
P O L IT IC A L  M O S A I C

NO SOLUTION OF THE DANUBE QUESTION POSSIBLE 
WITHOUT HUNGARY

In his expose of 9th November M. Kalman Kanya stated 
that Hungary’s foreign policy was based on the Rome Protocols 
and on a sincere friendship with Germany; that it continued to 
encourage friendly relations with Poland and was gratified to 
see the interest shown by the British Empire in the questions 
of the Danube Valley.

These points of Hungary's official foreign policy are com
pletely in harmony with the sentiments of Hungarian public 
opinion. Hungarian public opinion is imbued with feelings of 
sincere friendship for Italy, who, after so many experiences 
common to the history of both nations, was the first Great Power 
in the era following the War to extend a hand of friendship to 
Hungary. Hungarian public opinion also entertains feelings of 
warm friendship for Austria, the third signatory of the Rome Pro
tocols, with whom for centuries Hungary lived in personal union 
and in a practical union. Hungarians also feel that the mighty 
German nation is their friend, with whom they fought side by side 
in the Great War and together with whom they are struggling to 
obtain a revision of the untenable provisions of the Paris Peace 
Treaties. And as to the friendship between Hungary and Poland; 
it has been so firmly cemented by "sword and cup” and by a 
common temperament, that it has become proverbial.

Hungarian public opinion was particularly pleased to learn 
that the official foreign policy of the country was gratified to 
see the interest shown by Great Britain in the questions of the 
Danube Valley. From the lips of Hungary’s Foreign Minister this 
would seem to mean that not only the British people, but also 
British official circles, were interested in those problems in a 
manner favourable to Hungary. That wide circles of British 
society have shown sympathy for Hungary’s aims and look upon 
the redress of Hungary's wrongs as a European question, has 
always been highly prized by this nation. The important work of 
information begun by Lord Rothermere and continued by the 
parliamentary group acting under the leadership of Sir Robert 
Gower has laid a heavy obligation of gratitude upon the Hun
garian nation, and we have never doubted that sooner or later
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the works would make an impression on the Foreign Office too. 
The fact that Sir Robert Gower has submitted to Parliament a 
motion —  of which a report will be found in another column of 
this issue —  suggests that this influence is beginning to take 
effect.

So far as France is concerned, in his expose the Hungarian 
Foreign Minister stressed the loyalty with which the French 
Government had observed the terms of the treaties with the 
Little Entente. Naturally in the question of the value to France 
of these treaties people in France were beginning more and more 
generally, to realise the problematic character of that value. 
Quite recently (on November 13th) the “Universul” , the mouth
piece of the Rumanian anti-revisionists, had considered it 
necessary to attack those Frenchmen who were beginning to join 
the ranks of those in favour of Hungarian revisionism. Articles 
published recently in certain leading French journals also point 
to there having during the past few weeks ensued a change in 
French public opinion in the attitude towards the Hungarian 
question and certain Little Entente States which was far beyond 
anything even the most sanguine Hungarian revisionists would 
have dared to hope fĉ r a month or two ago.

No doubt these foretokens of a change of feeling have also 
contributed to make the Little Entente at long last regard it as 
opportune to speak of Hungary in a different tone from that 
previously employed. So far as Plungary is concerned, that 
country would certainly be extremely gratified if the Little En
tente were at last to accept the minimum demands which the 
world has so often heard the Hungarian Minister formulate. The 
rhetorical lapses of certain Little Entente statesmen and the 
attacks on the Hungarian minorities which the Little Entente 
States have unfortunately not discontinued are naturally not 
calculated to enhance the hopes of an understanding.

The attempts at a rapprochement have however certainly 
revealed the fact that the Little Entene too is beginning to 
realise that the Central European question —  a question which 
Lord Halifax's visit to Berlin has made a pivotal problem of 
European politics —  cannot any longer be solved without the 
knowledge and approval of Hungary. There are geographical 
moments which not even the shrewdest diplomatic jugglery can 
eliminate —  moments which even the deepest political cunning 
is compelled to take into account. A  moment of this kind is the 
circumstance that the middle reaches of the Danube are in the 
control of Hungary, the result being that the Danube question 
cannot be solved without her. With the friendship of Rome, 
Vienna and Berlin to support it, —  delighted at the interest shown 
by Great Britain, —  gratified to be able to record the breaking 
of the ice at Paris, —  interpreting the cautious feelings put out
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by Belgrade, Prague and Bucharest as signs of the time, and 
conscious of possessing the sympathy of the vast majority of the 
world's public opinion, —  the Hungarian nation believes that it 
will not have to wait much longer for a just and lasting solution 
taking account also of its vital interests,

THE HUNGARIAN PREMIER HOPES FOR A  PEACEFUL 
SOLUTION OF THE INTERNATIONAL CONFLICTS

On 26th October, before Parliament opened for its autumn 
session, Premier Daranyi announced the Government's programme, 
and speaking of Hungary's foreign policy amongst other things 
said: —

"Although the international situation is very serious and 
fraught with danger, there is every reason to hope that com- 
monsense and a recognition of other people's interests will gain 
the upper hand and that our generation will be spared a con
flict which would threaten with ruin all that has been done 
through long years in the interest of our welfare and develop
ment, We are confirmed in this hope, by the circumstance that 
definite attempts are being made by the Powers to settle con
flicts in a peaceful way and to eliminate strife with reciprocal 
understanding and goodwill. Here it will suffice to mention the 
peaceful statements made but recently in Berlin by the respon
sible leaders of two Great Powers. These statements, the sin- 
cerety of which is not open to doubt, entitle us to regard them 
as a hopeful sign that the crises threatening the peace of the 
world will pass over and the nations will again find their way 
back to the path of understanding and friendly co-operation.

“In the present critical times, amidst grave international 
circumstances, Hungary's foreign policy has remained, and will 
remain, on the lines hitherto pursued. The Rome Protocol will 
continue to be the basis of our foreign policy, and our un
changing endeavour will be —  while cultivating existing friend
ships —  to contribute, when and where opportunity arises, to 
a peaceful solution of the various international problems and 
with peaceful means promote the evolution of international co
operation resting on a firmer, better balanced basis than that 
of today. We have given fresh proof of these our endeavours 
recently during the discussion of the Spanish question in 
Geneva. Though not directly affected by the question we never
theless judged it expedient, in the interest of universal peace, 
to speak up against any possible unilateral attitude expressed 
at the League Assembly and did so convinced that any such 
unilateral attitude would but considerably endanger the much- 
desired future co-operation of the parties interested.
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“Hungary's influence on the peaceful settlement of inter
national problems is, of course, limited, and in any case her 
geographical situation prescribes that her endeavours in this 
field be directed towards the affairst of Central Europe, parti
cularly of the Danube Valley, In this connection I must remind 
you of the negotiations conducted recently with several of our 
neighbour States with a view to normalizing our relations with 
them.

“The conversations in Sinaja and Geneva have by no 
means solved our problems and at present it would be hard to 
say how much time they will take up yet. From the outset we 
were fully aware that results could be obtained only after pro
tracted, difficult and patient negotiation. It is not my intention 
to enter into details now. A ll I consider necessary to say at 
present is that for obvious reasons the normal relations desired 
cannot be achieved until a change for the better sets in, in the 
lot of the Hungarian minorities living in the territories wrested 
from Hungary. The success of the negotiations therefore de
pends on whether the States concerned are willing to adopt an 
attitude towards them which might be regarded as the in
auguration of an era of better understanding and the pledge of 
a fairer future for the minorities in question."

M. COLOMAN K AN YA ON THE NEGOTIATIONS BETWEEN  
HUNGARY AND THE LITTLE ENTENTE

M. Coloman Kanya, Hungarian Minister of Foreign Affairs, 
speaking of the international situation at a meeting of the Com
mittee of Foreign Affairs (Upper and Lower Houses of Parlia
ment) on 9th November, threw into relief Hungary's participation 
in the endeavours to maintain peace, as witnessed by the 
negotiations inaugurated with a view to normalizing relations 
with the States of the Little Entente. These negotiations had 
hitherto been barren of positive results. There were no differences 
of opinion in principle on the question of military equality, and 
he hoped that —  providing the Governments of the Little Entente 
States continued to show the same willingness —  an agreement 
in this matter would be arrived at shortly.

The real point of dispute was the minority question. Here the 
standpoint of the Little Entente States was that they refused to 
undertake further obligations towards Hungary beyond the com
mitments given to the Great Powers in the international treaties. 
M. Kanya laid stress on the fact that he sincerely and seriously 
desired to ease the tension in the atmosphere. This he had also 
stated during the pourparlers to the representatives of the Little 
Entente States and to achieve it he was prepared for certain 
sacrifices. Results naturally, might be expected only if both sides
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were willing to make sacrifices and only if the Governments of 
the Little Entente countries could make up their minds to give 
a new impulse to the regulation of the minority question. On his 
part he was even willing to see the question settled on the principle 
of reciprocity. In his opinion Prague and Belgrade might perhaps 
be willing to attempt an agreement on a formula which, while 
promising an allevation of the lot of the minorities, would leave 
intact the full sovereignty of the two States, It would seem, 
however, that in view of the approaching elections in Rumania the 
Government's position was not stable enough to risk accepting the 
responsibility of such an agreement, so that until the elections 
were over there was obviously no chance of further serious 
negotiations.

"For our part" —  said M, Kanya —  “we regret the delay, 
but in spite of it we shall, so long as possible, refrain from taking 
unilateral steps and shall endeavour to resolve unsettled questions 
in a spirit of peaceful co-operation."

The Foreign Minister then denied the reports spread by a 
section of the European press that certain Powers were deter
mined to prevent at any cost the normalization of relations be
tween Hungary and the Little Entente. A t the close of his speech 
M. Kanya emphatically asserted that the main lines on which 
Hungary’s foreign policy was laid had undergone no change. That 
policy still rested on the Rome Protocols and on a sincere 
friendship with Germany sealed first by the visits of Baron Neu- 
rath, German Minister of Foreign Affairs, and Baron Blomberg, 
Minister of War to Budapest and then by the proposed visit to 
Berlin of Premier Daranyi and himself.

"W e  shall continue" —  M. Kanya went on —  “to maintain 
friendly relations with Poland, and it is with satisfaction we 
observe the interest displayed in the questions of the Danube 
Valley by Great Britain. Our relations with France are of neces
sity determined by the fact that she is bound to the States of 
the Little Entente with ties of alliance. France has always been 
scrupulous to fulfil the obligations deriving from these treaties 
and keeps alert watch over the interests of States with which we, 
on the other hand, have many problems to settle."

M. Kanya brought his expose to a close with a statement to 
the effect that Hungary's foreign policy, as far as her strength 
permitted, was an active peace policy, the aim of which was to 
establish to an ever-increasing extent the preliminary conditions 
of real peace.

During the debate afterwards M. Charles Peyer (Social De
mocratic Party), amongst others, expressed his satisfaction that 
negotiations had been opened concerning the lot of the Hungarian 
minorities, and pointed out that the state of the Hungarian work
men in Rumania had now become intolerable.
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"SO  LONG AS THE TRIANON FRONTIERS STAND WE  
CANNOT UNDERTAKE TO BE FRIENDLY W ITH OUR

NEIGHBOURS"

Speaking on 15th October by the tomb of M, Gaston Gaal, the 
founder of the biggest Opposition Party —  the Independent 
Farmers' Party, —  M, Tibor Eckhardt, its present leader, outlined 
its programme. Amongst other things he said: —

“On each occasion when, at the League of Nations or else
where, I was brought face to face with the exponents of that 
policy, I was overwhelmed with a feeling of sadness, for I was 
always forced to the conviction that the peace which was forced 
on Europe and on this dismembered country was not based on 
justice but on superior force. It was dictated by armed force and 
cannot therefore be permanent. A ll the dangers, reactions and 
conflicts that have troubled Europe ever since have their roots in 
the peace treaties, in suprematic ambitions and the absence of 
justice. For without justice peace cannot be maintained.

During the years that have elapsed since the Treaty of Trianon 
all our Governments, and not the Governments alone, but also 
the whole Hungarian nation, have clearly and explicitly defined 
their attitude in two directions. The one was that under no 
circumstances can we accept as a final solution of Hungary's 
destiny the Treaty of Trianon and the lot forced upon us by it. 
In this we cannot and will not acquiesce. This is one of the im
mutable truths that lives in the heart of every Hungarian and will 
continue to do so until justice has been done to Hungary.

The other' equally true thesis which so far at least has been 
adhered to by our Governments, the Opposition, Hungarian public 
opinion as a whole, and all the parliamentary parties is that, while 
we refuse to acquiesce in present conditions, we have done nothing 
and shall do nothing to disturb the peace of Europe. The pursuit 
of our own national ambitions has always been conducted in 
harmony with the interests of Europe as a whole.

Since Trianon, the Hungarian nation has gone through a 
period of bitter trials, vicissitudes and wretchedness, a veritable 
Golgotha of sufferings, but the patience with which they were 
borne and the wisdom and honesty displayed by the nation have 
won the respect of the world, the loss of which must not lightly 
be risked.

This was why Hungary in the past made no attempt to con
clude military alliances or pursue a policy that might have raised 
the slightest doubt concerning the peaceful intentions of the na
tion. This nation has always followed a policy of friendship with 
every well-meaning foreign Power, especially with the Great 
Powers, and with everybody who wished for our friendship and 
was ready to reciprocate i t . . .
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I declare that it is the duty not only of the adjacent States 
but also of Hungary to normalize relations in the Danube Valley... 
But I also declare that so long as the Trianon frontiers stand we 
cannot undertake to be friendly with our neighbours, for such a 
friendship would mean that we accepted at least a moral obliga
tion to defend the present frontiers, and this, knowing them to be 
unjust, we cannot do. Hungary can never undertake this obligation.

Normal relations with our neighbours are indeed necessary, 
but there can be no question of friendship within the framework 
of the Trianon borders, and this is something that everybody 
must be brought to realize.”

THE ANNUAL DINNER OF THE BRITISH-HUNGARIAN
SOCIETY

The newly re-organized British-Hungarian Society, of which 
Lord Londonderry remained the president and M, Constantine 
Masirevich, Hungary’s Minister in London, and Sir Geoffrey Knox, 
Great Britain’s Minister in Budapest, vice-presidents, held its 
annual dinner on 24th November. The speaker of the evening 
was Mr. Oliver Stanley, President of the Board of Trade. Other 
members of the distinguished gathering were Lord Newton, Lord 
and Lady Mottistone, Lord Douglas-Hamilton, Sir Frederick Leith- 
Ross, Lady Snowden, Sir Thomas Moore and Mr, W , Duckworth, 
M. P.-s, Sir Thomas Hohler former British Minister in Budapest 
and Lady Hohler. Sir William Goode, the Duchess of Gains
borough. Lady Cunynghame. Sir Barry Domville, Baron Fran
kenstein, Austria's Minister in London, the Duchess of Bagration, 
Baroness Budberg, Mr. G. Ward Price, the staff of the Hun
garian Legation and numerous representatives of the British 
press.

In his toast M. Constantin Masirevich extended a warm 
welcome to all present, especially to Lord Londonderry, Mr, 
Stanley, the guest of honour and Baron Frankenstein. He then 
continued as follows:

"You will agree with me that, in spite of the seriousness 
of the international situation, those forces which aim at eli
minating existing differences continue to work. W e may be 
of good hope that the co-operation of all Nations combined 
with mutual sacrifices will bring about that state of tranquility 
which we all desire. I rejoice to stand here and assert that 
despite all the ugly currents and whirlpools during the six 
or seven years since our last dinner, the friendship between 
England and Hungary remains unimpaired. More than that. 
The two countries now know each other far better. Where 
English people formerly came to Hungary by the hundreds
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"Hungary has asked that the whole question shall be con
sidered by the Council of the League of Nations under Article 
19 of the Covenant —  referred to by your correspondents, —  
but so far the appeal has fallen on deaf ears. Notwithstanding 
the recent partial emasculation of the League, we still hold the 
opinion that it could and should fulfil the useful function of 
applying itself to the consideration of the question. Its neglect 
up to now to do so is inexplicable and it has certainly con
tributed to, that distrust of the League which is prevalent in the 
world to-day, Hungary has already announced her willingness 
to abide by the League's decision, subject to the matter’s being 
treated with impartiality. So far as the Little Entente States are 
concerned, it is difficult to believe that they would set any such 
decision at defiance. Indeed they depend for their very existence 
upon the goodwill of the nations.

"It is clearly to the interests of Czecho-Slovakia and her 
sister States that a well-balanced and lasting peace should be 
created in the Middle Danube Valley. It is true that feeling runs 
high in the States concerned. It is equally true that the general 
situation in those States is most unsatisfactory. These conditions 
are due to the ‘‘unnatural" partition of old Hungary and the 
natural resentment of the racial minorities at the treatment 
accorded to them. We believe that subjecting the question to a 
meticulously fair examination by an impartial tribunal, at which 
all interested parties are represented, could not fail to be pro
ductive of good. W e are satisfied as to what the result of the 
inquiry would be. As our Labour Party colleagues who have 
written to you point out, "where injustices exist common sense 
demands that there should be a way by which such injustices 
can be removed." We are convinced that following a just and 
equitable revision of the territorial provisions of the Treaty of 
Trianon and the observance by the nations of the rights of their 
racial minorities, a new era of prosperity will open out for an 
important part of Europe where chaos now reigns.

“We would add that our views are shared by an important 
group of our Parliamentary colleagues —  over two hundred in 
number —  representative of almost every shade of political 
opinion.” —  y  —

THE REGENT OF HUNGARY OPPOSES DICTATORSHIP 
AND THE RAISING OF THE QUESTION OF SUCCESSION

TO THE THRONE

On December 20th Admiral Nicholas Horthy de Nagybanya, 
Regent of Hungary, was present at the special session of the 
County of Jasz-Nagykun-Szolnok at which the portrait of the 
late General Stephen Horthy was unveiled. The Regent made a 
speech which created a considerable stir in political circles every-
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of tonight who possess humanity and courage who make them 
possible. It requires no little humanity and a lot of courage 
for a Minister in charge of a Film Bill to tell the House of 
Commons that he prefers Mickey Mouse to "High Brow” films. 
Most of us probably agree with Mr. Stanley in preferring 
Mickey Mouse. But whether we agree or not about that I am 
sure you will all agree in saying how honoured we are that 
Mr. Stanley came here, in welcoming him most warmly, and 
in coupling his distinguished name with the toast "Anglo- 
Hungarian Friendship” —  may it ever last!”

Mr. Oliver Stanley, in reply, said there had always been a 
curious similarity between the histories of the two countries, 
their constitution, and even the appearance and manners of the 
peoples.

The Hungarian history was always attractive and the Hun
garian people always courageous and loveable. As President of 
the Board of Trade it was his duty to talk about trade, and, 
thanks to his friend Sir Frederick Leith-Ross, he was able to 
do so. Of Anglo-Hungarian trade he could say that it was a 
good thing and that exchange of goods was in importance only 
equalled by exchange of ideas.

Mr. Stanley announced that the British Council in con
currence with the Hungarian Government had decided to establish 
a chair for English literature and philology at the Count Stephen 
Tisza University of Science in Debrecen. This announcement that 
the second English chair in Hungary, the need of which had 
been recognized for a long time in both countries, was to be 
established was received with great satisfaction. The appoint
ment of an eminent professor of English will take place in the 
near future, who will begin his lectures at the commencement 
of the next school-year.

This manifestation of friendship on the part of the British 
nation is a fresh sign of the cultural links between the two 
countries which of late have been greatly strengthened.

The Austrian Minister proposed "The Anglo-Hungarian 
Society". He referred to the 1,000-year association of Hungary 
and Austria and the great leaders of the two countries. When 
the whole Empire was broken up both countries had seemingly 
insuperable difficulties to overcome and they suffered from the 
loss of faith in themselves.

Lord Mottistone, chairman of the committee of the Anglo- 
Hungarian Society, responded. He said that

he was present at the signing of the Treaty of Trianon and 
knew it was all wrong and said at the time that it was a 
tragic episode and could not last for ever in the way in which 
it was put.
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The treaty might be amended and we might come, he hoped, 
in the near future to a happier plane upon which Anglo-Hun- 
garian, Anglo-Austrian, Anglo-French, Anglo-German Societies 
might combine to show the way in which they could be friends 
as they were years ago.

The Marquess of Londonderry proposed “The Chairman", 
referring to personal association with Hungary and the Hun
garians. He said that the secret of international politics was to 
be solved not through the medium of newspapers and speeches 
but by personal contacts of people belonging to the different 
nationalities in the world.

MOTION SUBMITTED TO THE BRITISH PARLIAMENT 
CONCERNING THE RESTORATION TO HUNGARY OF THE 

TERRITORIES INHABITED BY HUNGARIANS

On 2nd November, 1937, Sir Robert Gower laid a motion 
before the House of Commons in which he asked the House to 
state the opinion that, in the interests of European reconciliation 
and of justice to the Hungarian nation, the Treaty of Trianon 
should be modified so as to restore to Hungary those territories, 
inhabited, even now, mainly by Hungarians, which formerly be
longed to the Hungarian kingdom. The House was requested to 
urge the Government to seize the first opportunity of carrying 
this matter before the League Council. The motion was signed by 
Sir Robert Gower, Sir Thomas Moore, Mr. William Mabane, Sir 
Nicholas Grattan-Doyle, Mr, Baldwin-Webb and Mr. Rostron 
Duckworth.

#
Great was the satisfaction and joy with which Hungarian 

public opinion received the news that Sir Robert Gower, Chair
man of the Pro-Hungary Group in the House of Commons, had 
submitted a motion to Parliament urging a revision of the Treaty 
of Trianon. The motion, which was supported by the signatures 
of numerous M. P.-s, demands a revision of that Treaty such as 
would restore to Hungary the essentially Magyar areas formerly 
belonging to the kingdom of Hungary.

Britain's interest in the problems of the Danube Valley is 
not of recent birth; it stretches back over ten years. It was 
awakened by an article entitled “Hungary's Place in the Sun" 
written by Lord Rothermere and published in the "Daily Mail” 
in June 1927. Since then that symbolic Sun has been casting its 
lights with increasing power over the Danube Valley, and the 
sympathy and friendship felt by the British nation for Hungary
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has been growing in intensity and warmth, A  recognition of the 
fact that the British Empire has interests of primary importance 
on the Continent and that Britain is as closely concerned in the 
Danube Valley as any of the other Great Powers has not only 
led to the result that the press, publicists, British society and 
certain political groups are engaged in a study of the question; 
its actuality and the knowledge of its urgency has also penetrated 
into the circles shaping Britain's official policy, and —  in our 
opinion —  the Foreign Office, today, is as well aware of the 
importance of the Hungarian problem as are the M, P.-s who 
introduced the above-mentioned motion in the House of Commons.

In their manifestations of opinion the British public and 
British policy have long since passed the stage of using discreet 
and rigid formulas devised to conceal their real and honest 
views. The truth is being told straight out, and the excepted re
actions are ready to be met. The article that appeared in the 
official organ of the League of Nations Union from the pen of 
the Union’s Secretary-General, Mr. Maxwell Garnett, was ex
tremely interesting and of great significance from this point of 
view. Coming from such a source it may be regarded as inter
preting the views of that important body. No less worthy of 
note was the statement made to a Viennese newspaper by the 
well-known British diplomat, Mr. Harold Nichoison (Lord 
Balfour’s secretary at the Peace Conference). In it, amongst 
other things, he said: —

“No doubts can possibly exist that it is Britain's firm in
tention —  and this applies to her leading statesmen too —  to 
co-operative definitely in the reconstruction of Central Europe. 
W e all know well that Britain is able to undertake this task, 
for the Empire is richer and more powerful than ever before and, 
consequently, we shall always be superior also from a military 
point of view. This process of development must at the same 
time be a process of League of Nations reconstruction. A  solu
tion of the Danube Valley problems must certainly be found, in 
order to repair —  as far as possible —  the economic and politi
cal consequences of the dismemberment of the old Dual 
Monarchy.”

Mr. Nicholson was an eye-witness of the dismemberment of 
the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy, and he has had much to say 
about it in his memoirs of the Peace Conference. No more com
petent opinion than his is likely to be heard on the question. 
Hungarian public opinion certainly welcomes with deep satis
faction the admission implied in the above-quoted statement, the 
more so since the same idea informs Mr. Maxwell Garnett's 
article, who, writing of Article 19 of the Covenant, makes a de
finite suggestion in principle as to how to effect a reform of 
League procedure. In his recent expose in the Committee of
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Foreign Affairs the Hungarian Foreign Minister said that we 
were gratified to see the interest displayed by Great Britain in 
the problems of the Danube Valley. We, for our part, add that 
Hungarian public opinion sees much more in that interest than 
a mere political phenomenon, for the feeling among Hungarians 
is that the period of seeking justice is drawing to a close with 
Britain's recognition of the importance of the Danube Valley, and 
the era of doing justice to Hungary is at hand. That it should 
come speedily is important, not only for the Danube Valley and 
Hungary but also for peace, and is therefore of vital interest to 
Britain as well.

In addition to the foregoing we have a few other remarks to 
make. In this case Sir Robert Gower’s motion has acquired an 
added significance in view of the fact that the official negotia
tions between Hungary and the Little Entente have supplied 
certain interested parties with an opportunity to obscure the real 
essence of the problem. Articles are appearing in rapid succes
sion in the press of the Little Entente and also in foreign organs 
supporting the same trend, which state that not only the Hun
garian Government but also Hungarian public opinion has re
linquished the idea of territorial revision and that demands for 
revision are now merely of symbolic significance. The motion 
introduced in the House of Commons is a convincing denial of 
those statements and the Hungarian nation itself is also a living 
protest against them, for there is no one in Hungary who would 
ever surrender the idea of territorial revision, nor is any Hun
garian Government conceivable that would waive, even pro
visionally, this great historical claim.

But there is no word of this! In itself the circumstance that 
in the course of the negotiations with our neighbours, inaugurated 
in Sinaja and continued in Geneva with a view to finding a 
modus vivendi, attempts to arrive at certain compromises were 
made and that these negotiations did not, de facto, touch on 
questions of territorial revision but were confined to the questions 
of military equality and the lot of the minorities, does not, can
not, signify that any surrender has been made in any direction 
where other major problems are concerned. —  y  —

LABOUR MEMBERS FOR THE REVISION OF TREATY
OF TRIANON

A  letter signed by Messrs. Ben Riley, D. Quibell and R. J. 
Davies, British M. P.s was published in the "Manchester Guar
dian" of 27th November. It ran as follows:

“Sir, — The undersigned three members of the British Par
liamentary Labour party, who recently visited during the Parlia
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mentary recess countries in Central Europe and in particular 
made a study of conditions in Hungary, desire to place on record 
their impression of the grievances from which Hungary is suf
fering as a result of the peace treaties.

"Hungary has two outstanding grievances. The first relates 
to the transference under the peace treaties of former Hungarian 
territory to the Succession States of Czecho-Slovakia, Yugo
slavia, and Rumania, and with this territory no less than three 
and a half million Hungarians. The second grievance relates to 
the treatment of these three and a half million Hungarians, 
speaking the Hungarian language and attached by history and 
sentiment to Hungary, who since 1919 have found themselves 
living under alien Governments.

"Approximately a million of them are living in Czecho
slovakia, along the left bank of the Danube, separated from 
their kith and kin by the width of the river, but as effectively 
separated from them in intercourse and trade as if they were 
200 miles away. Another one and a half millions are living in 
Rumania. Some of these are living just over the eastern frontier 
which separates Hungary from Rumania. They are divided from 
their fatherland only by stones placed at intervals across the 
fields and watched over by Rumanian soldiers posted in watch 
towers. The remainder of the Hungarians in Rumania are mainly 
in Transylvania, separated by considerable distances from the 
present Hungarian frontier. Finally, there are some 450,000 Hun
garians in Yugo-Slavia, across the southern frontier dividing 
Hungary from Yugo-Slavia,

"These three and a half million Hungarians are supposed 
to have guaranteed to them by the minority treaties equal rights 
with the people to whose country and Government they were 
allocated in 1919. These rights include the right to the use of 
their own language, newspapers, books, schools, religion, and 
equal participation in local and national government and ad
ministration. The Hungarians contend, and in proof of their 
contention they produce abundant evidence, that the minority 
treaties are deliberately and openly set on one side, especially 
in Rumania. They point, for instance, to the Rumanian law 
which provides that 75 per cent of the employees in industry 
must be of Rumanian nationality, whereas there are some districts 
where the Rumanians do not comprise more than 20 per cent 
of the population, the rest being Hungarians or Germans. This 
means that in these districts Hungarians have to be displaced 
by Rumanians, There is a similar grievance with regard to 
schools. Whereas the minority treaties provide for equal treat
ment, the Hungarians in Rumania are not only compelled to 
provide their own schools but also contribute to the schools for 
the Rumanians.
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"There are two ways in which these grievances can be dealt 
with. The first is by a revision of the Treaty of Trianon and 
the second is, as we have indicated, by the full application of 
minority rights. Regarding revision of the treaty, article 19 of 
the Covenant of the League of Nations provides that “the As
sembly may from time to time advise the reconsideration of 
treaties which have become inapplicable or whose continuance 
might endanger the peace of the world”. The Treaty of Trianon 
regarding Hungary is clearly such a case as is intended in article 
19. It is true that revision bristles with difficulties. But it is 
equally clear that where injustices exist common sense demands 
that there should be a way by which such injustices can be re
moved.

"In the meantime, pending the possibility of revision, the 
lest which ought to be done is for the Powers responsible for 
the treaties to take every means to see that the minorities which 
they placed under the respective Governments receive the rights 
to which they are entitled, and which these Governments under
took to respect. If the Governments concerned do not fulfil their 
obligation, then the Powers responsible for the treaty ought to 
insist on a League of Nations Commission making the fullest in
vestigation and reporting to the Assembly of the League. This 
running sore is one which cannot and ought not to be indefinitely 
neglected.”

THE LEAGUE OF NATIONS UNION’S SUGGESTION AS TO 
HOW  ARTICLE 19 SHOULD BE APPLIED IN PRACTICE

The “Headway” of October contains an interesting article 
entitled "Peaceful Change” by Dr. Maxwell Garnett, Secretary- 
General of the British League of Nations Union. In it he defines 
the attitude of that great British social organization towards the 
question of the practical application of the revision —  Article 19. 
—  Dr. Maxwell Garnett’s convincing arguments run as follows 
below:

"The League of Nations Union is urging that the League 
should now be furnished with the means for revising treaties, 
removing national grievances and promoting international 
justice, if need be against the will of one of the parties to 
a dispute. The Union has ventured to suggest how this might 
be done. When a Member of the League brings a grievance 
to its notice and asks for a remedy, the League (in the 
Union’s view) should appoint a Commission of Inquiry to find 
out the facts and to see what should be done. The League's 
Assembly, representing four-fifths of the people of the world,
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should then "recommend”, by a vote of the majority, the line 
to be ta'ken by the States concerned. If any of these States 
does not act on this “advice” within a reasonable time, the 
League's Council, which includes all the Great Power Members 
of the League, should decide (under Article XI of the Co
venant, but without counting the votes of the States directly 
affected) to "take any action that may be deemed wise and 
effectual to safeguard the peace of nations”. In some such way 
as this the League might develop the power to remove national 
grievances by a process of peaceful change.” —  y  —

GARVIN: "THE M AGYARS WERE UNSCRUPULOUSLY 
DISMEMBERED”

The distinguished English publicist, Mr. J. R. Garvin writing 
in his paper “The Observer” on 21st November of Lord Halifax's 
visit to Berlin, re-opened the question of the Czecho-Slovak 
Republic and amongst other things said:

"A s we have showed often in this journal, Czecho-Slova- 
kia —  the very name is forced and misleading —  is neither 
a natural nor a historic State, but an artificial contraction of 
the war-treaties whereby a mixed majority of various other 
races were subjected to the Czechs who were not half of the 
whole. The Magyars were unscrupulously dismembered to eke 
out this plan. It was wrong. It is untenable. Czecho-Slovakia 
in its present fantastic and discordant composition can only 
be held together, if at all, by Swiss principles and equal racial 
rights.”

"PROVISIONS OF THE PEACE TREATIES W HICH CANNOT  
BE RECALLED BY THE NATIONS EXCEPT W ITH FEELINGS

OF LOATHING"

The Government's electional campaign was opened in Pre
toria by General Hertzog, Prime Minister of South Africa, in 
a very interesting and bold speech. Amongst other things he said 
that the lack of confidence prevailing in international relations 
and the present race in armaments had their roots in the war 
mentality of 1919, which, today, was still so strong that it shaped 
every international event in which the victors of the war con
fronted the vanquished.

The victors could not escape from the fixed delusion that 
their victory in 1919 gave them the sacred right in 1937, and 
for ever more, to expect the vanquished to be humbly resigned 
and respect those provisions of the Peace Treaties which could 
not be recalled by the nations of Europe except with indignation
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and loathing. As a natural consequence of that, the vanquished 
exhibit the same unyielding and stubborn resistance as in 1919, 
when the Peace Treaties were forced on them. The Powers con
sidered it of greater importance to safeguard what they won by 
the Peace Treaties than to realize the ideal of peace.

—  y  —

LORD ALLEN'S MOTION CONCERNING "THE GRIEVANCES 
FROM W HICH CERTAIN NATIONS CLAIM TO BE 

SUFFERING"

"That this House views with profound anxiety the pro
gressive deterioration, in the international situation that has 
developed during the last few years; supports his Majesty's 
Government in their determination to ensure this country's 
strength and in their attempt to find some immediate solution 
of the successive crises that now confront the world; but 
would welcome at this stage a statement, to be made either in 
the British Parliament or at the League of Nations, indicating 
a comprehensive policy directed to a consideration of the 
grievances and disabilities from which certain nations claim to 
be suffering, and outlining the procedure which his Majesty's 
Government would favour with a view to the ultimate nego
tiation of an all-round settlement within the framework of the 
League of Nations and the Pact of Paris."

MARGINAL NOTES ON TW O CZECHO-SLOVAK  
STATEMENTS

An interesting interview with Dr. Bene§, President of the 
Czecho-Slovak Republic, was published in the November 7 issue 
of a Polish newspaper, the “Kurjer Warszawski”. Among other 
things President Benes said: —

"Today Czecho-Slovakia is faced with one single problem 
that occupies all our attention, namely, how to insure to the 
German minority the position to which it is entitled. Compared 
with the German question the rest of the minority problems are 
of no special importance and will be solved in an analogous 
manner."

With these words Dr. Masaryk's successor dismisses the 
problems of the Slovaks, Ruthenians, Poles and Hungarians, al
though they are no whit less important than the question of the 
Sudete Germans. It cannot be denied that the number of Sudete 
Germans is greater that that of any of the above-mentioned mi
norities taken singly or that the dynamic force of the Sudete 
Germans’ problem is greater, since behind it stands National
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Socialist Germany. Nevertheless it by no means follows that the 
rest of the minority problems are of lesser significance and that 
their solution may be achieved simply by applying the same 
methods used to solve the Sudete German question.

In the first place, as regards the problems of the Slovaks and 
the Ruthenians, as well as that of the Hungarians which in many 
aspects is akin to them, it must not be forgotten that the whole 
complexus is not merely a minority problem, but also one of 
political geography in consequence of the circumstance that the 
Slovaks, Ruthenians and Hungarians are separated from the in
habitants of the so-called historical provinces by the ridges of the 
Carpathians. In the course of centuries the Czechs and Germans 
grew used to each other, as did the Hungarians, Ruthenians and 
Slovaks during the many centuries of symbiosis in the Hungarian 
State; but the Hungarians, Ruthenians and Slovaks have not grown 
accustomed to the Czechs and the Sudete Germans with whom 
they have not been living in symbiosis even for two full decades 
yet in the same political State. The facts of the situation were 
admitted by the Czechs themselves to begin with, for they promised 
autonomy to Slovakia and Ruthenia, to the first in the Pittsburg 
Convention and to the second in the Treaty of Saint Germain 
guaranteed by the Great Powers. But it is just because these 
autonomies were never granted that the problems of the Slovaks 
and Ruthenians remain, like a festering sore on the body of the 
Republic, and a radical modification of the Constitution would 
be required to solve them.

As concerns the question of the Hungarian minority: its
significance by itself is no whit less than that of the problem of the 
Sudete Germans. For we must not lose sight of the fact that the 
stamp of Hungarian culture and Hungarian social order is more 
deeply impressed on Slovakia and Ruthenia than the stamp of 
German culture and German social order on the lands of St. 
Wenceslas. The problem of the Hungarians in Czecho-Slovakia 
affects Hungary as closely as the lot of the Sudete Germans does 
Germany, and the pourparlers now in process between Hungary 
and the Little Entente show that no modus vivendi for the norma
lization of relations is conceivable until the rights of the minori
ties are properly guaranteed.

Behind the Poles of Czech Silesia, who live compactly on a 
lingual area like the Hungarians in Slovakia and Ruthenia, stands 
Poland, who is not likely to forget that she was forced to hand 
them over to the Czechs at a critical moment of her history, when 
in defence of European civilization she was fighting a desperate 
struggle with the armies of Red Russia advancing on Warsaw.

President Benes, then, is too great an optimist if he thinks 
that the exceedingly grave nationality problems of the Czecho
slovakian Republic can be solved by an isolated settlement of
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the Sudete German question, or if he imagines that the five 
great nationality questions can be reduced to one formula.

*
In a speech delivered in the Rozsahegy Town Hall on 27th 

October Premier Hodza found it necessary and fitting to make a 
sweeping statement about the pre-war Hungarian regime. What 
he said was: —  ‘‘The suspension of Hlinka was merely a symbolic 
gesture; the Hungarians with their whole regime had suspended 
God himself."

On reading this the first question to present itself to our 
minds was how the unfriendly tone used by the Czecho-Slovak 
Premier in speaking of Hungary could be reconciled with the 
negotiations on foot between Hungary and Czecho-Slovakia, that 
is to say the Little Entente. In Hungary, ever since they started, 
not only the responsible Government factors but also the news
papers, repressing the reasonable bitterness caused by the injustice 
done to Hungary and the ruthless methods adopted by the Suc
cession States in their dealings with the Hungarian minorities, 
have behaved with the utmost fairness towards Czecho-Slovakia 
and her allies, lest the responsibility for any miscarriage of the 
negotiations should lie at Hungary's door. In contrast with this 
attitude we see that the lot of the Hungarian minorities in the 
Succession States is growing daily worse, and now —  to crown 
all —  the Czecho-Slovak Premier himself has seen fit to attack 
Hungary openly. This, naturally, will not contribute towards an 
improvement in the atmosphere of the negotiations. Our second 
observation in connection with M. Hodza's speech is that we are 
not prepared to accept the Czecho-Slovak Government as com
petent to judge the events of 27th October, 1907, or the Slovak 
policy of the pre-war Hungarian Governments. Prague's treat
ment of the Slovaks is indisputably and incomparably much less 
lenient than was Budapest's at that time, although the Hungarian 
Government was under no legal obligation to the Slovaks, while 
the Czech nation has solemnly undertaken, in the treaty concluded 
at Pittsburgh on 30th May, 1930, to grant full autonomy to 
Slovakia in all matters pertaining to legislature, administration 
and jurisprudence. That promise was never kept; in fact the 
very existence of a Slovak nation and language, which was never 
questioned by the Hungarian Government, is denied by the 
Czechs.

W e must remind the Czech Government, so apt to forget 
these matters, that in the October of 1920 the Czech legionaries 
killed many more Slovaks in Nameszto, Turdanis, Turocszentmar- 
ton, Ruttka and Zolyom than were killed by the Hungarian 
special police at Csernova —  an incident otherwise unparalleled 
in the whole history of Hungary's nationality policy. We must 
recall the massacres at Galgoc, Gyetva, etc. with their killed and
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wounded. And we must not forget to point out that it never 
happened during the Hungarian era that leading Slovak men were 
left to rot in prison for eight years like Professor Tuka, or that 
brutal measures were employed like those to which the Czechs 
had resort at the time of the recent Slovak student demonstration 
in Pozsony.

The balance-sheet does not add up unfavourably for the 
Hungarian nation. Hungary is willing to submit it for examination 
to an impartial judge. Naturally that judge must not be the 
Czecho-Slovak Government, but only the Slovaks themselves. Let 
them declare through the medium of a plebiscite conducted under 
neutral supervision what they prefer —  a Czech or a Hungarian 
regime! —  y  —

IN HIS RADIO ADDRESS THE HUNGARIAN PREMIER 
REMEMBERED THE HUNGARIAN HEROES OF AMERICA

Addressing the Hungarians living abroad, especially those 
living in America, from the Budapest Studio, on Nov. 6 M. Colo- 
man Daranyi, the Hungarian Premier, gave the following descrip
tion of the services of Hungarians to the U. S. A .:

George Washington found a loyal and most helpful friend 
in Col. Mihaly Kovacs, a Hungarian officer, who —  together 
with Palaszky, a Polish officer —  was responsible for organizing 
the light cavalry of the USA. But Col. Kovacs did more than 
this: he gave his life for the States. He fell in the battle of 
Savanna on Oct. 9, 1779, at the head of his valiant Hussars. Many 
other Hungarians had, like Col. Kovacs, given their lives for the 
U. S. A. Of all the nations taking part in the Civil War the 
Hungarians fought most valiantly and achieved the most brilliant 
success. If we considered the percentage of the Hungarians among 
the nations who were at that time living in the U. S. A. and 
compared their percentage in the American Army, we found that 
the Hungarians occupied the first place: in proportion to the 
small number of emigrants the Hungarians gave more soldiers to 
the American Army than any other nation. One of our historians 
informed us that of the 4000 Hungarian citizens of the U. S. A, 
in 1860 no less than 800 were performing active military service, 
80 to 100 being officers in the U. S. A. Army, two of these 
officers rose to the rank of Field Marshal, five were Brigadier 
Generals, fifteen of them became Colonels, and many others 
commanded the U, S. A. Army as staff officers. No other nation 
could boast of similar records. And who would not remember 
the heroism of Staff Colonel Figyelmessy, or the deadly attack 
commanded by Major Zagonyi?

The milling industry of America was modelled after the 
Hungarian system; Pilsbury, the creator of that industry in
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America, came to Budapest and acquainted himself with the 
modern methods of grinding, in order to employ them at home. 
By this means the wheat area in the U. S. A. was greatly en
larged, so that Minneapolis —  preceding Budapest —  became 
the centre of the world's industry.

The next stage of revolutionary development was reached 
through the practical utilization of electricity. The face of 
America had been completely changed at the end of the 19th 
and the beginning of the 20ieth century by the inventions of the 
ingenious T. A. Edison; it would be impossible now to imagine 
the New World without electricity. Unfortunately, it was little 
known that one of Edison's most loyal collaborators was a Hun
garian engineer, Tivadar Puskas, who not only acquainted Europe 
with Edison's inventions but also paved the way towards the 
practical utilization of electricity by the establishment in Buda
pest of the Telephone News Service; this was later on popularized 
in a different form by the wireless.

In referring to the last name it would be best to mention 
the title of a book which was published some years ago: "Then 
came Ford” ; in that book we got a description of the great 
change which the economic life of the U. S. A. had undergone 
in consequence of Ford's invention. Unfortunately, again, it was 
little known that Ford's car model was planned by a Hungarian 
engineer, Galamb.

In conclusion the Premier said:
“I quote the words of Cardinal MacGuigan of Toronto who, 

on his return from Hungary four years ago, addressed the Hun
garians in Regina as follows:

“I come from your country. I have come to know its history 
and its people. Be proud that you come from that country, which 
has shed so much blood for the welfare of Christianity and for 
the civilization of the world. Cherish the image of your old 
country in your hearts, because you cannot be good American 
citizens if you forget your old country." — y —

SCANDALOUS AFFAIRS OF PRESIDENT OF RUMANIAN 
ANTI-REVISION LEAGUE

It is reported by the "Informatia” that M. Stelian Popescu, 
editor of the “Universul" the greatest Rumanian daily paper, 
formerly Minister of Justice and founder and president of the 
“Liga Antirevizionista", has resigned his post as editor in favour 
of M. Lugojeanu, formerly Rumanian Minister in Rome.

Some weeks ago M. Popescu left for Paris; the date of his 
departure coincided with the appearance of an open letter 
published by Col. Petre Popescu. In this letter the writer in
vited M. Popescu to resign his post as editor oi the "Universul'',
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otherwise he would —  within a short time —  publish facts 
“after the publication of which the humblest Rumanian citizens 
would be entitled to spit or strike the editor in the face”, adding 
that "no self-respecting Christian and Rumanian would allow him 
enter his house any more”. M. Popescu —  whom another daily, 
the “Lumea Romaneasca” describes as a "deserter", gave an 
interview to the correspondent of a Bucharest daily and declared 
that he was "disgusted" with his country.

M. Popescu has for a long time been the object of violent 
attacks. On December 3, 1924, M. Lupu called him a traitor in 
Parliament not only because his paper sympathized with the 
Germans in occupation during the War, but because M. Popescu 
had himself discussed the possibility of selling his paper to the 
Germans. Nevertheless, M. Popescu, as President of the League, 
acquired great power and placed the League entirely at his own 
disposal, employing it not only for his political operations but 
even for his business transactions. Those who were not prepared 
to obey M. Popescu's "nationalist” machinations were at once 
decried by the “Universul” as traitors to the country; among 
those so brutally attacked was M. Victor Eftimiu, an eminent 
Rumanian author, who had the courage to raise his word in 
defence of M. Mozes Szekely, a Hungarian novellist, who was 
court-martialled and sentenced to six months' imprisonment for 
the publication of his novel “Csiitortok" (on June 25, 1935). M. 
Eftimiu, however, did not leave things at that, but issued a 
pamphlet under the title “Hands off the national flag!”, in which 
he published all those charges against M. Popescu which had 
only been whispered before.

This year in August a new campaign was launched against 
M. Popescu by the "Lumea Romaneasca”, the organ of M. Junian, 
formerly a Member representing the Peasant Party. This paper 
published ten "delicate” questions every day and declared that 
it would “overthrow the idol". By means of original photographs, 
facsimiles and other evidences the paper proposed to prove in 
long articles that during the occupation of Rumania during the 
War M. Popescu had denounced to the German military authori
ties the Rumanian Government, which was then at Jassy. The 
paper then published the evidence given by Hennenvogel, a 
German agent, from which it appears that as early as the time 
of Rumania’s neutrality M. Popescu, received 420.000 lei from 
the Germans in order to place the “Universul” at the disposal 
of the Central Powers; for this reason, the paper goes on to say, 
M. Popescu would deserve this title: “the patriot who accepts 
money for his treachery”, "Body snatcher", "forger of willsv, 
"a  louse on the Mass robes", "forger of Rumania's history", “a 
plunderer of his own family” : these are the titles under which 
the 'Lumea Romaneasca" published the articles in which it 
described M. Popescu’s whole life, his disgusting practices and
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blackmailing. The paper openly accused M. Popescu of ensnaring 
the proprietress of the “Universul", an old lady, and of forging 
—  as examining magistrate —  the will of the former proprietor, 
M. Luigi Cazavilla. On the basis of original evidence the paper 
then proves that M. Popescu had to resign his post as Minister 
of Justice on account of his dirty business manipulations, etc. 
Decrying M. Popescu as an adventurer, a swindler and an im
postor, the paper ultimately accused him of having murdered 
the former proprietor of the "Universul”, in order to take pos
session of this gigantic press concern.

Of all these charges we are only concerned with those re
ferring to M. Popescu's activity as President of the "Anti-revi
sion League” . In an article entitled “Stelian Popescu, the anti
revisionist” (published on September 8) the “Lumea Romaneasca” 
writes as follows: “The readers of the "Universul” are all
acquainted with the activity of the “Anti-revision League” : a 
few meetings in different towns of the country, where the 
"patriots” make speeches about the national flag, patriotims, and 
about the "eight-hundred-thousand” (meaning the number of those 
who gave their lives for Rumania during the war. —  Ed.). When 
all the speakers had finished their high-faluting orations and 
vain-glorying, a banquet follows with champagne and the tri
colour. This national “ limited company” enjoys, of course, re
markable grants from the budgets of several prefectures, muni
cipalities and chambers of commerce, —  in a word, every pos
sible authority. In this way the “Anti-revision League” is able to 
collect many million lei every year; but the employment of these 
sums is only known to M. Popescu himself. These sums do not 
include voluntary contributions and donations. For this is the 
character of the Rumanian people: they believe without making 
any inquiries. They will give away their last shirt off their backs. 
("If M. Popescu says that it must be so!”). Yet the Rumanian 
people must undoubtedly inquire into the way in which this 
money has been employed; they must be informed as to what 
purposes these sums were made to serve.” —  The arcticle closes 
with these words: “This was M. Popescu's last business mani
pulation . .  .”

An article entitled “Stelian Popescu and the anti-revision 
stamp”, which was published in the same paper on Sept. 20, 
said that the League was one of M. Popescu’s greatest business 
transactions. The grants brought him in remarkable sums. But 
this was not enough for him. So M. Popescu, who had become a 
"state within the State”, had had stamps printed by the printing 
office of the "Official Gazette”, to the amount of 29 million lei. 
After this he issued "certificates” , which he distributed among 
the school children at the price of 5 lei each, this fetched him 
another 5 million lei. All these millions flowed into the pockets 
of the "Great Rumanian”. —  y  —
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PREPARATIONS IN U. S. A. FOR BUDAPEST 
EUCHARISTIC CONGRESS

At the request of the Bench of Bishops and of the Chief 
Committee of Organisation of the Eucharistic Congress, the Rt. 
Rev. Louis Shvoy, D. D,, Bishop of Szekesfehervar, spent four 
months in America. He visited 21 States of the U. S. A . He 
also paid personal calls on 3 cardinals, 7 archbishops and 17 
bishops, besides visiting all the Hungarian Roman Catholic 
parishes en route. On his return from this tour, which has en
sured the success of next year's Eucharistic Congress in Buda
pest, the Bishop of Szekesfehervar was welcomed home with 
great rejoicings by his diocese. —  v —

49 4


