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RESOLUTION OF BUDAPEST THREE-POWER CONFERENCE

International political circles showed the greatest interest in 
the conferences of the Powers which are signatories to the Rome 
Protocols. And that interest was quite comprehensible when we 
remember that an answer was expected to the question whether 
Austria and Hungary —  the two key-States of the Danube Basin 
—  would follow the example of Italy and resign membership of 
the League of Nations? as also to the question whether those 
two countries would adhere to the anti-communistic Pact recently 
concluded between Italy, Germany and Japan?

Although the most important organs of the European Press 
had previously expressed the conviction that Hungary and 
Austria would in all probability answer both questions in the 
affirmative, neither of the expected results ensued, both the 
countries concerned having continued to be Members of the League 
of Nations and having refrained from adhering to the anti
bolshevik convention. A  very interesting light is thrown on the 
attitude in respect of the League of Nations by the protocol 
recording the discussions, point 5. of which runs as follows: —  
"After taking cognizance of the serious and legitimate motives 
which impelled the Italian Government to withdraw from the 
League of Nations, and having ascertained the far-reaching con
sequences which the decision to that effect involves in respect of 
the composition, aims and possibilities of functioning of the 
League, the representatives of Austria and Hungary declare that 
the League of Nations cannot and must not assume the character 
of an ideological formation. In the latter event Austria and 
Hungary reserve to themselves the right to reconsider their re
lation to the League of Nations."

It would be gratuitous to stress that Hungary has really no 
particular reason to be especially enamoured of the Geneva 
Areopagus. The experiences of the last fifteen years have taught 
the Hungarians that it would be a wild goose chase to expect 
too much of the League of Nations; for the defeated countries 
have little reason to expect any justice or satisfaction from that 
body, all they are entitled to expect being nicely-worded, cold 
and diplomatic formulas of refusal. That is what has happened 
on practically every occasion when Hungarians have applied to 
Geneva with complaints or requests. This refers also to the
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Hungarian minorities of the territories which have been severed 
from Hungary; for those minorities have gradually been con
verted into outlaws and outcasts by the new regimes to which 
they were subjected by the Treaties of Peace.

That Hungary has nevertheless remained a Member of the 
League of Nations, is due primarily to the fact that Geneva is 
after all the tribune from which the voices of the defeated small 
States may make themselves heard far and wide and from which 
an appeal may at all times be made to the public opinion of the 
world. Hungary has always been conscious of the power and 
the history-forming influence of that public opinion and has 
always duly appreciated that influence. Not only in those con
crete cases in which that public opinion has thrown its full weight 
into the scales on our behalf, but also in the struggle which we 
have been carrying on in defence of our historical rights and of 
our righteous cause. It was the understanding endeavours of the 
societies of the Anglo-Saxon countries to establish the rights and 
wrongs of the case that raised the Hungarian treaty-revision 
movement from a state of modest experiment to the dignity of a 
world-movement already claiming a voice of authority and a 
motive force in evidence everywhere where people take politics 
seriously —  a movement which is advancing irresistibly towards 
the realisation of its great aims. Hungarian public opinion 
believes unconditionally and unswervingly that this movement 
will find a way through a reformed Covenant to a spirit of 
better understanding calculated to create a new order in the 
infected life of Europe and thereby to furnish the surest guarantee 
of the peace of mankind —  that based on right and justice and 
equality. Should the League of Nations be born again in this 
spirit and prove able to shake off the lethargy which oppresses 
it today, Hungary will be the first country to offer its homage.

There must be other causes too lying at the root of Hun
gary's decision not to turn her back on the League. For, apart 
from its loyalty to those of its friends who have stood by it 
in its hour of need, the Hungarian nation respects, and attaches 
great importance also to the goodwill of other Powers —  in 
particular to that of Great Britain and France — , regarding it 
as a matter of eminent interest to secure and keep that good
will. For, when —  after the change of Government in Rumania —  
they found it advisable to instruct their Bucharest Ministers to 
energetically remind Rumania of the obligations undertaken by 
ber under the Minority Treaties, these Powers showed that they 
took their signatures of those treaties seriously and in every 
given case were determined to enforce their will. There is no 
denying that the steps taken in Bucharest by these Powers had 
a very beneficial effect upon public opinion in Hungary.

In view in particular of the fact that Japan has acquired 
what is practically a deciding role under the anti-bolshevik
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convention and that there is at the present moment a grave 
tension between Japan on the one hand and Great Britain and 
America on the other hand, Hungary and Austria were anxious 
to avoid taking any formal step calculated to hurt the feelings 
of the two Anglo-Saxon Powers. In respect of the essential point 
—  the attitude with regard to communism —  there cannot be any 
doubts at all; for both Austria and Hungary are decidedly anti
bolshevik States, which on the present occasion too declared that 
ihey had fully made up their minds to utilise all means within 
their power to neutralise any bolshevik propaganda that might 
be made in their territories. And this must be particularly grati
fying to all those States which are desirous of serving the cause 
of peace, order and civilisation and have at heart the democratic 
development of Europe.

That was what the Governments of Hungary and Austria had 
in mind also when they declared themselves prepared to recognise 
the Government of General Franco as being the legal government 
of Spain and all her possessions and colonies. The representatives 
of the three Powers expressed their common conviction that such 
a decision contributed considerably towards adjusting the re
lations between Spain and the other nations and towards 
European reconciliation,

It was a desire to serve the cause of peace also that prompted 
the representatives of Austria and Italy to declare that their 
Governments were watching with the greatest interest the 
development of the relations between Hungary and Rumania. 
They expressed the opinion that a satisfactory solution of the 
questions, pending between Hungary and Rumania would con
tribute considerably to the consolidation of peace in the Danubian 
section of Europe. This refers naturally in the first place to a 
normalisation of the situation of the Hungarian minority 
(almost two million souls) living in Rumania by a practical 
enforcement of the international guarantees acknowledged also 
by Rumania herself, —  as also to the suspension of all forms of 
persecution and oppression, seeing that a continuation of such 
persecution and oppression must lead to the creation of an 
atmosphere of implacable hatred hindering all rapprochement 
between Hungary and Rumania.

The three-Power conference also made the military equality 
of Hungary a pivotal condition of reconciliation and consolidation 
in the Danube Valley; for the representatives of Italy and Austria 
once more stressed their recognition of Hungary's rights in this 
respect. We trust that the negotiations initiated at Sinaia and 
continued in Geneva between Hungary and the Little Entente 
States will in the event of their being resumed very soon bring 
about a decision on this field too and will help to better the lot 
of the sorely tried Hungarian minorities.

The present was the third occasion since 1934 that the
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Signatories of the Rome Protocols have met in conference; and 
on the present occasion too —< as on all previous occasions —  
they expressly emphasised the fact that the agreements involved 
are not himed against other Powers. The representatives of the 
three Powers once more expressed their common determination 
and readiness to co-operate with all States the political activity 
of which has for its object the attainment of the real aims of 
peace and re-construction and the creation of a better under
standing between the nations.

This is an object which all nations alike may approve. It 
includes everything calculated to further the amelioration of the 
lot, not of the Danube Valley only, but of the whole of Europe,

In general the ruling impression is that since the collapse 
of the Monarchy Austria and Hungary have perhaps never joined 
hands with such sincerity and deep conviction as on the present 
occasion, during the Budapest pourparlers, and that the common 
destiny of these two Danubian States has never previously been 
so strikingly shown to be a living fact as it was during the 
discussions in Budapest. This fact is documented also by the 
reference made in the Protocol (point 2) to the political in
dependence of Austria. The closing paragraph of the said point 
2. runs as follows: —  “The representatives of Austria explained 
their policy, which is based upon an adjustment of the principles 
contained in the Rome Protocols and in the Austro-Germ an 
Convention concluded on July 11th, 1936, respectively. The
representatives' of Hungary and Italy expressed complete agree
ment with that policy.”

This is an unmistakable recognition of the political in
dependence of Austria as a State and leaves no doubt what
soever as to both Hungary and Italy being sincerely and honestly 
in favour of an independent Austria. As to the real meaning of 
this policy of independence pursued by Austria, we have a 
decided and striking expression of that meaning in the state
ment —  now familiar to every one —  made to the “Daily Tele
graph" by chancellor Schuschnigg.

The work of the Budapest Conference was attended with 
complete success and honestly served the peace of Europe gener
ally. God grant that people on the other side too may listen 
with equal eagerness to the references to the military equality of 
Hungary and to the desire for an improvement of the relations 
between Hungary and Rumania and of the lot of the Hungarian 
minorities!

PREMIER DARANYI ON HUNGARY’S FOREIGN POLICY

In his broadcast message on December 31st last Dr. 
Kalman Daranyi, Prime Minister of Hungary, first of all spoke 
of St. Stephen, the first King of Hungary (997— 1038), the nine
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hundredth anniversary of whose death is to be celebrated this 
year with great solemnity by the grateful Hungarian nation. The 
Premier then proceeded to speak of the country's foreign policy:

“To us the gist of the Hungarian problem is that we should 
be able to preserve intact in the Danube Valley —  in keeping 
with our historical mission and without prejudice to the racial 
and national individuality of our people —  the great values of 
Christian culture and human civilisation and to further develop 
the same in the manner foreseen by our first king. This postulates 
an active foreign policy. W e shall intensively foster and strengthen 
—  in the interests of our peaceful aims —  the ties of friendship 
already existing between Hungary and other countries; but at 
the same time we must endeavour to further develop our con
nections with other peoples and nations too in order to be able 
to secure the benevolent attention of humanity, which is already 
fully aware of the real grievances which our country has suffered.

“The first step towards a satisfactory solution of the Central 
European question is the realisation of complete equality of rights 
and the recognition of the rights (guaranteed in international 
treaties) of our Hungarian brethren who have been severed from 
the mother country —  or rather the practical enforcement of 
those rights. We are the pivot of the Danube Valley. No com
bination of Powers whatsoever will ever be able without our 
assistance and consent to bring about that final reconciliation 
which we too desire so ardently. People are beginning to re
cognise this fact more and more generally even in countries which 
originally utterly refused to entertain the idea. One of the most 
important tasks confronting our foreign policy is to convince 
the official circles of foreign countries of the sincerity of our 
peaceful intentions and thereby to win them over to the cause 
of Hungary, thus ensuring that when the Central European 
question is adjusted we shall find them —  listening to the dictates 
of reason and common sense —  entering the lists on our behalf. 
That is why our foreign policy naturally comprises an expansion 
and strengthening of the economic connections existing between 
Hungary and foreign countries."

HUNGARY'S ATTITUDE TOWARDS THE LEAGUE OF 
NATIONS DEPENDS UPON THE LEAGUE’S HANDLING  

OF THE MINORITY QUESTION
On January 22nd, before the Foreign Affairs Committee of 

the Hungarian Lower and Upper Houses of Parliament, M. Kal- 
m&n Kanya, Foreign Minister, explained the foreign policy of 
his Government.

In the introductory part of his spech he stressed that the 
Three-Power Conference had offered an exceptionally favourable 
opportunity to refute the absolutely unfounded rumours which
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have recently made their appearance —  rumours to the effect 
that owing to her being so entangled in Mediterranean engage
ments Italy was no longer in a position to take any serious 
interest in Central Europe —  or, in other words, that the cohesion 
between the States being signatories of the Rome Protocol had 
lost considerably in intensity. The Budapest Conference afforded 
an opportunity also to show on the one hand the consistent 
character of our policy and our unconditional loyalty to our 
friends and on the other hand to prove that we may count on 
Italy's friendship in the future too.

The Minister then proceeded to deal exhaustively with 
several points in the joint statement issued after the conclusion 
of the Budapest pourparlers.

In connection with the point in that statement relating to 
the Rome— Berlin axis the Minister stressed that the suggestion 
that the expression of sympathy on the part of Hungary and 
Austria for co-operation between Germany and Italy denoted 
that Hungary had entered a new orbit, was mistaken. For Hun
gary had at all times desired a rapprochement between Italy 
and Germany as being a powerful factor for peace; and in order 
to bring about that rapprochement the Hungarian Governments 
had co-operated intensively already in the period when the re
lations between those two Great Powers left much to be desired.

In respect of the point in the statement relating to the anti- 
communistic attitude the Foreign Minister established the fact 
that there was nothing new about this attitude on the part of 
Hungary, which was merely a reiteration of the idea expressed 
already on many previous occasions —  e. g. at the conference 
of Foreign Ministers held in Vienna in 1936.

And in any case Hungary had not been asked by anyone 
to join the triple anti-Bolshevik agreement —  no suggestion to 
that effect having been made either by the German Government 
on the occasion of the Berlin visit of Hungarian statesmen or by 
the Italian Government during the deliberations of the 1938 Bu
dapest Three-Power Conference.

The same was the case with the attitude adopted by Hungary 
in the section of the joint statement referring to the League of 
Nations. Our attitude has at all times been that the Geneva insti
tution must not be allowed to assume the character of an ideo
logical formation; and we have also stressed with equal emphasis 
that, if the League of Nations desires to devote its entire activity 
to the service of its real objects —  viz. to those of justice and 
equity —  it will -have to materially modify its methods of pro
cedure.

The Foreign Minister stressed that, although Hungary's 
attitude towards the League of Nations was determined ex
clusively by Hungarian interests, our criticism of the League was 
shared by others too. He referred in this connection to statements
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made recently by the Ministers of neutral and Scandinavian 
States which had unanimously protested against the present 
organisation and activity of the League of Nations, at the same 
time declaring their disapproval of the punitive clauses of the 
Covenant and thereby abandoning also the principle of col
lective security. After emphatically stating that no one had asked 
Hungary to resign Membership of the League of Nations, the 
Foreign Minister declared also that what interested us primarily 
in the League of Nations was its functions as protector of the 
Hungarian minorities, adding that our opinion of the League would 
depend upon the manner in which the League of Nations treated 
this question.

As for the determination on the part of Hungary and 
Austria to de jure acknowledge General Franco’s Government, 
after stating that what interested Hungary primarily in the 
Spanish question was that that question should not disturb the 
peace of Europe, the Foreign Minister explained that when 
taking this decision our Government had taken into account 
the fact that General Franco was actually ruling over roughly 
two-thirds of Spain and of her population, as also of the circum
stance that a very large proportion of Hungarian public opinion 
sympathised with the ideas represented by General Franco, and 
that Hungary had de facto recognised Franco’s Government 
already in September last, the present procedure being merely 
the natural and logical consequence of that earlier recognition.

The fact that in the joint statement issued in Budapest Italy 
and Austria once more established their complete agreement 
with us in the matter of our military equality and expressed a 
desire that that equality should be realised as soon as possible, 
was —  according to the Foreign Minister —  a full expression of 
the real solidarity of interests existing between Hungary and the 
other Signatories to the Rome Protocols.

The same might be said also of the point in the statement 
referring to the relations between Hungary and Rumania, which 
showed unmistakably the complete understanding . of Italy and 
Austria for the Hungarian conviction that the questions at dispute 
between Hungary and Rumania must be adjusted in keeping with 
the postulates of justice and humanity.

In connection with the last point in the joint statement —  
that, namely, in which the representatives of the three governments 
expressed their joint readiness to co-operate with other States 
anxious to attain the real objects of peaceful re-construction —  
the Foreign Minister declared that during the negotiations just 
concluded he had a fresh opportunity to convince himself that 
there was reason to hope that —  unless some unexpected event 
ensued —  nothing was likely to disturb the peaceful develop
ment of Europe.

In conclusion the Foreign Minister said: —  "The Hungarian
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Government attaches great importance to the continuity and 
stability of its foreign policy. Every one must see that those who 
show understanding for Hungary's interests may reckon without 
fail upon Hungary's friendship. Another cardinal principle of 
our foreign policy is that, while adhering with consistent loyalty 
to our friends, we avoid every action calculated gratuitously to 
injure the legitimate interests of other States, These principles 
we bore in mind and observed strictly also during the conference 
that has just come to an end, —  the negotiations having been 
carried on in the most friendly spirit and with reciprocal regard 
for the respective interests of the Three Powers. W e succeeded, 
therefore, not only in showing our solidarity with our friends, 
but also in refraining from any action likely to unnecessarily 
injure the sensibility of other States.”

Dr. Tibor Eckhardt, leader of the largest opposition party, 
declared that he considered the results of the Budapest Three- 
Power Conference to be re-assuring in every respect. As for the 
League of Nations, while stressing on the one hand that the 
decline in the prestige of the Geneva institution had been caused 
by its having failed to do its duty in respect of the protection 
of minorities, on the other hand expressed the conviction that in 
connection with the concelling of the retaliatory ("sanctions”) 
clause and the abandonment of the principle of collective security 
the League of Nations would in the future have to develop 
Article 19 of the Covenant into a serious instrument.

Count Stephen Bethlen, former Prime Minister of Hungary, 
congratulated M. Kalman Kanya, Foreign Minister, on the 
results achieved at the Budapest Three-Power Conference and 
said he was delighted to hear that no one had asked Hungary 
to resign Membership of the League of Nations or to adhere to 
the triple anti-Bolshevik pact, adding that the emphasising of 
this fact would serve to dispel the mistaken opinions ruling in 
foreign countries respecting the Budapest pourparlers.

"THE TREATY OF TRIANON IS INCOMPATIBLE WITH  
EUROPEAN CIVILISATION"

The General Alliance of Hungarian University and Academy 
Students on 11th January resolved to address a memorandum 
to the Government in the name of the youth of Hungary. In this 
memorandum it was urged that in the interests of universal 
European peace a new Peace Conference should be convened 
with all dispatch, for in practice the peace edicts at present in 
force were incompatible with the fundamental demands of 
Christian ethics, humanity and European civilization. Neither 
Cziecho-Slovakia nor Yugoslavia, nor even Rumania had ever 
respected the provisions of the treaties concluded for the pro
tection of the minorities. A  new Peace Conference was necessary
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—  the memorandum continued —  also because Germany had de
nounced several points of the Treaty of Versailles and had 
inaugurated a struggle for colonies, and because not only did 
Italy support her demands, but even the victorious Powers were 
ready to discuss them. This meant that all the European Great 
Powers had abandoned the principle of a rigid status quo. In 
British public opinion the idea of peaceful revision was steadily 
gaining ground. But no general European readjustment could be 
effected without a settlement of the Danube Valley problem and 
a redress of the wrongs done to Hungary. And finally a new 
Peace Conference was necessary because the maintenance in force 
of the Treaty of Trianon, combined with the aggravation of the 
minority question, would certainly lead to war and a fresh world 
catastrophe. —  y  —

CZECHOSLOVAKIA FACES CABINET CRISIS AND  
PROSPECTS OF NATIONALITY-BURGHER COALITION?

It is certain that a considerable stir has been caused, not 
only in Czecho-Slovakia, but also in other countries, by an 
article from the pen of M. Aloysius Beran, Chairman of the Czech 
Agrarians, the largest Government Party, which appeared in 
the New Year's number of the "Venkov". In that article M. Beran 
urged that not only the ultra-chauvinist Czech Party of National 
Unity but also Hlinka's Slovak Autonomist People's Party and 
even Henlein's Sudeta German Party, should be drawn into the 
Government coalition and given seats in the Cabinet. M. Beran 
said that account would have to be taken of the fact that one 
and a quarter million German electors had voted for the Sudeta 
German Party and the consequences involved would have to be 
taken. He saw nothing heroic in the refusal of the Deputy 
Speaker of the Czecho-Slovak Parliament to give a ticket of 
admission to the Parliamentary box to the leader of the Party 
which had received the largest number of votes in the whole 
Republic, that is, to Herr Henlein. In conclusion, the Chairman 
of the Agrarian Party expressed the wish that the twentieth anni
versary of the birth of the Republic should bring reconciliation and 
closer co-operation with the national minorities “with whom 
hitherto we have had many misunderstandings".

The political weight of M. Beran's statements has beeh 
augmented by the circumstance that the same issue of the 
“Venkov” published Herr Henlein's comments on those state
ments. Herr Henlein believes that a process of spiritual puri
fication has set in in the Czech camp, for besides the discon
tented Germans, Slovaks, Hungarians and Poles, there are dis
satisfied people in the other camp too. Later on he said: —  "If 
the only feeling aroused among the Czechs by the twentieth 
anniversary of the Republic's formation is that "this State is:
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ours", and if they want to enhance this capitalistic sense of 
possession in the present troubled state of affairs in Europe, 
then the jubilee will be no mirror of the true state of things. In 
this respect I wish that all the statesmen and every people in 
the Republic, but especially the Czech people, would show a 
measure of deliberation and self-criticism in the new European 
situation of 1938 —  which is totally different in ideology and 
in the grouping of power from what it was in 1918 —  calculated 
to enable them to serve the future successfully." At the close of 
his comments, Herr Henlein emphatically announced his intention 
to adhere to his Bills of May 1937, which “so far have been 
productive of no results".

The statements made by the Chairman of the largest Czech 
Government Party foreshadow a coming Cabinet crisis. It is 
well known that at the time of the election of a new President 
of the Republic in 1935, M. Beran was one of the leaders of 
the Agrarian Party fraction opposed to Dr. Benes's election which 
at present represents the group opposed to M. Hodza within the 
Party. The distribution of forces in the Party is such that the 
elements supporting M. Beran may at any moment cause M. 
Hodza’s fall. In these circumstances it is not inconceivable that 
M. Beran sooner or later may attempt to form a burgher coali
tion, the indispensable condition of which, of course, is the 
winning over of Henlein's adherents as well as the Slovak 
Autonomists, and also —  last, not least —  the Hungarians, 
without all of which parties no burgher majority is attainable. 
Herr Henlein, however, —  according to his own statements —  
adheres unswervingly to his Bills of May 1935, and it does not 
seem probable that M. Beran will be successful in inducing the 
Czech burgher parties to accept principles which if enforced 
would create a series of autonomies in Czecho-Slovakia. The 
organ of the Catholic People's Party, the “Lidove Listy”, 
describing M. Beran's statements as “a dangerous prelude to 
the jubilee year", a priori rejects his plan.

Beran replied to the attacks made on him in a speech 
delivered in Prague on January 28th. in which he declared that 
in the event of the Left Wing of the persent Coalition continuing 
to intrigue against him the Coalition would become involved in a 
critical situation. This declaration is a disguised threat against 
the Left. In respect of international relations Beran said that 
his followers would not be so stupid as to threaten or provoke 
their neighbours; adding that they refused to be used by any one 
as tools against any of Czecho-Slovakia's neighbours. No 
understandig between the Central European States could possibly 
be reached by orbanising those States against third parties. Beran 
noted, further, that the export trade of Czecho-Slovakia to 
France and Italy was inadequate and protested against the charge 
brought against his Party to the effect that that Party v/as
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responsible for the unfavourable development of the economic 
relations between Czecho-Slovakia and the other States belonging 
to the Little Entente.

According to the “Narodni Osvozeny” on January 10th. and 
14th. two delegates representing the Henlein Party had secret 
discussions with delegates of the Agrarian Party. —  y  —

HUNGARIAN REFERENCE LIBRARY TO OPEN 
IN NEW  YORK

A  Hungarian Reference Library will open in New York City 
at 19 West 44th Street, Telephone: Murray Hill 2— 2171, early in 
the winter of this year.

In charge of the library will be Laszlo Telkes, S. J. D., 
Harvard graduate.

The Reference Library will include the most complete col
lection of English books on Hungary in existence anywhere on 
the globe, a collection of museum value, which cannot be 
duplicated at any price. All books relative to Hungary, or written 
by Hungarians and published in the English language, may be 
seen on the shelves, representing “Hungariana" from the early 
sixteenth century up to our days.

Outside of a number of very rare and precious books, 
noteworthy are those volumes in which more than thousand 
magazine articles are bound together, all relating to Hungary or 
its people, and published in English in more than eight hundred 
periodicals.

The Hungarian Reference Library will, therefore, be well 
prepared to supply free information on all questions pertaining 
to Hungary other than political, commercial or tourist in 
character. It will put its material, as well as its files, at the 
disposal of scientists, students, journalists, and as far as possible, 
of the general public, and it will be ready to upply information 
both by telephone and correspondence. The information thus 
furnished will be strictly factual, supplemented in all instances by 
the indication of scientific sources. Neither personal opinions, nor 
views will be offered, strictly authoritative facts will be given.

The activities of the new Reference Library of New York 
will thus serve the interchange of cultural values between the 
United States of America and Hungary. It witt foster mutual 
knowledge and understanding of the cultural achievements of the 
two countries, endeavoring to acquaint each other with the fine 
arts, music, drama, poetry and other artistic, scientific and 
educational achievements of the two nations.

Crowning its many-folded tasks, the Hungarian Reference 
Library will offer its facilities to American scholars and students 
interested in Hungary and to those doing research work concerning 
Hungary —  in the meantime assisting Hungarian scientists as well 
as undergraduates in their studies in the United States.
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