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RAPPROCHEMENT BETWEEN HUNGARY 
AND THE LITTLE ENTENTE?

Budapest, 15th September 1937

The Council of Little Entente Foreign Ministers held its 
usual conference this year at Sinaia, on August 30th 
and 31st; the conference being presided over by M. 

Antonescu, Rumanian Foreign Minister, who also acted as 
host. Of the eight points of the official communique published 
in connection with the conference the one of peculiar interest 
to us is Point 6, which informs us that “the Council devoted 
particular attention to the political and economic questions 
existing as between the Little Entente States and the other 
Danubian States and expressed a unanimous desire that there 
might be a more re-assuring development of conditions. The 
Little Entente States" — so runs the communique — “had 
not missed a single opportunity of offering practical evidence 
of their eagerness to attain that end” .

The negative content of this resolution of the Little 
Entente is much more remarkable than the positive content. 
It is seventeen years since the Little Entente was formed; but 
during that rather long period of almost two decades the 
communiques issued in connection with the conferences of 
that Alliance have never yet been couched in such a tone. 
For so far the official communications relating to the Little 
Entente conferences have teemed with threats against Hun
gary and with the most offensive discourtesies; for that 
reason — even though not involving perhaps a decisive turn 
of affairs — the mere fact that the Alliance formed expressly 
against Hungary should at long last have expressed a 
desire for a more re-assuring development of the relations 
between the Little Entente and the other Danubian States 
(i. e. Hungary and Austria) inspires us with a faint hope of 
a better future.
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A still greater stir was caused, however, — even greater 
than that resulting from the perusal of the point in question 
— by the discussions carried on by M. Ladislas Bardossy, 
Hungarian Minister in Bucharest, with the heads of the 
foreign affairs departments of Rumania, Yugoslavia and 
Czecho-Slovakia. The international press spoke of these 
negotiations — which were certainly a deviation from pre
vious usages —  as showing that a rapprochement had been 
brought about between Hungary and the Little Entente.

We who are striving to realise an order in the Danube 
Valley that shall be more perfect than that prevailing to-day, 
would be extremely gratified to know that the ice had been 
broken at last and that the way had thus been made smooth 
for communication between Hungary and the Little Entente 
States with which she is enclosed. The leaders of the Little 
Entente know full well the sine qua nons of such an issue.

We doubt whether in the Prague of to-day — or, for the 
matter of that, in Bucharest or Belgrade — there is still any 
one so utterly incapable of keeping pace with the hurried 
advance of events as to be capable of thinking that Hungary 
can any longer be refused the right of military equality, 
Germany and Austria having already one-sidedly achieved 
and proclaimed that right. And indeed one cannot but admire 
and wonder at the infinite moderation and patience of the 
Hungarian Governments in not following the example of 
Germany and Austria (this self-restraint on their part being 
in defiance of the wishes of an important part of Hungarian 
public opinion) and in desiring to solve this problem, which 
will brook no further delay, by mutual agreement and under
standing. It is evidence of a really exemplary sense of 
responsibiilty on the part of the Hungarian Foreign Minister 
that he has consistently refused to aggravate the exceptional 
tension and uncertainty of the international political situation 
by one-sidedly solving what is after all already merely a 
side issue of third-rate importance. For this self-restraint he 
deserves the thanks, not only of the Great Powers, but of 
the Little Entente States too, which in reality would them
selves prefer to have the formal acknowledgment of the 
military equality of Hungary already behind them, seeing 
that the question cannot be any longer postponed.
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The Hungarian Government has repeatedly stressed 
military equality as being the first and most important of the 
sine qua nons of an improvement of the atmosphere in the 
Danube Valley and of a rapprochement between Hungary 
and the States of the Little Entente. Consequently, whenever 
there appears in the press a report to the effect that the 
Little Entente makes the formal acknowledgment of our 
military equality dependent upon certain guarantees (though 
those guarantees are already only of subordinate importance), 
we cannot but believe that the report in question is based 
upon the presumption that in addition to formally recognising 
our military equality the Little Entente is prepared to comply 
with the other sine qua nons too which responsible Hungarian 
statesmen have never failed to stress on every possible 
occasion. A  sine qua non of the kind is the abandonment of 
the policy of oppression of the Hungarian minorities so far 
pursued by the Succession States and the unconditional 
observance of the rights guaranteed the Hungarian minorities 
under the Minority Treaties of Saint Germain and Paris.

Every month in the columns of the Review we submit to 
the public opinion of the English-speaking world data relating 
to the situation of the Hungarian minorities in the Succession 
States which have been most carefully and conscientiously 
checked. In the eyes of West Europeans these unceasing 
attacks on the liberty, property and dignity of peaceful 
citizens are incomprehensible; therefore we believe it is not 
impossible that some of our readers now and again shake 
their hands sceptically, wondering whether what we write 
is not an exaggeration. Wondering whether it is possible for 
such monstrous things to happen in the very heart of Europe? 
Now, not only are our data not an exaggeration of the facts, 
they perhaps fail to completely visualise the reality, since 
they are taken practically without exception from the news
papers of the Succession States, which as a consequence of 
the censorship and of the cold-blooded terror indulged in by 
the ruling nationalities are afraid to write about many things 
that happen in their respective countries.

We wonder whether the States of the Little Entente will 
at long last realise that the methods hitherto applied are not 
calculated to create a better atmosphere in the Danube Valley
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or to provisionally re-assure the minorities — in particular 
the four million Magyars —  subjected against their will to 
the rule of foreign States? We wonder whether those States, 
which are so fond of alluding to the sanctity of treaties, will 
at long last make up their minds to observe the provisions 
of the minority treaties the observance of which was 
postulated as a sine qua non of the incorporation in those 
States of the ancient province of Upper Hungary, of wealthy 
Transylvania, and of the richly fertile Voivodina? We wonder 
whether they will at long last realise that it is intolerable —  
not merely from the Hungarian point of view, from a general 
human point of view too — that, for instance, Hungarians 
severed by force from their native land should be unable to 
visit the cemeteries where their parents lie buried, while 
Hungarians from Dismembered Hungary allowed to cross the 
Trianon frontiers and Hungarians belonging to the minorities 
are subjected unceasingly to the humiliating torture of being 
compelled to strip naked and undergo the indignity of being 
searched, the Hungarian citizens of the Succession States not 
being allowed to read the books of the greatest Hungarian 
writers?

Unfortunately the events of the weeks that have passed 
since the Sinaia Conference do not appear to suggest that 
the Governments of the Little Entente States are at last 
beginning to show better judgment or that the feelings of 
humanity latent in the hearts of their statesmen have at last 
triumphed over the system of political oppression which has 
already become practically automatic. For the Czecho-Slovak 
Government has only just begun to carry into effect in 
Ruthenia the provisions of the Defence of the Republic Act 
passed last year, giving the Hungarian owners of landed 
estates whose families have lived in that territory for 
centuries notice to leave their property and their homes 
within the short space of a few weeks. In Rumania the 
Hungarian officials still left after the ruthless enforcement 
of the provisions of the National Labour Protection Act and 
the administrative elections in the self-governing districts at 
which such brutal terror was employed, are being removed 
from the frontier zones, — i. e. from the purely Magyar 
territories flanking the Trianon frontier — , because the
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Magyars are to-day regarded as suspect “aliens" in the land 
in which their ancestors lived for ages. In Yugoslavia there 
has indeed been a slight relief of the situation in recent 
months; but the improvement is only a relative one — viz. 
when compared with the period of the Dictatorship —, the 
conditions in force being very far removed still even from 
the minimum of rights guaranteed in the minority treaties; 
in particular the system of “name analysis" is just as active 
to-day — at the beginning of the new school-year — as it 
was in the darkest days of the Dictatorship.

Prague, Bucharest and Belgrade must all alike realise 
that except in the case of a radical improvement in the 
situation of the Hungarian minorities living in the Little 
Entente States and of the fulfilment of the obligations under
taken in the Treaties of Saint Germain and Paris there can 
never be a lasting solution of the Danube Valley question, 
nor can we dream of even a temporary improvement of the 
atmosphere — of the relations between Hungary and her 
neighbours. For Dismembered Hungary it is morally im
possible to forget the sad situation of the millions of Hun
garians severed from her and incorporated in the neighbouring 
countries against their will and without being consulted in 
the matter, or to contribute to the improvement of the 
atmosphere until the Little Entente States provide adequate 
guarantees that the tense atmosphere existing between the 
ruling nationalities of those States on the one hand and the 
Hungarian minorities — i. e. more than one-third of the 
whole Hungarian nation —  on the other hand as a con
sequence of mistakes and omissions committed by their 
governments, shall at last become a thing of the past. For 
Hungarian public opinion would undoubtedly sweep out bf 
existence any Hungarian Government concluding any agree
ment not containing such guarantees.

But, as Count Stephen Bethlen, one of the greatest 
Hungarian statesmen, declared so decidedly in an article of 
his addressed to Bucharest, Hungarian society would also 
sweep out of existence any Government which abandoned 
the legal claim to a peaceful revision under Article 19 of 
the Covenant of the League of Nations. Those Czech, 
Rumanian and Serbian papers which conclude from the
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events that happened at the Sinaia Conference that Hungary 
is prepared to renounce her efforts to obtain a peaceful 
revision, are egregiously mistaken, — as they have been so 
often in the past. The Little Entente press must really take 
cognizance of the fact that Hungary will never under any 
circumstances whatsoever renounce the right assured her in 
Article 19 of the Covenant; for she could never consent —  
except by forfeiting her national honour — to acquiesce in 
the present situation, which has deprived her of two-thirds of 
her territory and three-fourths of her population.

Certain of the leading Little Entente statesmen — as, 
for instance, M. Hodza, Czecho-Slovak Prime Minister —  
are fully acquainted with Hungarian history and know what 
a power the passive resistance of the Magyars in the centre 
of the Danube Valley represents. In 1849 the Dictatorship of 
the Austrian Emperor —  aided by Russia —  overthrew and 
trampled in the dust the Hungarian struggle for independence, 
which had been watched with the greatest sympathy by all 
freedom-loving peoples of the world, and incorporated Hun
gary in the “Gesamtmonarchie" (United Monarchy). In this 
exceptionally critical period of its history the only weapon 
the Hungarian nation had at its disposal was right and justice; 
and that nation, obstinately refusing to recognise the institu
tions introduced by Austrian absolutism, clung desperately 
to the laws ratified on April 11th., 1848, by King Ferdinand 
V. (as Emperor of Austria, Ferdinand I.). And it clung 
desperately and unswervingly to those laws when Austria 
reached the zenith of her diplomatic power; nor did it 
formulate other demands when, at Sadova, the Prussians 
brought Austria to her knees. This unyielding attachment to 
the legal foundations of its liberty eighteen years after the 
overthrow of the struggle for independence brought the Hun
garian nation its reward; and the Austro-Hungarian Com
promise of 1867 rested on the pillars laid down by the laws 
of 1848.

This lesson of its history still lives in the mind of the 
Hungarian nation to-day — eighteen years after being deprived 
by force of its ancestral territories and — together with 
other of the inhabitants of the country — of four million 
Magyars too. After Trianon that nation was once more left
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with no other weapon than that of right and justice, — 
which is rooted, not in its Constitution only, but in the 
Covenant of the League of Nations, a source of right and 
justice far superior to any mere constitution. To this right — 
the right of peaceful revision — the Hungarian nation clung 
unswervingly then too when it stood alone and friendless 
here in the Danube Valley; and it clings with equal deter
mination to that right now that it has powerful friends behind 
it. It would seem today as if the Great Powers and the Little 
Entente States alike had come to realize that without Hun
gary there can be no adjustment — not even a temporary 
adjustment — of the Danube Valley question; just as Francis 
Joseph I. came to realize seventy years ago that without a 
settlement of the Hungarian question his Monarchy was 
threatened by the danger of an immediate collapse.

After many abortive attempts our neighbours are 
knocking at our gates, bringing the scheme drafted by Premier 
Hodza; finding that threats and insults led nowhere and 
were not calculated to achieve the object of forcing Hungary 
to join the Little Entente, they are now resorting to suavity 
in order to bring Hungary nearer to an alliance established 
with expressly anti-Hungarian objects. As stated above, 
Premier Hodza is quite familiar with Hungarian history; for 
he too was trained in the school of Hungarian politics and is 
therefore undoubtedly well aware that unless the legitimate 
national demands of the Hungary which lies in the very 
centre of the Danube Valley are satisfied no serious settle
ment of the Danube Valley is possible.
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HISTORICAL RETROSPECT OF HUNGARY'S 
NATIONALITY POLICY

BY

Dr. ANDREW MORAVEK

The press propaganda originating in particular from 
Rumanian and Czech sources which in the decades 
immediately preceding the Great War and during the 

Great War itself besieged the public opinion of the West, 
endeavoured to inspire the minds of the nations concerned 
with a terribly distorted politico-historical conception of the 
Hungarians and the Hungarian people. Ladislas Ottlik has 
plastically described this false conception — this suggestio 
falsi — concerning the Hungarians in the following terms: — 
"A warlike horde of nomads a thousand years ago rode 
through the Vereczke Pass into the basin of the Carpathians 
and ruthlessly subjugated the peaceful — and politically 
helpless — Slav and Rumanian “autochthonous inhabitants" 
living there. In the Middle Danube valley, where they 
settled most densely, these nomads in time absorbed the 
subject peoples which they had enthralled, though at the 
same time they occupied considerable other territories in 
which they have always lived as a tiny but ruling minority 
— as soldiers and officials and land-owners —, while the 
original population have groaned as vassals bearing the hard 
yoke of hard masters. This was the “thousand year's in
justice" to which the Treaty of Trianon has put an end.”1 

This conception is of course a false and unjust one and 
is absolutely unhistorical. It is false in its very conception 
of the occupation of Hungary by the Magyars. It is an in
dubitable historical fact that at the time of that occupation

1 See O ttlik , L a d is la s : “ Pax Hungarica" (“Magyar Szemle”, Vol. 
22, No. 3).
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the basin of the Carpathians was extremely thinly populated, 
almost every section of that basin containing enormous 
virgin forests and uninhabitable marshy areas. Those tribes 
— mostly Slav in character —  which the Magyars found in 
Hungary at the time of the occupation were isolated, small 
units living a life entirely devoid of any firm State organi
sation, which had not been yet united in any community of 
importance. It is equally indubitable that the Magyar settlers 
everywhere formed a considerable majority over the foreign 
elements which they found here and there or which con
tinually filtered into the country; that being true, not only 
of the centre of the country — where the Magyars settled 
most densely — but also of the outlying districts (Transyl
vania, the Slavonia of later days, the Highlands) — where 
the proportion of Magyar inhabitants only later in history, 
as a consequence of historical developments, fell below 50%, 
it being only then that they withdrew to any striking extent 
from the peripheries towards the better-protected regions of 
the interior.

It was not until the days of the Turkish occupation that 
the ratios began to shift and that of the foreign ethnic 
elements to increase; for the place of the Magyars killed in 
the unbroken warfare against the invaders was taken by 
large masses of foreign ethnic elements filtering in from the 
Balkans or fleeing in organised masses from the Turkish 
oppression. Particularly large was the number of Serbs who 
settled in South Hungary and of the Rumanians who settled 
in Transylvania. The immigration en masse of the latter 
element continued without a break in later centuries too; 
for the consolidated legal and economic conditions prevailing 
in the Hungary already freed from Turkish occupation ap
peared veritably heavenly to the Rumanians when compared 
with the ruthless depredations of the boyars of Trans- 
Carpathia. In addition to Rumanians, in the eighteenth 
century German settlers once more migrated to Hungary in 
large numbers; they were imported by the Habsburgs and in 
particular by the land-owners of the southern districts in 
masses into the areas which had been depopulated during the 
Turkish occupation and had been withdrawn from cultivation: 
the result being that between 1720 and 1787 the population
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of Bacs-Bodrog County, for instance, increased from 31,000 
to 227,000, that of the region watered by the Danube, Tisza 
and Maros increasing during the same period from 45,000 to
774,000. The immense loss of life suffered by the Magyars, 
combined with the enormous number of new settlers, induced 
a definitive shifting in the ratios of the several nationalities 
living in the country; the population of the country, which in 
the days of Matthias Corvinus had been 4—5 millions, about 
1720 shrank to roughly 2,582,000, the ratio of Magyars 
having decreased from the original 80% to 44.9%. At that 
period this development naturally did not give rise to any 
"nationality" troubles. The Middle Ages and the early 
centuries of the modern age knew nothing of any nationality 
differences. In Hungary too — as everywhere else in Europe 
— the term "nation” at that time meant the nobility as op
posed to the vassals; and there were no ethnical differences 
in the nobility that composed the united and indivisible “Hun- 
garus” nation. And, although the Magyar elements con
stituted the majority of the nobility, the ranks of the latter 
were open to all persons of eminence without respect of 
race or nationality, while the serfs also naturally included 
large numbers of Magyars. The coming into being of any 
conscious "nationality differentiations” was even more ef
fectively impeded by the fact that the official language was 
Latin, which was only periodically — and then too only ex
ceptionally — supplanted by the German language being 
foisted on the people by the Habsburg centralists. We see, 
therefore, that in the older population of Hungary there was 
present that inner homogeneity which induces a genuine 
national unity. Undoubtedly this homogeneity facilitated a 
gradual and slow, but natural, assimilation of the foreign 
elements; that process continuously strengthening the Ma
gyars, who were to the fore in all fields, though there were 
autonomous nationality formations — such as the far-reach
ing self-governement of the Saxons of Transylvania, the Serb 
National Church, etc. — which with absolute rigidity held 
aloof all foreign influences —  in this case, of course, the 
influence of the Magyars. The ratio of the Magyars thus 
advanced — gradually, but constantly; by 1850 it was 41.5%, 
by 1868 45.5%, by 1880 46.6%, by 1900 51.5% and by 1910

10



HUNGARY'S NATIONALITY POLICY

54.5%. It is indubitable that the same natural and inevitable 
process of amalgamation which in the West too has brought 
into being the great nations by welding together various 
ethnic elements, would eventually — with the aid of the un
paralleled centripetal compulsion of the basin of the Car
pathians — have brought into being naturally everywhere 
in Hungary a homogeneously Magyar population.

The rapidity of this process was, however, very con
siderably checked by the circumstance that during the days 
of the Turkish occupation — and subsequently too — the 
foreign elements swarmed into Hungary in masses beyond 
the capacity of rapid assimilation. The consequences of these 
facts are shown very strikingly by the statistics relating to 
the distribution by nationalities of the population of Hun
gary at the time of the collapse following the Great War, 
which prove beyond a doubt that during the last century the 
number of nationality (non-Magyar) inhabitants practically 
doubled, that century having given the country just as many 
"nationality" citizens as the other nine centuries of Hun
gary's history combined. These statistics, apart from proving 
openly that it was only the immigration en masse of the 
last century that made the broaching of the “nationality 
question” possible at all, shows equally beyond dispute that 
the older nationalities of Hungary — primarily, of course, 
the Slovaks and Ruthenians and the tiny fragment of Vends
— not only proved able to remain in existence for over a 
thousand years, but (in the case of the bigger nationalities) 
actually increased in numbers.

The role of "oppressor” is least of all assignable to the 
Magyars, who for a thousand years had to fight practically 
unceasingly against Turk or Mongol or German or Habsburg
— always against enemies stronger than themselves —, at 
all times having to fight a fight of defence and never waging 
a war of aggression, — at all times in defence of the liberty 
they worshipped and of their independence.

It is indubitable that the Magyars too were at all times 
subject to the influence of the currents of thought in vogue 
in Europe; in the soul of the Magyar people there has al
ways been present — at all periods of history alike, appear
ing with an intensity changing with the changing ages but
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at all times consciously and unequivocally proclaimed, or sub
conscious and manifested in deeds, not in words — a feeling 
of solidarity with the non-Magyar nationalities. Even in the 
most centralistic period of European “etatism" — at the 
end of the nineteenth and the beginning of the twentieth 
century, when in many States containing a large proportion 
of ' ‘nationalities” the most brutal methods of oppression were 
resorted to as against the "foreign” nationalities of other 
tongues by the majority nations forming the “State” , and 
when in certain European States laws were passed prohi
biting the literary use of nationality languages — , when the 
State was able at its pleasure to deprive its minority citizens 
of their landed property and their houses, and when heavier 
taxes were imposed on certain nationalities than on others — , 
the Magyars never dreamed of applying such measures 
at all.

In our retrospective survey let us see first how the 
‘ 'gens Hungara” , the "nationality” Hungary of the Middle 
Ages, lived? In answer to this question we would quote the 
words of the eminent Hungarian historian, Dr. Gyula Szekfii:

"The medieval Christian Monarchy the principles of 
which had been transplanted by St. Stephen on foundations 
differing fundamentally from those of the Turkish system, 
nevertheless developed a treatment of the subject peoples 
similar in character to that employed by the Magyars when 
they first entered Hungary . . .  In keeping with his duty as a 
Christian king the sovereign who had sprung from the people 
endeavoured to be a just father and protector of all the 
peoples which lived within the frontiers of the country. In
deed, he endeavoured also to encourage the immigration into 
the country of as large a number of foreigners as possible, 
those foreigners lending him the assistance of their crafts in 
the work of building the country. . .  It is indubitable that 
at first — in the eleventh century — immigrants of the kind 
entered the country without having previously obtained a 
written promise from our kings ensuring the inviolability of 
their customs and their rights. It was not until the end of the 
following —  the twelfth — century that it became the rule 
for foreign elements entering the country at the time of their 
settlement to receive deeds guaranteeing them privileges and
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ensuring their rights. These early "charters” were not all in
tended to provide the foreign ethnic group in question with 
exclusive rights in any particular territory or tow n. .  .; it 
was only later that it became the general usage —  especially 
in the case of German settlers —  to demand that no other 
nationality should disturb them within the walls of their 
"burghs" . . , The immigrants following the agricultural or the 
military profession from the very outset clung to the land 
designated for their use by the king; that is why their 
,,charters" ensure the exclusive ownership of the land as well 
as administrative and cultural autonom y. . . To the foreigners 
entering the country in larger masses the Magyars gave a 
home on the outskirts of the country, granting them exten
sive territories on which they were allowed freely to con
tinue the life they had led before . . . That the Magyars did 
not split their ranks, distributing them as servants, but with 
a noble gesture gave these settlers a position of dignity in 
their own country, was due to the way of thinking that had 
become second nature with them in the olden days of the 
Turkish p a st . . . The differences (between the various sett
lers) were due to the divergencies in respect of the social, 
economic and cultural development of the several ethnic 
groups. The Italians and Germans included many craftsmen; 
they were given town privileges. The agriculturists —  Ger
mans, Slovaks, Ruthenians, Rumanians —  came into the 
country under the leadership of contractors; they were em
ployed to extirpate the primeval forests and formed agricul
tural settlements (thwaites), obtaining certain privileges in 
terms of which under the direction of their leaders —  the 
“ s o lte s z ”  or “ k e n e z ” 2 —  they organised close cultural units 
and enjoyed a lesser kind of administrative autonomy. But 
ethnic groups with a lower standard of culture immigrated into 
the country too —  the shepherds of Ruthenian, Wallachian, 
Polish and possibly Southern Slav origin, —  the “Vlachs" or 
"W e lsh ", who migrated with their flocks over the wooded 
ridges of Transylvania and of the Highlands and were settled

2 The “soltesz" (a corruption of the German word “Schultheiss" =  
headborough) and the “kenez” were contractors who imported settlers 
by agreement with the landowners or feudal lords who required such.
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by their “contractors" at an early date in primitive villages 
engaged in cattle breeding. The pious and just ( “ pius et 
ju s tu s” )  King of Hungary showed a gracious interest in 
these immigrants too; he allowed these people too to pre
serve their customs and their economic forms, exempted them 
from the payment of the tax payable by agriculturists, im
posing upon them a tax in kind (payable with animals) in 
keeping with their occupation as animal-breeders; the lower 
courts of justice and the adminstration were in the hands 
of their “contractors" and their cultural needs provided for 
by their priests (of the Greek Oriental Church), on the 
basis of the autonomy granted them by the king or by the 
Magyar lords . . . The decisive moment at all times was the 
social and economic standard —  what we might call the cul
tural standard —  of the immigrants in question: the 
Rumanians who were employable for military service, for 
the protection of the marches or for the defence of the 
,,burghs” , received higher privileges; in the ,.burghs" of 
Hatszeg, Deva, Hunyad and Fogaras and in the domains 
attached they lived under the protection of a well-developed 
autonomy, doing military service and enjoying exemption 
from taxation,: indeed, the Rumanian (Wallachian) settle
ments had a special court of law of their own presided over 
by the castellan of Hatszeg the members of which included, 
besides 12 “contractors” (“kenez") and 6 priests, 6 W allach- 
ians from the rank and file too. A  similar higher form of 
autonomy was enjoyed by the Ruthenians of Maramaros and 
Bereg Counties too and by the Wallachians of Krasso-Szo- 
reny County, —  not to mention the fact that every ethnic 
group had the same possibilities as the Magyar serfs of 
rising to the ranks of the gentry, which already constituted 
a political E state."3

The downfall of the political system of the M iddle Ages 
brought about great changes in Hungarian life too. Every
where in Europe the "nation" meant a single Estate —  the 
nobility; such was the case in Hungary too . . . The new con
ception of the “nation" was that enunciated by the French 
Revolution; in the future the term “nation” was to mean the *

* See Szekfii, Cyula: "Magyar Szemle", Vol. XXV No. 1.
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whole body of citizens organised on a democratic basis. 
According to the French conception the criterion of member
ship of a nation was the language: a “nation" was the poli
tical community of persons speaking one and the same 
language and living in the spiritual atmosphere of one and 
the same literature and culture.

In the States which were homogeneous in respect of 
language the transplantation of the French democratic con
ception of the term “nation” led only to social and class 
upheavals; but in States with a variety of languages —  such 
as Hungary was too —  there were problems of another 
character to be solved. To take the concrete case of Hun
gary: in the days of the Estates (of the feudal State) there 
could be no talk of any nationality question; the “nation" 
meant the nobility, the ranks of which might be joined at 
any time —  though since the occupation of the country the 
bulk of the nobility had always consisted of Magyars —  by 
any citizen of the country without respect of language. Now, 
had the Magyars after the fall of the feudal system taken 
over the French conception unchanged and adjusted their 
political life accordingly, the other peoples of the country 
would from one day to the other have been politically dis
abled: the French interpretation and the French principle 
allows of the assertion only of the will of the people forming 
the majority, which is thus enabled to monopolise all rights. 
For it is indisputable that the only people entitled to play 
the leading role —  the role of “ State-maintainers” —  in 
Hungary were the M agyars; the Magyars ware undoubtedly 
far ahead of the other peoples in the country, in political, 
social and cultural respects alike: that position was due to 
them as a consequence of their brilliant past and their in
comparably superior organisation; they constituted an over
whelming majority of the nobility and of the ruling upper 
classes generally, while their prestige —  both at home and 
in foreign countries —  was far greater than that of the other 
nationalities.

The political genius of the Magyars enabled them 
however to feel instinctively that it was impossible simply to 
take over en b lo c  the W estern model, which had come into 
being under entirely different circumstances: they felt in
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stinctively that it would be unjust and unwise to adopt the 
convenient attitude of national selfishness and to exclude 
from the “nation” in its new sense and to hinder in the 
exercise of their political rights the other — non-Magyar — 
nationalities which had shared in the millennial past of the 
country and had lived with them so far in brotherly agree
ment. Consequently, the great generation of Hungarians of 
the Age of the Compromise (of 1867) — with eminent states
men such as Francis Deak and Louis Kossuth at their head 
—  endeavoured to find a solution that should bridge over 
the difficiilties; and it was on the basis of the principles 
formulated by this great generation that the Hungarian Par
liament passed the first “Nationality Act” in European his
tory — the well-known Act XLIV. of 1868.

In terms of this Act, in Hungary every individual citizen 
was to enjoy equality of rights and equality in all political 
and economic matters; every citizen was entitled to use his 
own language freely at home and in public life and to 
establish bodies (associations) for the cultivation and de
velopment of that language. The nationality churches of 
Hungary, for example, possessed a veritable autonomy, were 
able to freely dispose of their enormous wealth and had an 
extensive network of schools of their own the language of 
instruction, school-books and spirit of teaching of which it 
was left to their discretion to determine; they appointed 
their own teaching staffs, and the only right which the Hun
garian State could exercise in connection with them —  a 
right rather theoretical in character —  was that of super
vision.

(T o  b e  con tin u ed .)
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COMMENTS ON DR SETON WATSON’S ARTICLE 
“JUGOSLAVIA AND THE CROAT PROBLEM4*

BY

IMRE PRO KO PY,
LORD LIEUTENANT (RETIRED), FOhMLRLY SECRETARY-GENERAL 

OF THE HUNGARIAN PARTY OF YUGOSLAVIA

The leading role among those “ distinguished foreigners’ ’ 
who already in pre-War days, though more particularly 
during the Great War and at the Peace Conference, 

were the conscious advocates and consistent champions of 
the Southern Slav idea — i, e, of a union in a single State 
of Serbs, Croats and Slovenes — has at all times been 
played by Dr, Seton-Watson, Dr. Seton-Watson’s conception 
of what was going to happen was however quite different 
from what has actually ensued. According to his conception 
the union of the three Southern Slav peoples was to have 
been effected on the basis of the principles of nationality 
and self-determination, the absolute equality of all three 
peoples being recognised and no recourse being had to at
tempts at hegemony on the part of either of the three Parties, 
whose national characters were to be left untouched: he 
never dreamed of that union being effected without regard 
for the fundamental principles laid down in the Declaration 
drafted in Corfu on June 20th, 1917, or of the union being 
ratified by a constitution (the so-called "Constitution of 
Vidovdan” ) passed on June 28th, 1921, at the cost of a 
breach by the Serbians of the obligations undertaken by them 
and in the absence of the representatives of the Croatian 
and Slovene peoples, who withdrew from the discussion and 
entered a protest against the proceedings.

Later on, Dr. Seton-W atson's disappointment was still 
further increased by the internal feuds recurring with ever- 
increasing violence and bitterness within the new kingdom
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which culminated in the notorious attempt against the life 
of M . Radic committed in the Skupstina on June 20th, 1928, 
and thereby aggravated the antagonism between Croats and 
Serbs to a height practically precluding any chance of re
conciliation, Finally, the disillusionment of this enthusiastic 
pioneer of Yugoslav State unity was brought to a head by 
the Dictatorship introduced on January 6th, 1929, which 
affected him so profoundly that he paid no more visits to 
Yugoslavia from that time right down to the autumn of 1936.

The Yugoslav question has however been continuously 
in Dr. Seton-W atson's mind; and that his interest in this 
question has not waned despite all his disappointments, is 
shown in ter  alia  by an article from his pen entitled "Ju go
slavia and the Croat Problem " recently published in “The 
Slavonic and East European Review " the conclusions of which 
—  exceptionally sharp conclusions which from many points 
of view are however very much to the point —  must have 
caused a stir in many quarters. In this article of his which 
might well be styled an essay, Dr. Seton-W atson —  on the 
basis of negotiations with leading Croatian and Serbian 
politicians and of his personal inquiries on the spot dating 
from his visit to Yugoslavia in 1936 —  offers us a veritable 
draft-scheme for a solution by agreement of the Croat - 
Serbian question, —  that being in his opinion “the point 
round which every problem of Jugoslav home and foreign 
policy revolves", a question —  so he concludes without 
an adequate solution of which, in the event of a fresh 
outbreak of war, "m any, not merely Croats, but emi
nently responsible Serbs . . . are well aware that the J u g o 
slav arm y cou ld  hard ly  b e  r e lied  upon  as an o ffen s iv e  
in stru m en t.”

The settlement of the quarrel between the Croats and 
the Serbs must —  he adds —  take place “in 1937 at the 
very latest"; and —  a statement in penning which he has 
probably overshot the mark —  “ 1938 would probably be 
too late". The dictatorial system introduced for the purpose 
of breaking the passive resistance of the Croats “is long since 
bankrupt"; for the Croatians are stronger and more united 
that they ever have been. The writer then points out with

18



COMMENTS ON DR SETON-WATSON’S ARTICLE

due emphasis that “Dr. Macek . . . has at least 90 per cent, 
of the electorate in Croatia and Dalmatia solidly behind 
him "; indeed, “ the view generally held in Zagreb" —  a view 
evidently shared by Dr. Seton-W atson —  “ is that the great 
majority of the Voivodina population is also with him ". 
Although this statement does not tally entirely with the 
actual state of things, nevertheless it is a fact that at the 
1935 parliamentary elections a relatively large number of 
electors voted for Dr. Macek's list also in the territory 
severed from Hungary, a circumstance which at the time 
caused a general stir and was an unpleasant surprise to 
Government circles. The time for half-measures and a shilly- 
shally policy is over, continues Dr. Seton-W atson. The 
Croatians —  a sincere admission which constitutes a striking 
justification of the Hungarian policy so unceasingly and rather 
one-sidedly attacked by. Dr. Seton-W atson —  "have actually 
lost by the changes of 19 18 "; conseqently, it goes without 
saying that their efforts are concentrated exclusively on re
covering their autonomy, which they have lost or rather 
which has been confiscated. Thus, if M . Stoyadinovitch —  
whom Dr. Seton-W atson speaks of as “ the ablest seceder 
from the O ld Radical Party” , but of whom we are told also 
that he has nothing behind him “save the all-important 
backing of the Regency and the power to mobilise in his own 
favour the votes of the bureaucracy and the many others who 
dare not oppose the regime of the moment" —  desires to go 
down to history as the real founder of Yugoslav unity and 
the consolidator of the position of the dynasty, the first thing 
he has to undertake is the definitive solution of the Serbo- 
Croat question. This is particularly necessary in view of the 
fact that, if a settlement of the problem which has been left 
unsolved for nearly twenty years is delayed much longer, 
—  "or if public opinion becomes finally convinced that the 
authorities in Belgrade are merely playing with Macek and 
are not ready for a real settlement", . . . the leadership of the 
Croatian people will sooner or later fall into the hands of 
men far more radical than M acek who “would, both from 
inclination and necessity, be far more radical and un
reasonable in their demands” , and who will therefore be far
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less likely to enter into a compromise and will demand still 
greater sacrifices.

The proposals suggested by Dr. Seton-Watson for the 
solution of the Croat problem which is of such vital import
ance for the maintenance and consolidation of the Yugoslav 
State, —  viz. the transformation of "a  dangerously over
centralised State into a free federation", the "restoration of 
constitutional liberties", the institutional ensuring of “a 
minimum of autonomy, equality of status with the Serbs of 
Serbia, and equal opportunities of advancement in the state 
service” , the completion of land reform on equitable lines 
(for the minorities no less them for the Jugoslavs themselves) 
and the evolution of "a  programme of social reform ", —  are 
nothing more than a condensed summarisation of the demands 
originally formulated by the Croats themselves and indeed 
also by the German and Hungarian minorities. However, if 
Dr. Seton-Watson thinks that the "minimum of autonomy” 
suggested by him as to be granted to the inhabitants of these 
territories —  i. e. to the Croats —  will prove sufficient for 
the purpose of reconciling the Croatian nation and of dis
arming its passive resistance, we may assure him that he is 
vastly mistaken. The suggestion of a minimum of autonomy 
as a means of solution is in itself a direct contradiction of 
the principle of “ free federation” which is the first point 
suggested above; though it is still more diametrically opposed 
to our author's suggestion concerning the inevitable ammende- 
ment of the Constitution of which he declares that "no one 
who stands upon a programme either of democracy or o f  
representation can accept. . .  as a basis for the future".

Extremely interesting and noteworthy is the part of the 
section of his essay dealing with the amendment of the Con
stitution in which Dr. Seton-W atson endeavours to refute the 
argument put forward by the opponents of an amendment 
—  i. e. primarily the Yugoslav National Party, which is the 
representative of the pan-Serbian idea —  to the effect that 
"it  is impossible to make big constitutional changes during  ̂
the young King's minority", —  i. e. until 1941. The suggestion 
relating to the method of procedure in connection with the 
proposed amendment of the Constitution is decidedly origi
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nal, though rather complicated; in our opinion its chief de
fect is that it would have M. Macek invited to take part in 
the discussion as the representative, not only of the triunite 
Kingdom of Croatia-Slavonia-Dalmatia, but also of the 
Voivodina.

Dr. Seton-Watson once more stresses his conviction that 
the sine qua non  of the success of the negotiations —  what 
he calls "the crucial point” —  is the unquestioning and un
conditional acceptance by Belgrade of the federal principle, 
while —  and here Saul becomes converted into a gentle and 
understanding Paul —  he suggests as the model to be fol
lowed in concluding an agreement on this basis the Austro- 
Hungarian Compromise of 1867 (of which he has said so 
many bitter things in the past), the Hungarian A ct X X X . of 
1868 which contains the Compromise between Hungary and 
Croatia, and A ct XL. of 1869. Naturally we cannot but be 
grateful for this belated conversion and for the implicit 
justification of the nationality policy of that Hungary in the 
dismemberment of which Dr. Seton-Watson so effectually co
operated; we must however note that when judging of the 
possibility of a Croato-Serbian compromise Dr. Seton-Watson 
leaves entirely out of account the well-known fact that for 
the Croatians the idea is a thing of the past. The pivot of 
M. Macek’s political programme today is no longer a federal 
Yugoslav State but a confederation of States. M . Macek in 
any case must not forget that in Croatia —  in particular 
among the younger generation of the intelligentsia —  and 
still more pronouncedly among the Croatian political exiles, 
there is an inclination towards a far more radical Croatian 
national movement than his own, —  a movement which would 
not be satisfied by a confederation either, but has taken as 
its slogan the idea of a separate and independent Croatia. 
That is why we cannot but feel sceptical regarding the recent 
rumours of an agreement having been concluded (on Sept
ember 15th) between M. Macek and the United Opposition 
in Belgrade, for if M . Macek were to be over-conciliatory, he 
might very easily lose the majority of his friends. But apart 
from this circumstance there is —  as Dr. Seton-Watson very 
aptly points out—  another formidable obstacle to an agree
ment, —  viz. the question of the Voivodina. For in the
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opinion of the Serbians the Voivodina must without fail be 
incorporated in Serbia proper; whereas on the other hand 
the Croatians contend that this territory must form a sepa
rate unit, in order to enable that territory to at last shake 
off the shackles of Belgrade centralism, not only because a 
Serbia united with Southern Serbia (Macedonia), Monte
negro and the Voivodina would completely dominate the 
federal State, but also because that centralism — to quote 
the words of Dr. Seton-Watson — "has proved not only 
highly arbitrary and inefficient” , but is still engaged in "the 
financial and economic exploitation of the richest districts 
of the new Kingdom in the interests of the more backward".

Now one result of this policy of exploitation and of the 
constant and indeed deliberate flouting of the separate in
terests of the Voivodina has been to bring into being here 
too a demand for autonomy, the movement tending in that 
direction being actually headed by Serbians. This movement, 
though of only recent origin, is assuming more and more 
formidable dimensions, its demands for the granting of self- 
government to the Voivodina becoming louder and more 
energetic every day. Strikingly illustrative of the feeling in 
that territory are the words of a prominent Serb, once a 
centralist, quoted in this connection by Dr. Seton-Watson: —  
"The Serbs of Serbia have forced us into opposition by their 
exploitation and have betrayed our cause; and now, if 
Zagreb should also betray us, there would be no choice for 
us but to turn back to Budapest".

When, in connection with the question of the Voivodina
— the territory comprising the Banate, the Backa and the 
Baranya triangle — we find Dr. Seton-Watson repeatedly 
referring in his article to the nationality principle and the 
right of self-determination, we cannot help asking the writer 
why in his various writings he never refers to these prin
ciples — as he has never referred to them in the past
— except where they may, with the aid of subtle mis
representations and manifest forgeries, be applied at the cost 
of Hungary? Why does he remain silent when it is a 
question of the problem — still unsolved today, fifteen years 
after the ratification of the treaties of peace — of the auto



COMMENTS ON DR SETON-WATSON’S ARTICLE

nomy of Ruthenia and of the Szekler and Saxon corporations 
of Transylvania guaranteed by international treaties? W h y  
did he persist in remaining silent when the territories of 
Southern Hungary now known as the Voivodina were severed 
(without any historical or political justification) from  
Hungary in defiance of that nationality principle which he 
so energetically stresses on all occasions and by means of 
an unparalleled flouting of the right of self-determination? 
The separation was, as our readers probably know, resolved 
upon the Great National Assem bly held at Ujvidek on N ov
ember 25th, 1918, the resolution being passed in the absence 
of representatives of the Magyar-German inhabitants, who 
formed an absolute majority of 5 5 .9 %  of the population and 
of the Rumanians, who were also interested in the Banate 
question and represented 5 .3 %  of the population, —  that 
meaning that the wishes of altogether 6 1 %  of the inhabitants 
of the respective territories were not consulted at all.

Nevertheless all these things but little affect Dr, Seton- 
W atson, the eminent historian, though he at once enters the 
arena the moment his advice is wanted by the Yugoslav 
friends to whom he is so deeply attached. This is what he 
does also in Part IV . of his article: he re-assures the Serb
ians who are reluctant to grant autonomy to the Voivodina 
because they fear that in the event of a far-reaching auto
nomy being granted to that province “the Jugoslav element 
might be in an actual minority towards the other races" The 
expedient which Dr. Seton-W atson suggests for the purpose 
of averting this danger —  an expedient which, characteristic 
as it is of his way of thinking, would not be by any means to 
the liking of the non-Slav ethnic groups living there —  is 
to the effect that “ Syrmia and perhaps two of the most 
easterly districts of Slavonia should be detached from  
Croatia-Slavonia and added to the Voivodina unit, to which 
they in any case gravitate, thereby augmenting the Jugo
slav population by about 150,000". This procedure would at 
the same time ensure the preponderance of the Yugoslav 
element in the Voivodina.

E st m odus in reb u s : however, the fact that Dr. Seton- 
W atson consistently and exclusively selects alternatives and
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makes suggestions which must lead to an aggravation of the 
already difficult situation of the Magyars and the other 
non-Slav minorities who have been subjected against their 
will to the rule of the Succession States, makes unbiassed 
readers involuntarily doubt the objectivity of his judgment 
and has given the article now under discussion the character 
and the tendency it betrays.
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ANGLO-HUNGARIAN CONNECTIONS 
IN HISTORY*

BY

Dr. EUGEN HORVATH
PROFESSOR OF PAZMANY PETER UNIVERSITY

The first connection between England and Hungary can 
be traced back to the time of St. Stephen, the founder 
of the Kingdom of Hungary,

A t  that time it happened that the Danes occupied a 
large area of England, Upon the death of the English king, 
Edmund Ironside, in 1016, the Danish King Canute seized 
the throne of England, sending Edmund's orphans, the 
princes Edmund and Edward, into banishment.

The princes arrived after many vicissitudes, at the court 
of St. Stephen and settled for a considerable time —  some 
forty years —  on Hungarian soil, where, according to the 
English chroniclers, they found a kindly home. St. Stephen 
bestowed on them extensive estates, of which we still have 
the deeds of gift. To the elder, Edmund, he gave his own 
daughter Agatha in marriage, who after the death of her 
husband, married his younger brother Edward. According 
to some accounts, St. Stephen intended the throne for Prince 
Edward; and even though this prince never became King, 
there are many sings that he was regarded as the heir to 
the throne of Hungary.

A t  this time the English were seeking a successor to the 
English throne. Hearing that the last representative of their 
royal house, Edward Atheling, was living in Hungary, they 
demanded that Edward the Confessor, who had in the mean
time ascended the throne, should recall his relative. The 
king sent a brilliant deputation to the Emperor Henry III

* This paper was read by the author at the meeting of the English- 
Hungarian Summer School on September 13.
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who, however, would not permit their further progress, be
cause the Anglo-Saxon princes had taken up arms with the 
King of Hungary at the time of the German aggression. Only 
after the death of Henry in 1056 could Edward travel 
across Germany to England. A  large retinue accompanied 
him to Cologne, where he took ship with his wife, the Hun
garian princess Agatha, his children, Edgar, Margaret and 
Christina, who were born in Hungary and had received a 
Hungarian education. When, after forty years of exile, Prince 
Edward set foot on his native land, he was so overcome that 
he died. His body alone arrived in London to be interred 
in St. Paul’s Cathedral. King Edward awaited him at court 
—  in vain. Those who did arrive were certainly his relatives, 
but they had been born on foreign soil and had received 
a foreign training.

On the death of Edward the Confessor in 1066, Duke 
W illiam  of Normandy marched to seize the English throne. 
The Saxon defenders chose the Hungarian-bord Edgar 
for their king, but were unable to raise an adequate army 
to oppose W illiam. W hen the Normans drew near the 
capital, resistance seemed hopeless and, in order to save 
unnecessary bloodshed, Prince Edgar surrendered to W illiam  
the Conqueror, who became the first king of all England. 
He received Edgar kindly, but when the people began to 
complain of the great oppression suffered from the Normans, 
this prince unhesitatingly took up the struggle for freedom 
against the oppressor. From London he marched rorth- 
wards, where the Saxons were gathering, and established 
his headquarters at York. W hen the Normans surrounded 
the city, he was forced to flee. His mother and sisters, with 
their Hungarian suites, determined to return to Hungary, 
urged thither by the recollection of happier times.

They engaged a ship to carry them to Cologne, but 
were driven back by a severe storm unto the Scottish coast. 
They were forced to relinquish the hope of returning to 
Hungary; and Princess Margaret was given in marriage to 
M alcolm III of Scotland. Her mother probably died a short 
time after, for Princess Christina entered a convent. Accord
ing to the latest historical researches, Edgar Atheling took 
to wife the sister of the Northumbrian Tostig, leader of the
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Saxons in the north, and founded a family. The marriages 
of Margaret and Edgar were of considerable importance 
both from an English and from a Hungarian point of view. 
Margaret, later to be canonized, was the first English queen 
of Scotland, where she strengthened the English influence 
and became, through the marriage of her daughter Matilda, 
the ancestress of the future English royal line. The daughter 
of Prince Edgar, also named Matilda, married the Count 
of Albany. Her son received from his mother’s family the 
name ,,delphinus" which, in the form ,,dauphin" was after
wards borne by the heirs to the throne of France.

When, in 1152, the English crown passed to the House 
of Anjou, an embittered war was raging between the kings 
of England and France. In the course of this long struggle, 
peace was frequently concluded between the contestants. 
During one of these truces Prince Henry, heir of Henry II 
of England, took to wife Margaret, the daughter of King 
Louis V II of France. Prince Henry was crowned together 
with his wife in Westminster Abbey in 1172, but died young 
in 1183. His widow shortly afterwards married King Bela III 
of Hungary, so that she ascended the throne of Hungary as 
the crowned Queen of England.

It may be accepted that she was accompanied to Hun
gary by a mixed retinue of Englishmen, Spaniards and 
Frenchmen —  particularly Southern Frenchmen —  because 
we find records of this in the chronicles and the literature 
of the time; as also that the quarrel between England and 
France was carried to Hungary and the Anglo-French war 
continued on Hungarian soil.

A n  example of this is shown in the case of Richard 
Coeur-de-Lion.

King Richard I of England, the younger son of King 
Henry II, travelled on the Crusades across Sicily to the Holy  
Land. He was immediately followed by Philip II of France, 
who took with him his daughter, intending to marry her to 
Richard. Richard, however, chose the daughter of the King 
of Navarre, and thus the amity between these sovereigns 
was turned to hostility. On his return voyage, Richard sent 
bis mother and wife ahead, but was himself shipwrecked.
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His vessel was driven by the storm not to Sicily but into 
the Adriatic. He learnt upon landing that he was in Hun
garian territory, the domain of his sister and brother-in-law. 
He immediately decided to visit the royal court, but the 
guide he chose was a minion of Duke Berthold of Merano, 
the son-in-law of the French king, and led him to Austrian 
territory. Berthold delivered him to the Duke of Austria, 
who, in turn, handed him over to the German Emperor. The 
Emperor Henry V I immediately informed his French ally 
of this event. It was in the interest of Philip that the Lion 
Heart should not return home but that his brother, John 
Lackland, well-known ior the weakness of his character, 
should occupy the English throne. Had Richard reached the 
court of King Bela, he would never have been imprisoned. 
But the course of events cannot be altered. John Lackland 
was a weakling when opposed to Philip, and was soon 
forced to surrender Normandy to the French king.

Hostilities between England and France continued. The 
children of King Bela III by his first marriage, Imre and 
Andras, closely resembled in character Richard and John, 
the sons of Henry II of England. Richard and Imre were 
noble, manly rulers, John and Andras were easily-influenced, 
weak men. King Imre married Constantia, Duchess of A ra 
gon. In her train came a fresh influx of English, Southern 
French and Aragonese courtiers, all those who had fought 
on the English side against the French. Furthermore, the 
kings of Aragon, Hungary and England together guaranteed 
the territories of the Count of Toulouse against eventual 
French aggression. In the Anglo-French wars King Imre 
openly took sides with the English. A t this time the daughter 
of Duke Berthold of Merano sat on the French throne as 
Philip’s queen. His other daughter he gave in marriage to 
Prince Andras, whom he was anxious to help to a crown. 
From this time the Anglo-French quarrel broke out anew 
on Hungarian soil, for Andras repeatedly took up arms 
against his brother, and it was well known that he was 
supported by the Duke of Merano.

The one result of this war was that the French army 
which left for the Fourth Crusade invaded the dominions of
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King Imre in place of the M oslem settlements in the Holy  
Land; and this in spite of the fact that the Hungarian king 
was one of the warmest admirers and adherents of Pope 
Innocent III. Historians are even now puzzled over the 
motives for this attack on Zara in 1202, but, ignorant of Hun
garian history, they are not aware that Zara was the pro
perty of King Imre and formed an integral part of the King
dom of Hungary, nor that through Venice the Duke of 
Merano supported the raid. It is, however, established, that 
the English left the Crusade on the grounds that they were 
not willing to attack the territories of the Hungarian king: 
more than that, they actually marched homewards through 
Hungary. Historians would wonder less where to apportion 
the responsibility if they knew that even after Pope Inno
cent's furious reproaches, the Duke of Merano again incited 
Prince Andras to action against his brother and the English- 
Aragonese Court. Thus it happened that after this unsuccess
ful invasion Andras again took up arms, so that when King 
Imre died in 1204, in unknown circumstances, his queen had 
to flee abroad with her little son in the following year. The 
Duke of Austria offered them his protection, but King 
Laszlo died and the throne passed to Andras, the son-in-law  
of the Duke of Merano. Queen Constantia returned to A ra 
gon, but shortly afterwards married the Emperor Frederick 
II, the greatest ruler of the M iddle Ages. The Hungarian 
historians supposed that the so-called Aragonese Opposition 
was responsible for the assassination of Gertrude, wife of 
Andras. So much is certain, that the English and Hungar
ians, authors of the Magna Charta in 1216 and the "G olden  
B u ll" in 1222, were in direct communication. To the above 
details I only wish to add that King Philip of France 
occupied the territories of the Count of Toulouse which had 
been guaranted by the Anglo-Hungarian League, on the 
pretext that he was making war on the Albigensian heretics. 
Pope Innocent III was appeased, but King Peter of Aragon, 
the brother of Constantia, and the most religious monarch 
of his day, remained on the battlefield.

It is now generally-known that, whatever the resemblance 
between Magna Charta and the "G olden Bull” may be, 
both were the codification of the common law and the in
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dividual rights of that age. For this reason it is necessary 
to emphasize that the similarity in the development of the 
English and Hungarian constitutions goes back for centuries. 
In this connection it should be borne in mind that at the 
time of the constitutional codification the populations of 
England and Hungary were approximately equal. A  compa
rison made today between the size of the Anglo-Saxon race 
and the Hungarian shows a disproportionate difference, a 
difference which fully shows the losses suffered by the Hun
garians in the course of their wars fought in defence of the 
W est and of W estern civilisation against the barbarians from 
the East, through several centuries.

Continuing our researches into the abundant material of 
the history of Anglo-Hungarian relations, we come next to 
Sigismund of Luxembourg, the brother-in-law of Louis the 
Great, the last king of the A njou dynasty, known to history 
as Holy Roman Emperor, but generally misunderstood by 
historians. In spite of his notoriously frivolous life, we Hun
garians know well how courageously and with what en
durance he fought in the marshland and moords of the south
ern frontier districts; and how he organized and led the 
defence of Hungary against the formidable attacks of the 
Turks. Nor do English historians ignore the great Crusade 
which he led to Nicapolis in 1396 and to which the nations 
o f W estern Europe contributed considerable forces. Although 
the sons of the Duke of Lancaster took no part in this 
crusade, Henry Bolingbroke, later Henry IV. of England, 
visited Hungary to inspect the great defence works construct
ed by the Emperor Sigismund for the defence of the Hun
garian Kingdom.

Strong as these "fortifications" were, the King of Hun
gary was well aware that it would be impossible successfully 
to combat the Turks for long, while the powers of Christian 
Europe were fighting one another. It was, therefore, his prin
cipal aim to unite the Christian nations in friendly coopera
tion. Accompanied by Hungarian Statesmen, he attended the 
Synod of Constance in 1415, where he took sides with the 
English, whose status as a nation and sovereign rights the 
French were unwilling to admit. He then acted as mediator
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between the French and English kings, a sphere in which 
the head of the Hungarian Government, Nicholas Gara, the 
,,Nador” distinguished himself. According to contemporary 
records, he travelled to England, attended by a magnificent 
suite of 1400 of his subjects and concluded an alliance with 
Henry at Canterbury in 1417. By the terms of this treaty 
they agreed to combine their forces in order to maintain 
peace in W estern Europe, but Sigismund was kept in Hun
gary by the Turks and was unable to return to W estern  
Europe. His son-in-law and successor, Albert of Hapsburg, 
died on his way to the theatre of war, and Sigismond’s task 
of defending the country passed to John Hunyadi, now con
sidered by some historians to have been the natural son of 
Sigismund. There is no doubt that young Hunyadi was the 
object of Sigismund's loving care and that he also accom
panied the Emperor to England. This explains why, after 
his great victory over the Turks in 1456, Hunyadi sent a 
special messenger to O xford: he clearly had important and 
distinguished friends in England which made it imperative 
for him to send a messenger, the means of communication 
being very expensive in those times. From this time onwards 
the English watched the Turkish advance with increasing 
anxiety and during the next two centuries expended both 
life and money in strengthening Hungary's power of re
sistance. The English distinguished themselves in the de
fence of Szigetvar in 1566 no less than in the recapture 
of Buda in 1686. W hen the Hungarian Kingdom, exhausted 
by the constant struggle for self-defence through one and a 
half centuries, was occupied by the German troops of the 
King of Hungary, who was also Holy Roman Emperor, it 
was Sir George Stepney, the British Ambassador to Vienna, 
who acted as mediator between the foreign and Hungarian 
Ministers at the Court. The documents relating to the me
diation of the English diplomat would fill whole archives 
and this rich source of historic information is less known 
to the British public than to Hungarians. The most interest
ing circumstance is that the Plenipotentiary of Her Britannic 
M ajesty Queen Anne, who was fully informed of the situa
tion, championed the just claims of the Hungarian nation. 
No ideal has been more closely cherished by the Hungarians
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than that of liberty. W hen after the long fight for self- 
defence Francis Rakoczi, Hungary’s great national hero sent, 
in 1710, a letter to Queen Anne of England begging Her 
M ajesty to protect the Hungarian nation against the menace 
of oppression and slavery:* "M ad am e", he writes, "w e  
appear before the bright torch of the liberty in your happy 
realm with a poor candle, extinct but still smoking. W e  beg 
to enjoy its happiness and its brilliance, without harming or 
corrupting it. Could it be possible that a Queen and a nation 
today as exalted as ours is abased, were not willing to light 
this candle at the torch of her liberty, or that she should 
not reflect on the vicissitudes and changeability of mortal 
glory? W ould  she not consider it useful to preserve the 
liberty of even the most distant peoples, rather than to leave 
them a prey to Sovereigns of whom so few set bounds to 
their am bition?"

Queen Anne made representations to the Court of 
Vienna without delay "to  press the Imperial Court with the 
utmost earnestness. The Queen thinks it impossible to put 
an end to the troubles in Hungary by force alone. Being a 
people used to liberty, violence and oppression will never 
subdue them to be quiet under the Austrian Government, but 
they may easily be won by indulgence and rendered faith
ful subjects by restoring them to their just privileges".

A n  agreement between King and nation was actually 
reached and the Hungarian Parliament which was to restore 
constitutional government to Hungary through the legisla
tion of 1715, assembled in 1712.

(T o  b e  co n c lu d ed .)

* "Nous paroissons, Madame, devant le flambeau ardent de la 
liberte de Votre heureux Royaume avec une chandelle esteinte, mais 
encore fumante; nous souhaitons de participer & son bonheur et a sa 
lueur sans le nuire, ni le corrompre; sera-t-il possible qu'une Reine 
et une nation aujourd'hui aussi elevee, que la notre est abatue, ne 
▼euille allumer cette chandelle au flambeau de sa liberte; et qu'elle 
ne se r^flechisse sur la vicissitude et les changements de la gloire des 
mortels? ne trouvera-t-elle pas plus utile de conserver plutot la liberte 
meme des nations les plus 6loignees que de les abandonner a la proie 
des Souverains dont il y en en a si peu qui bornent leurs ambitions?"
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HUNGARY AND THE LEAGUE OF NATIONS  
SPEECH OF THE HUNGARIAN DELEGATE IN THE 

LEAGUE ASSEMBLY

In the course of the discussion of the report on the work of 
the League of Nations since the Seventeenth Session of the 
Assembly, General Gabriel Tanczos, the Hungarian Delegate-in
chief to the League of Nations delivered a long speech on the 
main political problems of the day which interest the League of 
Nations. The Hungarian delegate informed the Assembly of Hun
gary's point of view concerning the reform  o f the Covenant and 
stressed the necessity of a more efficient protection  o f the 
minorities. Following are the outstanding passages in the speech 
of General Tanczos.

"The last Assembly would seem to have understood the 
warning given by recent serious events when it decided to con
sider the possibility of adapting our Covenant and our methods 
to the requirements of the present situation in the light of past 
experience.

"The central problem of any reform  o f the Covenant is the 
bringing about of a proper balance and equilibrium between its 
preventive and repressive provisions. The publications which have 
already appeared give no idea which can guide us to any positive 
action in the future on those lines.

“The first delegate o f  N orway  very aptly said in the last 
Assembly that if you seriously desire international reconciliation 
you must deal beforehand with the questions which divide the 
nations, and not wait till the time when those problems give rise 
to actual conflicts.

"A t the last Assembly I had the honour of drawing your 
attention to the great importance of A rticle 19. W e feel that it is 
regrettable that the Committee of Twenty-eight has not yet dis
cussed any questions connected with that Article. So far as 
A rticle 11 is concerned, the distinguished rapporteur of the 
Committee has submitted a very valuable report on the subject 
containing certain suggestions which we think might be the 
starting-point for very valuable work in the future. The reference 
to the importance of a modification of Article 11 in respect of 
proposals which involve a change in the status quo raise in our
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minds the whole fundamental problem and the suggestion with 
regard to the recommendation to be made, if necessary, by the 
Council, by a majority appears to us to be very valuable. The 
same remark applies to the desirability of ia clearer and more 
precise definition of the competence of the Assembly so far as 
Article 11 of the Covenant is concerned. This question is of 
particular interest to States like Hungary whose chances of 
obtaining seats on the Council are very small in view of the 
rules and customs which regulate the composition of the Council.

"These States, particularly since certain permanent members 
are not now attending the meetings of the Council, are beginning 
to think that the Assembly of the League is the only organ of 
the League which, by its composition, still represents the 
principle of universality and includes all the main currents of 
contemporary civilisation. The enumeration of the various factors 
which hinder the evolution of a system of collective security  
brings into relief the need of realising certain necessary condi
tions before we can think of a literal application of the principles 
contained in this Article, because if the League is not universal 
and if you do not carry out A rticle 8 of the Covenant, you will 
have fundamental difficulty in carrying out A rticle 16.

“These difficulties cannot be got rid of by a system of 
regional pacts for mutual assistance. In spite of the brilliant 
speech in favour of such pacts by the honourable rapporteur of 
the Committee of Twenty-eight, we still think that such pacts 
are a disruptive element and that they are not calculated to unite 
nations in peace. I should like to dwell for a moment on the 
question o f A lexandretta  and Antioch. The settlement of this 
dispute between the two Member States is a classic example 
of what the action of the League should be, and it is of very 
great interest in showing how the question of minorities should 
be solved. Chapter X  of the Statutes o f the Sanjak contains pro
visions which raise in general the questions concerning the pro
tection of minorities of race and language and religion. They 
deserve particular attention because they represent considerable 
progress as compared with the stipulations in treaties concluded 
by the principal Allied and Associated Powers at the end of the 
Great War with certain Powers in Central and Eastern Europe. 
Article 32 of the Statutes provides that the elections to the Legis
lative Assembly should be on a system of proportional repre
sentation, and in Article 10 there is provision that the minority 
should have a minimum number of seats in the Assembly of the 
Sanjak. Article 32 provides also that the minority should have 
equitable representation in the Civil Service so far as that is 
compatible with the requirements of efficient administration.

"Lastly, may I say that the fact that there is to be a delegate 
of the League of Nations to supervise the execution of the pro
visions of the Statutes is, in itself, a guarantee for the protection
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of minorities. These provisions have been unanimously approved 
by the Council, which has taken an extremely enlightened view so 
far as this particular arrangement is concerned. Therefore it is 
surprising to find that the same Council and its members persist 
in a passive attitude on every occasion when questions of 
minorities in Europe are raised. The passages in the Annual Re
port concerning the protection of minorities show how very pas
sive that attitude is. The Hungarian delegation desire to draw 
attention once more to this situation, because increased respect 
for treaties which provide for the protection of minorities in 
Europe and the effective exercise of the right of supervision by 
the Council constitute the most practical element of reconcilia
tion between nations in Europe and the surest guarantee of the 
maintenance of peace in that continent.

—  y —

THE CRY OF AGONY OF THE TW O MILLION M AGYARS  
LIVING IN TRANSYLVANIA

At last, after four years of forced  inactivity, the two millions 
of Magyars united of the Hungarian Party of Rumania have been 
able to hold their Party Assembly. This Assembly, held at Sepsi- 
szentgyorgy on September 4th and 5th, was convened under the 
influence of events which day by day are depriving the Magyars 
of Rumania more and more effectually of the chances of earning 
a subsistence. The opening speech delivered at the meeting by 
the President —  a speech of real historical importance —: and 
the Resolutions passed by the Assembly all breath the agony 
of suffering minority and serve to inform the world at large of 
the unceasing persecution  to which the Hungarians living in the 
Transylvania annexed to Rumania by the Peace Edict of Tria
non have been subjected  during the past seventeen years, ad
ducing objective proofs of that suffering.

So much of the text of the General Resolution  passed by 
the Assembly was deleted  by the Censor that in several passages 
that text was so distorted as to be absolutely intelligible. How
ever, the Censor could not prevent the publication of the Re
solution, which even in its distorted form exercises a thrilling 
e ffec t; for the General Assembly had declared that in the event 
of the publication being hindered the contents would be brought 
to the notice of Rumania and o f foreign countries through the 
channel of international forums.

The Resolution passed by the Assembly draws a ghastly 
picture of the sad situation of the two million Magyars who form 
a minority in Transylvania; it establishes the fact that in the 
Rumanian press and at public meetings a campaign o f virulent
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hatred o f the M agyars is being carried on incessantly in a spirit 
which no other State in the world would dare to permit. This 
campaign o f anti-nationality agitation which has been going on 
already for  years and has led  frequently to excesses punishable 
under the penal code, —  an agitation which the State prosecutors 
have never attem pted to check by criminal proceedings  — , has 
profoundly influenced Rumanian public opinion and is reflected  
in the intolerable treatment to which the M agyars are in con
sequence being subjected  by  all branches o f the Public A d 
ministration. —  The mere fact that the Censor has made no 
attempt to stem the tide of this agitation, which is poisoning the 
very soul of the Rumanian people, makes it quite clear that 
the introduction and maintenance in working o f the Censor’s 
Departm ent has not for its ob ject the safeguarding o f public 
order. —  From this passage of the resolution the Censor has 
deleted four lines. What this passage of the resolution desired 
to stress was probably the fact that, although on paper a national 
institution, the real ob ject o f the Censor’s Department was anti
minority. Our readers will remember, for instance, that one 
organ of the Rumanian press threatened the Magyars with a 
modem Bartholomew's Night, and that the Censor declared that 
the article in question contained nothing to which exception 
could be taken!!

The Resolution then points out that the statement made in 
Kolozsvar (Cluj) in 1934 by the Rumanian Premier —  to the 
effect that “ a reparation o f the historical wrongs’ ’ com m itted in 
the past during the days o f oppression must m ost decidedly be 
carried into effect alike in cultural and in econom ic questions —  
induced a serious aggravation of the campaign to undermine the 
very subsistence of the Magyar minority of Transylvania in eco
nomic life and precluded the possibility of the younger genera
tions of Magyars being admitted to the public service. The dis
missal en masse o f M agyar public em ployees on the pretext that 
they had failed to pass a language test threw thousands of Magyar 
families into a state of desperate poverty. The National Labour 
D efence A c t  restricts the right of work and the free choice of 
work only in the case of foreigners; but the shifts and ruses 
employed when carrying the Act into execution had for their 
object to persuade employers to dismiss their Magyar workers 
and clerks and officials. The resolution solemnly protests against 
the em ploym ent o f official pressure to drive the Magyar 
minority from  the industrial and com m ercial undertakings. 
The provisions of the laws and other measures of an 
economic character calculated to ruin the minorities, combined 
with the system of unequal taxation, are crying evidence of 
the treatment which the Prime Minister has adopted as the pro
gramme of his Government and which he was pleased to call 
"historical reparation".
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The Resolution further establishes the fact that grants out 
of the public administration budget are given almost exclusively  
to Rumanian churches, Rumanian associations and Rumanian 
institutions. Churches have been built at all periods by the 
generosity of members of the respective congregations. There is 
therefore no excuse whatsoever for the illegal influence brought 
to bear for the purpose of com pelling the members o f other de
nominations to devote their material resources or their labour 
for this purpose. —  The resolution also shows that in very many 
cases the activity o f institutions established by A ct o f Parlia
ment, o f fictitious persons recognised by law, and o f the organs 
of associations o f a purely religious character, is being system ati
cally impeded, while the cultural activity o f the M agyars is also 
thwarted by innumerable obstacles. The embargo placed on news
papers, combined with the suits for libel brought against Magyar 
journalists en masse and usually ending with an acquittal, throw 
a searching light on the real character of the liberty o f the press 
in Rumania.

The General Assembly established the fact that the educa
tional policy  o f M. Anghelescu  involved the elimination of the 
conditions essential to a peaceful symbiosis owing to the un
ceasing chicanery and unjust measures which had resulted, —  
measures which formulated the methods to be employed by sub
ordinate organs when dealing with minority schools. The forcible 
measures incidental to the system of "name-analysis” were no 
credit to the State. The consistent refusal to remit the State 
grants due to the minority schools under international treaties and 
of the 14% contributions to be appropriated out of the parish 
and town (municipal) budgets, adds to the material sacrifices of 
the Magyar minority; while the enormous charges im posed  on 
the parishes (villages) as contributions to the building and 
maintenance o f the State elem entary schools, still further 
enhances the impoverishment of the population. The " culture 
zone”  served to further the manifest objects of the work of Ru- 
manianisation. In the counties with a preponderant majority of 
Magyars and Szeklers all teaching was being done exclusively  
with Rumanian as the language of instruction.

The General Assembly then solemnly demanded the reali
sation o f the school autonom y promised in Article 11 of the 
Minority Treaty.

The Resolution then enumerates a whole series o f grievances. 
It points out that the land-owning corporations in Szeklerland  
(bodies enjoying corporate possession) —  corporations owning 
certain property in common —  have been deprived o f the natural 
right to dispose freely  o f the y ield  o f their property, the only 
occasions on which no obstacles are thrown in their way being 
when it is a question o f that yield  being appropriated tor  the 
support o f State or other Rumanian institutions.
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The Rumanian Nationality A ct has made homeless thousands 
o f Magyars for failing to comply with formalities. The public 
registers are being repeatedly tampered with, arbitrary changes 
of name and religion being effected  for  the purpose of depriving 
citizens of their nationality. A  series of measures have been in
troduced for the purpose of restricting the use of Magyar in 
business and private life, and of removing or destroying Hun
garian statues and art memorials; and the result of those 
measures is the aggravation of the spirit of hatred of the Magyars 
and in public officials behaving in a manner calculated to out
rage the personal and national feelings of the Magyars.

On the basis of the arbitrary measures and illegal actions 
referred  to above the Resolution establishes the fact that —  
notwithstanding the existence of a censorship —  the Govern
ment throws no obstacles in the way of the incitement to hatred 
of the minorities, has set itself openly the task of relegating the 
minorities to the background in both economic and cultural 
matters, is fostering a feeling of bitterness in minorities —  five 
million souls —  living in the immediate vicinity o f bolshevism, and 
encourages the organs of the State administration to perpetuate 
a system of abuses, oppression and injustice. In conclusion the 
Resolution appeals to the King for protection against the at- 
temps being made on the vital interests o f the M agyar people.

Apart from passing the above Resolution the General As
sembly established the fact that the new Agrarian Act of March 
22nd, 1927, as also the Act comprising a single paragraph passed 
for the purpose of interpreting Article 47 of the Transylvanian 
Land Reform Act, stressing the importance of the national in
terests, have made it extremely difficult for Rumanian nationals 
belonging to the Magyar minorities to purchase agrarian pro
p erty ; these measures must gradually lead to their being deprived  
of land altogether.

The General Assembly further decided to submit to the 
King and to Parliament —  supported by detailed data —  a 
statem ent revealing the constantly increasing taxation charges 
im posed on the M agyar minority, the grievances of that minority 
being outlined summarily in seven points, from which we would 
quote the following: —  the scale of assessment applied in the 
case of Magyar craftsmen, merchants and members of the educated 
professions is a disproportionately high one; the Magyar in
habitants —  being com pelled  to contribute to the costs o f public 
works, of building State and G reek Oriental schools —  have to 
pay twice or even three times contributions towards schools and 
churches with which they are not in any way connected; in 
districts inhabited by Magyars the even collection  of the taxes 
is carried out in the most ruthless manner, the movables protected
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by law being taken from tax-payers and sold  unscrupulously for  
a mere song. And so on ad infinitum.

Another point established by the General Assembly was that 
the official statistics relating to the so-called  State schools and 
sections of schools using M agyar as their language of instruction 
did not show the real situation. O f the 445 institutions o f the 
kind figuring in the official statistics only 44 were really func
tioning, the result being that out o f the nearly 100,000 pupils of 
schooling age only 4527 were receiving instruction in Magyar.

THOMAS G. M ASARYK

The death, at a patriarchal age, of the first President of 
the Czecho-Slovak State has thrown the whole Republic and the 
Czech nation, of which the deceased was undoubtedly the greatest 
son, into deep mourning. The personal merits of the one-time 
Professor of the Prague Czech University won for him the 
respect of the Hungarian nation; although during the past 19 
years we were so often compelled to condemn the system of 
which, until the end of 1935, Dr. Masaryk was the personification 
and which was so much at variance with his humanist teachings. 
It would be an injustice to the memory of the deceased to say 
that this system was always in harmony with his personal con
victions and wishes. On the contrary, we know well that his 
statements on the question of the Hungarian frontiers —  which 
were naturally consistently refuted by the Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs —  to a certain extent acknowledged the need, in the 
interests of the Czecho-Slovak State, of a solution politically 
rational and morally just. If only the Czecho-Slovak State and 
the Czech nation would raise a monument more durable than 
marble to the memory of Thomas G. Masaryk by co-operating, 
in the spirit of his statements, in a readjustment of the Danube 
Valley which would restore the friendly relations that prevailed 
between the Hungarian and the Czech nations in the days of the 
Anjous and the Luxemburgs, the most brilliant era in both 
nations' history!! This would be the most fitting tribute to the 
memory of the Czech nation's noble dead. —  y  —

VISIT OF BRITISH MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT  
TO HUNGARY

In the course of their tour of study in Central Europe, 
Messrs. Rhys J. Davies, Ben R iley  and David Quibell, three 
members of the British House of Commons, in August 1937 paid 
a visit to Hungary for the purpose of inquiring into the political, 
economic and social conditions prevailing in an area of the
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Continent which commands the attention of the British public 
in an always increasing measure.

The three members! of the British Parli'amentary Labour 
Party spent a week in this country and established contacts with 
every shape and shade of Hungarian public opinion, had con
versations with every type of representative Hungarians and 
thoroughly studied the country's social institutions. In order to 
obtain exhaustive information on Hungary’s political aims in the 
fields both of home and of foreign policy, they had informal 
exchanges of ideas with the leaders of the Hungarian political 
parties and were also received by Baron Gabriel Apor, permanent 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs. A  series of visits 
to the headquarters of the various social institutions, such as 
the Health Insurance Institute, the Trades Union Center, Public 
H ygiene Institute etc., provided them with an opportunity of 
ascertaining on the spot the immense progress which has been 
made in this country in the last few years, so that they were 
able to make some very useful comparisons between the level 
of social welfare organizations in this country and elsewhere.

At the banquet given in honour of the three Labour members 
of Parliament by the Hungarian Frontier Readjustment League and 
the Pesti Hirlap, Mr. Rhys J. Davies pointed out that of all the 
tragedies that befell the nations after the world war, none was 
so disastrous as that suffered by Hungary in consequence of the 
Trianon Treaty. The world has been divided into the groups of 
the “have’s" and “have nots" and it is the duty of Statesmen to 
bridge this gulf without violence. No lasting peace can be estab
lished in Central Europe so long as a nation is suffering under 
the weight of justified grievances, Mr. Rhys J. Davies paid a 
warm tribute to Hungary’s moderation in stating her case. The 
result of this moderation is that the number of those people who 
fully share the sympathy of the three members of Parliament 
with the Hungarian case is steadily increasing in Great Britain.

Messrs Ben Riley and David J. K. Quibell entirely associated 
themselves with the views expressed by the Hon. Member for 
Lancashire.

Pleading the Hungarian point of view, Mr. Tibor Eckhardt, 
the leader of the Opposition in the Hungarian Parliament, made 
it clear that only through upholding the hopes o f the Hungarian 
nation in peaceful revision can the danger o f an armed conflict 
be averted in the Danube basin. The peop le of this country are 
grateful to the three British M embers o f Parliament for having 
com e to Hungary and confirm ed the nations hope in the possi
bility o f peaceful change. “ The policy  of revision is the only 
possible policy  o f peace”  —  Mr. Eckhardt said in conclusion.

—  y  —
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LONDON CHIEF RABBI DENIES STATEMENT MADE BY  
RUMANIAN PATRIARCH, MIRON CHRISTEA

The "Curentul" published a statement made by Patriarch 
Christea, the head of the Rumanian Orthodox Church, in which, 
with a degree of discourtesy unusual in a church dignitary, 
Patriarch Christea called the Jews leeches  and declared that 
when he was in England last year and was visited by a Jewish 
delegation consisting of three members, he made no secret of 
his opinion of the Jews. It is true that this statement was drafted 
by the Patriarch's private secretary, a man called Dudu, who 
gave it to the above mentioned Rumanian newspaper of the 
extreme Right; but even so it is no wonder that the statement 
caused a great sensation, the more so as the censor forbade any 
critcism of it and only permitted the publication of such 
comments as were favourable to the Patriarch. This, in other 
words, means that through the censor the Tatarescu Government 
identifies itself with the statement. For this reason the leader of 
the Radical Peasant Party, M. Junian, has brought the matter 
up, and another member of his party, Col. Petrescu, has addressed 
a letter to Premier Tatarescu, while M. Andre, former State 
Secretary and member of the National Peasants' Party, is pre
paring to question the Minister of Religion. On the top of this 
comes the statement made by Mr. Herz, the Chief Rabbi oL 
London. Mr. Herz, expressing his indignation at Patriarch 
Christea's statement, declares that what the latter said about his 
stay in London is not true. Not three but only two Jews visited 
the Rumanian Patriarch. They were himself and M. Montefiore, 
and had Christea dared to speak of the Jews before them as he 
professes to have done, they would have immediately left him. 
The fact was that the Patriarch, in answer to their question (or 
rather request) as to how the situation of the Jews in Rumania 
might be improved, gave them an evasive answer. —  y  —

THE REV. MR. J. H. LATHROP, AMERICAN MINISTER, 
HONORARY DOCTOR OF SZEGED UNIVERSITY

The Szeged Francis Joseph University of Sciences has con
ferred the degree of Hon. D. Phil, on the Rev. John Howland 
Lathrop, Unitarian Minister of Brooklyn, who, with a few 
American friends, formed the "American Committee of Religious 
Rights and Minorities". The aim of this society is to collect 
religious and minority complaints, examine them and make them 
known to the American public. Twice a delegation sent out by 
the Committee has investigated minority and religious grievances 
on the spot in Rumania, and the conclusions arrived at were 
published by Mr. Lathrop in his book “Ten Years After” .
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At the banquet given in his honour Mr. Lathrop declared 
that Hungary’s task was again to be the bulwark of civilization.

—  y  —

THE PRESBYTERIAN WORLD ALLIANCE AND THE 
REFORMED CHURCH IN RUMANIA

The Presbyterian W orld  Alliance held its Synod in Montreal 
on June 23. Much interest was shown in the report of the 
Committee sent out to examine the position of the Hungarian 
Reformed Church in Transylvania. The Synod, which was 
interested mainly in the cultural and religious aspects of the 
case, has assured the Hungarian Calvinists in Rumania of its 
sympathy and recommended the Eastern Branch of the World 
Alliance to continue its work of assistance on the basis of the 
following leading principles:

1. There being a great shortage of modern works on theology 
in the Reformed Church Theological College in Kolozsvir and 
no possibility of supplying the lack owing to the poverty of the 
institute, the Committee has requested the members of the Synod 
to help with gifts of English, French and German theological 
works.

2. The member churches of the Presbyterian World Alliance 
have been asked to render regular financial aid yearly to the 
Reformed Church of Transylvania.

3. A  strong desire is manifest in Transylvania that one or 
more English-speaking students of theology should study annually 
at the Kolozsvar Theological College. Bishop Vasarhelyi had 
offered board and lodging to one such student in his own 
residence.

4. The Committee recommended the World Alliance to 
maintain much closer contacts than hitherto with their brethren 
in Rumania, not only by way of correspondence, but also by 
frequently sending visitors to that part.

5. The Alliance was asked to give its serious consideration 
to the question of sending out a special committee the chief aim 
of which would be to intervene with the Rumanian authorities 
and obtain from the Bucharest Government the legal redress 
desired.

The steps to be taken in connection with the Calvinists in 
Rumania had been discussed by the Executive Committee of the 
European “Zentral Stelle” (Geneva) and the opinion finally 
arrived at was that at a suitable date, previously determined, 
representations in the interests of the Calvinists in Rumania should 
be made simultaneously to the Foreign Ministers of all the 
countries participating in the work of the "Zentral Stelle".

—  y  —
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"IM A G IN E  T H A T BRITTAN Y, BURGUNDY AN D  PROVENCE 
W ERE TORN  FRO M  FR A N C E "

In the Parisian paper " Petit B leu”  for September 21st 
appears the follow ing article by M. A . de M ontgon:

"A nyone who has visited Hungary can readily convince 
himself how great her sufferings are, but that the Hungarians 
do not submit to their undeserved misfortune. Hungary was 
ever the bulwark o f Europe. M ichelet, of whose value as a 
historian there can be no doubt, long ago asked: "W h en  shall 
we repay all that we ow e to the splendid Hungarian nation, 
the saviours o f the W e s t? ”  It is true that W ilson  had probably 
never read M ichelet's book.

“ W e do not believe that the public has any idea how 
Hungary has been dismembered. Imagine that Brittany, 
Burgundy and Provence were torn from France! From an 
econom ic point of view also the treaty has been disastrous 
for Hungary, in addition to which she has been robbed of the 
natural protection afforded by the chain o f mountains on her 
boundaries. This impossible situation cannot long endure. No 
stable edifice can be founded on waste-paper, nor equity on 
injustice. It would be ridiculous to assert that Hungary should 
bear the blame for the W orld  W ar. The A llied  Pow ers, when 
drawing up the treaty, mainly cited  the notorious principle o f  
nationality, but were utterly ignorant o f geography or o f  
history. The peoples labelled as foreign elements form ed one 
historic unity with Hungary. N or were these peoples in haste 
to be divided from her. This the Powers well knew, and for this 
reason did not organise a plebiscite. Hungary never oppressed  
her subject nationalities.”

THE CO N CO RD AT CRISIS IN Y U G O SLA V IA

The struggle over the C oncordat continues with unabated 
fury. The Opposition, sheltering under the wings of the Pravo- 
slav Church, has been circulating hundreds o f thousands of 
inflammatory pamphlets in which, amongst other things, the 
masses are told  that as an outcom e o f the Concordat Catholic 
priests w ill be appointed in the Serb parishes alongside of the 
Pravoslav priests with a view to converting the Pravoslavs to the 
Catholic faith; that the Slavs will not be allow ed to keep their 
"Slava" (the feast-day of the patron saint of families) and that 
they will be forced to recognize the ecclesiastical authority of 
the Pope. In several places the effects of this unbridled agitation
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have manifested themselves in serious outbreaks of disturbances 
which in Valjevo culminated in a pitched battle between the 
excited mob and the guardians of public order in which a number 
of people were severely wounded.

This combined action of the Opposition and the Pravoslav 
Church circles, which is endangering public order, is forcing 
the Government to increasingly energetic counter-measures. In 
Sremski-Karlovci 25 different propaganda pamphlets against the 
Concordat and the Government have been confiscated by the 
authorities in the printing-offices belonging to the Serb Pravo
slav Patriarchate, while the Chief of Police in Belgrade has 
suspended the Central Board and Controlling Committee of the 
Narodna Odbrana, an extreme nationalist, pan-Serb organization 
with ramifications all over the country, appointing in their place 
a Government Commissioner in the person of an ex-officer, 
General Mihailovitch, who has already taken over the control 
of the organization. The reason given for this striking measure 
was that in more than one instance the management of the 
Narodna Odbrana had overstepped the sphere of authority laid 
down in its statutes and that, especially of late, its activity had 
been at variance with the aims of the organization. It is patent, 
however, that in face of this diplomatic official explanation the 
chief reason why measures were taken against the Narodna 
Odbrana was that it had proclaimed and carried on a keen 
struggle against the Government bent on effecting a ratification 
of the Concordat, and that together with the Serb Cultural Club, 
the Chetnik organization and the rest of the Serb nationalist 
societies, it had been working to form an anti-Government, pan- 
Serb front. In this endeavour it was supported by M. Voya 
Yanyitch, ex-president of the Skupshtina Concordat Committee, 
who will have to appear before the Defence of the Realm Court 
to answer for a speech against the Government delivered at 
Kragujevac on 5th September. The Metropolitan of Montenegro 
(Cetinje), M. Gavrilo Dozhitch, does not share M. Yanyitch's 
views and most sharply condemns the action which is fanning 
the flames of religious strife. In particular he turns against those 
who profess to be the defenders of the Pravoslav Church, when 
in fact they have no connection with ecclesiastical life.

Otherwise the Government camp is in good spirits, a circum
stance which, according to the "Sam ouprava" and the “ Vrem e”  
(IX/8), is accounted for by the fact that the negotiations opened 
between the Government and the College of Bishops of the 
Pravoslav Church promise favourable results. It is but natural 
—  writes the semi-official “Samouprava" —  that the differences 
between the Government and the College of Bishops will cease 
at once the moment the political element is eliminated. Let 
public opinion leave matters entirely to the Government and the
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Bishops, who together are sure to find a means of compromise. 
This optimistic mood also found expression at the three days' 
meeting of the Government Party Parliamentary Club (September 
8— 10), particularly in the unanimously adopted resolution in 
which the Club assured the Government of its loyalty and 
confidence and its conviction that Premier Stoyadinovitch would 
respect the rights of the Pravoslav Church, but at the same time 
would above all preserve the dignity of the State and ensure 
without fail equal rights for all denominations, —  y  —
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CZECHOSLOVAKIA

THE EMPEROR’S CENSORS WERE MORE DEMOCRATIC 
THAN DR. HODZA. THE “SLOVAK" PROTESTS AGAINST  

ITS REPEATED SUPPRESSION

Articles in the “Slovak", the organ of Hlinka's Slovak 
Catholic People's Party, have been suppressed even more 
frequently than usual during the last few weeks by the Czecho
slovak Public Prosecutor. On Sunday, 29th August, the entire 
leading article entitled “The President and the Slovaks" dealing 
with President Benes' speech of 22nd August at Uherske Hra- 
diste (Ungarisch Hradisch) was suppressed. This article con
tained a criticism of the President’s speech, in which, among 
other things, it was stated that “Czechs, Moravians and Slovaks 
are one." Two days later another leading article in the "Slovak" 
entitled “No discussion is allowed any more in the Democracy", 
parts of which had been cut out by the censor, was suppressed. 
In this article the "Slovak" protested against the suppression of 
the first article. In the same issue certain passages in another 
article criticizing the behaviour of Czech school-inspectors in 
Slovakia were deleted by the Public Prosecutor's Office.

On September 1st the "Slovak" again returned to the ques
tion of the two suppressions and referring to Premier Hodza's 
work of six volumes entitled “Articles, Speeches and Essays" 
amongst other things said:

“ H odza’s work treats of every single political event that 
had taken place and all praise is due to him for not omitting 
anything and for his fearless criticism of everybody. He did 
not even spare the King, although in Hungary at that time the 
person of the monarch was considered sacred and inviolable. 
True, he was lucky in that His Majesty's censors were more 
progressive and democratic than Hodza's are today. Since then 
much water has passed under the bridges; many changes have 
taken place; the aggressive little Budapest journalist has be
come Prime Minister of the Czecho-Slovak Republic; the law 
pronouncing the inviolability of the person of the ruler has 
lapsed; we have a President who is the disciple of one whose
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motto all his life long was "Democracy, i. e. free discussion". 
And yet we find that while Hodza was free to launch violent 
attacks against the King, such as we find of on page 296, of Vol. I 
of his "Articles, Speeches and Essays", we may not enter into 
the mildest of polemics with President Benes, about questions 
of the greatest importance to the Slovak nation, thanks to the 
fact that Hodza —  who so bitterly attacked the Emperor-King —  
has a better system of censorship than had Banffy, Tisza and 
the other Hungarian Premiers. W e are reluctant to say so, but 
in the interests of truth it must be stated that the liberty of 
the press was never so much of a myth in Slovakia  as it is now 
under the Premiership of a Slovak and a former journalist. If 
the censor prevents us from stating this truth in the press, we 
shall proclaim it in Parliament; but we shall never allow bu
reaucratism to silence the voice of serious discussion in the 
press. The Premier who criticizes must be prepared to have his 
own administration criticized: the man who heaped bitter
criticism on crowned heads must allow us to enter into a mild 
argument with the President of a Democracy.

"That our readers may see what the Slovak journalist, M. 
Hodza, was permitted to write in the old Hungarian era —  
things we should never dare to write in this democratic one —  
we shall cite a few sentences from Hodza's articles:

‘The King's behaviour therefore cannot be reconciled with a 
respect for the Constitution and the people', were the words in 
which Hodza accused the King. Would anyone dare to use them 
today about the President? What he said of the Hungarian 
Ministers was more biting still: ‘I watch that miserable Kossuth, 
conceited Count Andrassy, malevolent Apponyi; I watch the rabid 
murderer of the folk, Banffy, and the pharisaical and haughty 
aristocrat, Zichy.’ "

Lower down the "Slovak" continues thus:
“In the introduction to his book "A  talk with the Slovaks" 

President Benes —  then Minister of Foreign Affairs —  attacked 
the Slovak Autonomist in an undisguisedly bitter and argumenta
tive tone at a time when our whole Autonomist press was sup
pressed, when therefore it was technically impossible for us to 
reply. One thing he said was:

“It is my right and my duty to speak to Czech and Slovak 
public opinion, and it is also my right to demand a hearing.'

"W e have never denied the President that right. But at the 
present moment when our duty is merely to listen without 
criticism to the President's words, they have lost their signi
ficance for us.

“And if the President identifies himself with the behaviour 
of the censor in Pozsony, we should be greatly obliged if he
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refrained from addressing us at all; for the Pozsony censor 
compels the Autonomist press to accept every one of the Pre
sident's statements so humbly that it might as well not publish 
them at all.

"The abuse of power of which the censor was guilty on 
Sunday was shocking. In pre-war days no Austro-Hungarian 
censor ever suppressed a newspaper so drastically and unde- 
mocratically for a moderate and impartial statement of its views 
on the opinion of the Austro-Hungarian Emperor-King as did 
the Pozsony censor when forbidding all comments on the Pre
sident's speech at Uherske Hradisk6.

"Until this democratic Republic of ours passes a law for
bidding the press to comment on the opinions or statements of 
the President, we shall regard the abuses of the censor as a 
grave infraction of our rights as guaranteed in the Constitution, 
and shall continue to defend ourselves against such behaviour on 
the part of the authorities."

In its issue of September 3rd the “Slovak" again attacks 
the censorship of the press and amongst other thing says:

“With one stroke of the pen the Czech censor may delete 
what does not please him as a Czech. W e may be in the right 
a thousand times; we may revise every single line, every single 
word, a thousand times, but the censor will have the last word. 
W e journalists do not know what rules must be observed. We 
can never say with a clear conscience that the censor will not 
confiscate what we have written. There are no rules. All depends 
on the mood of the censor and is left to his discretion. What 
is passed today may be banned tomorrow. What is released for 
a weekly may be banned in a daily. What is allowed to appear 
in petit may be forbidden in italics. The censor has sovereign 
rights. W e are helpless. Where the press is censored, it is a 
sign that those in power are afraid of the voice of the people 
*nd try to prove their lack of fear (like the little boy who 
whistles because he is afraid in the dark) by having resort to 
censorship."

Farther on the "Slovak" continues as follows:
"W e do not want to feel as though we were living in a 

colony. W e are at home and we are masters here. The President 
of the Republic says he regards himself as a Czecho-Slovak and 
not a Czech in feeling. Very well! W e respect his feelings, 
however new they are. For that they are new may be gathered 
from many of the speeches delivered by Dr, Benes between 1916 
and 1918 in which he used the expressions "W e  Czechs" and 
" This Czech nation". In fact the Czech bureau in Paris published 
a map with a French text of the Czech provinces and one of 
them was Slovakia. And if he has his own arguments in support
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of this point of view, we have our own arguments against it, 
and if we compare arguments, ours seem much more weighty 
from our point of view. Not for the whole world would we ever 
surrender our Slovak language and our Slovak nationality.”

—  y —

REPLY TO A  LECTURE GIVEN BY THE CZECHOSLOVAK  
MINISTER OF JUSTICE AT TATRALOMNIC

A  summer course dealing with Central European questions 
was arranged in the second half of August in the watering 
place Tatralomnic, which was attended by a considerable number 
of students from abroad. Among others a lecture was given by 
M. Ivan Derer, the Czecho-Slovak Minister of Justice, dealing 
mainly with the relations between Czechs and Slovaks; the Min
ister also commented upon the minority question. Speaking of 
the schools of the Hungaran minority the Minister asserted that 
the number of these schools was in strict keeping with the 
exact percentage of the Hungarian minority.

It was not very long before this audacious and cynical 
statement was answered from the other side. At the general 
assembly of the United Hungarian Party in Nagyida M. Andor 
Jaross, member of the Prague Parliament and President of the 
Party, made the following declaration:

“Let me inform the Minister that the Hungarian minority 
would be entitled to a further 60 elementary schools, 4 secondary 
schools, 1 teachers training college, 14 senior schools, 3 special 
schools, and 1 Hungarian University, if we only take into ac
count the number of the scholastic institutions of the German 
minority —  not to speak of those of the Czecho-Slovak 
population."

M. Jaross also commented upon the fact that one million 
Hungarian inhabitants of the Czecho-Slovak Republic are not 
allowed to have a cooperative central of their own.

Another Hungarian member of the Czecho-Slovak Parlia
ment, M. Geza Porubszky, addressed these remarks to M. Derer: 
The scholastic position of the Hungarian minority, which forms 
4,7% of the total population of the Republic, may be described 
by the following statistical data: Out of the total number of 
311 secondary schools the Hungarian minority would be entitled 
to 15 schools; actually it has only 8. —  Out of the 97 teachers' 
training colleges it ought to have 5 and it has only 2. —  Not 
one of the 15 training colleges for infant school teachers is Hun
garian. —  There is not one single Hungarian University to cater 
for the demands of almost one thousand Hungarian students, 
and even the Hungarian chair at the University of Pozsony
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(Bratislava) is vacant. —  2054 Hungarian school children are 
obliged to go to non-Hungarian schools. —  13.000 Hungarian 
elementary school children are without Hungarian schools. —  
This —  according to the law introduced by M. Derer himself —  
means the lack of 250 Hungarian classes and the loss of their 
daily bread to the same number of Hungarian teachers. —  The 
same applies to the Hungarian senior schools of which —  ac
cording to the "exact" ethnographic percentage —  there should 
be 36, while their actual number is not more than 17. Some 
Hungarian counties are left without Hungarian schools (Szepsi, 
Parkany, Dunaszerdahely, etc.), though, at the same time, there 
are Czech senior schools in them maintained by the State.

This is the "truth" of Tatralomnic —  in reality!
—  y  —

ALIENS AND "HOMELESS" SUBJECTS BEING ORDERED TO 
SELL THEIR REAL ESTATE IN THE FRONTIER ZONE

IN RUTHENIA

In Ruthenia the provisions of the Czecho-Slovak Defence 
of the Republic Act which apply to estates in the frontier zone, 
i. e. to property belonging to aliens, are now being put into 
force. The Provincial Office has notified several aliens who pos
sess property in the frontier zone that they must sell it to 
"reliable" Czecho-Slovak citizens by the end of the year. This 
notice was served on them by way of the local notary's office 
and four months were allowed to effect the sale. This is the 
first instance of subjects of a foreign State being required to part 
with their property in the frontier zone.

The Act mentioned above, which was dealt with exhaustively 
in this Review at the time, was passed by the National Assembly 
last summer. By the August of last year foreign subjects were 
obliged to prove their right to their property in Czecho-Slovakia. 
The orders issued by the Ruthenian Provincial Office apply to 
the estates of several old Hungarian families, who will now be 
forced to sell them.

Owing to the chaos obtaining where the question of citizen
ship is concerned, it is to be feared that not only the properties 
of owners whose citizenship and passports are foreign, but also 
those belonging to people classed as "homeless" by the notorious 
decision passed in 1930 by the Czecho-Slovak Courts of Ad
ministration, will be expropriated, despite the fact that the latter 
owners have been domiciled in Ruthenia for decades and in terms 
of the Minority Treaty of Saint-Germain and the Treaty of 
Trianon are entitled to be recognized as subjects of the Czecho
slova k  Republic. —  y  —
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THE EXECUTION OF THE DIVISIONAL SENIOR SCHOOL 
BILL —  ANOTHER ATTACK AGAINST THE HUNGARIANS

An appeal concerning the distribution of Divisional Senior 
Schools has been addressed to Government by M. Andor Jaross, 
member of the Czecho-Slovak Parliament and President of the 
United Hungarian Party. He reminds Government that during 
the Parliamentary discussion of the Bill concerning Divisional 
Senior Schools (No. 233, 1935) the Hungarian members very 
ifiercely condemned the suggestion that the State should mono
polise the right of maintaining such schools. Their fears have 
been corroborated by the fact that within the last eighteen 
months, i. e. since the law was passed, not one Hungarian 
school of this category has yet been established. The Provincial 
Council of Slovakia has organized 121 Senior School Districts, 
but only two of these are Hungarian; Hungarian villages, too, 
have been grouped under the 119 Czecho-Slovak Senior School 
Districts, while the language of teaching has not been fixed with 
regard to the schools in the Hungarian districts, —  y  —

RUMANIA

W H Y CZECHO-SLOVAKIA AND YUGOSLAVIA FINDS 
FAULT W ITH RUMANIA'S MINORITY POLICY

The following report from Bucharest was published in the 
"Slovensky Dennik", the mouthpiece of the Czecho-Slovak  
Agrarian Party in Bratislava (Aug. 24.): "On Aug. 6. the 
magistrates of the village of Nagylak which, with 9000 inhabitants, 
is the largest Slovak* village in Rumania, have dismissed Paul 
Pajtas, the Slovak notary, from his office, —  with reference to 
the Administration Act, which authorizes the village sherifs to 
provide for the appointment or the dismissal of village officials. 
The dismissal of M. Pajtas was not preceded by any official 
inquiry. He had been in office for fourteen years without 
ever being reprimanded for disciplinary offences; he was the 
only qualified Slovak village notary in Rumania, which has a 
Slovak minority of 60.000.

It is quite possible that the dismissal of M. Pajtas is in 
some connection with the decree issued by the Ministry of the 
Interior, according to which the minority officials in the frontier 
zones may be transferred into the inner parts of the country 
on the recommendation of the General Staff. Whatever the reason 
may be, the dismissal of M. Pajtas has created great depression 
among the Slovak inhabitants of Nagylak."
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This comment is of particular interest as it did not appear in 
a Hungarian paper but in an official organ of a country allied 
to Rumania. —  y  —

#
In terms of the Educational Agreement concluded on 10th 

March, 1933, between Yugoslavia and Rumania, the Ministry of 
Education opened a parallel four class Serb section in the Te~ 
rnesvar State Lyceum and a separate Serb section in the Ru
manian Teachers' Training College in the same town. Now, at 
the beginning of the new school-year, M. Anghelescu, Minister 
of Education, united the four-class Serb section of the Lyceum 
and the Serb section in the Teacher's Training College. In Serb 
minority circles this measure, which is an infraction of the 
Educational Agreement, has given rise to widespread consterna
tion (“ Banater Deutsche Zeitung” , August 25 and “ Deli Hirlap", 
August 26). —  y  —

THE UNIMPEACHEABLE RINGLEADER OF RUMANIAN  
ANTI-REVISIONISM

A  Bucharest morning paper, the “Lumea Romaneasca" has 
launched a bitter campaign against M. Stelian Popescu, general 
manager of the daily paper "Universul" and President of the 
Rumanian League against revision. Among other things, the paper 
recalls those accusations which other two dailies, the “Adeverul" 
and the “Dimineata", had brought up against M. Popescu last 
winter. One of these accusations was that, during the Great War he 
offered his services to General Mackensen for the sum of 100.000 
lei. The “Lumea Romaneasca" calls the anti-revisionist ringleader 
a “bodysnatcher" and tells the readers how, when the village 
church at Cotesti was consumed by fire, the “Universul" started 
public subscription for the benefit of those whose relatives had 
lost their lives at the fire. The subscriptions amounted to huge 
sums of which M. Popescu forgot to give an account, having 
turned them to his own use. M. Popescu's papers are continually 
attacking the Jews although he never has anything to say against 
those Jews and Jewish undertakings with whom he himself 
entertains business relations, and from whom his papers receive 
regular payments. Strange to say, the "Universul" did not reply 
to these accusations but merely asked for the protection of the 
censor after this article was published in the “Lumea Romaneasca”.

THE “DIMINEATA” DEFENDS DEBRECEN BOMB 
OUTRAGE SUSPECT

In several of the more important newspapers throughout the 
world there appeared a report that Catareu had confessed on 
his death-bed in San-Francisco to having been guilty of the bomb
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outrage in Debrecen  shortly before the outbreak of the Great War. 
Now the “Dimineata”  of August 3, referring to the investigations 
made by the “ San-Francisco News", denies that Catareu was 
the guilty person. The history of the above-mentioned bomb 
outrage is that in 1912 a Papal Bull detached a part of 
the Greek Catholic diocese in the purely Magyar north-eastern 
districts and organized a Magyar Greek Catholic diocese there. 
{Hitherto there had only been Ruthenian and Rumanian Greek 
Catholic dioceses in Hungary.) In Rumanian circles a violent 
propaganda opposed this. A  bomb outrage was committed 
against the temporary episcopal seat of the new Magyar 
diocese, and several people were killed. Investigation disclosed 
that one of the criminals was Catareu, who had been living in 
Debrecen under a false name. Catareu managed to make his 
escape. These facts make it more than probable that he was one 
of the guilty persons, in spite of the "Dimineata's" denial.

—  y  —

RUMANIAN PRIESTS TO BE EMPLOYED TO RUMANIANIZE  
THE SZEKLER DISTRICTS

The Elementary Education Act of 26th July 1924 created 
a cultural zone in 10 counties of Transylvania, including the four 
counties of the S zekelyfold  (U dvarhely, Haromszek, Csik and 
M arostorda), in order to further the work of Rumanianization.

This Act offers considerable material advantages (an extra 
50% on their salaries, etc.) to State school teachers in those 
counties who are from other parts of the kingdom. The object 
is to secure the services in the work of Rumanianizing the 
Szeklers of as many Rumanian teachers as possible. Order No. 
105,852 ex 1937 now issued by the drafter of that Act, M. 
Anghelescu, Minister of Education, has thrown open this zone, 
which hitherto was reserved for  Rumanian teachers, to Rumanian 
priests. The Order decrees that any Rumanian (Greek Oriental 
or Greek Catholic) priest who undertakes to serve 10 years in 
the Szekler districts will, on passing an easy examination, re
ceive a teacher's diploma without having to study at a teachers' 
training college. Thus all Rumanian priests who undertake to 
work for 10 years in the Szekler districts as teachers too  will 
enjoy the privileges of the cultural zone. A  Transylvanian news
paper (the "Keleti Ujsag” of 5th September) is of the opinion 
that this decree is meant to supply the shortage of Rumanian 
teachers in the Szekler counties, since teachers from the Regate 
(Older Rumania) do not care to accept appointments in the 
cultural zone, and the Government is unwilling to appoint 
Magyars. According to this same paper 20 of the 29 young

53



D A N U B IA N  R E V IE W

Rumanian teachers in the cultural zone had themselves re-trans
ferred to the Regate at the beginning of the present school- 
year. —  y  —

ALL THE PROPERTY OF THE PREMONSTRATENSIAN  
ORDER CONFISCATED WITHOUT AN ORDER 

FROM THE COURTS

On 6th September a commission headed by Onisifor Ghibu, 
university professor, took possession of the monastery, church, 
chapel and landed estates, as well as of all movable and other 
real assets, of the Premonstratensian Order in Bihar szentmar ton. 
The confiscation, effected without order from the Courts, was car
ried out on behalf of the Ministry of Public Hygiene. The com
mander of the gendarmes ordered the members of the Order to 
pack their belongings in an hour and a half, and while they were 
packing a policeman stood guard over them. They were not 
allowed to inform the monastery in Nagyvarad by telephone of 
what had happened. Professor Ghibu also refused them permis
sion to remove the chalice from the church, saying: "It will be 
good for our church.” The commission then went over to Felix- 
fiirdo, which also belongs to the Order, and Professor Ghibu 
told the tenant that the Rumanian State had taken possession 
of the baths. The county medical officer and the chief engineer 
were put in charge of the watering-place (“ K eleti Ujsag” , 1937, 
September 8, No. 205). —  y  —

THE POST OFFICE DOES NOT DELIVER LETTERS 
ADDRESSED IN HUNGARIAN EVEN IF THE NAME OF 

THE PLACE IS IN RUMANIAN

A  Sz6kler teacher wrote a letter to the Szekely Miko Re
formed Church College in Sepsiszentgydrgy. This letter was 
returned to the sender by the Post Office with the explanation 
that they did not understand "foreign" languages, and this 
although the name of the town was written in Rumanian 
(“ K eleti Ujsag” , September 8). —  y  —

THE SITUATION OF THE MINORITIES 
IN THE ECONOMIC LIFE OF TRANSYLVANIA

The “ Argus", an economic review eppearing in Bucharest, 
recently published an interview between its correspondent and 
the manager of a great industrial undertaking in Transylvania, 
discussing the problem of minority employees in Rumania. The 
unjust campaign, which was recently started against great under
takings in Transylvania, has had a disastrous effect on the
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industrial life of that province, —  the correspondent declares. 
It was alleged that the number of Rumanian employees in Tran
sylvanian factories was still below that of minority employees. 
It would, no doubt, be unjust if Rumanian workers were deprived 
of the opportunity to work; the truth, however, is that not only 
is there no unemployment but that there is an actual shortage 
of available labour in numerous industrial undertakings. Yet it 
would be equally unfair to turn minority people out of such 
branches of work in which they are thoroughly trained and 
whose minutest niceties are thoroughly known to them, merely 
to allow their places to be taken —  by way of preference —  by 
people who lack even the rudimentary training in those branches 
of work. Such a procedure would bring about the ruin of these 
industrial undertakings. The industrial works in Transylvania 
are of no recent date, and the workers as well as the clerical 
employees are thoroughly familiar with every single part of the 
work to be done in them. Consequently, the dismissal of large 
numbers of experienced employees in preference to Rumanian 
applicants would turn the whole industry upside down. Every 
Rumanian citizen has —  irrespectively of his nationality —  the 
full right to live and work as he fulfils his obligations towards 
the State. Since the State does not offer employment to minority 
citizens, they are obliged to earn their livelihood by seeking 
employment in industrial life (P ester L loyd, Sept. 14).

YUGOSLAVIA

GOVERNMENT SHOWS NO ANXIETY TO REDRESS 
EDUCATIONAL GRIEVANCES OF HUNGARIAN MINORITY

At was stated in a former issue of this paper, three leaders 
of the Hungarian minority had conversations, first on 23rd and 
24th October 1936 and then on 28th April 1937, with the Premier 
and a few members of his Cabinet concerning the redress of 
the most bitter educational grievances of the Hungarian minority. 
Both the Prime Minister and the Minister of Education gave 
distinct promises that the grievances enumerated would be re
dressed. Since, howewer, no measures were taken before the 
beginning of the present school-year, and the system of name- 
analysis was even more strictly applied during the registration 
of Hungarian pupils, M. Varady and M. Streliczky, former 
members of the Skupstina, and Dr. Deak  on 2nd September ap
peared in Belgrade before M. Stankovitch, Minister of Agri
culture, who is entrusted with the administration of the Voivo- 
dina, and again urged the Government to keep their promises. 
All that came of M. Stankovitch's intervention was that M. 
Stankovitch gave permission for the first class of the parallel

55



D A N U B IA N  R E V IE W

Hungarian section of the Belgrade State Teachers' Training 
College, which for your years has been incomplete, to be opened; 
all the rest of the important educational questions he left un
settled. Permission to open the first class of the parallel Hun
garian section, however, by no means signifies that the problem 
of training Hungarian teachers has been solved. For in reply to 
the question as to whether the first class of the parallel Hun
garian section would be opened every year now, the Minister of 
Education said: "It is impossible to tell at present” . But even 
apart from this, it is only by way of an Act of Parliament that 
the question can be definitely solved, and not by a permit from 
the Minister that may be withdrawn at any moment. At present 
there is no prospect of the former alternative being realised.

—  y  —

SPECIAL TA X IMPOSED ON HUNGARIAN SIGNS

In the frontier town of Szabadka (Subotica) a new regulation 
dealing with the duties imposed on shop signs has now come 
into force. This regulation has reduced the duties hitherto im
posed by from 25 to 50 per cent. If, however, the signs are 
written in more languages than one, a separate tax must be paid 
for each non-Slav language. Signs with the text in various Slav 
languages are exempt from this special tax (“ N aplo", August 21).

—  y —

TRANSYLVANIAN HUNGARIAN NEWSPAPER BANNED
IN YUGOSLAVIA

The Yugoslav Government has forbidden the circulation and 
postal delivery of the "K orunk", a Hungarian newspaper ap
pearing in Kolozsvar (”N ovosti", August 28). —  y  —
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GREAT SUCCESS IN ENGLAND OF ZOLTAN KODALY’S

COMPOSITIONS

Several works of Zoltan Kodaly, one of the leading Hun
garian representatives of modern music, were performed at the 
musical festival in Gloucester. According to “The Times" of 10th 
September his Galanta Dances was “a brilliant rhapsody on tunes 
of the gypsy band types made familiar to English ears in the 
works of both Liszt and Brahms”.

Writing of Kodaly's “Te Deum" the September 11th issue 
of the same paper says:

"The Te Deum with which M. K odaly  began last night's 
programme in the cathedral is on an imposing scale. It employs 
a quartet of solo voices with the chorus, a full though not extra
vagant orchestra, and an organ part with which, though marked 
ad libitum, makes a substantial addition to the effect when the 
organ is that of Gloucester Cathedral. But the work is more 
than merely imposing. Both the Te Deum and the unaccompanied 
motet, “Jesus and the traders", heard this morning, show the 
composer's sensitiveness to words, and also to the implication 
of religious words. Moreover, while the Te Deum contains a 
wide range of dynamics in the course of declaiming the hymn 
clause by clause, Kodaly is too good a musician to depend solely 
on verbal expression. The musical structure is knit together by 
recurrent phrases, although it is not so completely dominated by 
a single theme as Vaughan William's Coronation Te Deum, to 
name a recent and salient example. The trumpet call with which 
Kodaly heralds the opening clause is used later to punctuate the 
several movements, and it announces a broad musical recapitula
tion when the words “per singulos dies” are reached. The way 
in which this recapitulation, sustained by the chorus, becomes, 
as it were, an enlargement of the opening movement by the ad
dition of new counterpoints sung by the solo voices, is one of 
the most striking features of the impressive work."
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CZECHOSLOVAKIA

CZECHOSLOVAKIA'S FINANCIAL POLICY NOT 
CONSTRUCTIVE.

Dr. Rudolph Broz, Czech economist, continues his criticism 
of Czecho-Slovakia's financial policy in the review ‘‘Venkov", to 
which we have already referred in our last issue. His opinion 
is that Czecho-Slovakia does not pursue a constructive financial 
policy and is, therefore, unable to lead her economic and financial 
life out of the crisis. The turn-over of banknotes is less than it 
was in 1929, the stock of deposits in the banks is also lower 
than in 1929. The Government's intervention has brought the 
conditions of industrial labour up to the 1929 standard, but the 
revenues of the State and the purchasing power of the public are 
below that level. As soon as the Government's intervention is 
withdrawn —  continues the Czech economist —  industrial 
employment will again decline, because economic life lacks those 
resources and that purchasing power on which it could rely in 
1929. For this very reason the prices of agricultural products 
have risen by only 10°/o since 1932 —  when the crisis was at its 
lowest level —  until the middle of 1937, and they are still 50°/o 
lower than the average of 1925 to 1929.

UNEMPLOYMENT IN THE SEVERED TERRITORY 
INCREASING

The records published by the Czecho-Slovak Statistical 
Bureau show that the number of unemployed in the whole of 
the Republic was 233.168 in August, as against 248.127 at the 
end of July. While in Bohemia and Moravia the number of un
employed shows a decrease, in Slovakia it has increased by 
3522 and in Ruthenia by 176. These figurees, the Hungarian 
paper "Pragai Magyar Hirlap" (September 7.) points out, show 
that the standard of economic improvement in Slovakia remains 
far below that of the historical provinces. Owing to the reduction
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of Slovakia's once so prosperous manufacturing industry thousands 
of workers earn their daily bread by seasonal labour; con
sequently, as soon as the harvest comes to an end the number 
of unemployed shows a sudden increase. —  y  —

A  DESCRIPTION OF THE SANITARY CONDITIONS OF 
RUTHENIA IN "LIBERATING” CZECHO-SLOVAKIA

Investigations conducted by the Ruthenian Society for Natio
nal Economy have shown the appalling proportion of infant 
mortality in the country. Syphilis and scrofula are assuming 
formidable dimensions, amounting in places to a national catas
trophe. Another esential problem is a national campaign against 
alcoholism, as the population in many places is now indulging 
in drinking methylated spirits instead of brandy. ("Karpati Hir- 
ado” , Aug. 1.) —  y  —

W HAT DOES THE VICTORY OF THE "RYE PARTY" OVER 
THE "W H E AT PARTY" M EAN?

The first official report of the crops, issued by the Ministry 
of Agriculture, estimates that compared with last year this year 
wheat yielded 1.629.374 quintals less, rye 108.245 more, barley 
389.981 more, oats 709.177 more, maize 19.640 less and early 
potatoes 860.761 less. In Slovakia official estimates reckon the 
yield of wheat at 672.593 quintals less, that of rye at 397.895 
quintals less, that of barley at 306.747 less and that of early 
potatoes at 367.053 less. Only in oats were there 7.694 quintals 
more. In Ruthenia the figures are: wheat 366.205 quintals less, 
rye 240.082 less, barley 15,704 less, oats 154.180 less and maize 
114.744 less. In the whole area of the Republic the yield of 
wheat was 1.629.374 quintals less than last year. 1.038.798 quintals 
of this decrease fell to Slovakia and Ruthenia. In a word the 
lion's share of the loss caused by the bad harvest is borne by 
the agricultural classes in those provinces. As the yield of rye in 
the whole Republic was 108.245 quintals more than last year, 
while at the same time Slovakia and Ruthenia, i. e. the eastern 
parts of the country, produced 397.895 and 240.082 quintals less 
respectively (a total of 637.977 quintals), it is evident that this 
year's rye crop yielded 746.222 quintals more in the historical 
provinces than last year.

In this connection the "Pragai Magyar Hirlap" observes 
that when this year's wheat and rye prices were being fixed 
the rye party won a victory over the wheat party and that in 
consequence of this victory and of the distribution of the rye 
crop in the Republic, agriculture in the historical provinces will 
make a much larger profit out of the higher price fixed for
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rye than will the eastern provinces. The fixing of the prices 
of wheat and rye for this year may probably lead to a 
stabilization of the areas under cereal cultivation, but it is 
Slovakia and Ruthenia that will pay for this stabilization, not 
only in this year of catastrophically poor crops, but also in 
the future, since the chief cereal cultivated in Slovakia and 
Ruthenia is wheat.

—  y —

HUNGARY

THE GOVERNMENT’S ECONOMIC PROGRAMME FOR THE
GREAT PLAIN

Opening the agricultural exhibition at Hajduszoboszlo on 
September 6th, the Hungarian Prime Minister made his first 
speech since Parliament rose for the summer recess. He an
nounced the reduction of railway tariffs in the case of agri
cultural products; thus, for instance, the freight of maize will 
be reduced by 20%. A  new bridge, at the cost of 3,800.000 pengo, 
will be built over the river Tisza at Tiszapolgard. The production 
of cottage industries will be greatly increased. The Government 
is resolved to break down labour usury, and a Bill for the old 
age insurance of agricultural labourers will be introduced in 
the autumn. —  y  —

THE HUNGARIAN GOVERNMENT’S PROPOSAL IS THE 
SERIOUS OFFER OF AN HONEST DEBTOR

In its September report the London League of Nations Loan 
Committee stated that the proposal submitted re the League of 
Nations loan by the Hungarian Government (see our August 
issue) was the serious offer of an honest debtor, than which, in 
the present circumstances, no better could be expected. It was 
also stated in the report that Hungary's conservative financial 
policy had ensured a slow but steady recovery in the country's 
finances. —  y  —

SWISS COMMENT ON THE IMPROVEMENT OF 
HUNGARY'S SITUATION

A  financial letter published in the "Courrier de G eneve" 
points out that the financial and economic situation of Hungary 
shows a steady improvement. The harvest this year was favour
able and it happened for the first time that the revenues of the 
State have exceeded the budgetary expenditure. Again, the 
regular payment of taxes is another proof of the improvement
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and strengthening of the situation of ratepayers. Foreign stock 
at the National Bank is also steadily increasing; this will no 
doubt help to ensure the fulfilment of the agreement concerning 
the payment of foreign loans, —  y  —

YUGOSLAVIA

W H Y YUGOSLAVIA'S CZECHO-SLOVAK EXPORTS AND  
IMPORTS HAVE DECREASED

Italy ’s textile industry has succeeded in recapturing the 
Yugoslav market from Czecho-Slovakia. The sale of tobacco is 
at a standstill at the present moment.

The “Yugoslovenski Kurir" devotes a long article to the 
question: why Yugoslavia's exports to Czecho-Slovakia have di
minished? There is a marked decrease in this respect since 
last year. The figures of Yugoslavia's export-balance in million 
dinars for the first six months of this year are as follows:

Exports Imports Balance
1936 279.7 396.8 — 116.9
1937 214.4 279.7 —  65.3

Difference in 1937 — 65.3 — 116.9 —  51.6
The figures show a decrease of 65.3 million dinars in the 

exports to Czecho-Slovakia which, added to a decrease by 116.9 
million dinars, amounts to a total decrease of 40% since last 
year. Passive balance has fallen by 51.6 million dinars during 
the same period. The explanation for the diminution of exports 
is that Yugoslavia did not export any tobacco at all in the 
first half of this year, while her tobacco exports to Czecho
slovakia during the same period last year amounted to the value 
of 80 million Dinars. The decrease in Yugoslavia's imports from 
Czecho-Slovakia, writes the Yugoslovenski Kurir, was to be ex
pected as early as October 1936, when the country concluded a 
temporary commercial agreement with Italy. At the time of the 
"sanctions" the importation of textiles from Italy was at a 
complete standstill which, naturally, caused a corresponding in
crease of textile imports from Czecho-Slovakia. The abolition of 
sanctions was followed by the restoration of normal trade 
relations with Italy and, consequently, by a decrease of textile 
imports from Czecho-Slovakia, while Italy has regained the po
sition which she formerly held in the textile imports of Yugo
slavia. The value of textile goods imported from Czecho-Slovakia 
in the first six months of this year amounts to 76.6 million 
dinars in cotton, 55 million in wool, 0.06 millions in silk and 
14.6 mllions in other textile goods, the total value being 146.8
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million dinars, while the value of textile goods imported last 
year amounted to a total of 222.51 million dinars. The decrease 
totals 75.71 million dinars.

—  y —

COMPLAINT CONCERNING TOURIST RELATIONS
BETWEEN CZECHO-SLOVAKIA AND YUGOSLAVIA

In the newspaper entitled "A -Z " M. Polivka, a member of 
the C zecho-Slovak  Parliament, complains that Slovak tourists are 
being slighted everywhere in Yugoslavia  and receive much less 
considerate attention, especially in the Yugoslav spas, than 
Germans or other foreigners. —  y  —
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MOTORING

TWO HUNGARIAN RACERS GRAVELY INSULTED 
IN BRASS6

More than once we have had occasion to refer to the 
deplorable circumstance that Rumania seems unable, even today, 
to distinguish between sports and politics. The result is that 
while in all the other countries of Europe the field of sports is 
the one place where the youth of nations at loggerheads over 
politics may confront each other in friendly rivalry, Rumania has 
not yet reached the point of being able to eliminate hatred from 
the sphere of sports. No wonder, then, if foreign competitors are 
liable to suffer the greatest indignities there.

This lamentable state of things was strikingly illustrated at 
the International Motor Car Races held in Brasso on 15th August, 
at which two Hungarian competitors were shamefully insulted. 
The first scandalous act took place at the commencement of the 
race when the starter hit a a Hungarian racer, Count Nicholas 
Festetich, over the head with his flag. Then when Count Festetich 
was forced to give up the race owing to some trouble with his 
car and stopped at one of the depots, the Rumanian spectators 
crowded round him, yelling abuse, and as he was preparing to 
leave the track under police "protection" the mob began to rain 
blows upon him. Most characteristic of all was the fact that one 
of the soldiers on duty flung his bayonet at the Hungarian 
competitor, hitting one of the mechanics.

Meanwhile another Hungarian competitor, Count Ernest 
Festetich, who remained in the race, was being pelted with stones 
by the Rumanians. In spite of this unexcusable behaviour, which 
might well have resulted in a fatal accident, Count Festetich's 
car was the first to reach the tape. Seeing this, the Rumanians 
were roused to such a pitch of fury that only the intervention 
of the police and the gendarmerie saved the Hungarian winner 
from being lynched. The management did not dare to tell the 
public that Hungary had won, and the microphone gave the name 
of a Rumanian who was second as the winner. That this unfair 
action was taken wittingly is proved by the fact that in the after
noon the management finally recognized Count Festetich's victory
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and adjudged him the first prize. No attempt, however, was made 
to apologize or express regrets for behaviour unparalelled in the 
history of sports.

FOOTBALL
The Central European Cup matches are now over except for 

the finals in which the Rome “Lazio" and the Budapest “Ferenc- 
varos" are competing. The final victory will be decided by the 
joint results of two matches, one in Budapest and the other in 
Rome. The first of these, played in Budapest in the middle of 
September, resulted in a victory for the “Ferencvaros" of 4 goals 
to 2.

Another important match was played between Hungary and 
Czecho-Slovakia for the European Cup, competed for by five 
countries: Italy, Austria, Switzerland, Czecho-Slovakia and Hun
gary. The match between Hungary and Czecho-Slovakia which 
took place in the middle of September, ended in a great victory 
for Hungary by 8 goals to 3. —  y  —

The Danubian Review is published monthly. —  Editorial Offices and 
Management: Zrinyi-utca 1, Budapest V. —  All articles, —  with the 
exception of those signed "y”  — have been translated by Dr. ARTHUR 
B. YOLLAND, Professor of English literature in the University of Buda
pest. —  Responsible for the publication: Dr. ANDREW  FALL. —  Editor 
for Economics: NICHOLAS UDVARDY. —  Issued and printed by Sarkany 

Ltd. —  Responsible for the printing: Dr. A . and J. Wessely.
11414


