
14 I)  A N V B J A N R E V I E W DECEMBER, 1935.

P O L I T I C A L  M O S A I C

THE HUNGAROPHILE GROUP OF BRITISH M. P’S 
WILL CONTINUE THEIR EFFORTS TO OBTAIN A  

REVISION OF THE TREATY OF TRIANON
In an interview with the London representative of 

the Magyar Tavirati Iroda (Hungarian Telegraph 
Agency) Sir Robert Gower, founder and president of 
the Hungarophile Group of Members of the British 
Parliament, stated that the Group would continue to 
function in the new Parliament too. He — Sir Robert 
— had already taken the necessary preliminary steps; 
and all his conversations had shown that the idea 
still met with the most cordial encouragement. The 
friendly reception accorded everywhere to the idea of 
the re-formation of the Group authorises us to draw 
two important conclusions, — 1. that all the Members 
of Parliament who belonged to the original Group wish 
without exception to join the movement again, that 
meaning that Hungary has not lost any of her friends 
in Great Britain; 2. that the parliamentary circles of 
Great Britain thoroughly appreciate and understand 
the attitude adopted by Hungary in the matter of the 
League of Nations sanctions. This attitude has not 
reacted at all unfavourably on the feelings for Hun
gary entertained by Members of the Group, nor has 
it in any way modified their views respecting the 
urgent necessity for a revision of the Treaty of Tria
non. The Group will continue to work untiringly and 
with unaltered energy in the new Parliament too. It 
will continue to devote the most serious attention to 
the development of the situation in Central Europe,

and above all to watch the political, economic and 
financial effects of the provisions of the Treaty of 
Trianon both on the life of the Hungarian nation in 
particular and on the life of Europe generally. One of 
the first things the Group proposes to do is to once 
more submit without delay the two original motions 
i. e. the urgent revision of the Treaty of Trianon and 
the grievances of the Hungarian minorities living in 
the Succession States respectively.

Just before going to press we received the news 
that the group had already been formed. President, 
Sir Robert Gower; Hon. Secretary, Col. Moore; Hon. 
Treasurer, Mr. Mabane. Sir Robert Gower, speaking 
to the London correspondent of the Hungarian Tele
graphic Bureau, said that the majority of the memb
ers of the new Parliament were also convinced that 
the Treaty of Trianon must be revised in such a way 
as to restore to Hungary the parts of her former ter
ritory inhabited predominantly by Hungarians. Sir 
Robert and five other M. P.'s have submitted to the 
House of Commons a draft motion to that effect, 
which motion, at the same time, asks the British Gov
ernment to seize the first opportunity that presents 
itself to bring the matter before the League of Nations.

— y —

“ RESISTANCE WILL ALWAYS BE WEAKER AND THE 
GROUND TO BE CONQUERED ALWAYS LESS"

Lord Newton, who, in Westminster, has more 
than once advocated a revision of the peace treaties, 
and has provoked numerous foreign policy debates to 
ensure a more effective protection of the Hungarian 
minorities in the Succession States, was interviewed 
by the London correspondent of the "Pesti Hirlap” , 
to whom, amongst other things, he said that the 
justice of the Hungarian cause was bound to triumph 
eventually. It would take a long time to get the peace

treaties amended by pacific means. But that was the 
only way open to Hungary, and if Hungary had 
hitherto been succesful in making European statesmen 
recognise the necessity of revision, from now on the 
work was sure to be more succesful still; for resistance 
would always be weaker and the ground to be con
quered always less. In Britain — said Lord Newton 
— Hungary was regarded with a very real and sincere 
sympathy." — y —

PROF- NICHOLAS IORGA LONGS TO SEE THE FALL
OF THE BRITISH EMPIRE

The leading speaker at the general meeting 
arranged by the "Liga Culturala” on November 20th 
was Prof. Nicholas Iorga, the former tutor of King 
Charles II. of Rumania, who has been Prime Minister; 
he is a historian and an adherent of the Daco- 
Rumanian theory; it was with his help that Prof. 
Seton-Watson wrote his work, the "History of the 
Rumanians", published at Cambridge in 1924. It must 
be remembered that the "Liga Culturala" is now an

official union so that it always pays due consideration 
to the political principles of the Government.

Iorga introduced his speech with the words: 'Hail 
to Italy and the Italian people!”. The conclusion of 
his speech ran as follows:

"I have lived to see many things in my life. I 
have lived to see the fall of the Habsburgs, I have 
witnessed the fall of the Russian Empire, Now I pray
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to God to let me see the fall of that Empire which declared that the official foreign policy of Rumania 
rules over Continents and over the seas, and yet does not agree with the feelings of the Rumanian 
denies every other people its right to life!". people.

In his recent speech in the Senate Prof. Iorga — y —

M. TITULESCIPS REPLY TO THE GRIEVANCES OF THE
HUNGARIAN MINORITY

In the course of the debate on the reply to the 
King's speech, the President of the Hungarian Party 
(in Rumania) read the declaration of the Party to 
the Rumanian Parliament on December 3rd. The situa
tion of the Hungarian minority and its institutions is, 
according to this declaration, rapidly growing worse 
and worse. He made a brief reference to the most 
oustanding grievances. Thus he pointed out the fact — 
among others — that he had repeatedly informed the 
grievances of the Hungarian minority to the authorities 
but without any success. These grievances are the result 
of the present ruling system, which has a distinctly 
anti-minority tendency, aiming at the assimilation of 
the minorities. The Hungarian minority is by no means 
desirous to enjoy any privileges, it simply wants 
complete equality with the others.

Special importance must be ascribed to the fact 
that it was not the Prime Minister or the Minister of 
the Interior who replied to the minority grievances but 
M. Titulescu, the omnipotent leader of foreign affairs 
in Rumania. This circumstance added to the weight 
and importance of the debate on the minority problem, 
for M. Titulescu lifted it out of the complexity of 
the problems of home policy and gave it an appearance 
as if it were a problem of foreign policy, while the 
previous Governments had always treated it as an 
exclusively internal problem.

The declaration of the Hungarian Party was 
serious, inoffensive and unbiassed, with a moderate 
tenor. On the other hand, M. Titulescu's reply, in 
spite of his principle of the spiritualisation of fron
tiers, was so unusually sharp that it is quite an ex
ceptional thing for a Cabinet Minister to use such a 
passionate style. In face of the arguments brought up 
to him he resorted to complete negation and declared 
that no injustice has been done to the Hungarian 
minority, and that its complaints were absolutely un
founded. In addition to this, M. Titulescu has ex
pounded a minority theory which has absolutely no 
legal foundation and which is quite out of date at 
the present moment. According to his theory, it is not 
the obligations contained in the international minority 
agreements that really matter, but the obligations 
embodied in the Constitution of the State; for the 
obligations contained in the minority agreements are 
but the international echoes of internal obligations. If 
this were so, why should they have refused to include 
the rights of the minorities in the Rumanian Consti
tution of 1923, in spite of an open protest on the part 
of the nationalities? Moreover, certain paragraphs of 
the Constitution of 1923 are obviously in contradiction 
of the provisions of the Minority agreement formed 
in Paris on December 9th, 1919. M. Titulescu made 
quite an unusual statement when he described the 
minority agreement as a "nail which they would like 
to drive into the body of the Rumanian State in anti
cipation of the great day of revision". Then, quite ir
relevantly, he launched a protest against revision and 
declared that the Hungarians had always ascribed 
much more importance to the minority agreement than 
it had ever had. In other words, M. Titulescu blamed

the Hungarian minority for the revisionist propa
ganda, though in fact it is not being conducted by 
those two million Hungarians who lived in Rumania 
long before the Peace Treaties: it is going on
independently of them. It is true, though, if Ru
mania would carry out all her obligations contained 
in the minority agreement, she could undoubtedly 
help to heal the wounds inflicted by the Peace Treat
ies. But to expect that the Hungarian minority should 
not complain the violation of the minority agree
ment either in Geneva or at home because it would 
be considered as revisionist propaganda: well, this is 
absolutely ridiculous!

Nor was it reasonable of M. Titulescu to send 
the Hungarian minority to Geneva with its complaints. 
"If you must complain, why do you not go to Geneva 
again?" — he asked, replying to his own words: 
"because you have never found justice there!". It can 
only be a cruel joke that M. Titulescu is advising the 
Hungarians to go to Geneva again, as the permanent 
reply given to the minority complaints by the Ruman
ians in Geneva is that the minorities should go to 
Bucharest. On the other hand, it is a great mistake 
to say that they have never found justice in Geneva. 
M. Titulescu would do well to remember the case of 
the "Private Properties of Csik” ; he might even re
collect the fact that it was under the influence of such a 
complaint that M. Anghelescu, Minister of Education, 
had to make certain modifications in the para
graphs of the Law on private education, although it 
had already been accepted by the Senate. The com
plaint concerning the analysis of family names has 
not been discussed, only because the Comite de 
Trois thought that the number of cases referred to 
was very small in comparison with the total number of 
pupils who have matriculated. The Hungarian minor
ity complaints have at least had one favourable 
effect, in so far as they have checked the activities of 
the authorities to a certain extent, which would have 
been even more violent without these complaints. Nor 
is it right, as M. Titulescu said, that the Hungarians 
of Rumania went to Geneva with the slightest offence 
or that they have made petty little affairs into a serious 
charge against Rumania. Apart from the fact that the 
idea of "the slightest offence” is a very broad one, it 
is true that the Hungarian minority never went to the 
League of Nations without a really serious case or 
if it was just a matter of exceptional cases, but when 
only it was faced with a general system. It is also 
quite unreasonable to lay the blame, as M. Titulescu 
did, on the Hungarian minority because of Hungary's 
attitude in the Italo-Abyssinian affair in connection 
with the discussion of the sanctions against Italy. As 
if the two million Hungarians of Rumania, living out
side the boundaries of Hungary, could be made re
sponsible for this!

Finally M, Titulescu addressed the Hungarian 
minority in the following words: "You have made me 
suffer in the trenches of peace for seventeen years!" 
To this we answer by asking: which of the two parties 
has to suffer more in trenches of peace: is it M. Ti-
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tulescu who is representing a nation that has forced 
two million Hungarians under its rule and now it 
refuses to grant them the most elementary human 
rights and shows no inclination to observe its obli
gations contained in the international minority treaties, 
or — is it dismembered Hugary who, in spite of having 
millions of her sons torn away from her body by 
the Treaty of Trianon, endeavours to seek for redress

from the League of Nations by peaceful means only 
and on the basis of the League Covenant,

%
As a result of M. Titulescu's parliamentary state

ments all Hungarian printed matter, whether published 
in Hungary or in Transylvania, has been removed 
from the Bucharest tobacco shops, booths, and every 
place where newspapers are sold, — y —

DR. BENES’S ELECTION AS PRESIDENT
Dr. Thomas G, Masaryk resigned on December 

14th and on the 18th Dr. Edward Benes was elected 
President of the Czecho-Slovak Republic by a large 
majority of the National Assembly. The election was 
a recognition of the unquestionably great services 
rendered by Dr. Bene§ to his country in connection 
with the creation and consolidation of the Republic. 
A little drop of gall, nevertheless, mingles with the 
joy of he new President over his election; for almost 
up to the very last moment it was not certain whether 
the largest party in the Coalition Government, the 
Czech Agrarian Party with its allies of the Industrial 
Party, would support him or Professor Nemec, whose 
name and personality carry a great weight in politics. 
Dr. Masaryk's intention to resign was announced on 
November 21st, and for four weeks a fierce struggle 
was waged, until finally the two opposing camps of 
the Coalition — the right and the left wings — came 
to terms over Dr. Benes's nomination. The battles 
were of course fought behind the scenes; for to the 
greater glory of Czecho-Slovak Democracy, the 
censor forbade the publication of even a bare re
ference.

Although the ballot was secret, the fact may be 
established that the Czech Nationalist Opposition 
voted against BeneS. The Henlein Sudeta German 
Party, to which the majority of the Germans in the 
Republic belong, and a few minor fractions, handed

in blank papers. The Hungarians voted for Benes. 
This, however, by no means signifies their satisfaction 
with his previous work; it was merely — as may be 
judged from the communique issued after the con
versation between their leaders and Benes on the eve 
of the election — an expression of the hope that when 
the supreme power of the state is in his hands, he 
will perhaps, at long last, listen to their well-founded 
complaints.

Hungary's attitude towards Dr. BeneS's election 
may be summed up in the words of the following 
comment in the semi-official "Budapesti Hirlao". 
“We should like to hope that the person of Dr. 
Benes in the high position of Head of the State will 
not prove an obstacle to an improvement in the re
lations between the two countries. But should this 
hope be disappointed, and no beneficial change result, 
Hungary will be compelled to continue, with every 
means at her disposal, the self-defence made im
perative by Prague".

In conclusion, it may be remarked that the 
amnesty ordinance issued by Dr. Masaryk as his last 
official act by no means fulfilled the expectations 
attached to it; for it embraced only cases of quite 
trifling political offences, and even so the remittance 
of the sentences was only partial. The many victims 
of the great political trials must continue to remain 
in prison.

ME. KIOSEIVANOFFS CABINET
During its short rule the Cabinet of Mr. Georgieff 

(formed in May, 1934, on the principle of authority) 
was able to acquire a group of followers, owing to 
the fact that the various political parties had 
actually threatened the existence of the State by their 
illegal activities. On the other hand, the radical 
programme proposed by this Cabinet came into con
flict with the conservatism of the people which is so 
characteristic of agricultural countries. When, there
fore, the Georgieff system came to be revised, it was 
necessary to eliminate its principal failure. The most 
urgent thing to do was to revise the Constitution. This 
was the leading item in the programme proposed by 
Mr. Tosev's Cabinet that followed after Mr. Geor- 
gieffs; after half a year's work the Cabinet elaborated 
its scheme concerning the revision of the Constitution, 
as then declared by Mr. Tosev in his last speech at 
Gabrowo, which might be called his swan song. Mr. 
Tosev, however, was soon forced to resign his post, 
ov/ing to the unfavourable opinion of the public, which 
arose mainly from the fact that the people had been 
excluded from the work of legislation and the Gov
ernment for over a year and a half. The members of

the old political parties and the champions of a 
dictatorship have equally tried to take advantage of 
this restlessness, and the plot of Mr. Velchev, which 
was discovered in time, was only one of the signs of 
this general bad feeling, Under these circumstances it 
seemed impossible to bring the whole nation into one 
unanimous camp that would help to carry out the 
revision of the Constitution. Thus Mr. Tosev, too, had 
to leave his seat. The principal task of his successor, 
Mr. Kioseivanoff, is now to re-introduce a constitu
tional regime as soon as possible. The first sentence 
in the declaration published bv the new Government, 
too, emphasises the fact that the Cabinet is consider
ing the possibility of giving the people a share in the 
work of the Government, and that it is endeavouring 
to create a normal atmosphere in political life. Both 
the composition and the programme of the new Ca
binet make it clear that the essential thing is, not the 
long life of the Cabinet, but the King's desire — in 
view of the present general feeling — to introduce a 
well-framed modern Constitution, by which means it 
would be possible to find a way out of the situation 
created in May last year.
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ANTI-REVISION LEAGUE SCANDAL IN RUMANIA
Mr. Victor Eftimiu, the well known Rumanian 

writer, called upon Mr. Stelian Popescu, President of 
the Rumanian Anti-Revision League (formed to 
counteract the revisionist activities of Hungary), and 
proprietor of the daily "Universul”, to account for 
the money of the Anti-Revision League which, accord
ing to the "Universul", amounted to 23 million Lei. 
The "Universul" refused to do so because, it said, Mr. 
Eftimiu would "pass the facts on to Hungary”. The 
explanation for this unusual statement is that Mr. 
Eftimiu protested, in the name of literary liberty, 
against the severe punishment of Mr. Roland Daday, 
a Transylvanian writer, author of the novels called

"The Cliff", and "Thursday". On this account the 
"Universul" called Mr. Eftimiu a traitor, who — in 
his turn — declared that the "Universul” had used 
the national flag as a means of making money, and 
that it had turned patriotism into a regular business.

It is generally known that the Anti-Revision 
League is a business undertaking of the "Universul", 
a paper which has always played a prominent part 
in anti-minority activities. This paper was openly 
bargained for (in the so-called "neutral period” of 
Rumania, 1914— 16) between the Allies and the
Central Powers, until it was ultimately sold to the 
Germans. — y  —

H O W  M I N O R I T I E S  L I V E
C Z J S C l l Q - t S L Q  V A K 1 A

MINORITIES OF C Z E C H O S L O V A K IA  
D EM AND  ENFORCEM ENT OF  

PROHIBITION  
OF DENATIONALISATION

In the Prague Parliament a joint motion has 
been submitted to the President by altogether sixty 
Members of Parliament — six Deputies belonging to 
the Germany Christian Socialist Party, forty-four 
Deputies belonging to the Sudeta German Party, nine 
Deputies belonging to the United Club of the National 
Christian Socialist, the Magyar National and the 
"Zipser" German Parties, and the Polish Deputy, 
Dr. Wolf. The text of the Motion is as follows: — 
"The Government shall be called upon without delay 
to submit a Bill qualifying denationalisation by force 
as an act punishable under § 134 of the Constitution”.

The Preamble quotes the relevant § of the Consti
tution, which forbids every form of denationalisation 
by force and provides that the Law may declare as 
a punishable act the refusal to respect that principle. 
It then points out that since the promulgation of the 
Constitution more than fifteen years have passed, 
while — particularly recently — there has been con
tinuous growth in the number of cases showing that 
the protection of minorities must in practice prove of 
no avail without an enforcement of § 134 of the Con
stitution.

— y —

LATEST STAG E  
OF THE B A Z O V S K Y  TR IAL

The principal witness for the prosecution was 
Vincent Mihalusj the same Vincent Mihalus whom the 
Czecho-Slovak Government made use of in November 
of last years, when the Marseilles regicide was being 
investigated by the League Council. The protocol con
taining his statements was annexed to the petition 
of the Yugoslav Government. From the evidence 
given by Milan Ivanka (former Member of the Czecho
slovak National Assembly and the trusted friend of

the Prague Government in Slovakia) we now learn 
that he has been in constant touch with Mihalus ever 
since the end of 1929. In 1928 Mihalus, as president 
of some sort of "Slovak National Council", proclaimed 
Slovakia’s independence, and then "emigrated'’ to a 
foreign country, Ivanka more than once supplied him 
with money for the purpose of buying the 'League of 
Slovaks Abroad” , and it was with the former’s know
ledge and consent that he moved in Slovak irredentist 
circles in foreign countries. According to Ivanka, he 
has "done the Republic signal service”. Ivanka re
ported all this to Chmelar, Ministerial Councillor in 
the Prague Foreign Ministry and to Buchar, Police 
Superintendent in Pozsony. He had always had the 
work Mihalus was doing abroad checked, and the 
reports were never anything but good. When in 1934 
Mihalus was pardoned and returned to Czecho-Slov- 
akia, his wife begged Ivanka to undertake security 
for them with a firm of furniture-dealers, the 
"Osolsove", from which they wished to buy some 
furniture. Ivanka did so to the tune of 10,000 Czech 
crowns, 6 or 8 thousands of which he afterwards paid 
out of his "own” pocket. He also tried to procure 
Mihalus a little garden where he could grow medici
nal herbs. To many of the questions put by the de
fence Ivanka refused to give any answer, on the 
ground that professional etiquette forbade him to 
disclose his client's affairs. This was also the attitude 
of Ivanka's former articled clerk, Smida, editor of 
the "Narodnie Dennik”, who was the first to establish 
personal communication with Mihalus, when the 
latter was living abroad. A touch of piquancy was 
given to the proceedings by the fact that years ago 
Smida acquitted by the Czecho-Slovak Courts of the 
charge of libel brought against him by Mihalus, be
cause Smida was able to substantiate his statements. 
The defence took a lively interest in the question of 
Mihalus' alleged bigamy. No details, however, leaked 
out: for the court was cleared while this matter was 
being gone into.

All this goes to show that Mihalus was a 
dangerous agent provocateur, an international gangster, 
whose "emigration" was financed at the time by 
Milan Ivanka, who, with the knowledge and consent 
of the Superintendent of Police in Pozsony, was in 
touch with Mihalus, and who on the latter's return 
to Czecho-Slovakia bought furniture and even tried 
to procure a garden for him. These facts throw a


