward 
of 1000— 1200 dinars has been set on the head of every 
Hungarian killed, as in the days of the scalphunters.

In excuse of the arbitrary unpunished actions per
petrated by its officials, the Belgrade Government quoted 
the principle of the right of self-defence which, it is alle
ged, compels it to defend itself most energetically against 
subversive elements, terrorists and assassins who steal 
into Yugoslavia from abroad, especially from Hungary. 
That this excuse has no foundation is proved beyond 
controversy by the fact that the victims of the Yugoslav 
frontier guards had nothing to do with politics, conspi
racies, assassinations or any other such activities, and 
that from Hungary, with the exception of the single 
Premec case, no infernal machines or assassins have been 
smuggled into Serbia. But even in that case the Hungarian 
court sentenced Premec, who carried bombs, to 15 
years’ hard labour, in striking contrast to the proce
dure of the Yugoslav authorities, who failed to call to 
account (even in a single case) the murderers of the 21 
Hungarians.

The only purpose of the complaint of the Hungarian 
Government was, by the application of Article II  of the 
Covenant of the League of Nations, to put an end to the 
practice which most gravely endangers the rightful inte
rests of Hungarian subjects, and thereby to prevent the 
economic and public administration questions from 
being turned into political debates. It  was Yugoslavia 
alone that brought politics into this affair, when she

suddenly broke off her negotiations for making a new 
commercial agreement, withdrew her participation in the 
International Athletic World Championship held in 
Budapest as well as in the Agricultural Congress and fur
thermore recalled her Minister from Budapest.

On 5th June the Council of the League of Nations 
dealt with the complaint and on the basis of declarations 
of Tibor Eckhardt, Hungarian representative, and Foties, 
Yugoslav representative, postponed the question for the 
time being and recommended the two States to settle the 
matter by direct negotiation. Certainly the Hungarian 
Government will do everything in its power to bring 
the negotiations to a successful conclusion in the in 
terest of the security of the persons and the property 
of the Hungarian population living along the frontier. 
According to the pertinent statement of Eckhardt, the 
Hungarian representative, not only the important inte
rests of the frontier population depend on a suitable 
arrangement of the existing differences, but it would 
also bring about an understanding and a more favou
rable formation of the Hungarian-Yugoslav relations.

In the meantime the direct negotiations between the 
commissioners of the Hungarian and the Yugoslav 
Governments have begun. According to the latest reports 
the negotiations are going smoothly and promise a favou
rable result. Within a short time] the signing of the 
minutes will take place which will regulate the debatable 
questions that have arisen.

Besides the free movement of the dual proprietors, the 
contact between the frontier guards will aiso be regulated 
and n ew ' instructions will be issued to the Yugoslav 
frontier guards with regard to the use of fire-arms.

However, we must remark that since the complaint of 
the Hungarian Government was submitted to the League 
of Nations two other Hungarian have fallen victims to the 
violence of the Yugoslav frontier guards. On 19th M ay the 
Yugoslav frontier guards shot dead Stephen Lengyel, a 
citizen of Budapest. On 23rd June Michael Dergez, an in
habitant of Berzence, was dragged away from his estate in 
Hungarian territory by Serb frontier guards, who tortured 
him and afterwards killed him in Serb territory. It  is 
characteristic of their brutal proceedings that they refused 
afterwards to give up the body to his widow. They 
buried the unfortunate victim on 24th June, thereby 
preventing an inquest being held by the Hungarian 
commission sent out for the purpose.

In  the districts flanking the frontier the opinion is 
general that the murderers of the Hungarian farmer 
received a reward of 1400 Dinars.

III.

H U N G A R Y ’S D IG N IF IE D  P R O T E S T  A G A IN S T  T H E  
S T A T E M E N T S  M A D E  B Y  M . B A R T H O U

Of the kaleidoscopic events of last month none affected 
the Hungarian nation so closely or so painfully as the 
happenings in Bucharest and Belgrade when M. Barthou 
made the statements now familiar to everybody.

The visit of the French Foreign Minister was the cor
ner-stone of the Bucharest Conference of the Little En
tente Foreign Ministers. As is well known, this Confe
rence summarised the present political programme of the 
Little Entente in nine points, one of which ’ ’regrets” to 
have to establish the fact that ” by her recent statements 
Hungary has herself turned her back on economic co-ope
ration” . This was a further proof of the aggressive atti
tude of the Little Entente towards Hungary ; for in the 
speech delivered by him at the sitting of the Upper House 
held on June 20th the Hungarian Premier, Gyula Gombos, 
once more declared that the revisionist attitude of Hungary 
’ ’did not in the least affect the question of the maintenance 
and expansion of economic relations, which question he 
was prepared at any moment to discuss in the spirit of 
friendship and loyal neighbourliness” .

The Hungarian nation has in the course of the pa 
fifteen years grown accustomed to the aggressive tone 
the Little Entente ; but —  owing to their sharp tone 
quite unusual in the case of a French diplomat —  the 
statements made by M. Barthou dum founded even franco
phile Hungarians.

For on his arrival in Kolozsvdr (Cluj) M. Barthou —  as 
reported by the ’ ’Adeverul”  —  made the following 
statement to the journalists assembled there:

” Both France and Rumania have succeeded in reco
vering the provinces which were originally theirs. . .  Both 
the French and the Rumanians have re-occupied what 
was originally theirs.'’’

In Brasso (Brasov) M. Barthou made a similar sta
tement.

A t the sitting of the Rumanian Parliament held on June 
22nd. —  at which sitting he was elected honorary citizen
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of Rumania —  M. Barthou delivered a long speech, in the 
course of which he made the following statements too:

’ ’Your frontiers are yours, have been yours and will 
be yours for ever. Remember that if any attempt is 
made to take away a single square centimetre of your 
territory, France will be behind you” .

The statements made by the French Foreign Minister 
once more added fuel to the fire of the nationalistic ele
ments of the Little Entente; and by the time M. Barthou 
arrived in Belgrade, the Yugoslav Foreign Minister, Uzu- 
novitch, had already declared that in Czecho-Slovakia, 
Rumania and Yugoslavia there was not a single person 
(evidently the large numbers of oppressed minorities in 
these States no longer count at all) ready to tolerate any 
revision of the frontiers except at the cost of a bloody era 
such as we had witnessed in the past.

The Hungarian nation protested as one man against the 
statements of M. Barthou, which were unusually sharp 
and based upon a completely mistaken historical con
ception. In the following pages we intend to present the 
parliamentary manifestation of our national protest, 
together with an article written by one of the most emi
nent of our historians proving that Transylvania —  which 
M. Barthou would have us believe was always Rumanian 
—  was the home of the genius of the Hungarian (Magyar) 
people from the end of the ninth until the end of the 
second decade of the twentieth century.

Our Premier 6 Y U L A  G O M B O S
issued the following statement to the press:

” The well-known statement recently made by the French 
Foreign Minister, M . Barthou, has naturally given rise 
to surprise and even astonishment in those Hungarian 
circles which so far believed that the foreign policy of the 
French Government rested, not on bayonets, but on justice, 
and that the primary object of the foreign policy of France 
was to reconcile the violent antagonisms unfortunately still 
rife between the peoples of Europe, to bring those peoples 
nearer to one another, and thus gradually te prepare the 
way for the European co-operation so often stressed by 
French statesmen.

”M . Barthou's statement has shattered these hopes.

” The French Foreign Minister proudly declared that 
he was a blunt, outspoken man who never tried to hide his 
thoughts and his feelings; so M . Barthou will certainly 
appreciate our stating our point of view calmly but with 
complete sincerity.

” A s is well known to everybody, the Hungarian Go
vernment’s policy is one of peace; it will resort to none but 
peaceful means to attain its objects. This policy is rooted, 
not only in the soul of our nation, but in the Treaty of 
Peace itself. This policy based on strictly legal founda
tions will be pursued by the Hungarian Government in the 
future also by the aid of the same exclusively peaceful 
means —  but with the same resolution —  as in the past.”

A t the sitting of the Lower House (House of Deputies) 
of the Hungarian Parliament held on June 26th., protests 
were made against the statements of M. Barthou. In the 
name of the National Unity (Government) Party

A L A D i R  K R tiG E R
delivered a speech in which he said :

” The question of Transylvania is an exceedingly difficult 
problem as between two nations so interdependent as the 
Hungarians and the Rumanians. In  1918 unfortunately 
persons blinded by a spirit of hatred induced a solution of

the problem of Transylvania which must keep alive in Hun
gary a feeling of embitterment and protest and a steadfast 
belief in the triumph of justice. It is to be regretted that 
these two interdependent peoples should today be antagonistic; 
and to my mind the French Foreign Minister, M . Barthou, 
committed the gravest blunder when by his statements based 
upon a complete misinterpretation of history he sowed seeds 
of hatred between nations which —  in view of the present 
situation —  are in any case not living in relations of a nor
mal character, but in what is to a certain measure an atmos
phere of tension. B y the continual repetition —  in crescendo 
—  of his illstarred declaration M . Barthou has roused the 
demon of passion; and the only possible result of that must be 
an increase of nervousness in the Danube basin: though it is 
greatly to be feared that the effect produced by these speeches 
and statements will still further enhance the fury of nationalism 
in the States of the Little Entente —  a fury the unexampled 
violence of which is naturally causing bitterness, not in Hun
gary only, but throughout the world.

” 1 do not wish to tear open old wounds or to enumerate all 
those terrible sufferings which our Magyar brethren —  alike 
in Transylvania and in the other occupied territories too —  
are compelled to undergo at the hands of the Powers now 
in occupation. Nor do I  desire to stress the fact that 173.000 
Magyars have been driven out of Transylvania alone, or 
that tn Transylvania alone three million cadastral yokes 
of Magyar land have been confiscated. Nor do I  wish to 
show the number of schools and churches taken from the 
Magyars; I  would only ask the French Foreign Minister, 
M . Barthou, whether there were any cases of such barbarism 
in Alsace-Lorraine during the period of German occupation?”

On behalf of the largest Opposition Party —  that called 
the Independent Smallholders Party —

T IB O R  E C E H A R D T

made a long speech, in the course of which he said: —  ,,The 
essential point in these statements made by the French F o
reign Minister is that M . Barthou had behind him the whole 
weight and power of the great French nation when he declared 
that he would not tolerate the slightest change being made in 
the present Trianon frontiers. That is the essential point. 
That is the essential point, which is after all not new at 
all, for we all of us know quite well —  and have for the 
past fifteen years been compelled to our greatest regret to 
note —  that the successive French Governments all cling 
rigidly and persistently to the statusj quo —  consistently 
insist on the stabilisation of the injustices codified fourteen 
years ago in the Treaty of Trianon.

” The attitude is therefore not a new one : what is certainly 
surprising, however, is the fact that the French Foreign 
Minister voiced this view in a vehement form so far unparall
eled —  I  would venture to say, in a gratuitously provocative 
manner —  at a very ill-chosen juncture —  and in a style 
which instead of encouraging the spirit of conciliation, 
understanding, agreement and international co-operation 
of which Europe is so sadly in need, vented itself in silly 
threats and sabre-rattling.”

Then Echhardt stressed the importance of the minority 
question and referred to the official report of the British 
Labour Party M. P.’s who had visited Transylvania and 
had declared that despite Rumanian rule Transylvania 
was still Magyar in character.

After criticising the French ’ ’blockade” policy Echhardt 
formulated the feeling of the Hungarian nation as follows :

" I  ask what are we to do —  what are we in a position to 
do in face of this situation? All we can do is ■—- not to take 
the path marked out by M . Barthou. We shall not follow 
in his steps here, —  shall not take the path leading to a 
system of military alliances — , but shall continue on the 
only correct path —  that marked out by the better conscience 
of the world, —  on that road which is the summarisation of 
two simple principles easily expressed. We abide by the
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national principle, which in the Hungarian question in 
particular means that every people —  small and great alike —  
is entitled to unite in one State all persons racially belonging 
to that people who live in adjacent territories. It means 
therefore that no threat or menace whatsoever will ever 
make us swerve from our determination to strive for the 
automatic re-incorporation in the mother country of all 
Magyars living in territories adjacent to our country.

" The second principle on which that road rests is that 
proclaiming the right of self-determination of the peoples, 
which postulates that here in the Danube Valley —  in this 
home of an ancient culture and a high standard of civilisation 
—  all peoples alike should enjoy the same rights as those 
not denied even to a negro republic, —  and that every people 
should decide for itself the manner of life it desires to live, 
as also the question with which other peoples it wishes to 
live in harmony or in union, or whether it desires to build 
up an independent state life for itself?

” I  am not betraying a secret when I  say that these principles 
were surely once placed on the table of the Peace Conference —  
in the form drafted by President Wilson —  and were solemnly 
procliamed by France as the basis of a new order in Europe. 
I f  M . Barthou thereateningly warns us not to take seriously 
those principles proclaimed by his compatriots —- the princip
les on the basis of which they constructed entirely new States 
such as Czecho-Slovakia — , if they now threaten us for 
taking their principles seriously and for believing what 
they said — , I  ask whether we have anything to be ashamed 
of and whether we may not proudly face the public opinion 
of the world, appealing equally proudly to our good faith, 
our honest and peaceful intentions and our European way 
of thinking —  that way of thinking upon which M . Barthou 
turned his back when he made these statements?

’’And must I  remind my hearers of the fact that in addition 
to the principles proclaimed by France, which we still continue 
to take seriously —  deadly seriously — , we have in our 
possession a solemn promise given by France —  that made 
by M . Millerand when the Hungarian nation was summoned 
in the name of the Principal Allied Powers to sign the 
Treaty of Trianon. A  French Premier undertook an 
obligation in the name of the French nation —  the obligation 
contained in this important document (the covering letter 
accompanying the text of the Treaty), which forms an integral 
part of the Treaty of Trianon and is incorporated in the 
Hungarian code of laws, therein giving expression to the 
opinion that the Treaty of Trianon might comprise material 
cases of injustice and promising redress and the alteration 
of the territorial provisions.

” And now they would threaten us with war, —  with rivers 
of blood — , simply because we take France's word seriously. 
To m y mind the honour of France too is engaged here ; 
and it is not our business —  but the business of the French 
nation —  to defend the honour of France, if necessary even 
against the French Foreign Minister.

” The tragic antagonism which during the past few days 
has so gravely shaken the whole Danube Valley —  and the 
whole Balkan Peninsula —  more gravely perhaps than 
any other event recorded since the Peace Conference —  is a 
question not merely of nations or of the bad treaties made 
long ago. Here we have two divergent Europes fighting 
against one another, —  the decrepit Europe of former days —  
the Europe of heavy industries, the Europe of the comite des 
forges, that Europe which believes imperialistic expansion 
to be the means of serving the cause of the nations —  and 
the other Europe of enlightened nationalism which must 
ultimately lead to European co-operation by honestly serving 
the interests of the peoples. The birth of this new Europe 
is being impeded by that debilitated generation of Frenchmen 
which is unable even in its own country to establish the order 
for which the French nation is thirsting —  that debilitated 
generation which is incapable of leaving Europe in peace 
and would try to foist a purely French policy on the whole 
of Europe at the cost of subordinating the popular ideas of the 
younger generations to the tyranny of its one-sided and 
short-sighted and decayed mentality.

" I  still look with unchanged confidence to the numerous 
personal friends of mine in France —  to the large number 
of Frenchmen who are friends of Hungary and are just as 
opposed to the French system now in force as we ourselves ;  
and I  believe —  most implicitly do I  believe —  that in the 
course of a few years a change in the political life of France 
will bring the long-expected day when Frenchmen and 
Hungarians will —  like brothers —  eliminate the differen
ces which today seem to form a gap that cannot be bridged.

"These French statements of which we have been speaking 
will not only not avail to make us inclined to reduce our 
revisionist demands, —  not only will we refuse to renounce 
our claims to a revision — , but in reply to the threats of 
war and retaliation we demand a new Peace Conference ; 
demanding the convening of a new Peace Conference be
cause we are convinced that it is wiser to hold that con
ference before the war begins than when the war is over".

The attitude of the Christian Agricultural Party was 
explained by

COUNT MAURICE ESTER H AZY
a former Prime Minister, whose speech contained the 
following statements ,,To me it seems quite incomprehen
sible that it should be possible to threaten with war a nation 
simply because that nation desires to avail itself of the right 
ensured it in the League of Nations' Covenant? I f  we desired 
war, we should surely not talk of revision or of negotiations 
to discuss laws and legitimate demands and of the satis
faction of-such demands ? But I  ask what on earth is the 
use of the League of Nations if revision is one-sidedly to be 
declared a casus belli ? What is the use of this League, I  ask, 
if the desire of certain members with equal rights to avail 
themselves of this privilege is to be thwarted by an armed 
veto ? And is it possible to threaten a disarmed nation 
with war simply because it appeals to the force of law as 
a Member of the League of Nations endowed with the same 
rights as others ?”

The spokesman of the Social Democratic Party,

EMMANUEL. BUCHINGER
declared his adherence to the revisionist movement, 
saying : —  " I f  we are told that our opponents are prepared 
to go to war to prevent the revision of the unjust peace trea
ties, our answer is that we consider a peaceful revision 
necessary and at the same time declare that the peoples do 
not want a war, for they are still bleeding from the wounds 
of the war fought twenty years ago. It we are told that before 
revision is carried out blood will flow in streams, the answer 
which we Social Democrats give to this threat is that we 
desire a peaceful revision, not blood, for the peoples and 
nations have lost blood enough in wars."

Finally,

NICOLAS GRIGER
spoke on behalf of the Christian Opposition, describing 
in telling words the spiritual disposition of the Hungarian 
nation. "W e  may conscientiously assert that never did 
country or people or nation suffer such inhumanity with 
such self-denial and self-control as Hungary. Not because 
she is reconciled to the continuance of this state of things, 
but —  on the contrary —  because of the implicit belief, of 
the sure knowledge and the consoling hope, and because of 
her unwavering resolution, that things shall not remain as 
they are. We suffered in silence because we knew that, 
though countries may be dismembered on paper, new fron
tiers demarcated in blue and red pencil, and river systems 
cut in half no power on earth can compel rivers to 
make their sources flow in any other direction than the 
valley and the sea. We suffered in silence because we knew 
that no map is eternal. Every map is a pattern-card of 
history and in consequence is constantly subject to change. 
Our hopes have not been shattered or our faith undermined
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by the amazing statements made by M . Barthou or by the 
recent events in Bucharest and Belgrade. Why ? Because 
M . Barthou is not France. The spiritual world in which M . 
Barthou lives is not that of France. There are millions in 
France who would answer the question put by their great 
compatriot, Michelet, when he ashed whether the French 
were ever going to express their gratitude to the Hungarian 
nation which had shed its blood to save Romanic culture —  
would answer that question in a spirit very different from 
that shown by M . Barthou."

In the name of the Hungarian Government the Foreign 
Minister,

k Al m An  k A n y a

read the statement made by the Premier, Gyula Gombos, 
to which we have already referred, adding the following 
words : —  "T h e Hungarian Government fully appreciates 
the extreme indignation aroused in all classes of the H un
garian people by the statements made by M . Barthou ; 
but at the same time I  would beg the Hon. Members of the 
House not to lose their sang froid and to endeavour also to 
calm the minds of their electors and to convince them that 
the Hungarian Government will continue to abide by the 
policy of calm deliberation which it has hitherto pursued 
and will find a way, despite all difficulties, to provide for 
adequately ensuring the vital interests of the Hungarian 
people."

M. BARTHOU ADMITS THE EXISTENCE
OF ARTICLE X IX

The statements made by M. Barthou in Rumania were 
received with mixed feelings in France too. In the Foreign 
Affairs Committee of the Chamber, after the Foreign 
Minister had delivered his cxpos6, Henry-Have, Deputy 
for Versailles, gave expression to the consternation which 
certain statements made by M. Barthou had aroused not 
only in the speaker, but in fellow-deputies belonging to 
all parties represented in the Chamber: "though fully 
conscious of the dangers latent in the revisionist policy", —  
he said —  " I  should like to see an understanding shown

towards the Hungarian people, who are justly proud of their 
great past and their noble character". The Foreign Minister 
having declared that he was not in the least hostile to
wards Hungary, and had always regarded the Hungarians 
to be a great nation, Henry-Have asked what interpretation 
was to be put on the statement made in the Rumanian 
Parliament to the effect that in the event of any attempt 
to take away a single square centimetre of her territory 
Runania would find the whole force of France behind 
her? In reply M. Barthou said: —  "The meaning of my 
statement was that anyone attempting to seize Rumanian 
territory by the force of arms would have to face France too. ’ 
Hereupon Henry-Have observed that nowhere in Hungary 
had he heard of any but a peaceful revision, and asked the 
Foreign Minister whether he admitted that Article X I X  of 
the Covenant of the League of Nations opened the way 
to a peaceful revision of the Treaties of Peace. To this 
question M. Barthou replied as follows:

" I  am fully aware of the existence of Article X I X . "

The Foreign Affairs Committee hereupon decided that 
in view of its importance this statement should be in
cluded in the official communique dealing with the sitting 
of the Committee. In the course of the discussion that fol
lowed Deputy Jean Longuet pointed to the fact that only 
55° /0 of the inhabitants of Transylvania were Rumanians, 
the rest being Magyars and Germans. Ernest Pezet em
phasised the fact that a rigid anti-revision attitude might 
provoke a war, and urged the necessity of finding a means 
of reconciling the two antagonistic extremes and dis
covering the necessary via media (cf. the interview with 
Henry-Haye —  in re the sitting of the Foreign Affairs 
Committee of the French Chamber —  in the July 7th. 
issue of the ’ ’Pesti Hirlap” ).

W e would once more stress the fact that the demand 
of Hungary for a revision of her frontiers is based solely 
on Article X I X  of the Covenant and that Hungary 
repudiates even the very idea of a w a r ; emphasising 
also that, if the French Foreign Ministry is likewise 
fully aware of the provision contained in Article X I X  
the time will come after all when it will be possible to 
reconcille the antagonistic extremes.

IV.

T H E  V IE N N A  T R A G E D Y
The martyrdom of the Austrian Chancellor Dollfuss 

affected public feeling in Hungary more than in any other 
country outside Austria. The deceased was a true friend 
to Hungary; and during his term of office as Chancellor 
the warm relations existing between Austria and Hungary 
as the result of centuries of common history and of the 
common sufferings of recent years, became closer than 
ever. And close ties also bound Dollfuss and our Premier, 
Gyula Gombos, together as men; and this friendship 
extended also to many other leading factors of our public 
life. On the occasion of his numerous visits to Budapest 
the late Chancellor endeared himself to all classes of the 
Hungarian people by virtue of his human qualities; and 
the speech he made on the occasion of the International 
Agrarian Congress held recently in Budapest aroused 
enthusiasm everywhere in Hungary.

The Hungarian Press unanimously —- and with the 
utmost contempt —  expressed its profound condem
nation of the heinous attempt to which the eminent 
Austrian stateman fell a victim. And the Government sent 
a representative —  Foreign Minister Kanya —  to the 
funeral, hereby also expressing the friendly sentiments 
felt in Hungary towards Austria.

So far as the situation created by the Vienna tragedy 
can be judged, there is every hope —  indeed, it may be 
taken for granted —  that the calm circumspection of the 
Powers will prevent all complications. Like all well- 
intentioned people in Europe, we Hungarians too desire

peace and cordially hope that the peace of Europe will 
not be disturbed by any incident, however shocking and tra
gical it m ay be. The avalanche set moving just twenty 
years ago destroyed so many human lives, so much wealth, 
so many intellectual and material assets, that those who 
light-heartedly or out of malice were to start another 
such avalanche on its way, would be guilty of an irre
parable crime against humanity.

The Vienna tragedy is therefore a memento for us all. 
Not long ago the city of Vienna was the emporium of the 
Danube Valley. I t  was the home of welfare and 
wealth; and peace and quiet ruled in the city, where scien
ces and arts thrived and there was a general mood of 
gaiety. During the last fifteen years a complete change 
has come over this city. Material decay has fallen upon it, 
and its soul is filled with the resignation of apathy; while 
politically it has become the scene of a rapid succession 
of terrible events. In this manner Vienna has become as 
it were a symbol of the political, economic and moral 
crisis from which the Danube Valley is now suffering.

The post-War Treaties of Peace created in the very 
heart of Europe conditions which should not be tolerated 
for a single moment. Maybe, however, that the martyrdom  
of Dollfuss will finally convince the persons responsible 
for the peace of Europe that a new order must be brought 
into being to replace the present chaos prevailing in the 
Valley of the Danube. And this object can only be attained 
by a peaceful revision of the Treaties of Saint Germain, 
Trianon and Neuilly.
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V.

M U SSO L IN I A N D  T H E  R E V IS IO N  O F  T H E  T R E A T Y
O F  T R IA N O N

The July 28th. issue of the”  Pester Lloyd”  publish
ed an extremely interesting article from the pen 
of Mussolini written prior to the tragic events in 
Vienna: in this article the Italian Premier writes as 
follows of the revision of the Treaty of Trianon: —  
’ ’ The State rightly endeavouring more than any other 
to bring about a revision, is H ungary. It is not solely 
for national reasons that Italy has adopted the atti
tude by which she abides; she is inspired also by 
the fundamental principle of justice which leads to 
peace. The Treaty of Trianon literally strangled Hun
gary. A  strangled H ungary cannot live and can never 
acknowledge the Treaty of Trianon.

’ ’There are even numbers of Frenchmen who admit 
that this situation cannot be justified and must 
eventually lead either to war or to the application 
of Article X IX . of the Covenant of the League of 
Nations. To me ’ ’however”  the application of that 
Article seems very problematical. I t  is m y conviction 
that without a revision of the Treaty of Trianon  —  
though there m ay possibly be a mare or less 'prolonged 
armistice —  there never can be peace in  the Valley of 
the Danube.”

VI.

T H E  D E C IS IO N  O F  T H E  A S S O C IA T IO N  O F  L E A G U E  O F  
N A T IO N S . U N IO N S O N  R E V IS IO N

The XVIII. complete session of the Association 
of League of Nations Unions held on 18th— 24th 
May at Folkestone by the invitation of the English, 
differed from the others first of all because during 
this session debates on minority questions were hardly 
heard. The cause of this was hopelessness reflected in 
the fact that the minorities begrudge the paper and 
ink, and even the words, to protest against the pro
ceedings which are manifest in Geneva.

The sincere tone in which Revision was discussed 
was a pleasant change. In 1928 the question wounded 
the susceptibility of the French so much that on 
the request of M. de Jouvenal, the leading delegate, 
Lord Cecil withdrew his proposition and the affair 
has since lain dormant. It was once more, in interest
ing circumstances, placed on the agenda.

On Lord Cecil’s initiative a Peace Reservation 
Conference was held at Brussels in February at 
which Dr. Bela Poka-Piony, representing the Hunga
rian Revisionist League, expounded that treaty revision 
is a very important if not the most important prelimi
nary condition of peace, because without this, dis
armament can be neither sincere nor just and he 
begged the acceptance of his propositions con
cerning this. Owing to the agenda and the drafting 
committee he could not obtain this, but he succeeded 
so far as to start a debate on Revision which lasted 
the whole afternoon and in course of which many 
west-European delegates raised their voices in favour 
of Revision. Under the influence of this debate the 
British League of Nations Union placed a Revision 
proposal before the Folkestone conference. This 
froposal runs as follows:

” 1. That, when a Member of the League desires the 
Assembly to advise, under Article 19 of the Covenant, 
the reconsideration by Members of the League of a 
treaty (on the ground that it has become inapplicable) 
or the consideration of specified international conditions 
(on the ground that their continuance might endanger 
the peace of the world), a Commission of Inquiry should 
be appointed to report on the facts and to recommend 
what, if any, action should be taken.

2. After considering the report or reports of the Com
mission of Inquiry, the Assembly should ’ ’advise” ; and, 
if the Members of the League who are parties to the 
treaty or are responsible for the international conditions 
in question, do not act upon the advice within a reaso
nable time, it may be desirable that the Council should 
consider the matter under Article 11.”

One member of the Chinese, the German, the 
Austrian, the Italian and the Hungarian delegation 
respectively, and three members of the British dele
gation agreed to the proposal. Only two Poles were 
against it who, seeing that they could not prevent the 
proposal being accepted, asked that Articles X  and 
X V I which are paragraphs on integrity should be 
included in the text. The conference accepted this. 
The Hungarian delegate proposed a vote of thanks 
to Lord Cecil for his lead, begging him to continue 
his activities in this affair. The solution of the Revi
sion problem, said he, is the starting point of a better 
and saner European policy. Lord Cecil, in his reply, 
explained that the idea of the League of Nations 
demands that the old principle that injustices can 
be redressed by force of arms only, must be done 
away with, and in its place the peaceful method 
of co-operation shall appear.

This is the profound significance of the article.



40

H O W  M I N O R I T I E S  L I V E
C Z E C U O - S L O V A K I A

PERSECUTION
OF M AG YA R S AND SLO VAK S

The policy of the ’ ’strong hand”  resorted to by the 
Czecho-Slovak Government against the opposition parties 
and the national minorities during the past year, 
with a ruthlessness reminiscent of the first years following 
the formation of the State, is even now flagrantly in force 
in the provinces of Slovakia and Ruthenia torn away 
from Hungary.

In the year 1933 the laws enacted for the strict repression 
of dissatisfaction (dissolution of parties, tightening up of 
the standing orders of Parliament, confirmation by  
Government of the election of communal elders, in
creasing severity of the Law on the Protection of the 
Republic) failed to serve the desired purpose. For this 
reason the Government caused Parliament to pass a bill 
making the law on the Protection of the Republic even 
more strict, that Law, among other things, extending to 
six months the period for which the prohibition of news
papers once prohibited is possible. The plain object of the 
new law is to gag the press organs fighting for the rights 
of the national minorities, rights secured to them in 
international agreements. I t  is unnecessary to explain 
further that the stoppage of a newspaper for six months 
means its complete material ruin.

During the past few months in other ways also the 
Czecho-Slovak authorities have done everything in their 
power to terrorise the minority press, especially that 
run by Magyars. The confiscation of Magyar periodicals 
is ever on the increase. In the little city of Rozsnyo 
(Rozuava) alone three Magyar papers (” Sajo Videk” , 
” Rozsnydi Hirlap” , ” A  mi Vjsagunk") have been stopped. 
Proceedings have been taken on the basis of the law for the 
Protection of the Republic, against Edmund Tarjan, 
publisher of the Prague Magyar Hirlap, the greatest 
Magyar Minority daily. Elias Korea, proprietor of 
the ’ ’Kassai Ujsdg” , has been under arrest for months, 
cause unknown. Atadar R. Vozary, editor of the 
’ ’Oslakd” , a daily published at Munkacs (Mukacevo), under 
the pretext that he failed to denounce a crime infringing 
the law for the Protection of the Republic, but without 
any suitable legal basis, was sentenced to eight months 
confinement.

Spy hysteria has grown to such proportions that no 
Hungarian, however innocent, can be sure that he will 
not be imprisoned for several months. Very characte
ristic in this respect is the ease of Nicholas Rabely, a book
seller in Rimaszombat (Rimovska Sobota) who was 
detained for nearly a year until the magistrate was com
pelled to declare him innocent. John Pecsenye, an engine- 
driver of Orlo, according to the statement of the ’ ’Lidove 
Noviny”  (February 2nd.), a paper which generally supports 
BeneS, was arrested on a charge of spying merely because 
he distributed Hungarian Levente cigarettes among his 
friends and because his passport showed that he had 
frequently been to Hungary. It  may be mentioned here 
that members of the Hungarian Levente Association 
(a physical culture organisation) who happen to cross the 
Czecho-Slovak frontier, are immediately arrested and 
deprived of their liberty, often for years, while in Hungary 
no one thinks of molesting the members of the Czech 
Sokol, a similar association.

In  spite of the boasted Czecho-Slovak national unity, 
the Slovaks are scarcely treated more leniently. Louis 
Bazovsky, the first Czecho-Slovak zsupan (sheriff) of 
Nograd County (Novokrad), with several of his com
panions, has been languishing in prison for the past 
10 months on the charge of correspondence with foreigners 
for the purpose of preparing the rupture of Slovensko 
and its eventual restoration to Hungary.

The Divisional Court of Pozsony, on 28th. M ay, sen
tenced a shopkeeper of Zohor named Vendel Kratoclivil 
and his six companions to periods of imprisonment ran
ging from 3 months to one year on the charge of distri
buting the anti-Czech Slovak newspaper, ”  Rakusky 
Slovak” , published in Vienna, and other printed matter 
prejudicial to the State; furthermore for having main
tained relations with Professor Francis JehlifJca, the 
leader of the Slovak refugees, and for having made anti- 
Czech statements and glorified Professor B61a Tuka, who, 
as is well known, was sentenced to 15 years’ hard labour 
in 1929 for his autonomist feelings. For distributing 
Jehlicka’s circulars Dobrota, a farmer of Klenoc, was also 
sentenced to one month’s imprisonment. Very shortly 
will be held the trial in the political action against 
50 Slovak autonomists, on charges arising out of the 
events which took place last year at Nyitra on the occa
sion of the Pribina celebrations. On 15th August 1933, 
the Slovak autonotnists, in the presence of many members 
of the Government, foreign diplomats and prelates, at 
the festival arranged in honour of that figure of the 
Slovak heroic saga, insisted that their leader Andreas 
Hlinka should address the people before M. Malypetr, the 
Prime Minister.

The Slovak Press also is persecuted to a great extent. 
No fewer than 70 criminal actions have been taken 
against the ’ ’Slovak” , the organ of the autonomist Slovak 
people’s party. This paper as a matter of fact was prohi
bited for three months after the affair at Nyitra. 
Charles Sidor, the editor, was sentenced on 1st. June by the 
Divisional Court of Pozsony to one month’s imprisonment 
for one of his articles in which he referred to the letter 
sent on 20th September 1933 by the papal nuncio Ciri- 
acci (who since then has ostentatiously left Prague) to 
Hlinka, a letter in which he spoke of the noble Slovak 
nation (generosa gens slovaca). Recently the paper enti
tled ” Ndstup”  of the younger section of the Hlinka party 
was prohibited for critisising very sharply the Czech 
system.

Even the record of the events of the past few weeks, 
though we m ay ignore them as a whole, throws sufficient 
light —  we believe —  upon the great dissatisfaction of the 
Slovak and Magyar population of Slovakia with the Czech 
system and upon the terroristic methods by which the 
Prague Government seeks to repress the dissatisfaction. The 
statements made under constraint by certain leaders of the 
Slovak people should deceive nobody, since against these 
declarations we m ay set that of Andreas Hlinka, in which 
he said: ” W e shall remain Slovaks even at the price of 
destroying the Republic. Our programme is the sovereignty 
of the Slovak nation and an autonomous Slovakia with 
legislative and executive powers” . (”Lidov6 Noviny” , 
22nd. February). The real feeling in the territory seve
red from Hungary is also strikingly illustrated by the 
fact that on 24th. May, when the Prague National 
Assembly elected Masaryk as President for the fourth 
time, the majority of the members and senators of Slo
vensko and Russinsko (54 out of 96) abstained from 
voting for Masaryk.

In Prague also people are beginning to find out that 
the maintenance of the system hitherto adhered to must 
necessarily lead sooner or later to the downfall of the R e
public, for it is after all impossible that in a State half 
of whose population consists of non-Czech nationalities 
(Germans, Magyars, Slovaks, Ruthenians, Poles) not one 
of those nationalities should feel at home. In his speech 
delivered at the banquet of the foreign section of the 
Syndicate of Czech Journalists held on 13th. July, Benei 
stated that after the adjustment of the Czecho-German 
problem just effected, the adjustment of the Czecho-Slovak 
relations and the Ruthenian question would have to be taken 
in hand, particularly as a means to counterbalance the revi
sionist propaganda. To this we must in the first place remark
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that the Czechs did not by any means succeed in solving 
the problem of the 3,500.000 German minority inhabi
ting their State. Of what good is it if since 1926 two 
ministers have their seats in the Czecho-Slovak Cabinet, 
when the Czechs have not fulfilled a single concrete 
demand of the Germans and when the majority of the 
Germans are National Socialists. W e must furthermore 
observe that BeneS does not even mention the neces
sity of improving the position of the one million citizens 
of Magyar nationality, though Prague behaves worst of 
all to these among all the other nationalities of the 
State. Anyhow Benes’ declaration is an unmistakable 
admission that Czecho-Slovakia, during one and a half 
decades, has been unable to find the modus vivendi with 
her Slav minorities. Only now that the idea of revision 
has taken such deep root in the souls of the peoples of 
the Danube Valley are the Czechs beginning to see that 
things cannot go on as they are. Is not even this a 
splendid justification of the Revision Movement?

TH E R IG H T S O F  M A G Y A R  
C A TH O LIC S IN  C Z E C H O -S L O V A K IA

Unlike the former Hungarian regime, the Czecho-Slovak 
Government pursues a policy of curtailing more and more 
the traditional rights of self-government enjoyed by the 
Churches in the formerly Hungarian provinces of Slovakia 
and Ruthenia. The Constitution of the Reformed Church 
passed ten years ago is still waiting for confirmation by  
President Masaryk. The organisation of the Roman Catho
lic Church allows less scope to the State for interfering 
with its government; however, the Czecho-Slovak Govern
ment has done its utmost in this respect too, to restrict 
the influence of the lay element —  especially that of the 
Magyars —  in matters of Church administration. The 
Roman Catholic community of Pozsony (Bratislava) 
enjoyed rights of self-government dating back to the 14th 
century. This autonomy was suspended, however, by  
the Czech Government in 1926. A  board of commis
sioners was put in charge, which so badly mismanaged 
the community’s finances that the once prosperous body 
was burdened with debts amounting to 1,500.000 C. K . 
After much protracted bargaining, the regulations elabora
ted by the commissioners were approved at last by the 
Prague Ministry of Education at the end of 1933. The 
governing body of the self-governing community consists, 
according to this scheme, of 80 elected, 40 nominated and 
23 ” ex officio”  members. Although the combined Ger- 
mano-Magyar list obtained 48%  of the votes cast at the 
subsequent elections, the panel of nominated members 
contained practically none belonging to their nationalities; 
besides 37 Czech and Slovak nominees, but 2 Germans 
and 1 single Magyar were appointed to the governing 
body. I t  ivas intimated later by Canon Okanik, the 
curd that the Apostolic Administrator of Nagyszom- 
bat (Trnava) proposed to appoint considerably more 
Magyar and German members, but his intentions were 
foiled by the Czech Minister of Education, who appro
ved the community’s regulations only on condition that 
he should be given adequate influence in the forma
tion of the governing body, The governing body thus 
selected then naturally refused to grant the Magyars 
representation in the presidential council. If, as is held 
by many English authorities, democracy means self- 
government, it will be difficult to admit the claim that 
Czecho-Slovakia is a truly democratic country.

R U TH E N E  P R O T E ST  A G A IN S T  
TH E A P P O IN T M E N T O F  A  CZECH  
P R O V IN C IA L  V IC E -P R E S ID E N T

Articles 10-13 of the (Minority) Treaty concluded 
between the Principal Allied and Associated Powers 
and Czechoslovakia on September, 1919, at St. 
Germain-en-Laye 10, invested the ’ ’Ruthene Terri
tory South of the Carpathians”  with ’ ’the widest

measure of self government compatible with the unity of 
the Czecho-Slovak State” . The Treaty stipulated that the 
Territory shall have an autonomous Diet possessing le
gislative powers in matters relating to religion, language, 
education and the inner administration of the province. It  
was agreed further that the Governor shall be respon
sible to the autonomous Diet and that the officials shall 
be selected ” as far as possible”  from the native population. 
The legal status of the province resembles therefore the 
constitution of the British Dominons previous to the 
Balfour Report and the Statute of Westminster. Its  
actual position, however, hardly equals that of a British 
crown colony, the Czechoslovak Government having re
fused so far to carry out a fraction even of the obligations 
incurred at St. Germain. Ruthenia has neither a Diet nor 
a responsible government, and 90%  of the officials residing 
in the country are Czech immigrants. The Reform of the 
Administration Act of 1927 which divided the country into 
four administrative provinces, one of which is the pro
vince of Ruthenia (or Carpathian Russia), has nothing 
whatever to do with the self-government stipulated in the 
Minority Treaty: the provincial council, which is precluded 
from dealing with political matters, just faintly resembles a 
French ’ ’conseil general” which latter is, however, more 
powerful as well as more representative. The provincial 
president is M. Rozypal, a Czech, the post of vicepresident 
was held, so far, by M. Jechl, an immigrant from the 
Ukraine. When this latter retired, a Czech official, M. 
Meznik was delegated to replace him at Ungvar 
(Uzhorod), the Capital of Ruthenia. The provincial 
council, however, was so inflamed with rage at this de
cision that it unanimously adopted a resolution moved 
by M. Demko, leader of the Ruthene Farmers’ Association, 
urging the immediate recall of M. Meznik. W e wonder, 
indeed, whether Prague will be moved by this earnest 
request to appoint a native vice-president ? The experiences 
of the past 15 years would hardly justify an optimistic 
forecast. It  is significant that the four leading officials of 
the provincial office are Czechs, the fifth only is a Ruthene, 
while not a single Magyar will be found among the mem
bers of the staff, although even according to the latest 
Czecho-Slovak census, that of the year 1930, 63.04%  of 
the population of Ruthene and 15.30%  of Magyar na
tionality, while the proportion of ’ ’Czecho-Slovaks” is 
but 4 .96% .

R U M A N I A

S U M M A R Y  O F TH E  G R IE V A N C E S  
O F  TH E  M A G Y A R  M IN O R IT Y  IN  

R U M A N IA
As in Czecho-Slovakia, in Rumania also, an ever in

creasing pressure is weighing down the members of the 
Magyar minority.

The mild behaviour shown especially by the higher 
authorities towards people belonging to the Rumanian 
majority in the sphere of retaliation for excesses has up 
to the present also caused fatal consequences to the M a
gyar minority. W e refer to the riots made in December 
1928 by the University students at Nagyvarad, Kolozsvar 
and Banffyhunyad, when the police stood inert as calm 
spectators of the destruction caused by the students 
resulting in the ruin of the synagogues of the Jewish 
Hungarians, their shops, as well as the printing presses 
and publishing offices of the Magyar dailies at Kolozs- 
var. These student riots are, one might say, repeated 
every year, most recently on the occasion of the Ruma
nian students’ congress held at Easter at HerJculesfilrdo 
when the Rumanian students commandeered the motor
cars and motor-buses of the minority inhabitants, made 
excursions in them and finally went away without paying 
their restaurant and hotel bills; and later at Temesvar 
they plundered the Candia sugar factory, while at Lugos 
and Karansebes they perpetrated similar acts of violence.
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Not even a hair of the heads of these student bandits 
was hurt.

Similar lenience on the part of the authorities brought 
about the sanguinary events at Sinfalva and Borrev 
which broke out at the close of the anti-revision assembly 
held at Torda on 28th May, 1933. A  Rumanian mob of 
about 500 returning home from the anti-revision assembly, 
led by Rumanian students, attacked Sinfalva, a M a
gyar village, destroyed the houses of the Magyar 
inhabitants, robbed the dwellings, and even the Uni
tarian church. The damage done to the Magyar popu
lation of Sinfalva was approximately half a million lei 
(448.648 lei), and resulted in the death of one Unitarian 
and the wounding of several others. In the neighbouring 
village of Borrev the Rumanian mob, in its uncontrol
lable national chauvinism, caused damage to the extent 
of 170.260 lei. The Hungarian National Alliance sub
mitted a memorial in this affair to the League of Nations. 
The triple committee, however, deemed it unnecessary 
to call the Council’s attention to this, as with the measures 
subsequently taken they considered the proceedings of the 
Rumanian Government justified. W e m ay remark that 
in the course of the criminal proceedings all those accused 
of participating in the riot had already been acquitted 
by the Rumanian Court at Torda. On the other hand, 
the Magyar journalists who wrote of the events were 
condemned in the course of criminal proceedings taken 
before the various Rumanian tribunals. In such circum
stances the attitude of the triple committee in no case 
strengthens the faith of the Magyar Minority in the 
League of Nations.

The persecution and oppression of the minorities is beco
ming more and more general. The removal of the civil ser
vants belonging to the minorities from their situations is 
going on en masse. A  veritable campaign of baiting and ex
termination has been started against the minority, chiefly 
Magyar employees of the railways, post-office and 
teaching profession. On the pretext of their being 
insufficiently versed in the official language, the M a
gyar railway employees are dismissed without pension 
or commutation. Without stated cause all the minority 
postmasters, most of whom were Magyars, have been 
dismissed. Minister Anghelescu requires all the minority 
—  chiefly Magyar —  teachers to pass a new exami
nation in the Rumanian language, and a ruthless dismissal 
is the prospect before all who fail. Nothing shows the 
injustice of these proceedings more than that the persons 
concerned have already passed an examination in the 
Rumanian language, so that the new examination is 
only an excuse for getting rid of them.

In every field today, fifteen years after the signing 
of the Minority Agreement, the principle of ’ ’victoribus 
spolia”  is being strikingly asserted. The new law on the pro
tection of national labour, renders it obligatory for the mi
nority enterprises to do their book-keeping in Rumanian. 
The preliminary censorship in force since the beginning 
of the year prohibits the names of places and streets to 
be published in Magyar in the Magyar Minority 
newspapers; the post offices do not forward communica
tions on which the name of the place of destinationis written 
in another language than the Rumanian; in the cities 
inhabited by minorities the street signs in several lan
guages are being changed to Rumanian only; the in
scriptions on the films at the picture theatres must be in 
Rumanian only.

The complete protection of the life and liberty of the mino
rities undertaken as an obligation on 10th December, 1919, 
in the Minority Agreement of Paris is fulfilled by the Ru
manian Government in such a way that brutalities per
petrated by gendarmes and the police chiefly against the 
Magyar population are of everyday occurrence. Here 
we refer to the public letter of Dr. Gabriel Pal M. P. sent 
to the Commander of the Gendarmes in the affair of the 
constant brutalities of the gendarmes in Szeklerland, 
enumerating the cases of brutality committed in the 
village of Rakos in Csik county. Also the gendarmerie is 
carrying on an extermination campaign in Udvarhely

county against Szekler popular art, confiscating the dis
taffs carved in colours and prohibiting the carving of 
gates with artistic Szekler decoration.

The blind Rumanian chauvinism shows no mercy to 
the few Hungarian memorials to be found here and there 
which have not yet been destroyed. Thus the authorities 
of Brasso county on the 14th June caused to be destroyed 
the 1849Honved memorial which proclaimed the heroism 
of Louis Kossuth’s soldiers and which had been standing 
for decades at the crossing of the roads between Agos- 
tonfalva and Barot.

The cultural fetes of the Magyar minority are being 
prohibited one after the other. Thus the authorities have 
refused to allow the ’ ’Magyar D ay”  at Brasso, or the 
’ ’Thousand Szekler Girls’ D ay”  planned at Csiksomlyo.

There is no equity in Rumania even in the sphere of the 
administration of justice. W e can observe this especially 
in connection with the execution of court sentences. In this 
connection let us mention a recent event which was 
discussed by the representatives of the Magyar minority 
at the session of the Rumanian Parliament on 27th June. 
The 139 yokes of laud taken from the Magyar medium-sized 
estate owners of the village of Zentelke, Kolozs county, in 
course of the agrarian expropriations, were ordered to be 
restored by the court. However, the order is still 
awaiting execution, because it is favourable to the 
Magyar minority. More than that, the Minister of 
Agriculture, Manolescu Stringa, made a promise to the 
Rumanian population concerned, saying that he would 
leave them in possession of the land which had been 
ordered to be restored to the Magyar.

One of the latest proceedings of the Rumanian Go
vernment against the Magyar minority population 
is the Bill —  which since then has become law —  in which 
the Rumanian Government incorporates the decision of 
the League of Nations taken at its session held on 27th 
September, 1932, on the subject of the return of ” Csik 
county private property”  in a way which does not agree 
with the obligations undertaken at Geneva. The Magyar 
minority members of Parliament were obliged to take 
a most decisive stand against this, stating that the 
Rumanian Government wishes to back out of the 
agreement made in Geneva in 1932. The closing of 
Magyar denominational schools is an everyday occur
rence. Without any legal basis whatever the Rumanian 
Government closed the Roman Catholic school at Geneva 
established in 1628 and also the denominational 
schools of Fitod and Csikszentl61ek. This latest law 
closed the pharmacological faculties of the universi
ties of Kolozsvar and Jassy on the ground that the 
students of these faculties came from the sphere of the 
minorities, and it is not desirable that members of the 
minorities should obtain diplomas. Another anti-mino
rity law of Anghelescu, Minister of Education, the effect 
of which is already to be felt —  came to light in the sub
ject of the baccalaureates. This law according to which, 
at the matriculation examination, the interrogation in phi
losophy and nat ural history shall take place not in the 
mother tongue of the pupil but in Rumanian and that 
for the written examinations the text must be translated 
from Latin into Rumanian, was this year sprung as a 
surprise at the matriculation examinations. From the 
really distressing results of the examinations the minority 
Magyars are in a position to establish the fact that the 
Roumanian Government wishes to employ an intellectual 
numerus clausus against them. At the matriculation exa
minations held in June, 65— 80%  of the Magyar minority 
candidates failed.

A  prominently unequal treatment was manifested by 
the Rumanian Government against the Magyar reli
gious minority by their prohibiting the erection of a 
Unitarian church at Brasso. Similarly the prevention of 
the free practice of religion shows prominently in those 
measures which were taken by the authorities; for instance 
when they prevented the closing on holiday afternoons 
of the shops belonging to Magyar Catholic tradesmen 
at Szekely-Keresztur.
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D E C L A R A T IO N  
B Y  TH E M A G Y A R  P A R T Y  

IN TH E  R U M A N IA N  P A R L IA M E N T
Count George Bethlen and Senator Joseph Sdndor read a 

Declaration of the Magyar Party in the Rumanian Chamber 
and Senate respectively, in the course of the debate upon 
the Address in answer to the King’s speech, held on Feb
ruary 23rd and 24th. This Declaration demands the un
restricted fulfilment of the stipulations contained in the 
Minority Treaty concluded between Rumania and the 
Principal Allied and Associated Powers in Paris, on Decem
ber 9, 1919. It lays special stress upon the putting into 
effect of Article 11 assuring local self-government in regard 
to religious and educational matters.

The Declaration begins by deploring that no mention 
is made in the Address of the national minorities, although 
it would be desirable both from the viewpoints of internal 
and external politics, that serious efforts be attempted, 
after a lapse of 15 years, to solve the problem of the mino
rities. The Declaration then proceeds to point out that the 
Rumanian Government had thought it expedient to con
clude a convention with Yugoslavia dealing with the 
schooling problems of the Serbs living in the Rumanian 
parts of the Banat. It  suggests, in connection with this, 
that the Magyars living in far greater numbers than the 
Serbs in Rumanian territory should be entitled to claim 
at least similar privileges in the field of education as have 
been granted to the Serbs by the said convention. The 
Magyar Party feels obliged, moreover, to claim, in accor
dance with the principle of equal treatment, a proportional 
share in State grants for the Churches, the clergy, the 
teachers and cultural institutions of the Magyar Minority. 
It asks further that the right of using the Magyar language 
in dealing with the authorities be assured. The Declaration 
notes, too, that public offices are filled by Magyars but 
extremely rarely, Innumerable Magyar employees have 
been dismissed, on the other hand, especially from the 
service of the State Railways, without obtaining even the 
pensions they had acquired by right of their term of employ
ment. They have thus been exposed to utter ruin after 
decades of faithful service. In dealing with the general 
complaint of the burdens of taxation being unbearably 
high in these years of crisis, the Declaration observes that, 
according to official data compiled by the Ministry of 
Finance, the financial burdens imposed on the population 
of the Szekely Counties (Csik, Haromszek and Udvarhely) 
are comparatively higher even than those borne by other 
Counties. The Declaration submits, further, that conditions 
ought not to continue preventing thousands of inhabitants 
of the country bom within its confines from acquiring 
certificates of citizenship, owing to the strict formalities 
prescribed by the Law. The Declaration insists that the 
Magyar Minority do not oppose the claim that their child
ren should leam the Rumanian language. They do not 
want to evade the burdens of citizenship either: they only 
demand that rights as well as duties be evenly distributed 
among the subjects of different nationality.

N A T IO N A L  P E A S A N T  COM M ENT  
O N  TH E L A T E S T  R U M A N IA N  

G E N E R A L  E LE C TIO N S
Victor Moldovan, a Deputy, member of the National 

Peasant Party, recently discussed in Parliament the 
general elections held in the Magyar (Szekely) County of 
Udvarhely. He affirmed that the Udvar hely elec
tions were well-nigh unique and contended that 
the most startling excesses were committed in this county. 
All but one of the trustees of the National Peasant Party 
were prevented in some way or other —  according to M. 
Moldovan —  from doing their duties at the ums and even 
that single man, the only exception to the rule, had a

pistol smuggled into his pocket and was arrested on this 
pretext. One of the National Peasant Party’s candidates 
was taken into jail straight from his bed, in the middle of 
the night, —  another was arrested on the charge of hiding 
a bomb in his flat. In most of the counties the results had 
been published at 8.30 p. m. already; in Udvarhely, 
however, at I a. m. there was still no information avai
lable. Such was the prelude to the result which gave the 
Liberals 60%  of the poll, while the Magyars forming 
95%  of the county’s population had but 4800 votes booked 
to their credit, and all the other parties were dismissed for 
2 % . ’ ’Those who are preaching a political truce and under
standing —  said M. Moldovan —  ought to realise that 
justice must be done either by punishing the cul prits or 
by carrying out the declared will of the people.”

Y U G O S L A V  B A

D E SP O T ISM  O F D IC T A T O R S H IP  IN
TH E N A M E  O F ’ ’N A T IO N A L  U N IT Y ”

The leitmotif of the internal politics of Yugoslavia 
from the very beginning, side by side with the rigid 
centralism of the Government system, is the fiction of 
’ ’National Unity”  which conceals the Serb hegemony. 
Everything that seems liable to dissolve this enforced 
unity is noxious and must therefore be nipped in the bud. 
Such a principle may be given force only by the ruthless 
arbitrariness of dictatorship, especially in a country where 
not so much the state-forming elements as rather the 
conquerors, the Serbs, hardly amount to 39%  of the to
tal population. This arbitrariness determines the policy 
of Belgrade towards the Croatians, the Slovenes and 
their Bosnyak ’ ’racial brethren” , as well as towards the 
national minorities.

W e might keep a permanent column for reports of the 
sanguinary suppression of the Croatian national ambi
tions. One number of ” La Macedoine”  not long ago publi
shed particulars of the four years’ activity of the State 
Protection Court, from which we may see that from the 
middle of 1929 to the end of 1933, more than 200 Croatian 
patriots fell victims to the Belgrade dictatorship. Of 
these 19 were sentenced to be hanged, 8 to imprisonment 
for life and 176 to a total of 900 years’ penal servitude. 
Not included in these data are those Croatian victims 
whom the officials of the Serb oppression murdered when 
under detention, in prisons, or in many cases even in the 
public streets, or who perished in consequence of the tor
tures they suffered from the Serb police. This is a true 
picture of the so often reiterated ’ ’national unity” .

In the attempts at ’ ’unification”  by all means, the 
Government offices and the irresponsible nationalist for
mations well nigh rival each other. This is also shown 
by the two characteristic examples quoted below : —

The postal authorities recently issued an order in re the 
manner of writing place-names, to the effect that postal 
consignments whether from abroad or posted inland, will 
be delivered only if the name of the place of destination 
be written in accordance with the regulations or to the 
Serb-Croat manner of writing at the Yugoslav place of 
destination. This means that the foreign senders of 
postal consignments must also be familiar with all the 
mysteries of the Serb-Croatian method of writing, other
wise they will be annoyed by the post office probably 
returning or destroying their letters, because they omit 
an accent or put it in the wrong place.

In its extreme Serb chauvinism the Pan-Serb nationalist 
organ called the ” Narodna Obrana”  which, years ago, 
arranged the assassination of the Crown Prince of the 
Austro-Hungarian Monarchy at Serajevo, goes even 
further, and to-day also has a decided influence on the 
domestic and foreign policies of the State. This notorious
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organisation in Zagrab (Agram) and in other towns of 
the country, recently called upon the inhabitants, with 
great emphasis, to use exclusively the ” Yugoslav”  (?? !) 
language as their language of intercourse, completely 
setting aside the Magyar and the German languages. 
A t the same time it warns shopkeepers that it will 
not suffer foreigners to be employed in their shops. The 
” Narodna Obrand" simply ignores the fact that there 
exists an agreement for the protection of the minorities, 
which also secures the language rights of the national 
minorities; but in doing so it merely follows the bad 
example of the Government.

Legislation does not lag behind in the curtailment 
of civil rights and the disregard of the national 
minorities. One of the most recent laws of the Yugoslav 
Parliament bears witness to this. A  few days ago the 
Skupstchina and the Senate accepted the proposition pre
sented by Lazitch, Minister of the Interior, regulating the 
autonomy of 74 towns of Yugoslavia, which is quite as 
reactionary as all the other laws of the present Govern
mental system and a real caricature of real autonomy. 
The municipal board of representatives, in proportion to 
the number of the population shall consist of 27—:7 2 
members, two thirds of whom shall be elected by popular 
vote and one third shall be chosen by the Ban (Governor). 
The list to which relatively more votes fall shall receive 
two thirds of the mandates to be filled after the election, 
while the remaining one third shall be divided among 
all the lists in proportion to the votes obtained. The 
leader of the list which receives the most votes shall be 
the ’ ’president” , that is to say the burgomaster of the 
city. Since only parties standing on the basis of national 
unity m ay participate in the election and the approval of 
the lists which have to be presented in advance depends 
on the whims of the authorities, the Magyar minority 
cannot even elect a burgomaster of Magyar nationality 
in towns, for instance, like Zenta or Magyarkanizsa (Stara 
Kanjiza) where 87— 90%  of the population are Magyars. 
It is the same with those towns where the majority are 
Germans. On the day when the law is put in force all 
municipal employees in actual service are placed on the 
retired list and at the same time the rights and pensions to 
which the municipal employees are entitled are to be revised. 
This latter measure causes anxiety from a minority stand
point, because on the basis of experience up to the present, 
we must fear that this opportunity will be used to dismiss 
the few Magyar and German town officials left in the 
severed southern areas, the so-called Yojvodina, and to 
reduce the pensions of the municipal Magyar pensioners 
or even perhaps unlawfully to withdraw them.

The anti-minority persecution in the areas severed 
from Hungary is principally directed against the half 
million Magyar minority. Now things have gone so far 
that a friendly meeting of two or three Hungarians, or 
even the meeting in accordance with the statutes of the 
leaders of such Magyar cultural and social organisations 
as are still permitted, is stigmatised as a secret and prohi
bited meeting and punished as such. Under such a pre

text, within the period of a few weeks, 12 Magyars 
were sentenced to 10— 30 days’ imprisonment or a fine 
of 1000— 3000 dinars. Quite recently the most fatal blow 
to the cultural life of the Magyar Minority was dealt 
by Dobrica Matkovitch, notorious for his slaughter of the 
Macedon-Bulgarians of south Serbia, who at present is 
Ban of the Danube Banat. He illegally dissolved the 
two greatest and most active social and cultural organi
sations of the Magyars of Yugoslavia, the Public 
Cultural Union of Nagy Becskerek and the People’s 
Club of Szabadka (Subotica). These two associations 
were the central organisation of the Magyars of Yugo
slavia which, supported by statutes sanctioned by the 
Minister, endeavoured to extend their activities to all 
the parishes and towns of the Danube Banat popu
lated by Magyars so that by central and practical 
direction they should give fresh impetus and secure new 
possibilities of development to the groping and sporadic 
cultural endeavours of the local unions weak in their 
isolation. It  was the very infiltrating activity serving 
the Magyar national and also universal culture that the 
Serb Government wished to render impossible by the 
abolition of the People’s Club and the Public Cultural Union 
and by the confiscation of their property valued at more 
than three million dinars. And all this happens under the 
League of Nations and with insolent disregard of the 
obligatory dispositions of the Minority Protection Treaty 
which has so far provett an utter failure.

Dictatorship has generally one more companion besides 
despotism, namely corruption. As to the dimensions this 
has reached in Yugoslavia, among other things the 
following literal translation of an edifying order of the 
Minister of Finance will afford illustration : ” In order 
to calm the public who are infuriated at the ever in
creasing cases of embezzlement occurring at the tax 
offices, the tax department of the Ministry of Finance 
was obliged on 14th. April this year sub No. 25, 170— 34 
to issue the following order to the Revenue Offices: 
’ ’The Minister of Finance has resolved that those tax
payers whose periodical instalments have been embezzled 
by revenue employees, shall not be obliged to pay the 
embezzled sums over again and that even in case the 
money cannot be recovered from the criminal officials the 
sums must be booked to the taxpayers’ credit in the tax  
ledger” , All comment is superfluous.

The frequently recurring revolutionary events 
in  Austria serve as tragic mirrors reflecting the 
heinous monstrosities contained in the 'provisions of 
the Peace Treaties. These events have shown that what 
the Peace Treaties have brought into being is not 
a new and ideal order — not a new world of right 
and liberty and democracy —  but a critical disunion  
in  Europe and a state of disorder already becoming 
permanent.
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THEATRE ♦ LITERATURE ♦ ARTS
H U N G A R IA N  J U B IL E E S

by
Charles Sebestyen

In regard to theatrical culture, Budapest, for the last 
four decades, may be certainly rated among the leading 
factors. Some of its stages are quite as notable and known 
in theatrical circles all the world over as for instance the 
” Com6die Francjaise”  or the ’ ’Burgtheater” . A  number 
of Budapest actors would count among the best at 
first-class theatres of any European metropolis. Hun
gary may equally boast of playwrights who have achieved 
celebrity and whose plays are being performed in all 
quarters of the globe. Besides Budapest possesses a musical 
culture of her own, backed with enthusiasm, perseve
rance and success both by the Royal Opera House and by  
the Musical Academy, giving to the world famous com
posers, conductors, great masters and singers.

This year’s season of the Budapest theatres has also 
not been void of important and resounding events 
though Hungary’s two greatest dramatists Francis 
Herczeg and Francis Molnar have not come out 
with new plays to the utter regret of the public, looking 
ever forward with great expectation, interest and con
fidence to any new work of these two authors. Instead 
the great men of the present, it was the greatest Hungarian 
dramatist genius of the past, Emeric Madach, who spoke 
to the audience from the stage on the occasion of a double 
jubilee. Fifty years have elapsed since his powerful work, 
” The Tragedy of M an”  was performed for the first time 
on the stage upon the initiative of the then famous director 
of the National Theatre, Ede Paulay. Besides it was in 
the month of January of the current year this chef 
d’oeuvre has been performed for the 500th time at the 
National Theatre of Budapest. W e have no reliable sta
tistics as to how often the tragedy was given in country- 
theatres: certainly many thousand times. W e know further 
of performances abroad which, however, failed to bring 
the success this majestic work so well deserves. It  was 
only at the time of the Hungarian jubilee, in January 
1934, that Madach’s tragedy set out on its victorious road 
to fame in world-literature, with the truly brilliant per
formance at the ’ ’Burgtheater”  —  a residence of the 
Muses hallowed by tradition —  where it was acted before an 
enthusiastic, enthralled audience within the frame of a 
dramatic cycle of large conception.

Madach’s work is entitled ’ ’The Tragedy of Man” : 
it comprises the tragedy of mankind. Adam, the first 
man, represents humanity at large; he is torn from the 
unconscious, blissful paradisial state by Lucifer, the 
eternal tempter. Adam has to stand on his own legs in 
order that he m ay stumble the more often; he is awa
kened to consciousness by Lucifer, so that he may expe
rience for himself the uselessness of all honest striving, 
the failure of noble ideas —  the common fate of all great 
men: disillusion, deception, martyrdom. Lucifer puts 
Adam to sleep and, in a series of dreams, discloses to him 
the course of world-history from the time of the Pharaohs, 
leading him through Hellas and Rome, Byzantium and 
Prague, the French revolution and London of to-day to 
the Communist State of the future, to the growing cold 
of the Globe. A t last the dreams come to an end: Adam  
awakens and asks himself with whirling brain: what is 
the sense of all that he has seen —  what is the sense of 
life in general? In utter despair he thinks of committing 
suicide, when Eva whispers in his ear her secret: she is to 
be a mother. Now, indeed, suicide would be useless because 
all the suffering, misery of mankind needs must comtinue 
in his son. Adam surrenders to fate and prostrates himself 
before God whom he has abandoned. The Lord has mercy 
upon him and, at the end of the poem, the comforting 
sentence is heard from above: ’ ’Hark to Me, Man! Strive 
on, strive on, and trust!”

No doubt the ’ ’Tragedy of Man” was greatly influen
ced by Goethe’s ’ ’Faust” . In unimportant details a 
certain similarity is certainly to be detected. However 
Madach’s conception is not only original and absolutely 
independent of Faust, but also much more comprehensive 
and built up on a much larger scale. I t  does not describe 
merely the fate of a single —  though no doubt interesting 
and brilliant —  personality, but depicts the fate of man
kind in general. Faust and Manfred are in closer relation 
with each other than Faust and The Tragedy of Man. 
Taine, the famous French aesthetist, places Lord Byron’s 
dramatic poem far above the Faust: as for us, we dare 
not go so far. Still we may confidently put down two 
theses. First: it was in Madach Hungarian poetic and 
philosophical genius reached its height. Second: this height 
is so majestic that it has the right to be rated among 
the summits of the most prominent creations of world- 
literature. The perfect translation of M. Eugene Mohacsi 
is paving the way for Madach’s tragedy on German stages, 
while the excellent interpretation of Messrs. Ch. H . Meltzcr 
and P . Vajda is pursuing the same goal in regard to 
English theatres.

*
Not only the theatre but Hungarian literature too 

celebrated a jubilee during the season. Francis Herczeg, 
the leading man in Hungary’s literary world, celebrated 
his 70th birthday in full vigour of body and mind. This 
memorable day was considered a festive event by the 
whole of the Hungarian nation. And not merely Hungary 
alone, but all those civilised nations entertaining a spiri
tual community with Hungary joined in the celebration. 
The great author himself contributed to the festive cha
racter of the jubilee by publishing the first volume of his 
’ ’Reminiscences” , containing the interesting and instruc
tive perceptions of a poetic mind, the sincere confessions 
of a true man.

This first volume relates the childhood and youth of 
Francis Herczeg, at the beginning with charming, dewy 
simplicity, with the sweet, unconscious smile of early 
memories kept fresh. Reading on, we find ourselves face 
to face with the youth trying to find himself, friendless 
among friends, full of go and bursting emotions, a prey 
to boundless passions. As a matter of course an auto
biography has more or less to be self-centred: however 
Francis Herczeg’s sharp eye, his sound judgement, his 
coolness mixed with mild irony makes him perceive quite 
a number of figures who played either an active, or a 
passive part in his youth. He does his best to show the 
reader these figures clad in the garb of simple truth. 
And yet all of them bear the imprint of the poet, nay, 
of the painter: unobtrusively reality melts into poetry 
and poetry gilds over reality. It  is, indeed, wonderful 
reading. The story of a child, not written for children. 
The story of a youth, not to be ranged among the books 
for the young, because it offers ample occasion to ponder 
to grown-ups too. The Hungarian reading public is waiting 
with eager expectation for the sequel of the ’ ’Remins- 
cences” .

*
A t present Sigismond Moricz is the most weighty indi

viduality among Hungary’s literary men. Born of a 
family of small-craftsmen, he became famous through 
his sketches of the Hungarian peasant, depicting him with 
warm colours, yet with scrutinizing eyes. As time went 
on, his interest went a step farther up on the social ladder 
and centered upon the provincial middle-class : the
Hungarian gentry, the official of local administration, 
the physician, the lawyer, the engineer, the teacher, 
the parish priest. Sometimes, for a change, he risked a 
successful excursion into the Hungarian past: his novels 
and plays of historic subject created quite a sensation, 
not only because of the accuracy with which the atmos
phere of the age is rendered, but also because of the deli
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cious human touch of their heroes, with all their failings 
and human frailties.

Lately he transferred the scene of his novels to Buda
pest. But, curiously enough, he remained a writer of the 
province: the atmosphere of the country seems to envelop 
him as well as the figures of his fiction. Men and women 
struggling between two different worlds: necessity, the 
Great W ar, the economic crisis forced them to come to 
the Capital, where they feel extremely uncomfortable. 
The cage is too tight and this new world very painful to 
support. They feel homeless, without roots, wandering 
about in the large city without friends, torn away from 
their relations. They seem to suffocate in the low, small 
rooms where they miserably live. Sigismond Moricz last 
novel ’ ’The W ife puts in a word” dates from this last 
period. It  is indeed a piece of life as it is to-day, with all 
its coldness, its struggles, dreariness, yet glittering with 
the poet’s healthy humour, his smiling wisdom which 
discovers in the millionaire the profiteer, in the pushing 
reporter the writer gifted with brilliant imagination and 
in the lodger of the backroom smelling of poverty a fairy 
or an angel. The great British novelists, Dickens and his 
followers, saw and showed life in this way: in a white light 
and dissolved into the seven colours of the rainbow, 
sublimely idealised, yet with a sincerity bordering on 
harshness and with uncompromising righteousness.

The romantic opera, „Anna Karenina" a composition 
of Eugene Hubay, the 75 years old composer and virtuoso, 
is going to arise from its ashes on the stage of the Buda
pest Opera-House with the concurrence of Mme. Maria 
Nemeth. Thus a Hungarian opera-singer of world-fame 
is going to place her art at the service of a Hungarian 
composer, equally known and appreciated all the world 
over. Thus there can be no doubt as to the result. Eugene 
Hubay began his brilliant career in France and Belgium 
as violin virtuoso and teacher of music. Later on he 
transferred his home to Budapest in order to assume the 
direction of the violin-course at the Musical Academy 
founded by Francis Liszt. It  was the name of Hubay 
which gave glamour and power of attraction to these 
courses. It  was he who moulded into great masters quite 
a number of violonists, such as Yecsey, Joseph Szigeti, 
Ladislas Szentgyorgyi, Stephen Partos. It  was the charm 
of his name which attracted to Budapest pupils from 
America and Australia. Now that he is director of the 
Musical Academy, the inward strength of the institute has 
augmented, its standard becoming higher and higher. 
Hubay: this name speaks for itself and is of international 
value. And it is the name of a Hungarian who with all 
he has done in the course of his manifold activities 
has earned nothing but glory, dignity and fame for 
his country.
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P O L I T I C A L  E C O N O M Y
C O N SO L ID A T IO N  O F  C O U N TY  

A N D  P A R IS H  (M U N IC IP A L) D E B T S  
O F H U N G A R Y

The debt problem and the means of its solution stand 
today, all over the world, in the forefront of discussion. 
And rightly so! For a proper arrangement of the rela
tions between debtors and creditors, in all that pertains 
to world economy, allows us to expect at least an allevia
tion of the critical symptoms of economy, if not a complete 
recovery. Both abroad and at home Hungary as a debtor 
country has easily solved this problem. The Hungarian 
debtor, in the midst of the anarchy of credit affairs, has 
constantly been pressed to fulfil his obligations. Quite re
cently, on the occasion of the negotiations in London of 
M. Imredy, the Hungarian Finance Minister, a certificate 
of honour was made out on the part of serious English 
circles with regard to our honest will to pay. When 
Hungarian finance took up this problem, we could say 
with full authority that it did not do so in order to escape 
from its obligations, but in the sphere of the given capacity 
loyally to secure to the creditor the utmost degree of ful
filment.

At present the question of the arrangement of the county 
and communal debts is under discussion. In this complex 
the capital Budapest forms a special chapter, which in this 
place will not be discussed.

In the following I  shall only deal with the debts of the 
counties, municipalities, towns and parishes. According 
to the latest statistical report the counties, towns and 
parishes of Hungary have debts to the amount of 218 
million long-term and 115 million floating debts, totalling 
333 million pengo. Of this in the course of the year 21 mil
lion pengo were amortised, so that a total debt of 312 
million pengo remains. The original amortisation and 
interest burden in unchanged dollar and pound parity, for 
this debt, amounts to 28 million pengo annually. The 
total assets of the counties and towns m ay be estimated 
at 1200 million pengo, thus it is the question of a debtor 
relationship which in no case m ay be characterised as 
abnormal. The total expenditure of the debtor counties 
and towns, before the Budget reduction, amounted to 
240 million pengo. Consequently the total original interest 
and amortisation charges amount to 11.8 per cent. The 
amount of the debts are distributed as follows: to foreign 
countries fall 160 million long term and 20 million short 
term debts. The Speyer and Rothschild groups are inte
rested as creditors to the extent of 150 million pengo. Of 
the creditor countries, to America falls 96 millions and to 
England 45 millions, the remaining amounts are distri
buted among France, Italy and Switzerland. Certain towns 
and parishes have profit from the general situation in 
that they have reduced their debts by redeeming their 
obligations. W e have no authentic statistics of this liqui
dation process. Reports referring to this are more or less 
guesswork. Doubtless by these re-purchases a conside
rable relief has come to pass in the situation of certain 
debtor groups.

According to m y calculation in this manner the total 
interest and amortisation service has sunk from the ori
ginal 28 million pengo to between 18 and 19 million pengo, 
a fall which may be attributed partly to the slump of the 
dollar and the pound, partly to the results of the ’ ’Still- 
halte”  negotiations, and partly owing to the interest 
preciation brought about by transfer difficulties. Of course, 
in the meantime the situation of the parish (municipal) bud
gets also became completely altered. Economic measures 
became necessary in every department, the Government on 
its part demanded with sharp insistence a reduction of ex
penditure. In this manner the total budget of the counties, 
towns and parishes was reduced from 240 million pengo 
to 180 million pengo. In spite of this, the relation between 
the amount of the debt and the interest charges, just with

regard to the above-mentioned circumstances, attained 
an improvement from 11 .8%  to 10.5% , i. e. altogether 
a relief of 1 .3% .

The consolidation scheme that I  have constructed takes 
the following form: In connection with the long-term debts 
of the counties, towns and parishes, no change occurs 
for the present, there is no occasion to meet trouble half 
way; the further development process in connection with 
the long-term indebtedness depends on world financial 
circumstances. M y scheme refers to the consolidation of 
the aggregate floating debt of about 115 million pengo. 
For the local authorities this amount is rather opp
ressive, because on the one part it is continually making 
it necessary to negotiate for prolongation and on the other 
part, with regard to the official interest, the rate of interest 
for internal debts is put at from 2 to 3 per cent, higher than 
that of the foreign debts. As was already set forth, the 
amortisation and interest charges of the counties and 
parishes owing to the improvement of the relations 
between debt amounts and the fulfilment of obligation 
has attained a reduction of 1 .5% ; this corresponds, ex
pressed in figures, to 2— 3 million pengo to the detriment 
of the already reduced Budget of 180 million pengo. This 
sum would be sufficient to cover amortisation service of 
the debt amount consolidated for 20 years. On this basis 
the consolidation of the floating debts of the counties, 
towns and communes, naturally with certain sacrifices 
of the creditors, could be carried out without burdening 
more seriously the household of the commune. The groups 
of creditors will easily make this sacrifice because floating 
debts signify infinitely prolonged debts. A t a later period 
—  always provided that the relations do not become 
worse —  the rate of interest of the consolidated debt could 
be reduced without trespassing upon the actual burden 
limits of the Budget.

The method of solution in question has the advantage 
that it considers objectively the burden capacity of the 
debtors and unites organically in the tendency to hold 
high the economie credit.

The maintenance of the principle of regulation founded 
upon law and economics between debtor and creditor can 
only contribute to enhance the renown of Hungary as deb
tor willing to pay.

E CO N O M IC  IM P O TE N C E  O F  
’ ’L IT T L E  E N T E N T E ”

The Economic Council of the Little Entente held its 
session in Bucharest between 30th April and 9th May. 
Besides working out its rules of interior procedure, the 
Council called upon the national committees to study the 
following questions: a) that of the commercial agreements of 
the three States andft) that of the general and special econo
mic conditions, the knowledge of which is necessary in order 
to establish an economic rapprochement. Besides this the 
Council sanctioned the agreement concerning the co-ope
ration of the railways of the three States and the Danube 
Steam Navigation Companies, and it also approved the 
Czecho-Roumanian draft air-pact. According to the official 
report they have put under intensive study the efforts 
towards the co-operation of the following institutions: 
the postal, telegraph, wireless, normalisation, statistics, 
commercial law, customs affairs, banks of issue, savings 
banks, postal cheque offices and others. From all this it 
is obvious that in the economic circles of the Little Entente 
there is no lack of specious plans. But no concrete results 
appear, with the exception of the agreement concerning 
the co-operation of the railways and shipping companies. 
But the conclusion of such an agreement really did not 
make it necessary to found an economic council and there
by make it appear that the Little Entente forms an eco
nomic unit. The truth is just the opposite.
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How indeed can we talk so foolishly about economic 
unity when the three States cannot even carry on their 
present comparatively unimportant reciprocal exchange 
of goods without friction and hindrances. So wrote among 
other things the Roumanian paper ” Stirea”  in most sharp 
reproaches against Yugoslavia, because Yugoslavia’s 
neighbour, in spite of treaty obligations, prevents the 
transit of the Roumanian cattle export by withdrawing 
the freight concessions granted in connection with railway 
delivery. The Roumanian official circles were once more 
obliged to establish that those compensation modifica
tions agreed upon with Czecho-Slovakia owing to the dis
placement of the equilibrium of the Roumanian-Czecho- 
Slovak commercial balance, in favour of Czecho-Slovakia 
brought about most disadvantageous conseqences to 
Roumanian interests.

A  C S T  IS 1 A

TH E STATE R E V E N U E S IN  JUNE
The revenue from public taxes in May amounted to

81.6 million Schillings against 83.7 million Schillings 
in May 1933. The direct taxes brought in 20.1 against 
24.2 million Schillings, in which the greatest deterioration 
is to be seen in company taxes and also a considerable 
fall in income taxes. The revenue from consumption taxes 
has only slightly sunk, to 12.2 against 13.2 millions, while 
the customs duties have risen from 15.6 to 20.5 million 
Schillings. The income from dues amounts to 28.6 against
29.7 million Schillings, the turnover tax brought in 20.8 
against 21.77 millions. The net income of the monopolies 
rose from 17.08 to 18.88 millions, especially that of the 
Tobacco monopoly which rose from 16 to 17 million 
Schillings.

B U L & A M I A

N U M B ER  O F U N E M P LO YE D
In April was published the report of the Labour Office 

informing us for the first time of the number of unemployed 
in the several trades. Altogether 86.487 unemployed were 
enumerated, which in an expressly agrarian country may  
be considered high. In the tobacco industry there are 
23.328 unemployed, in the building industry 8074, in the 
clothing industry 4847 and in agriculture and its sub
sidiary occupations the number of unemployed amounts 
to 3065.

C Z E C H O - S L O V A K I A

TH E D E V A L U A T IO N  
O F CZECH  K R O N E N

The Czecho-Slovak Parliament passed on February 17 
the Bill reducing the percentage of gold contained in the 
Czecho-Slovak currency by 16.66%, i. e. from 44.58 mil
ligrammes to 37.15 milligrammes. In consequence of this 
fundamental measure of monetary policy M. Pospisil, the 
Governor, and MM. Novak and Kucera, Managing Direc
tors of the National Bank of Czechoslovakia, have resig
ned their posts. Further, the Czech National Democratic 
Party representing ” big business”  and led by M. Kramar, 
the former Prime Minister, withdrew from the Govern
ment Coalition in which they had figured without inter
ruption for 14 years, and went into opposition.

The views of the party were put forth by Deputy Hodac, 
Secretary General of the Manufacturers’ Association and 
a distinguished expert in economics, in the debate on the 
Devaluation Bill. According to him, the new bill may

be instrumental in causing grave losses to Czechoslovak 
exports. France has already taken the lead by proposing 
either a reduction by 25%  of Czechoslovak import quotas 
or else a surtaxe of 10%  to be imposed on goods imported 
from Czechoslovakia. M. Hodac further apprehends a 
rise in the costs of production accompanied by wages 
reductions, a fall in the purchasing power of savings and 
a further deterioration in public finances. M. Hodac sug
gests that the heavy fall in Czechoslovak foreign trade is 
not due to monetary influences but to a mistaken course in 
economic policy.

The general meeting of the National Bank, convened 
to meet M. Englis, the new Governor, witnessed a vehe
ment attack launched by M. Horacek, a former Minister 
of Finance, against Dr. Englis. M. Horacek contended 
that it was futile to expect to keep down prices by State- 
interference and by prosecuting speculation. However, 
press reports reviewing this speech were suppressed by  
the consors and ”Ndrodni Listy” , was confiscated on 
account of such a report which, besides, represented the 
general trend of the discussion at the meeting as revealing 
decisive hostility towards the new experiment in monetary 
policy.

The success of this experiment depends entirely on the 
possibility of avoiding or preventing a rise in prices: 
otherwise Czech industry would not be able to challenge 
competition on foreign markets. Currency devaluation 
having been effected, however, at a time when prices had 
already resumed an upward trend all over the world, 
the chances of successfully preventing Czecho-Slovakia 
from participating in this world-wide tendency are evi
dently slight. The Government has started a strenuous 
campaign in order to consolidate the prevailing price- 
level. A  decree was issued declaring all attempts to raise 
prices punishable with six months imprisonment, fines 
up to 50.000 Kronen and the withdrawal of trading licen
ces. Nevertheless, prices show a decided inclination to go 
up. Grain-prices were raised before the passing of the 
Devaluation Act already and this entailed a rise in the 
price of flour. The price of imported pigs was 6.75 
Czech Kronen (per kilogramme) on January 8th; on 
February 20th, however, this figure had risen to Cz. K . 
8.50 already, and this trend could not fail to affect the 
price of home-bred pigs either. Moreover, ’ ’Lidove Noviny”  
reports several Czech exporting agencies having notified 
Rumanian importers that owing to the Devaluation Bill, 
they proposed to raise their prices by 7 to 10% .

The new Act is thus hardly likely to fulfil the hopes 
attached to it: namely to revive the foreign trade of 
Czecho-Slovakia. That the country is in sore need of this 
is clearly revealed by a comparison of statistical data 
relating to 1928 and 1933 respectively. Czecho-Slovak 
exports have fallen from 21.200,000.000 Czech Kronen 
in 1928 to 5.900,000.000 in 1933, showing thus a decline 
of 72 % !

Monetary reform is but one of the main items of the 
new Cabinet’s economic programme. Another string which 
the Government has to its bow is the project of establishing 
a Re-Discountig Institute.

The official devaluation of the Czecho-Slovak currency 
has for its chief aim the increase of export trade. In the 
month of March an increase of exports was really percep
tible. The objective connoisseurs of the capacity of the for
eign markets, however, may establish the fact that the 
more favourable development of the export trade in the 
month of March is to be explained solely by the self- 
confidence and lively export activities awakened by the 
regulation of the currency. Accordingly, in April there en
sues a decrease of exports. This signifies that the crisis in 
Czecho-Slovakia has not reached its nadir and it also 
seems to justify the supposition that in the summer months 
a further devaluation* of the Czech crown will follow.

Monetary reform was but one of the main items of the 
new Cabinet’s economic programme. Another string 
which the Government has to its bow is the scheme of 
establishing a Rediscount Institute. The tasks of this
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Institute include, as specified in the Bill recently passed 
by the National Assembly, the extending or negotiating 
of Lombard loans to banking institutes, the cooperation 
with the Treasury in regulating the market of State secu
rities and in carrying out credit transactions, and the 
purchases and sales of securities. In special cases the 
Institute will be empowered by the Government to carry 
through the liquidation of banks or other concerns, or to 
grant other than Lombard loans too. The assets of the 
Institute will consist of a State contribution of 100,000.000 
Czech Kronen, of compulsory deposits by banks and 
insurance companies, of the sums derived from Lombard 
and discount transactions, and of the issue of cashier- 
bonds and mortgage-bonds. Every bank is bound to 
place with the Institute 10%  of the increase in its stock 
of deposits as long as its monthly deposits with the Insti
tute to not reach 5%  of its total deposits.

The new Institute is soon to star its activities. M. Vla
dimir Klimetzky, the Czech economist, expressed the 
opinion in ’ ’Narodostrospodarsky Obzor” that the initial 
contributions from the banks will probably be very 
modest, seeing that deposits reveal, in many cases, a 
declining tendency. According to the yearly report of 
the National Bank, the total stock of deposits declined 
by C. K . 1.930,000.000 during the first nine months of 
1933. Since, however, the total amount of deposits is 
estimated at C. K . 55.000,000.000, the compulsory depo
sits to be contributed to the Institute by the banks alone 
will amount to some C. K . 2.750,000.000, and its final 
capital will reach the mark of 3.600,000.000. This huge 
concentration of capital calls forth various comments. It  
is thus suggested among others that the Institute will 
be called upon to come to the rescue of public finances 
struggling with appaling difficulties. Another view, voiced 
ny Parliament, assumes that the new Institute will be 
chiefly concerned with the salvation of the big Czech 
banks, just as other funds collected from compulsory 
contributions made by financial institutes were used, it 
is contended, almost exclusively for the purpose of assist
ing the big banks, while the institutes belonging to national 
minorities were almost utterly neglected. It  is significant, 
in this respect, that neither Slovakia or Ruthenia, nor 
the non-Czech nationalities forming more than 50%  of 
the total population, will be represented at the managing 
and supervisory board of the Rediscount Institute.

O R D E R  D E A L IN G  W IT H  
T H E  D ISM ISSA L  O F W O R K E R S  
E N  M A SSE  A N D  TH E CLO SING  

D O W N  O F W O R K S
In accordance with the Order of the Czecho-Slovak 

Government issued on 28th April, the validity of which 
extends to 30th June 1935, those manufacturers who wish 
to suspend work for a longer period than 14 days or to 
dismiss their workers en masse must report their intention 
to the competent authorities. ’ ’Dismissal in masse”  means 
in factories working with over 700 workers the dis
missal of at least 15 per cent (not less than 10 workers) 
within four weeks, and in large factories of at least 10 per 
cent, of the workers. If dismissal en masse is in question 
and the organisations of workers and employers cannot 
agree, the authorities of the district shall decide as to whe
ther the dismissal be allowed or not. In case of suspension of 
work for over three months the Ministry of Public Welfare 
shall decide whether this be permitted or not. Prior to such 
decision a manufacturer may stop work only if he pays 
wages for the three weeks. Even in case of havoc wrought 
by the weather or a force majeure the manufacturer is requi
red to report the cessation of work to the authorities, who 
may order the suitable number of workers to be supple
mented or even the continuation of work. Should a manu
facturer fail to report the matter, the authorities may 
oblige him in case of mass dismissal to pay two weeks’ 
wages and in case of suspension of work, three weeks’ 
wages to the workers. In case of a permanent cessation of

work two weeks’ notice is to be given to workers who have 
been employed for less than five years and for every supp
lementary five years one week more. This order has right
fully been compared to certain regulations of the Bolshe
vists.

H U N G A R Y

H U N G A R IA N  E C O N O M ICS  
IN  F IG U R E S

Public Finances. —  State Administration.
U - S 51 -s St

In  1000 Peng6

Estimated reve
nue ........................

Estimated expen
diture ...................

Extimated sur
plus ( +  ) or de
ficit (— ) . . . — 9.053 + 7 .1 3 7  +  632— 8.199— 1.008

Actual revenue . 58.400 68.938 63.992 57.102 
Actual expendi

ture ...................  59.500 62.875 57.385 63.482

Actual surplus (+ )
or deficit (— ) . + 1 .1 0 0  + 6 .0 6 3  + 6 .6 0 7 — 6.380

Actual revenue 
more (+ ) or 
less (— ) than
estim ated. . . + 1 .9 0 0 — 3.018 + 3 .2 6 5  + 6 .6 5 3

Actual expendi
ture more ( +  ) 
or less (— ) than
estimated . . — 6.000— 1.944— 2.710 + 4 .8 3 4

o co
o  C5 G > H ^O g3.S«G Os

CO CO 
p i CO
ps 2o3 "

bf:CO

C3

56.491 71.956 60.727 50.449 62.733 

65.544 64.819 60.095 58.648 63.741

Index Figures.

W holesale price Febr. Jan. Dec.
High- Low-

indices. (Hungarian 
Statistical O ffice) 1934 1934 1933 1933 figures o f 

1933
General index of prices 1 74 71 71 82 83 70

Agriculture and bree-
ding 1 .............................. 55 55 71 72 53

Colonial goods . . . . 150 148 133 158 133

Milling- and sugar ind. 93 92 113 113 92

Other industries . . , 106 105 105 107 104

Wheat 1 2 ............................ 32 28 57 59 28

H U N G A R Y ’ S F O R E IG N  T R A D E  
B A L A N C E

The statistical data in respect of our foreign trade during 
the month of June has just been published. They disclose 
that our imports in the period under review amounted 
to Pengos 32,000.000,—  in value against P 25.8 million 
in June, 1933. The increase is, therefore, quite substan
tial. During the same time we exported to the value of 
Pengos 29,900.999.—• or about one-half million more than 
in the corresponding month of last year. This means that 
our balance of foreign trade out for last month turned 
unfavourable with a debit of P 2.1 million while in June,

1 Incl. of grain bonus.
2 Excl. of bonus.
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1933, we had a favourable balance of Pengos 3,600.000.—  
to record.

W ith regard to the first six months of the current year 
the data are as follows: Imports: Pengos 168,300.000.—  
(in the first half of 1933 this figure was P 144.2 million); 
exports: Pengos 185,900.000.—  (P 159.4 million in the 
first six months of 1933) leaving therefore, a favourable 
balance of Pengos 17,600.000.—  against that of Pengos 
15,200.000.—  in the corresponding period of 1933.

Upon analysing the data in respect of imports for June,
1934, we find that we brought in a substantially increased 
quantity of timber and saw-mill products, crude oil, 
electrical machines and apparatuses; on the other hand 
the import of machinery and other instruments has 
declined. W ith regard to the exports we should mention 
the seasonal produce and fruit. Similarly noteworthy is 
the decrease in the export of live stock; we exported in 
June less fowl and poultry, eggs, coal, raw tobacco than 
we did in June, 1933. Of course, the fact that we brought 
in raw materials in larger quantities means in other words 
an increased activity on the part of our industry and a 
decrease in unemployment.

F O R E IG N E R S ’
IN V E ST M E N T S IN  H U N G A R IA N  

JO IN T -ST O C K  C O M P A N IE S
Our Statistical Bureau has made a very interesting 

compilation in respect of the participation of foreign 
capital in Hungarian undertakings. According to it the 
nominal value of the preferred shares and stocks and 
bonds of Hungarian Limited Companies -—■ with the 
exception of financial institutions —  amounts to Pengos 
1.241,056.243.— . Of this total 78 .6%  is held by Hunga
rians, 4 .6 %  by Austrians, 3 .7%  by Americans, 3 .6%  by 
Swiss, 2 .3 %  by Germans, 1 .7%  by Dutch, 1 .3%  by Bel
gians, 1 .3%  by French, 0 .6 %  by Czecho-Slovakians, 
0 .3%  by Italians, 0 .2%  by Yougoslavs, 0 .1 %  by Rouma
nians, and 0 .5%  by various nationalities; the owners or 
holders of 0 .5%  could not be found.

When we compare these data with previous records 
we find that generally speaking foreign capital invested 
in Hungary continues to decline excepting in the case 
of Swiss and Italian investors. It  is remarkable that 
foreigners were chiefly interested in industrial and 
commercial undertakings, while, hardly any money 
has been invested in agriculture and transport com
panies. Biggest are the investments in mining and 
foundry undertakings, where 4 0 %  of the capital used is 
of foreign origin, while the Drasche firm is purely a 
Belgian enterprise.

In view of the fact that foreign investors do not own 
in any company more than 20%  of the stocks there can 
hardly be a question of foreign management or influence 
making itself felt. W e believe that it would be very 
advantageous for us if we could induce more foreigners 
to make investments as this circumstance would greatly 
foster an enterprising spirit.

E L E C T R IF IC A T IO N  IN  H U N G A R Y
The new law governing the energy sources of Hungary 

will come into fonce on October 1, 1934, and will, as a 
matter of course, affect also the plans for electrification 
in Hungary of foreign interests as well. W e have several 
times reported on the offers tendered to the Hungarian 
Government by the Powers Securities Co. and the Vickers 
firm. The first-mentioned company made a tender also in 
respect of taking over the power plants owned by our 
Government who have, however, declared that there will 
be no consideration whatever paid to it. Consequently, 
the firm made another offer. Up to the present time, 
however, not one of the offers has been dealt with, as our 
Government will await the coming into effect of the new 
law referred to above, as it will materially alter the situation. 
Therefore, the offers will be laid on the table only during 
October. But as the then situation will differ from the

present one, we do not doubt that the Britishers will ten
der entirely new offers again.

W e may remark at this point that also the Dutch 
Finelon firm participates in the electrification work in our 
Country, though its activity is restricted to minor under
takings in the province.

B U R  A P E  ST A  S E A -P O R T
This title m ay sound paradoxical but it is, never

theless, true. The first sea-going Danube steamer will 
be ready for traffic during August, 1934. She has been 
ordered for the purpose of experiment by the Hunga
rian Government from the Ganz works. Thus the ship 
will be loaded at Budapest and the merchandise will 
reach its destination without any transhipment at the 
mouth of the Danube.

The work on this vessel is now well under way and the 
experiment our Government embarked upon is of such 
a nature that world wide interest has been aroused, as this 
new way of navigation opens the road to new possibilities. 
The Hungarian ship-building companies have received 
numerous inquiries and some foreign firms have made 
us offers with a view to making Budapest actually a sea
port. Thus Mr. Burger, the Honorary Consul for Hungary 
at Genoa reported to the Foreign Office that he is pur
chasing a French steamer that is able to ply from the 
Mediterranean up the Danube to Budapest. She is in
tended for the Budapest— Marseilles line and it is expected 
that there will be sufficient freight collected to inaugurate 
her maiden voyage during August.

Also a big British shipping company wants to parti
cipate in this new business and its Budapest agent already 
advertised the services whereby Hungarian goods will be 
shipped by water direct to England without transhipment. 
All this tends to show that foreign firms also see 
great possibilities in making Budapest a sea-port. On the 
other hand shipments destined from Southern Germany, 
Austria, Czecho-Slovakia to overseas points would be 
reshipped at Budapest and not at the mouth of the Danube 
as was the case heretofore. Of course, this sea-going traffic 
at Budapest would do much in developing Budapest into 
an important sea-port.

R U M A N I A

F O R E IG N  T R A D E  
O F  R U M A N IA

The foreign trade figures of Rumania relating to the 
first eleven months of 1933 are summarised as follows:

imports: 10.486,000.000 Lei
exports: 12.970.000.000 Lei

The balance is thus favourable by 2.484,000.000 Lei 
Compared, however, with previous results, the favou
rable balance shows a distinctly declining tendency sin
ce 1927, quite apart from the enormous shrinking in the 
volume of foreign trade. In 1927 imports amounted to 
33.853,000.000 Lei and exports to 38.111,000.000: leaving 
a favourable balance of 4.258,000.000 Lei. There is a 
decline therefore in exports of 63.9%  and in the balance 
of 64.5% -

Animals, oil, cereals and lumber are the chief articles 
exported by Rumania. These goods supplied 89%  of 
total Rumanian exports in 1933. Their combined share 
in Rumanian exports remained the same in 1933 as in 
1927, changes heve occurred, however, in their respective 
proportions. The comparative importance of raw oil and 
oil products has substantially increased to the detriment 
of cereals: these two groups of goods have changed places, 
as it were. Oil and oil products have increased their share 
in exports from 19.7%  in 1927 to 55.5°/0 in 1933; cereals 
and grain products, on the other hand, declined from 
49 .9%  in 1927 to 23 .6%  in 1933.
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Considered from the viewpoint of distribution between 
the various countries, Rumanian foreign trade figures of 
1927 and 1933 compare as follows:

1927 1933(11 months)

Trade with countries yielding favourable balances for 
Rumania.

(Balances in million Lei.)

Bulgaria +  353 +  67
Greece +  969 +  194
Hungary +  1.906 +  195
Yugoslavia +  444 +  84
Spain +  132 +  232
Egypt +  849 +  562
Netherlands +  549 +  656
Italy — 404 +  97
Belgium +  258 +  240
Great Britain — 609 +  511
France — 1.254 +  489
Gibraltar +  3.415 +  104
Other countries +  337 +  939

Trade with countries resulting in adverse 
Rumania.

balances for

Austria +  524 —101
Poland +  1.071 — 103
Germany — 549 — 723
Czechoslovakia — 2.685 — 394
Switzerland — 639 — 251
United States — 916 — 311
Totals of balances: + 4 .2 5 8  + 2 .4 8 5

These figures also give 
of the Little Entente as

a clear indication of the character 
an economic unit.

(Cf. Victor Slavescu, Finance Minister: ” La Situation
economique de la Roumanie et sa capacity de paiement,”  
Bucharest, 1934. pp. 116 and 189-)

TH E R U M A N IA N  H A R V E S T  
A N D  C O R N  E X P O R T S

According to the latest official report of the Ruma
nian Ministry of Agriculture, the work of harvesting 
is drawing to an end throughout the country, the 
yield being slightly better than a mean average. The 
quality of the wheat is satisfactory, its natural weight 
being 77— 82 kilogrammes per hectolitre. There has 
been an improvement in the prospects of the corn 
export trade. In all probability it will prove possible 
to export 3— 400.000 tons of maize, and the same 
quantities of barley, lentils, beans and oilseeds. Wheat 
and rye Rumania will be unable to export. And 
there has just been published, in Bucharest, the 
report of the Rumanian Corn Export Syndicate 
dealing with last year’s exports of cereals. Between 
June 1st., 1933, and June 1st., 1934, Rumania expor
ted some 400.000 tons of wheat and rye, the value 
of these exports amounting to 843 million lei. There 
has been an exceptional decline in export trade as 
compared with the previous year.

H O W  ST A T E  M O N E Y S  A R E  
M A N A G E D

The Bucharest daily ”  Universal" which published the 
other day an article under the title ” A  Sinful System”  
caused a great sensation. The article deals with the report of 
foreign experts on the financial situation in Roumania and 
quotes the following passage from the report:

In the State Budget Estimates for 1932 we must comple
tely disregard the demand set against certain ministries 
to the sum of 21 milliard lei of which 18 milliards were to 
be refunded by certain persons who had embezzled this 
amount and against whom legal proceeding had been taken. 
The paper ’ ’ Universal”  remarks with regard to this that the 
foreign experts are greatly mistaken if they suppose that the 
embezzled 18 milliards of the State Treasury will ever be 
restored. Actual abuses occur, writes the "Universal” , 
through which the State suffers losses not only of 18 mil
liards but perhaps of even more, but these embezzlement 
cases are never brought to court; the defenders more often 
await a new favourable opportunity to render the State 
happy once more by their activities. The paper accentuates 
that this evil was known years ago, though it was not abo
lished. The fault lies in the corrupt system. The article of 
the "Universal”  rings out in this assertion (’ ’Deli Hirlap”  
No. 73.)

The following case is also very characteristic: In the 
Rumanian Parliament a Bill to abolish the autonomous 
State Treasuries has for a long time been awaiting discus
sion. The Minister of Finance, A . D . Madgearu, mentioned 
in his critical speech the case of the autonomous treasury 
for fisheries from which the daughter of the former State 
Secretary in the Ministry of Agriculture had received 3 
million lei as her dowry. As some members of the Chamber 
doubted this statement Madgearu explained that he had 
further knowledge of such generous presents which 
likewise were paid out of these autonomous State funds, 
and perhaps not even in secret, but more often with the 
consent of the Cabinet Council. ("Szabadsag", No. 94, 
27th April, 1934.)

Y U G O S L A V I A

H O W  TH E  F O R M E R  P R O S P E R IT Y  
O F  T H E  V O IV O D IN A  H A S  B E E N  

D E S T R O Y E D
Of the speeches delivered during the sitting of the 

Skuptschina on 27th. February held in connection with 
the announcement on the State Budget, the following state
ments are recommended to general attention:

Toscha Rajitsch, member of the Government party, 
the Serb representative, in his speech depicted in the 
darkest colours the economic situation of the former 
Yoivodina, i. e. the Banat, the Bacska and Baranya, 
severed from Hungary, and summed up by stating that 
"this once richest province of the country has now decayed 
into a state of complete insolvency". ("Novosti”  of Zagrab, 
28th February.)

The same conclusion is arrived at also from the thorough 
and appropriate statements of the German representative, 
Dr. Stefan Kraft, who attributes the impoverishment of 
the Voivodina and the ruin of its peasantry to the unjust 
and intolerably high land taxes, and to the common bur
dens, which exceed all endurable proportions.
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S P O R T S

The strained political situation in Central Europe makes 
its influence felt in sporting circles too. Thus, owing to the 
continual persecution of the Poles in Czecho-Slovakia, 
Polano cancelled the trial match to be played with Czecho
slovakia for the Central European Cup. The Polish Swim
ming Association acted similarly in connection with the 
swimming contest planned to take place in Briinn on Sep
tember 4th and 5th between Poland and Czechia. At the 
same time Prague was notified of the withdrawal of the 
Poles from the proposet athletic match with Czecho-Slova
kia

F O O T B A L L
The Central European Cup tournament has reached the 

final. The Italian ’ ’Bologna”  has secured its participation 
while its opponent is uncertain. A t present the Italian 
’ ’Juventus”  and the Austrian ’ ’Admira”  are competing 
for the final.

The Central European Cup tournament, which can look 
back upon a past of nearly a decade and which year 
by year has abounded in sufficient scandals, has in its 
present form thoroughly and absolutely failed in conse
quence of the events of this year. Owing to the ’ ’selection”  
system the teams, wishing to gain a decisive victory, often 
indulged in the fiercest brutality. Here we refer especially 
to the match played by the Budapest Ferencvaros at 
Kladno near Prague to which they were invited, where 
the Czech spectators besides the brutality mentioned recei
ved the Hungarian players with abuse, and in the course 
of the game pelted them with stones, broken tiles and 
bottles. To crown all, revolver shots were sent after the 
motor-bus in which the Ferencvaros team made its escape.

A TH L E T IC S
During the course of the present season the achievements 

of Hungarian athletes brought many successes and much 
glory to the Hungarian colours. Here in the first place we 
must reckon their succesful participation in the English 
championship meeting, where they won champioships in 
the 100 years flat race, in the high jump and in the 4 x 100 
yard relay race. After this they took part in an athletic 
competition held at Cologne in which, besides the best 
German athletes, the best American athletes (who were on 
their tour around Europe) also took part. The Hungarian 
athletes held their own very well in this great competition. 
In the 100 metre flat race, the Hungarian Sir, running 10.6 
seconds was only just beaten by the German Borchmeyer. 
In the high jump the Hungarian Bodossi and the American 
Spitz both jumped 195 centimetres, while Nicholas Szabo 
(Hungarian) in 3 minutes 55.4 seconds left the American 
and the German competitors behind him. The greatest event 
was the 4 x  100 metres relay-race in which, running in41.6 
seconds, the Hungarians beat the German combined team 
which may deservedly be called the German Empire

Team. W e must mention that the BBTE, a club team, 
represented Hungary.

W A T E R  P O L O
The world champion Hungarian water-polo team this 

year also won great victories over its opponents. Thus 
in Prague at the contests held on 14th and 15th July, first 
of all they won by 11:1 and in the return match next 
day they beat the representative team of Czecho-Slovakia 
by 8:1. They are now preparing for a contest with the 
English. The English team chosen for the Brighton contest 
is as follows: Ablett— Beaman— Lister— Temme— Budd—  
Sutton— Mitchell.

R O W IN G
The international rowing contest in connection witb 

the German rowing championship regatta brought com
plete success to the ’ ’Hungarian”  Rowing Club, Budapest. 
Before 25.000 spectators the champion eight of the ” Hun- 
garia”  won a victory in splendid style against Germany’s 
strongest eights. Detailed result: 1. ’ ’Hungaria”  Rowing 
Club. 2. Leipzig representative. 3. Rowing Association 
of Gissen. The invitation senior eight race was won by  
the ’ ’Hungaria”  against the Frankfurt Rowing Union, the 
Rowing Society of Ulm and the Danube and Sea Club, 
Lucerne.

M O TO R IN G
The Austrian Motor Yacht Alliance presented to the 

Hungarian Francis Lukavecz the grand badge of honour 
for his excellent performance at the American Motor boat 
races, because of all the European competitors present he 
was the only one able to attain any success, thereby defen
ding the good name of European motor-boat racers. 
During the Autumn Lukavecz will represent the Hunga
rian colours in England also.

TH E  U SE O F  M IN O R IT Y  
L A N G U A G E S P R O H IB IT E D  IN  

SP O R T IN G  LIF E
The ” U FSR ” , the highest instance in the Rumanian 

sporting-world issued a circular, in conformity with a deci
sion taken at its general meeting of February 22nd, 1934, 
ruling that sporting clubs and associations in Rumania 
shall, henceforth, use no other than Rumanian terms. 
The only exception from this rule is made in favour of 
French. Minority sporting clubs or associations will not 
be acknowledged as such: only Rumanian ones, having a 
Rumanian name. Rumanian subjects taking part in tour
naments in Rumania or abroad may use only Rumanian 
names. This rule applies even to associations of Jewish 
citizens which, hitherto, used Hebrew titles such as 
’ ’Haggibor”  or ’ ’Kadima” .
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