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kovics, became his wife —  after a long and per
sistent wooing —  in 1646. But the happiness was 
a short-lived one; for the lovely rose of Zrinyi's 
idylls faded and died in 1651. The poet was 
crushed by his loss; and he lamented his bereave
ment in „The Sorrows of Orpheus” . He apostro
phises the Drave, which he had so. often fed with 
his tears, to weep with him for the faithlessness 
of his Eurydice, who has left him to pine in despair 
alone in the world. He descends to the dark depths 
of the Acheron and implores Pluto in tones of 
meekest suppliance to be merciful to her. The 
classicism saturating the poem reminds us forcibly 
of „Lycidas” ; while the ,,Elegy”  written by the 
sorrowing father of a young boy, —  the „tiny 
nightingale" torn prematurely from his breast —;' 
recalls the spirit and manner of the M iddle Eng
lish „PearI” .

The ,,Idylls" and other minor poems, despite 
their occasional scrappiness and even heaviness, 
are worthy of the author of „The Fate of Sziget” . 
They are full of bold and telling conceits, pictures, 
similes, both borrowed and original; and we feel 
everywhere the sincerity of the poet's passion, 
even where the object of his song is fictitious. The

descriptions of Nature serve merely to decorate 
and illustrate the lyrical feelings, to which they 
are at all times subordinate. The poet makes no 
secret of the genuineness of his love and the suff
ering which that love involves; but that passion is 
not inconsistent with the calling of a warrior. Yet 
the poet would seem to prefer the character -of 
warrior to that of lover; he makes far more use 
of historical detail than is usual in love-poetry. 
He takes his similes and pictures most frequently 
from the figures of ancient religion and past his
tory; and of his minor poems the one that capti
vates the imagination most and penetrates to the 
soul is his „Hymn to the Crucifix” , a powerful 
expression o f Christian devotion; resignation 
and penitence, to exercise which he exhorts all 
his readers, ,,for our merits are like the track of 
ants on the rock, while our sins are like leaves 
on the trees, like whirlpools in the ocean, like ..the. 
sand on the sea-shore and like birds in the air. 
But the Lord's mercy is greater still, His grace 
infinite; thus we may have trust in Him, not for 
ourselves, but for His Holy Son, Christ who died 
on the Cross, who is worthy to have the Muse shed 
torrents of tears for H im f!"

(To he continued.)

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

THE CENTRAL EUROPEAN SITUATION AFTER 
THE ITALO-YUGOSLAV AGREEMENT

We believe that when the Little Entente has long 
been no more than a historical memory, certain circ
les in Prague and Bucharest will still continue to 
assert that it is the most perfect of political and mi
litary constructions, with a serious mission in the 
Danube Valley, where mighty tasks lie before it.

It is no longer doubtful that the Italo-Yugoslav 
treaty of friendship ratified in Belgrade on 27th March 
is a deviation from the line of traditional Little En
tente policy and that it was concluded withput the as
sent or support of the other two States of the Little 
Entente. And yet, after Count Ciano's departure from 
Belgrade, we witnessed demonstrations on the part 
of Rumania and Czecho-Slovakia, in which, however, 
there was much more of stage-managing then of real 
sincerity. It would seem that those countries -felt im
pelled to save appearances before the rest of Europe. 
But the bitter, disappointed tone of the French press, 
the press of their own ally, shows clearly that that 
effort was a failure.

The official Italian commentary on the exchange 
of the ratifying documents in Belgrade is completely 
reassuring from a Hungarian point of view. One cir
cumstance of special importance for us is that the first 
stage in Yugoslavia's new foreign policy — for it 
cannot be qustioned that it has struck out in an en
tirely new direction — was not an agreement with 
Italy but with Bulgaria. The possibility that Italian in
fluence contributed to this step merely supports our 
opinion. Rome was bound to follow after Sofia, and 
it is very, probable that, conditions beings favourable, 
this network of friendly treaties will sooner or later

extend to the other two signatory States of the Rome 
Pact. These treaties were conceived in a spirit of 
constructive reorganization and signify advantages to 
all Parties concerned. Italy is desirous to ensure order 
and co-operation in all the sectors where Central 
European, Mediterranean, Levantine, and more par
ticularly Danubian and Balkan interests intersect.

This is what the other two States of the Little 
Entente refuse to understand, and this was the reason 
why in order to counteract the effects of Count Ciano's 
visit, they, in hot haste, convened the official Con
ference of the Little Entente, also in Belgrade. On 
April 1st and 2nd the three Foreign Ministers, MM. 
Stoyadinovitch, Krofta and Antonescu, conferred, and 
the results of their conversations were published in 
lengthy communiques containing mention of every
thing but the most important point of all, namely that 
Yugoslavia had rejected the plan of mutual assist
ance offered by France, The situation is that the of
ficial communique contains a wealth of outer amenities: 
it is friendly and understanding in tone, formal eti
quette has been rigidly observed: but somehow or 
other the substance has been omitted. For an in
sistence on the fact that the treaties concluded by 
Italy, Yugoslavia and Bulgaria do not prejudice the 
commitments previously given by their signatories does 
not, we think, affect the main issues. More important 
by far than the letter of a treaty is its spirit, and in 
our opinion neither Prague nor Bucharest has any 
reason to flatter itself with the illusion that the spirit 
of those treaties is favourable to the Little Entente.

The other day the "Echo de Paris" declared that
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the Little Entente was going through hours of severe 
crisis. Should M. Stojadinovitch continue to tread the 
path he had chosen, the Little Entente would soon be 
a chimera. Yugoslavia had deserted Rumania and 
Czecho-Slovakia and showed a readiness to join the 
system of bilateral treaties that prevent their signa
tories from coming to the assistance of a third party 
innocently attacked.

In truth, the Belgrade Little Entente Conference 
was a struggle between two systems, that of collective 
security and that of bilateral treaties, and in the light 
of what happened at that Conference we have no dif
ficulty in deciding which system was victorious. Not 
without interest either is M. Tardieu's opinion of the 
question as stated in the "Gringoire".

Tardieu does not say that by the Belgrade agree
ment Yugoslavia has betrayed the Little Entente, or 
that she has accepted the “ German yoke"; but he 
believes that the agreement will weaken the Little En
tente and modify its policy, The Italo-Yugoslav rap
prochement — which France has so often endeavoured 
to bring about and which has now been effected 
without her — does not, in M. Tardieu's opinion, 
follow the main line of French politics.

The opinions expressed in the English press are 
just as pessimistic. The fact that M. Stoyadinovitch s 
colleagues found it necessary to induce him to make 
a separate statement to the Bucharest "Adeverul", in 
which inter alia he said that a bilateral treaty between 
Yugoslavia and Hungary was out of the question and 
that, should it come to negotiations with Hungary, 
those negotiations would have to be conducted jointly 
by the three States of the Little Entente, is not re
garded very tragically in Budapest. Nor did the sen
timental statement issued in Belgrade after Dr. Benes’s 
visit make any deeper impression here. Both are 
panaceas calculated to relieve symptoms, but utterly 
powerless to hinder organic changes.

And these changes are inevitably under way. Our 
conviction is that they will very soon make their 
effect- felt and their presence noticed in European 
politics. The visit of the Turkish Prime Minister and 
Minister of Foreign Affairs to Belgrade does not lie 
in the line of Little Entente policy either; nor has 
that line been reinforced by the article published in 
the semi-official “Vreme" after the conferences, — an 
article which firmly and unequivocally stated that 
"every State has the right to defend its own well- 
understood interests” . This is a distinct and determin
ed enough message to the capitals of the two "sister ' 
States.

The whole situation has been defined best of all 
by Count Stephen Bethlen's statement to the "Cor- 
riere della Sera” . Writing of the significance of the 
Rome Three Power Pact, Hungary's ex-Premier said:

“The Rome Pact paved the way for the Austro- 
German and Italo-German agreements; secondly the 
stable situation created in Central Europe by that 
Pact has made Italy's recent noble gesture of re
conciliation towards Yugoslavia possible and given 
rise to all the events that culminated in the visit to 
Belgrade of Count Ciano, Italy's Foreign Minister. 
Through this visit relations between the two countries 
have been placed on new, friendly foundations, where
by a new situation has been created in Central Europe, 
— one that will be a sure help towards better relations 
between the nations and towards the growth of peace.

— "As I see things, certain phenomena ac
companying the Little Entente's last appearance on 
the stage indicate that when after Count CianO had 
left Yugoslavia they immediately gathered in Bel

grade, nothing was accomplished beyond searching for 
means to retard the natural development of the 
friendly relations created between Italy and Yugo
slavia. One of the reasons why the Little Entente 
immediately took the stage was obviously a desire 
to frustrate the intentions of the Yugoslav Govern
ment, or may be a determination to prevent the 
materialization of the logical consequences of the new
born Italo-Yugoslav agreement, namely the develop
ment of more normal relations with Hungary by 
means of an elimination of the existing difficulties 
which have hitherto stood in the way of a rapproche
ment between the two countries.

— "I attach no special importance to these 
efforts of the Little Entente. I do not believe, provided 
the Yugoslav Government sincerely desires to improve 
relations with Hungary, that the recent activity of 
the Little Entente in Belgrade will act as a check. 
Even the Balkan Pact was powerless to do so at the 
time when the Yugoslav Government entered into 
better relations with Bulgaria.

— "Certainly, as regards Hungary, nothing has 
happened to spoil an atmosphere favourable for the 
creation of better relations with our southern neigh
bour. I am firmly convinced that this is attainable 
without prejudice to the commitments to which Yugo
slavia through her signature of the treaty with the 
other two States of the Little Entente is bound.

— "In my opinion therefore" —- said Count Beth- 
len, — "in the interests of universal peace nothing 
must hinder the further development of the auspicious 
situation so happily created in Central Europe by the 
Italo-Yugoslav agreement signed in Belgrade by 
Count Ciano and M. Stoyadinovitch."

Hungarian public opinion — we may safely say 
— to a man shares Count Bethlen's opinion. The path 
towards the desired end is clearly marked out. The 
conditions are to hand, well-defined, unmistakable 
conditions. The official point of view was expressed 
a few days ago not only by M. Kanya, Hungarian 
Minister of Foreign Affairs, but also by the Premier, 
M. Daranyii Hungary will never stand in the way of 
co-operation — first economic, then political co-oper
ation — among the Danubian States. But the in
dispensable conditions of co-operation are full equal
ity of rights, a tolerant attitude towards the movement 
to obtain peaceful revision, and legal protection, on 
the basis of the rights guaranteed in the international 
treaties, of the Hungarian minorities. In the future, 
too, Hungary will refuse to undertake any obligations 
exceeding the commitments of the peace treaties; nor 
will she sign any agreement detrimental to her own 
interests. These are unalterable conditions. Unchang
ing too may be considered the other cardinal 
principles of Hungary's foreign policy — the Rome 
Pact, friendly relations with Germany, and a correct 
attitude towards the other European States.

In point of fact — as Count Bethlen says — 
thanks to the Italo-Yugoslav friendly agreement, 
relations between Budapest and Belgrade, which a 
considerable time ago took a turn for the better, may 
be expected to develop along favourable lines; and 
it is to be hoped that the resolutions of the Little 
Entente Conference in Belgrade will not be able to 
exert an adverse influence on them.

— y —
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YUGOSLAV POLITICIAN’S HOMAGE TO 
MEMORY OF STEPHEN TISZA

Baron Joseph RajaSic, who in pre-war times, as 
member of the Serbo-Croatian coalition, represented 
Croatian interests, in the debates on Hungarian and 
Croatian joint matters in the Hungarian Parliament, 
was in Hungary in the March of this year and took 
this opportunity to visit Geszt, where he laid a wreath 
on the tomb of Count Stephen Tisza. In spite of the 
fact that his visit was purely unofficial, his laying of 
a wreath on the tomb of a former Hungarian Prime 
Minister must, to a certain measure, be considered a 
political event, for the object of his act was obviously 
to further a rapprochement between Hungary and 
Yugoslavia by reviving old political ties. "To lay a 
wreath on Count Tisza's tomb" — said Baron RajaSic 
to the representatives of the Hungarian press — "was 
an old idea of mine. For years I have been looking 
forward to this opportunity. Hitherto this act of

homage would have been misunderstood in Yugoslavia: 
so I was obliged to postpone it until there was no 
more danger of misapprehension. That time has now 
arrived... I became acquainted with the splendid char
acter of Stephen Tisza during the war. I must say 
openly that during the war Tisza delivered many 
thousands of Serbs of the Szeremseg and the Bdcska 
from the hands of bigoted Austrian military authorities, 
and that it was solely to his efforts that those Serbs 
owed their lives. Even where our people were con
cerned, I found Tisza a man of his word, an honest, 
energetic and just politician, and therefore I honoured 
and esteemed him."

This statement is commended to the notice of 
those who in their unbridled hatred of Hungary bring 
false charges against her and her nationality policy.

— y —

DEGRADATION OF PRINCE NICHOLAS AND INTERNAL 
POLITICAL CONDITIONS IN RUMANIA

At the beginning of April the National Peasant 
Party of Rumania held a congress in Bucharest. The 
speech delivered by M. Michalache, Chairman of the 
Party, was actually a Cabinet programme. In it he 
sketched Rumania's political situation at home and 
abroad, criticizing it very severely. He declared that 
Rumania’s foreign policy was equivocal, aimless and 
muddled and the internal situation a dance on a 
volcano. ("Dimineata", April 6.)

M. Michalache's statements are closely connected 
with the situation created by the degradation of 
Prince Nicholas. Thanks to the censor and to the state 
of siege obtaining, all that has leaked out concerning 
the reasons for this step and the facts behind it is 
— as the official report of the Crown Council meet
ing states — that Prince Nicholas was deprived of 
his royal rank because in 1931 he contracted marriage 
with a commoner without the King's consent. But 
reports in foreign newspapers (e. g. the "Matin" of 
11th April) suggest that Prince Nicholas's connection 
with the Iron Guard is the explanation. This would 
seem to be confirmed by a report in the "Times" 
stating that General Cantacuzene, the leader of the 
Iron Guard, that organization of the extreme Ritfht 
whose motto is "Totul Pentru Tara" (Everything For 
the Country), protested in the name of the Partv 
against not having been invited to the Crown Council 
meeting of 9th April and against the resolution taken 
there to force Prince Nicholas to renounce his rank. 
It is undoubtedly true that Prince Nicholas, who had 
quarrelled with his brother over his marriage, did

approach the Iron Guard, an organization bitterly op
posed to the present Liberal Government, and relying 
on its support, openly defied the King and the re
solution of the Crown Council.

Whatever else may be true, one thing is certain, 
namely that the most powerful of the Opposition 
Parties, the National Peasant Party, as well as the 
Iron Guard, look upon the bitterly offended Prince 
Nicholas as a trump card that may help them to gain 
the upper hand. According to reports in circulation, 
the Iron Guard has already offered to co-operate with 
M. Maniu — the head of the fraction of the National 
Peasant Party dissatisfied with its present leaders. The 
Liberal Party now in power does not seem to con
sider it time to retire, and will use its power to the 
utmost in defence of its position and its lucrative 
transactions. Rumanian public life is a dance on a 
barrel of gunpowder and nobody can presage what 
the next twenty-four hours may bring forth.

#
When the above article was written Prince 

Nicholas was still in Rumania. He has now left the 
country under the name of Nicholas Brana as a 
simple commoner. This circumstance does not however 
in any way change the situation; for the recent hist
ory of Rumania offers a striking example of the fact 
that the voluntary ostracism of persons of high rank 
does not in the least mean that their personal influence 
has ceased to affect internal political conditions or 
that hey have definitively retired from the political 
stage. _  V —

RUMANIAN OFFICIALS CHARACTERIZED
BY “ CURENTUL”

In an article published on April 7th, the “Curen- 
tul", a Bucharest daily, gives the following descrip
tion of Rumanian customs officials: “A little more 
civilized manners would be desirable at the customs 
offices of Rumania, a country sadly ill-famed all 
over the world. The officials of the Ministries, the

Police, the Post Office, etc, are only too well known 
for their indolence, rudeness, and lack of good man
ners. It is easy to imagine, then, how unfavourably 
foreign visitors must be impressed by experiencing 
such treatment at the very frontiers of the State! 
No person will ever forget these impressions. The bad
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manners of the Rumanian customs officials are un
parallelled even in Bulgaria, Serbia, or Poland, though 
these nations are of a highly conceited character. If 
you arrive at a frontier station in Rumania you have 
the feeling that you have somehow or other landed 
in an inferior suburban district, and you will find 
that the police authorities adjust their manners and 
morals to suit the tastes of their environs. Just take 
the customs officers with their caps cocked over the 
eye, as if they were sitting in an ale-house! And the 
way they perform their duties is not only undigni
fied but definitely demoralizing. They treat both 
foreign and native travellers most rudely and even

impudently." — No doubt the Serbs, Bulgarians, and 
Poles will energetically protest against having their 
officials compared with those of Rumania in respect 
of manners.

“BEWARE OF RUMANIANS!“

In an article published under this title in the 
“Universul", a Rumanian daily, on March 15th, a 
correspondent complains that many banks and shops 
in England have notices put up warning people to 
"Beware of Rumanians!".

—  y —

WHAT LEADING BRITISH PERSONALITIES THINK OF 
THE LEAGUE OF NATIONS AND OF THE UNSOUND

FRONTIERS OF TODAY
Fifteen prominent personalities figuring in British 

public life (Lord Arnold, Lord Astor, Henry Carter, 
John Fisher Williams, Edward Grigg, Lord Hardinge 
of Penshurst, George Pansbury, F. O. Lindley, Lord 
Lothian, Edith Lyttleton, Charles E. Raven, Lord Ren- 
nell. Lord Sanderson, Donald Soper, Lord Trenchard) 
were the signatories of a Letter to the Editor of 
“The Times" which appeared in that journal on April 
14th. and contained the following very instructive 
statements:

"If all nations were members of the League, if the 
League possessed power to revise treaties, remove bar
riers against the movement of goods and of people,

and to remedy other conditions calculated to lead to 
war, economic sanctions might prevent aggression with
out serious risk of war. But it is quite clear that the 
present international tension and crisis is fundament
ally due to the fact that the League has not been able 
to deal with any of the major problems of the con
temporary world. It has been unable to modify fron
tiers admittedly unsound, to abate economic nationa
lism —though this is by far the biggest single cause 
of social unrest, dictatorship, and international tension 
— or to limit armaments, just as it was unable to 
give to Germany, even when it was a republic, the 
"equality" which was its natural right.”

—  y —

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

THE VOZARY CASE
The ,,Pragai Magyar Hirlap” (the organ of the 

United Hungarian Party of Czecho-Slovakia) of 2nd 
April 1937 reported that at a meeting of the Ruthen- 
ian Provincial Assembly on 1st April, the Vice- 
President of the Province, M. Jaroslav Meznik, stated 
that in accordance with the intentions of the Presi
dent of the Republic and the Premier he wished to 
deal with minority affairs in a spirit of understanding. 
He had already issued instructions to the effect that 
in terms of Ordinance N° 229 ex 1928 the minorities 
were to be treated with the greatest consideration and 
the utmost concessions granted so far as the use of 
the Hungarian language was concerned.

In contradiction of this statement M. Meznik that 
same afternoon interrupted M. Aladar R. Vozary 
(Hungarian Party Member of the Provincial Assem
bly) and told him he had no right to speak in Hun
garian, since in his constituency (Munkacs) the Hun
garian minority was less than 20°/o of the population. 
Vozary, however, continued his speech in Hungarian. 
In it he referred to the opening speech of the Vice- 
President of the Province in which the latter had said 
that the Hungarian minority was to receive more 
considerate and more liberal treatment. M. Vozary 
was not able to reconcile the Vice-President's inter
ruption with his opening speech, for the river Latorca

ran through other districts besides the Munkacs 
district, and in those others the Hungarians had been 
classified as a minority of more than 20%, (The 
question under debate was the regulation of the river 
Latorca.) Thereupon Meznik again warned Vozary 
not to speak Hungarian, and when the latter took no 
notice of this warning he first called him to order 
and then suspended the debate. When the sitting was 
re-opened, Vozary expressed his astonishment that the 
Chairman had refused to allow him to make his 
speech in Hungarian, since hitherto there had been 
no difficulty about it, although the Chairman was not 
obliged to reply in that language, unless the subject 
under discussion referred to districts with a 20% 
Hungarian population. After warning him again the 
Chairman once more suspended the debate and called 
in two detectives. When one of them laid his hand 
on Vozary's shoulder with the intention of leading 
him out of the room, Vozary made an attempt to 
resist. He was led out of the room and was not 
allowed even to go up to the gallery.

This incident has aroused a storm of indignation 
among the Hungarians in both Czecho-Slovakia and 
Hungary; all the more so as it happened at a time 
when the Vice-President of Ruthenia — not without 
a certain cynicism — had just announced a more 
tolerant policy.

*
To enable a foreigner unacquainted with condi

tions in Czecho-Slovakia to understand the signifi-


