
P O L I T I C A L  M O S A I C
RUM ANIA’S ATTITUDE IN THE MINORITY QUESTION 

ENDANGERS THE SUCCESS OF THE HUNGARO- 
LITTLE ENTENTE NEGOTIATIONS

In the last issue of our Review we expressed the opinion 
of Hungarian society respecting the discussions opened as between 
the Hungarian Government and the Governments of the Little 
Entente States in connection with the Little Entente Conference at 
Sinaia. During his visit to Geneva to take part in the discussions 
of the General Assembly of the League of Nations M. Kalman 
Kanya, Hungarian Foreign Minister, the pourparlers were con
tinued, a semi-official communique respecting the same being 
issued on September 25th by the Hungarian Telegraph Bureau. 
This communique ran as follows: —

“During his sejour in Geneva M. Kalman Kanya, Hungarian 
Foreign Minister, exchanged ideas with the statesmen and 
diplomats of several leading Powers. It also proved possible to 
continue the pourparlers with the three Little Entente States begun 
at Sinaia the object of which is to bring about more normal rela
tions between Hungary and certain of her neighbours. The sine 
qua non of the creation of a better atmosphere is a satisfactory 
settlement of the minorities question. The Parties have exchanged 
views on this point. Being in view of the paramount importance 
of the question, no agreement has been concluded. W e must con
tinue to wait patiently until the conditions preliminary to such an 
agreement have been complied with. The pourparlers in Geneva 
were attended also by Dr. Bardossy, Hungarian Minister in 
Bucharest."

Later on, on October 17th, the Polish “ K urjer W arszawski”  
published an interview given by M. Kalman Kanya to M. Roman 
Fajans, a correspondent of the paper who had been in Budapest, 
in which the Hungarian Foreign Minister spoke of actual inter
national questions. In the course of this interview the Hungarian 
Foreign Mnister made the following statements respecting the 
pourparlers: —

“In carrying on these discussions Hungary is guided by two 
ob jects : on the one hand, by establishing more normal relations 
with the Little Entente States to be able to more effectually serve 
the cause o f European peace; and on the other hand to give a 
fresh impetus to the exceptionally  important problem of the
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minorities. In view o f the present difficult situation and sorry  
lo t o f the Hungarian minorites living in other States, it is really  
out o f the question to create a m ore favourable atmosphere 
without a satisfactory settlem ent o f this question.

"The pourparlers carried on between the interested Govern
ments have so far led to the clearing up o f certain questions of 
principle, notably in respect of Hungary’s equality in respect o f  
armaments. The minority questions have also been discussed ex 
haustively.

„It goes without saying that discussions o f the kind are 
always accompanied with difficulties, particularly in a case like 
ours, where Hungary, being unable to treat with the Little En
tente as a collective factor, has to carry on discussions separately 
with each of the three Little Entente States, it not being easy at 
all times for the latter to reduce their respective views to a 
common denominator, particularly in the minority question.

"And in any case, even where an agreement in principle is 
possible, the elaboration of suitable texts  is calculated of itself 
to cause numerous difficulties. It is manifest, therefore, that the 
normalization o f the relations betw een Hungary and the Little 
Entente States is bound to be a long and tiring process requiring 
no end o f patience. Hungary, which never loses sight o f the in
terests o f universal peace, would like these negotiations to lead  
to som e results. The success of the pourparlers depends however 
primarily upon the attitude adopted by the Little Entente States 
in the minority question.”

*
What, then, is the attitude of the Little Entente States in the 

minority question? It may safely be said now that the greatest 
obstacles to a satisfactory regulation of the lot of the Hungarian 
minority were raised by Rumania. This is clearly evident from a 
statement made to Messrs. Jean and Jerome Tharaud of the 
"Paris Soir” by M. Milan Hodza, Czecho-Slovak Premier. M. 
Hodza's statements throw so clear a light on the question that we 
cite this part of the report of the brothers Tharaud in full:

"M . Hodza” —  they say —  "makes no secret of the fact that 
this (the idea of a rapprochement with Hungary) would be less 
warmly welcomed in Rumania than in Czecho-Slovakia, since 
Rumanian public opinion continues to be extremely prejudiced 
against Hungary. He hopes, however, that it may be possible to 
arrive at an arrangement. Recently, on the occasion of President 
Masaryk's funeral, M. Hodza met King Carol and his Premier. 
Both of them seemed imbued with the most conciliatory intentions 
and appeared ready to treat the Hungarians of Transylvania with 
goodwill and justice.

But the Hungarians —  I interrupted —  complain that so far 
these good intentions have not resolved themselves into deeds.
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M. Hodza tsrned up the white of his eyes and began to speak 
of something else . . . "

The Czecho-Slovak Premier had every reason for preserving 
silence concerning the policy of Czecho-Slovakia's ally Rumania 
towards the Hungarian minority; for it was just immediately be
fore Hungary's negotiations with the Little Entente in Geneva that 
M. Valerian Pop, Rumanian Minister of Industry and Commerce, 
issued the circular, a literal translation of which will be found 
on another page, in which, agreeing to the demands of the ultra
chauvinist camp, he guaranteed industrial privileges exceeding 
even those of the notorious “ numerus valachicus”  to ethnically 
pure Rumanian workmen and officials. The circular really shows 
no sign that the Bucharest Government has any intention of 
moderating, much less relinquishing, its original policy of dena
tionalizing and impoverishing the Hungarian minority, which has 
been pursued in a particularly ruthless manner during the past 
two or three years.

Here we take the opportunity of mentioning that even ac
cording to the "Narodni Politika” of Prague the obstacle to an 
agreement in Geneva was the impossibility of eliminating certain 
difficulties raised by Rumania in connection with the minority 
question. Rumania could not bring herself to yield on points con
ceded —  according to the "Narodni Politika" —  by the other two 
States of the Little Entente, The Vienna correspondent of the 
“Manchester Guardian" said that the Rumanians were retarding 
negotiations because they were not willing to grant any rights to 
the Hungarians in Rumania. Rumania's attitude was dictated by 
factors of internal policy and by the exceedingly strict Rumanian 
Minority Act which stamped all non-Rumanian subjects as 
second-rate citizens, and the approaching elections made a modi
fication of that law very difficult at present. The Rumanian 
Government apparently thought that a more humane treatment 
of the minorities would be grist to the mill of the Opposition. 
Therefore —  according to the Manchester Guardian —  any real 
understanding between Hungary and the Little Entente would 
probably have to wait till the beginning of next year.

#
In view of the fact that according to the statement made 

by M. Kanya quoted above one of the most important subjects 
of discussion at these pourparlers is the present difficult situation 
and sorry lot of the Hungarian minorities living in other States 
particular interest attaches to the declarations made by M. Andrew 
Jaross, President of the United Hungarian Party of Czecho
slovakia and Member of the National Assembly (Parliament), at 
the meeting of the Party held at Leva on October 3rd. According 
to M. Jaross, the views of the Party respecting the pourparlers 
are as follows: —

"1. W e are entitled to the minority rights defined in the
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Treaty of Peace and in the Constitution, irrespective of whether 
Hungary comes to an agreement with the Little Entente or not. 
W e declare that the rights defined in the Treaty of Peace and in 
the Constitution are not enforced in practice —  in the laws and 
ordinances and other measures —  to the extent stipulated by 
the spirit of the Peace Treaty and the Constitution.

“2. Seeing that we fail to find the guarantees of the Treaty 
of Peace and the Constitution —  and indeed of the League of 
Nations itself —  sufficiently effectual, there is need of a legis
lation which shall secure the equality and legal position of the 
national minorities,

“3. W e sympathise fully with every political endeavour to 
create friendly relations between Hungary and Czecho-Slovakia 
by honest and sincere means; but we should regard as inop
portune all propaganda work for the purpose of attaining that 
object by distorting the real facts,

"4. During the past two years we have lost every faith in 
political promises. Only deeds and actions will be able to con
vince us that the time has come to revise the attitude which we 
have so far adopted; until such time we see no reason why we 
should relax our efforts on the Opposition side to secure a full 
realisation of our Party’s programme.

"During the past two years we have often enough been 
treated to promises. I could quote a whole series of statements 
made by Ministers. Premier Hodza has been particularly generous 
in the matter of promises. Already in his speech in which he 
outlined the programme of his Government there was a sentence 
telling us that he regarded the question of the minorities as de
manding settlement. It was at this time last year that we heard 
the great promise relating to a "stroke of the pen"; at a dinner 
given by journalists M. Hodza declared that the Hungarians must 
be granted more than the Germans. At Komarom he declared 
that a statue of Petofi would be set up in Pozsony; and his 
speech recently delivered in Pozsony contained another promise 
to the effect that the minority question was to be settled practi
cally. But scarcely a single promise has been fulfilled; for since 
February 18th he has not brought us anything. The “stroke of 
the pen” was cancelled before it was made. The place set apart 
for a statue of Petofi in Pozsony has been taken by a statue of 
Hviezdoslav; and Petofi's statue is still in the lumber room. The 
balance has been made still more passive by fresh liabilities. The 
grammar schools at Leva, Rozsnyo and Ungvar are still in the 
air; and there is hardly any decrease in the numbers of Hun
garians not possessing any citizenship at all. If the Premier 
really desires to do so, he has opportunities galore of proving by 
actions that he is genuinely anxious to bring about an improve
ment and to effect a reconciliation. W e Hungarians expect 
actions."
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As the above statements show, Hungary's extremely con
ciliatory attitude is of no avail against the efforts of Rumania to 
retard negotiations in view of the approaching parliamentary 
elections. Rumania's argument is that the fulfilment of Hungary's 
demands as regards the minority policy would weaken the 
Government and be grist to the mill of the Opposition. If that is 
so, it is merely further proof that the Rumanian people are not 
willing to consider an honest fulfilment of the minority treaty, the 
signature of which was the condition upon which the Great 
Powers consented to recognize Rumania's territorial enlargement 
and her acquisition of Transylvania. —  y  —

THE HUNGARIAN MINISTER OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS ON 
THE SPANISH PROBLEM AND THE ROLE OF THE 

LEAGUE OF NATIONS

In an interview published in the “Kurjer Warszawski”, the 
part of which dealing with Hungary's negotiations with the Little 
Entente will be found on another page of this issue, M. Coloman 
Kanya, Hungarian Minister of Foreign Affairs, speaking of the 
Spanish problem and the role and importance of the League of 
Nations, said: —

“Owing to her geographical situation Hungary is not im
mediately affected by the Spanish question, but it is of great 
importance to the country that peace be preserved in Europe at 
all costs. It is this point of view that determines Hungary's 
attitude towards developments and shapes her future course. . .

Hungary has always shown a sincere understanding for the 
higher mission of the League of Nations, which is to cherish and 
develop, in the spirit of the League Covenant, the lofty ideal 
of an international administration of justice and, by preventing 
conflicts and wars, to maintain peace among the nations organized 
in a system based on the rule of justice. Therefore —  continued 
M. Kanya —  it is with deep regret that Hungary sees how very 
unfavourable the political balance-sheet of the League has be
come in recent years and how unsatisfactory, compared with the 
fruitful activity displayed on the technical side, are the results 
attained from a political point of view.

From the fact that a reform of the Covenant appears on its 
programme it would appear that the League has awakened to a 
realization of the seriousness of the crisis. A  successfully effected 
reform would justify the hope that in future the League will be
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able to fulfil its noble mission better. For Hungary the pivotal 
problem of Covenant reform lies in the establishment of an 
equitable balance between the preventive and repressive measures 
of the Covenant, for we are convinced that with compulsory 
measures alone the League will never be able to guarantee peace 
among the nations.

To establish honest and lasting co-operation in an organized 
community of nations, a better organization that the present 
system of the League is needed. A  system must be found that 
would make it possible to respect in greater measure the pre
vailing needs of an international community and reconcile them 
with the aims of each member thereof." —  y  —

THE PERSECUTION OF HUNGARIAN BOOKS AND  
PERIODICALS HINDERS CO-OPERATION BETWEEN  

HUNGARY AND HER NEIGHBOURS

On 23rd September the General Assembly of the League of 
Nations discussed the report of the Committee of Intellectual 
Co-operation.

At the debate Hungary was represented by M. Zoltan Bara- 
nyai, ministerial councillor, who spoke with appreciation of the 
deceased Hungarian member of the Committee, the authoress 
Mile. Cecilia Tormay, whose death was a great loss to Hungarian 
literature and Hungarian cultural life. M. Baranyai expressed his 
gratification that the League Council had asked another Hun- 
grian, Count Paul Teleki, the well-known Hungarian geographer, 
to fill the place left vacant by Mile. Tormay’s death.

Speaking of the work done by the Committee last year 
M. Baranyai made special mention of the meeting held in the 
summer by the International Investigation Committee at which 
the question o f revision was debated. He considered an examina
tion o f the question o f peaceful revision the fundamental problem  
for the League o f Nations to solve. Scientific methods must be 
employed to discover how to shape the international situation and 
international co-operation to meet the changing circumstances. 
The success of the meeting in Paris —  at which among other 
things the questions o f the Danube V alley were discussed  —  
showed that the organization o f intellectual co-operation  was 
fu lly aware o f the needs o f the times and of the actual situation.

Besides technical obstacles, the chief barrier in the path 
of intellectual co-operation was that the free circulation of 
Hungarian books in the Succession States was being obstructed. 
Hungarian books, technical papers and periodicals were rarely 
allowed into the Little Entente States. M. Baranyai reminded
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the Assembly of the resolution passed by the General Assembly 
in 1928 to the effect that every obstacle in the way of the inter
national circulation of books ought to be eliminated.

The French chief delegate, M. Herriot, took cognizance of 
the Hungarian delegate’s report and in warm words expressed his 
appreciation of the late Mile Cecilia Tormay. Alas! no more 
was said about the persecution of Hungarian books and periodi
cals, in spite of the fact that M. Baranyai produced concrete 
data proving that Yugoslavia would not allow, not only Hun
garian daily newspapers, but even the most innocent of ma
gazines, scientific journals and books into the country. In Czecho
slovakia and Rumania things were even more chaotic still —  
sometimes quite comically so. —  How, then, can there be any 
question of "strengthening” cooperation with countries where 
even science, which is genuinely international and of universal 
value, is banned if the works on the subject happen to be written 
in Hungarian? —  y  —

SENSATIONAL REPORT IN A  CZECH GOVERNMENT PARTY 
NEWSPAPER: RUMANIA TO CEDE MARAMAROS 

TO CZECHO-SLOVAKIA

According to a sensational report published in the "Pod- 
karpatske Hlasy” of Ungvar (Uzhorod), an organ of the Czech 
Agrarian Party, the biggest Czech Government Party, the Raho 
(Rahovo) district (Ruthenia) is in a ferment of excitement caused 
by rumours that the frontier town of Marmarossziget (Sighetul- 
Marmariei) is to be ceded to Czecho-Slovakia, and not the town 
alone, but also the whole residue of the old county of Marmaros. 
It is alleged that Premier Hodza's last meeting with Premier 
Tatarescu was in connection with this matter. Various explanations 
are in circulation. One of them is that Rumania is in debt to 
Czecho-Slovakia; another that Czecho-Slovakia is to pay for the 
territory in question with consignments of armaments ("Karpati 
Hirado” , Sept. 21).

The county of Marmaros, which till 1918 belonged to Hun
gary, was divided between Czecho-Slovakia and Rumania by the 
Treaty of Sevres, without any inquiry into the wishes of the 
population. The western part of the county was assigned to 
Czecho-Slovakia, which thus acquired dominion over a few places 
where the majority of the inhabitants were Rumanians, while the 
eastern part, with a relatively large number of Ruthenians, passed 
into Rumania's possession. The minorities thus created, on the 
one hand, and the difficulties in connection with frontier trade, 
on the other, have repeatedly made this territorial arrangement 
a bone of contention between the two allied States.

The report published in the Government Party’s organ must
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have given rise to excitement in Bucharest too, for it is a sign 
positive that Czecho-Slovakia still lays claim to Rumanian ter
ritory and to justify her claim quotes the debts incurred by Rumania 
for armaments. Besides this, the report in the “Podkarpatske 
Hlasy" allows of the presumption that Czecho-Slovakia’s reason 
for urging Rumania now to cede the territory in question is its 
strategical importance for the Russian army. Namely, an important 
railway line which runs through Marmaros is the shortest route 
between Czecho-Slovakia and Russia. This is most probably the 
reason why Czecho-Slovakia would like to gain possession of the 
town and its surroundings as soon as possible.

We do not know what Bucharest thinks of the report spread 
by the Czech Government Party's newspaper, but so much is 
certain; Czecho-Slovakia sees no reason why territorial revision 
should not take place at Rumania's expense.

—  y —

THE AGREEMENT OF THE SERB OPPOSITION 
WITH M. MATCHEK

In the first fortnight of this month three important events 
likely to exert incalculable influence on future developments took 
place in Yugoslav internal politics. They were: the reconstruction 
on the 4th October of the Stoyadinovitch Cabinet, the Premier's 
announcement on the 9th that the Concordat Bill would not be 
introduced in the Senate and the agreement concluded on the 
8th, and made public on the 9th, between ihe three united Serb 
Opposition Parties and the coalition of Peasant and Democratic 
Parties under the leadership of M. Matchek.

When it became certain that the negotiations conducted now 
for a year and a half between the united Serb Opposition and 
Matchek were approaching a satisfactory conclusion, Premier 
Stoyadinovitch hastened to reconstruct his Cabinet. Six new Min
isters were appointed to fill the places of the five resigning, and 
M. Stoshovitch, Minister of Education, exchanged his portfolio 
for another. The greatest surprise was caused by the resignation 
of M. Jankovitch, Minister of Forests and Mines, who had been 
the most aggressive member of the Cabinet, a veritable propa
ganda Minister.

Of far greater importance was the second event, the agree
ment arrived at between the coalition of Peasant and Democratic 
Partis and the united Serb Opposition, which was signed by M. 
Matchek, M. Adam Pribichevitch, M. Aca Stanoyevitch, M. Ljuba 
Davidovitch and M. Ivan Jovanovitch on behalf of the Croatian 
Peasant Party, the Independent Democrats, the Old Radicals, the 
Democratic Party and the Serb Agriculturist Party respectively. 
The unabridged text of the agreement runs as follows:
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"I . Adhering to the principles of democracy, we consider 
the sovereignty of the people the basis of all political organiza
tion and the people itself the source of all political power.

II. The Constitution of the 28th June 1921 was framed 
without the Croats, and that of the 3rd September 1931 is lacking 
in moral force, since it is contrary to the fundamental principles 
of democracy and because it was drawn up not only without the 
Croats and against them, but also without the Serbs and against 
them. In the eyes both of the Croats and of the Serbs the Govern
ment, which stands on a unilateral Constitution and leans on a 
pseudo-Parliament, has no authority.

III. W e are agreed that a new Constitutional order must be 
established, based on the principle of government by the people 
and realized as the joint work of Serbs, Croats and Slovenes.

IV. Conscious that they represent the Serb and the Croat 
peoples, our Parties are of the opinion that the last hour has 
arrived to break with all non-democratic systems and regimes, 
and make it possible for the Serbs, Croats and Slovenes acting, 
in unity to organize their own political State to the satisfaction 
of Serbs, Croats and Slovenes.

V. The only fitting means to this end would be the appoint
ment of a national Government from among the representatives of 
such political parties as really have their roots in the folk. On 
the day this Government enters office it should, in concord with 
the Crown, proclaim:

1. A  provisional Yugoslav fundamental law, which at the
same time would render the Constitution of the 3rd September 
1931 invalid. The new fundamental law shall contain all the in
contestable principles important to a State, which shall remain- 
in force until a new Constitution becomes valid. The following 
provisions shall be incorporated in the said fundamental law: 
That Yugoslavia is a hereditary, constitutional and parliamentary 
monarchy; that King Peter II of the House of Karageorgevitch. 
reigns over Yugoslavia; that until the King comes of age royal 
power is exercised by a Council of Regency; that civil and 
political liberties are assured and a parliamentary system of 
government guaranteed, and that the national assembty meeting; 
to frame the new Constitution must vote it by a majority con
sisting of a majority of the representatives of the Serb, Croat and
Slovene peoples,

2. On the same day a fair and democratic system of elections, 
must be proclaimed and the constituent national assembly 
elections fixed. The Government must give guarantees that the 
constituent national assembly elections; will be conducted im
partially, in order to allow the free expression of the will of 
the nation.

The Government will be responsible to the constituent na
tional assembly according to the principles of parliamentarism^
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VI. In terms of this agreement the Parties mentioned therein 
have formed a bloc  to pursue a joint struggle, the aim of which 
is to realize and execute the political and State programme laid 
down in this agreement.”

Great as was the surprise with which the adherents of the 
Parties concerned received the news of the agreement, it was 
no greater than the indignaton of the Serb Parties supporting the 
Pan-Serb trend or even of the adherents of the Government 
Party, for all of these Parties still cling to the idea of a united 
State and a "united Yugoslav nation". In their opinion the agree
ment will not prove a solution of the Croatian question since it 
merely regulates procedure. Now the procedure contained therein 
constitutes in substance a coup d'Etat in so far as it aims at 
making the Constitution of 1931 invalid and forcing a new pro
visional law and a new electional law upon the country. Amother 
fault of the agreement in their eyes is that it makes no mention 
of certain indisputable principles, namely the inviolability of the 
frontiers, and the indisseverable unity of the army, the State and 
the “Nation” .

"I f” —  writes the “Vreme” of the 10th October —  “we 
accept the “three nations thesis” , then we must accept a “three 
State thesis”. This would lead not merely to federation but far
ther still, to confederation, or even to three separate States, which 
according to the "Samouprava”, the official organ of the Govern
ment Party, would be identical with anarchy, the dissolution of 
the State and a sale o f the country by auction."

On the 22nd October the leaders of the united Serb Oppo
sition opened fresh negotiations with Matchek in a Croatian vil
lage near Sisak. According to the reports that have leaked out 
the subject of discussion was how to carry through in practice 
the provisions of the agreement.

An honest solution of the Croatian question will not be 
furthered by the announcement made on the 9th October by 
Premier Stoyadinovitch that the Government had decided not to 
introduce the Concordat Bill in the Senate. (“Vreme”, X. 10). 
There is no means of discovering whether this statement, which 
was heard for the first time, though in a milder form, on the 
25th June, signifies an intention to take the Concordat Bill 
entirely off the programme, or whether it is merely a question of 
tactics to secure postponemnt or a systematic plan to retard its 
discussion in the Senate. Namely on the 3rd January next the 
mandates of 23 elected senators expire, as do those of 25 ap
pointed senators on the 9th January, and it is quite certain that 
the new senators elected or appointed to fill the vacancies will 
all be adherents of the Government. If M. Stojadinovitch continues 
to desire the ratification of the Concordat, it will be perfectly 
easy for him to get the Senate to vote it at the beginning of next 
year, whereas at present he has only a very small majority in
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the Senate. It is a question, however, whether he will not find 
it more expedient to drop the Concordat definitely, on the one 
hand to conciliate the clergy of the Serb Pravoslav Church and 
on the other to win the support of the pan-Serb front now in 
process of formation against the Croatians and also in the in
terests of the defence of the Government's and its Party's 
jealously guarded "national unity”.

Now that Premier Stoyadinovitch has thrown off the burden 
of the Concordat and, according to his adherents, was successful 
during his conversations in Paris and London in dispelling the 
anxiety felt in France and Great Britain concerning the trend 
and aims of Yugoslavia's foreign policy, he may, for the present, 
await developments in internal politics with confidence.

BRITISH M. P.-S IN BUDAPEST

A  number of British members of Parliament visited Buda
pest in the month of September. A  dinner was given on September 
20-ieth by M. Otto Legrady, Editor of the "Pesti Hirlap", in 
honour of the Earl of Dundonald and Capt. Drummond Mac
donald. M. Tibor Eckhardt, member of the Hungarian Parlia
ment, addressed the English visitors: “We are always glad to 
have visitors come to us from Great Britain —  he said —  because 
we have always looked upon that country as the bulwark of 
civilisation, and we shall never fail to follow the magnificent 
example which England has set to us.” A story from war times 
was then recalled by the English guests; when Capt. Macdonald 
came to Hungary on an official mission, to visit the English pri
soners of war, he could not find any of them in Budapest be
cause they had just gone to Vienna to attend the horse races.

In his reply Capt. Macdonald also reflected on the problem 
of revision, which —  he said —  was unknown four years ago 
when he was here last. But now English people know more about 
the injustices of the Treaty of Trianon, and with their knowledge 
their interest in the problems of revision is also increasing. Both 
Hungary and England are democratic countries, and so long as 
Hungary conducts her policy on the present peaceful lines she can 
always rely on Great Britain's sympathy.

*

At a dinner held in honour of Mr. W . R. Duckworth, member 
of the British Parliament, the address was made by Prof. Gyula 
Kornis, Deputy Speaker of the Hungarian Parliament. In his 
reply Mr. Duckworth assured his Hungarian friends that he and 
his English friends would do all they can to help Hungary —  
which he called the heart of Europe and one of the pillars of 
European civilization —  to realize her lawful claims. “Whe shall
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do whatever we can in London and in Westminster —  he said —  
to make Hungary happier and more powerful. A  flourishing 
Hungary is Europe's interest, too!”

DR. SCHUSCHNIGG AT A  HUNTING PARTY IN HUNGARY

The Austrian Chancellor, Dr. Schuschnigg, spent the 22nd 
and 23rd of October hunting on the estates of the State stud- 
farm at Babolna. He had been invited some time previously by 
Premier Daranyi and came in a private capacity. He was wel
comed to Babolna by Premier Daranyi and M. Coloman de 
Kanya, Minister of Foreign Affairs.

—  y  —
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