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SOME ASPECTS OF POLITICAL 
EVENTS*

BY

BARON PAUL FORSTER

Budapest, 28th February 1938.

Lest we should forget that we have been enjoying, for the 
past 20 years, the blessings of a so-called "Peace” , this last 
month has again provided thrills apparently dangerously 
threatening the fragile patchwork of Peace.

And yet, looking at things from the Danube Valley, a part 
of Europe certainly as dangerous as the Balkans or Turkey —  
the Sick Man of Europe —  used to be in pre-War days, the 
outlook does not appear so sombre. Neither in the light of recent 
spectacular happenings nor with regard to prospects of the 
future.

In fact, as to the future, the auspices seem to be more hope
ful than at any time in the past three years. The question may 
be raised as to what justifies such an optimism. The answer is 
simple enough: it is the first time since 1919 that hardly any 
dissenting voice is raised to paralyse previous attempts towards 
assuring the peace of the world by means of friendly negotiations.

After a heated debate on foreign policy, the French 
Chamber on the 26th instant, by an overwhelming majority, sup
ported MM. Chautemps and Delbos and thus proved that even 
France is willing to assist the Governments in their efforts to 
secure peace by diplomatic negotiations. The French Minister's 
declaration of adherence to the Franco-Soviet alliance should 
not prove so dangerous a problem as the uncreasing mischief
making of the Komintern might otherwise incline us to believe.

W e refuse to admit —  as some others claim —  that no 
assurance of peaceful intention can be honest if it is given by

* We would beg our readers, when perusing the columns of the 
present issue of our Review, to bear in mind that it had already been 
set up when the recent event® in the Austrian situation occurred.
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a totalitarian State. Neither can we admit that such assertions 
are merely a trap for the innocent —  but for the sake of argument 
let us say that even poor Stalin’s harrassed democracy did not 
attempt to impose its gentle methods on Spain or is innocent 
in all acts of sabotage in English or French shipbuilding yards. 
—  Thus we on our part are convinced that France sincerely 
wishes to take her share in the maintenance of Peace.

The glorious patriotism of the French people, their shrewd
ness, their readiness to abandon squabbling over minor details 
in hours of supreme danger, as well as some of the more easy
going tendencies of their Latin race, are only too well known 
national characteristics. And yet beyond and above all these 
more spectacular merits of the French one often forgets some 
of their characteristics; their thrift, equalling that of the 
legendary Scotchman, their industriousness and above all their 
inborn common-sense paired with respect for justice and fair 
play. And they surely abhor war and are convinced pacifists.

But if so, how is it that the French people, with their perfect 
democratic system, did not succeed in having their pacifist ideal 
embodied in their foreign policy, and that on the contrary their 
foreign policy, right or wrong, has produced in some quarters 
beyond the Rhine the impression that fear of war continues to 
influence French policy in its attempts to isolate Germany. Even 
in the last month new military measures, the strengthening of the 
army and the navy, were decided upon; it is true that all this is in 
keeping with the amazing general race for rearmament most 
noticeable since Germany denounced the military clauses of 
Versailles.

Le us hope that this race in armaments is going to be the 
surest guarantee of Peace; the conviction becoming general in the 
minds of all peoples and their governments that a new war would 
mean a catastrophe engulfing the apparent victors and the de
feated alike. This conviction paves the way for negotiations, for 
honest efforts to assure the Peace of the world, by bringing one 
party's interest and desire for security into harmony with such 
demands of the other party as must seem justified to the un
biassed.

And now let us first look at the facts and happenings v/hich 
have caused so much stir in Europe in this eventful month of 
February.

The conversations at Berchtesgaden, following rather closely 
upon the spectacular replacement of the highest officials, civil 
and military, in the Reich, were looked upon in some quarters
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as the first step towards the Anschluss in particular, and as the 
beginning of a more aggressive policy on the part of Germany 
in general.

As to personal changes, we have seen them continually 
reoccur in Italy, in the French Governments, and lately even in 
the rejuvenation of British military leadership. Thus from an 
outsider's point of view the German changes need not mean more 
than was officially admitted as their purpose, the unification of 
the Reich.

Ever since 1933 it had been expected that the often divergent 
policy of the "Party” and the old bureaucracy must, sooner or 
later, be overcome by the gradual displacing of the latter by 
representatives of the "Party”. Just as the independence of the 
various States, amongst them of such big ones as Bavaria or 
Baden und Wiirttemberg, all proud of their privileges, had to 
give v/ay to the united Reich, so the divergency of the two 
policies, that of Party and old bureaucracy, had to disappear.

It would nevertheless be wrong to believe that this change 
must mean a change for the worse. After all, it cannot be denied 
that the strengthening of nationalist feeling in Germany, —  
indeed the coming into power of Hitler himself —  was greatly 
due to the stubbornness with which all attempts of democratic 
Germany to obtain the alteration of those stipulations of the 
Versailles Treaty which had proved untenable, were frustrated, 
or could only be corrected by grudgingly accepting Germany's 
one-sided action or coup de force.

And again, looking at the diplomatic actions of the Hitler 
regime, it cannot be denied that it was certainly the German 
national socialist “Party” that could and did make peace with 
Poland; while formerly the Polish-German controversy seemed 
to be that grave conflict which would necessarily lead to war 
between these two nations. In spite of certain prophecies, that 
the Polish-German peace was insincere and could not last, we 
see that it works quite well, not only as a means of ensuring 
Peace, but even as a useful instrument to solve such difficult 
problems as those of Danzig and of racial minorities. Problems 
which, had they by chance been entrusted to the League of 
Nations instead of being dealt with in friendly negotiations 
between those directly concerned, would certainly have made 
the Polish-German differences permanent and more acute.

And now let us revert to Austria, Berchtesgaden and after. 
There certainly is a considerable difference in the public
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utterances of the leading statesmen in Berlin and Vienna, both 
in words and we might say in spirit.

It would be useless to deny that in Germany and in some 
quarters of Austria, as well as in foreign countries, the impression 
had became prevalent that a close co-operation between Austria 
and the Reich was decided upon; so close that it might ultimately 
lead to some kind of “Anschluss” in practical economics and 
politics, even if the formal merging of the two States into one 
were excluded for the present. Against this the Austrian 
Chancellor in his memorable radio speech left no doubt that his 
Government’s policy, apparently supported by the majority of 
the Austrians, intended to maintain Austrian independence and 
would always base upon specific Austrian interests that co
operation with the German Reich, which centuries of political 
connections, the geographical situation and the identity of race, 
justifies and necessitates.

The tragic difficulty lies in the fact that St. Germain and 
Trianon broke into small fragments the Dual Monarchy, that 
Empire which since Talleyrand's time had been considered an 
absolute necessity for the balance of power on the Continent. 
The Peace Treaties substituted for this Customs Union of 52 
million peoples an artificial patchwork, leaving mutilated Austria 
and Hungary with three other States which, thus separated, could 
in no way replace the political and economic value of the Habs- 
burg Monarchy —  either as an important factor of European 
politics or as affording to the majority of the various races 
concerned the advantages previously enjoyed. W e in Hungary are 
willing to leave to the impartial mind to decide to what extent 
the blunders of the Peace Treaties were aggravated by the 
extreme nationalism and the autarchic policy of the Little Entente 
States.

And so it comes that in spite of the specific “Austrian” 
spirit of the overwhelming majority of the population of present- 
day Austria, a very large section of that population, at heart still 
good Austrians, see their future better assured by a closer union 
with the Reich.

Neither Clemenceau nor that weakling, Woodrow Wilson, 
lived to see the mess for which they were responsible; but Mr. 
Lloyd George is here, and it is more than surprising that he of 
all people should now attack that responsible statesman who 
realises that the continuance of the present political turmoil must 
lead to war and therefore, against all ill-advised opposition, 
boldly takes the lead. He inaugurates a new policy —  not one

4



S O M E  A S P E C T S  O F  P O L I T I C A L  E V E N T S

of slogans —  but one of friendly negotiations without abandoning 
really essential principles.

The last few days have clearly shown that British public 
opinion fully supports this new policy and so far as France is 
concerned we need only mention Flandin, De Monzie and Mistier, 
These statesmen, while advocating a policy of negotiations, 
incidentally and explicitly put the blame for the actual situation 
on the Peace Treaties.

The Pessimist and the Sceptic will however continue to 
have their doubts, and the "die-hards” who put empty words 
before life's essentials will continue to ride on their "principles”. 
They refuse to consider the terrible havoc which such blunders 
have already wrought in the world. We need but mention Haile 
Selassie, as one practical example, or indeed the League of 
Nations.

The League was bound to prove a failure because it showed 
itself to be a tool in the hands of the “have's” as against the 
“have-nots", —  an instrument to protect such provisions as stood 
in the way of that sensible dynamic development which the real 
statesmen long ago recognised as the only means of the main
tenance of Peace. And yet, so far no serious attempts have been 
made to reform the League: instead, sullen and schoolmasterly 
advice has been given to the dissenting, all the while inviting 
them to return to the bosom of that institution which has proved 
its inability and its partiality.

The other slogan, that of "collective security”, is equally 
far from being a true remedy for our political ills. Collective 
security is an absurdity so long as it cannot be based upon 
collective equality. —  W e in Hungary might justly ask whether 
it would not increase to freakish absurdity the iniquities of the 
Trianon Treaty if Hungary were required to spill Hungarian 
blood in the protection of the frontiers of those States into which 
three and a half million Hungarians have been driven —  against 
their own will. Even Belgium, Switzerland, Holland and the 
Scandinavian States do not want to be dragged into a struggle 
which is none of their concern.

It might be said that all the above does sound as an absolute 
submission to the Rome— Berlin axis.

By no means: Hungary would greatly suffer if Europe were 
divided into two hostile camps, but would rejoice if the four 
principal Powers of Europe —  Poland probably gladly assisting 
—  would remodel Europe on just and equitable principles. But 
on the other hand Hungary gratefully recognises the assistance
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given to her by Italy, remembers the historical and political ties 
binding her to Germany, and naturally realises the importance 
of the geographic position of Italy and Germany which gives to 
these countries a correspondingly large influence in the economic 
life of Hungary, That Hungary has good reasons to be dissatis
fied with the League system, that Hungary has had an actual 
experience of bolshevik rule and does not sympathize with the 
Soviets, are further reasons for Hungary's leaning towards Italy 
and Germany. This however does not mean that the Hungarians 
could ever forget their chief characteristics; their profound 
patriotism and their sense of liberty. Their repeated struggles 
for independence until it was guaranteed by the compromise of 
1867 and the coronation of Francis Joseph as King of Hungary, 
and all that has happened since the war and armistice, should be 
a conclusive proof that Hungary will never submit to a foreign 
rule.

On the other hand we Hungarians in the geographical centre 
of the Danuabe Valley, in our Carpathian basin, see, probably 
more clearly than Westerners, the real dieases of this part of 
the world. In England and France public opinion is much more 
stirred by the Spanish, Mediterranean or Far Eastern 
problems than by those of Central Europe. W e in Hungary have 
realised from the very beginning that St. Germain and Trianon 
were not a solution of the problems of Europe; and now, at last, 
that conviction is beginning to be accepted in Western count
ries too.

In France people used to look upon the Little Entente as 
the best and most reliable addendum to the military clauses of 
Versailles. France now realises that Yugoslavia’s economic 
interests necessarily draw her into friendly co-operation with 
Italy and Germany; that Rumania has similar tendencies, and is 
also harrassed by internal dissensions; that Czecho-Slovakia is 
in a deadly iron grip, while the great protector of France and 
Czecho-Slovakia, Soviet Russia, is of very doubtful military value.

W e have mentioned Rumania's internal troubles; we might 
add that the Croatian problem is still awaiting a solution in 
Yugoslavia, while in Czecho-Slovakia the German, Magyar, 
Slovak, Ruthenian and Polish minorities are clamouring for what 
is their due, for what was guaranteed them either by international 
treaties or by bilateral agreement® between Czechs on the one 
hand and some supposed representatives of the Slovaks or 
Ruthenians on the other.

At present conditions in the Danube Valley are certainly
6
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not better than they were before the War, probably worse for 
the majority of the various peoples of this region. We have to
day chauvinistic Czech, Rumanian or Serbian hegemony instead 
of the former considerate German or Hungarian ascendancy, with 
only just a meagre recent effort on the part of Yugoslavia to 
improve the conditions of the racial minorities in that country.

Thus, both the political and the economic conditions in the 
Danube Valley being unsatisfactory, a solution of this problem 
is just as necessary as that of the Franco-German controversy 
or the Spanish and Mediterranean questions. They should all be 
solved on equitable lines, one after the other, as quickly as 
possible, if not simultaneously, always remembering that an 
opportunity once missed never recurs.

As said at the outset: the outlook is bright, the will to 
negotiate is to hand in all four principal Capitals of Europe. Let 
us not wait until some ill-advised or mistaken word spoils the 
chances of understanding or some belated action risks the success
ful working of that spirit which the British Government has now 
initiated. This might be our last chance!

It should lead to a new Peace Conference to blot out all 
blunders of 1919/20.

In the British Empire, as all over the world, admiration 
must be felt for the Prime Minister who concentrates his states
man's energy on the ultimate aim, viz. the preservation of Peace, 
instead of pursuing with youthful energy catchwords which have 
hitherto merely brought us to the verge of a new war.

—  y  —
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THE SUDETA GERMAN QUESTION
BY

Dr. ANDREW MORAVEK

Ten years ago the Sudeta German question was practi
cally unknown to European public opinion. Although 
we may have heard of there being very many Germans 

living in Czecho-Slovakia; of the geographical distribu
tion of those Germans, of their importance, of their attitude 
towarde the Czecho-Slovak State, their intellectual life and 
endeavours or of their feelings towards the German Empire 
and Austria and of their intentions, practically nothing was 
known then. It was not until German National Socialism 
made its appearance, —  not until the Germans of Bohemia 
(called Sudeta Germans after the mountains of their native 
province) had started a vigorously active movement — , that 
Europe as a whole began to interest itself in this question.

Y et this question is not a new one —  or, for the matter 
of that, a question of recent date; the Sudeta German pro
blem —  i. e. the question of how the position and the relation 
to the State of the 3.5— 4 million Germans living in Czecho
slovakia is to be adjusted —  was in existence long before the 
outbreak of the Great W a r ; only with the establishment of 
Czecho-Slovakia it entered a new phase. The frontier zone 
with a German majority which in places is quite broad and 
in others dwindles to a mere narrow strip of country —  a 
zone which runs along the whole length of the frontier of 
present-day Czecho-Slovakia adjoining Germany and Austria 
respectively —  was in existence already in the days of the 
Austro-Hungarian Monarchy and spread over parts of the 
provinces of Bohemia, Moravia and Silesia, the inhabitants 
of that zone having fought strenuously from early in the 
nineteenth century (in particular in Bohemia) against the 
penetration of the Czechs, who made more and more head
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way, working systematically towards a suppression of the 
Germans and successfully relegating that people into the 
background at almost every point of the language frontier.

The awakening of Czech nationalism early in the nine
teenth century and the assumption by that nationalism of 
an aggressive character, resulted in the development of 
German nationalism among the Germans of Austria too; so 
that in the period immediately preceding the outbreak of 
the Great W ar the two peoples —  Germans and Czechs —  
which had lived for centuries in peaceful symbiosis faced 
one another in a war to the knifs being waged in Bohemia, 
while the House of Habsburg, which had felt convinced that 
it was predestined for the work of conciliation, was no longer 
able to maintain an equilibrium, particularly in view of the 
fact that (after the outbreak of the Great W ar) a very large 
majority of the Czechs themselves refused to believe in a 
solution of the ,,Czech question" within the Monarchy, being 
determined to bring about that solution by the creation of 
an independent Bohemia. Time and fortune favoured that 
majority; and the Czech action carried out during the W ar  
in foreign countries as a consequence of the activity of 
Masaryk and Benes led to the resolution of the Entente 
recognising the Czecho-Slovak State and to the „bloodless” 
revolution which broke out in Prague on October 28th., 1918 
also proclaiming openly an independent Czech Republic. 
The first etappe of the German-Czech problem existing in 
the territory of pre-W ar Austria —  the "C zech question" 
—  was thus completed; while at the same time the other 
part of the problem —  the "Sudeta German question" —  
was thrown into prominence with unusual virulence in the 
days of the collapse of the Monarchy. A nd no wonder: for 
during the Great W ar the antagonism between Germans and 
Czechs became actually aggravated as compared with the 
state of things previously existing: while the ratio of deaths 
on the battle-field of persons from the German territories of 
Bohemia and Moravia was on the average not less than 
30— 40°/00 (in very many cases actually increasing to 40—  
50%o). on the other hand the average death-roll of the 
Czech-Moravian language areas ranged in both cases alike 
from 1— 20 and 20— 30°/00 respectively. The deliberate
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desertion of the Czechs and their sabotage behind the front, 
the data relating to the revolutionary activity of the Czechs 
both at home and abroad made public in connection with the 
trials for treason of the Czech leaders, raised the tension 
to fever height, the result being that the desire for separa
tion became mutual; not only did the Czechs wish to sepa
rate from ,,German” Austria, but the Germans living in the 
historical provinces of Bohemia (Bohemia proper, Moravia 
and Silesia) also longed for the symbiosis to come to an end. 
These Germans consequently regarded it as natural that —  
in addition to the Bohemia which had under the Wilsonian 
Points declared its independence —  they too should take 
the management of their affairs in their own hands and that 
they should have the right to provide for and adjust the 
political status of the linguistically German territories of the 
Czech provinces. The Vienna Reichstag —  which naturally 
included representatives of the Sudeta Germans too —  
during the closing days of October, 1918, began energetic
ally the work of organising the new Sudeta German admin
istrative units the establishment of which had long been 
demanded (the provinces entitled "Deutschbohmen” and 
"S u d eten lan d "), as well as the two ” Gau"-units known as 
"Bohm erw ald” and "Deutsch-Sudm ahren". On October 29th, 
notwithstanding the revolution in Prague the day before, 
the Vienna National Assem bly elected the Heads of the two 
provinces just mentioned, who in their turn appointed, and 
administered the oath of allegiance to German Austria to, 
the leaders of the lower administrative units. This attempt 
did not however in any way change the lot of the Sudeta 
Germans. There were no military forces at the disposal of 
the Germans of Austria; and the Czechs —  who had "con
quered” in the name of the right of self-determination —  
demanded the absorption in Czecho-Slovakia also of the 
territories of the Czech historical provinces inhabited by 
Germans. The general temper prevailing among the Czechs 
was expressed by Rasin —  later Czecho-Slovak Minister of 
Finance —  when he refused (to the accompaniment of the 
brief but expressive exclamation, "N o  treating with rebels!") 
to receive Lodgmann, the "Landeshauptmann” (Lieutenant- 
Governor) of the newly-established province of "Deutsch-
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bohmen” , who desired to discuss with him —  on the basis 
of the right of self-determination —  the question of a peace
ful surrender of the German territories.

Nor did it mend matters when, on November 12th., the 
German Austrian National Assem bly of Vienna proclaimed 
the annexation to the German Empire of the country —  that 
of course including the Sudeta German provinces too. Under 
the weight of pacifist catchwords the German Government 
—  practically with folded arms —  tolerated the action of 
the Socialists reinforced by the "legions” sent home from  
Italy and France who in quick succession "occupied” the 
German-inhabited towns of Czecho-Slovakia, so that by the 
end of the year they were in power also in Reichenberg, 
the Capital of the province of "Deutschbdhmen” , and in 
Troppau, the Capital of Silesia. The leaders of the two newly 
established provinces were compelled —  after a brief activ
ity lasting two days —  to flee to Vienna; and Czecho-Slovakia  
had via facti obtained control also of the German-inhabited 
areas of the Republic.

The Sudeta Germans did not however throw up the 
sponge; they continued to hope that when saying the last 
word the Peace Conference would defer to the spirit of the 
.Wilsonian principles and take into account the wishes of the 
peoples concerned and also respect the right of self-deter
mination. They therefore resorted to all possible methode in 
order to voice the opinion and the desires of the Sudeta 
Germans. The first idea was to convene a Provincial Diet. 
This was prevented by the Czechs. The next thing the 
Sudeta Germans tried was the delegation of deputies to sit 
in the Vienna National A ssem bly; and on March 4th., the 
day on which the Vienna National Assem bly was reorganised, 
mass demonstrations were arranged all over the country. 
The demonstrations actually took place and indeed assumed 
most formidable dimensions; but the only concrete —  and 
sad —  result was 52 deaths and a large number of wounded: 
in many places Czech legionaries fired volleys into the 
unarmed crowds of demonstrators. A nd this was the closing 
chord of the first etappe of the struggle undertaken by the 
Sudeta Germans —  the period of negation.
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The second etappe —  in which the Sudeta Germans 
without respect of party were united in opposition to the 
Czech Government —  began already prior to the signature 
of the Treaty of Saint Germain, when all the German parties 
—  following the example of the Social Democrate —  took 
part in the municipal and parish elections fixed for June, 
1917, by the Czechs. W hen, on September 10th., 1919,
Austria signed the peace treaty, the fate of the Sudeta 
German territories was sealed. On September 24th. the 
provinces of "Deutschbohmen” and "Sudetenland" and the 
"G a u ” units entitled "Bohm erw ald” and "Siidmahren’ , 
which had previously existed on paper at any rate, solemnly 
and formally remounced their connection with the Vienna 
National Assem bly, for the lot of the Sudeta Germans was 
to be directed in the future by Prague. The first Czecho
slovak Assem bly sat for its first session without having any 
Germans —  or indeed any persons of non-Czecho-Slovak  
nationality —  among its M embers; for those Members were 
chosen, not by election, but by "designation” from among 
the Czechs and the "gutgesinnt” (loyal) Slovaks, the result 
being that the constitutional laws which practically controlled 
the fate of the minorities were passed by Czechs and "cent- 
ralistically inclined” Slovaks sitting in camera. Then the 
first National Assem bly elections were fixed for April, 1920. 
O f the total of 300 seats the Sudeta German parties suc
ceeded in securing altogether 72. The strongest of these Sud
eta parties was the German Social Democrat Party, which 
obtained nearly one-half of the votes cast for the Sudeta 
Germans; the next in point of strength was the agrarian 
"B und der Landwirte", which was followed —  in order —  
by the Catholic Christian Socialist Party, the pan-German  
National Party and —  last not least —  the National Social
ist Party, which began its work of organisation already in 
the nineteenth century but did not develop fully until the 
establishment of the new State —  a party which preached 
the views and the political principles of Hitlerism long before 
Hitler was ever heard of. A fter the elections the German 
Social Democrats went their own way; while the bourgeois 
parties immediately established the German Parliamentary 
Union which remained in existence until the end of 1925.
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The attitude of this block towards the Czecho-Slovak State 
was outlined with more or less precision in the political 
declarations issued by the German parties when the first 
Czecho-Slovak Parliament assembled. In the name of the 
"Deutscher Parlamentarische Verband" —  at the meeting of 
the House of Deputies on June 1st., 1920 —  Mr, Lodgmann- 
Auen read a long statement which ran as follows: —  "T he  
Sudeta German countries were never asked their opinion; 
and so far as they are concerned the result achieved by the 
peace treaties is for that very reason the ratification of an 
act of force, not of a legal state of things. Even the very 
scanty protection which the A llied  and Associated Powers 
had intended to afford the German people was rendered 
null anl void by the arbitrary procedure of the Czecho
slovak Revolutionary National Assem bly. The whole Czecho
slovak legislative system —  inclusive of the Constitution 
forced on the country par octroi —  is an evident infraction 
of the minority treaties. W e  therefore solemnly declare 
that we do not regard any of these laws as legally binding 
on us. To us Germans, who have never yet taken part in 
any kind of agreement relating to the State machinery, the 
present form of government and of State, the relation be
tween us and that State, the relations between the several 
nations within the State, the constitutional rights of the 
inhabitants and their relations with the other States of 
Europe —  for us Germans these matters are still all unsolved 
questions; and what we demand is that those questions 
should be solved solely and exclusively on the basis of true 
democracy and of free and unhindered national liberties.

"That is why we reject and refuse to entertain the ideas 
of a purely Czech State, of a "Czecho-Slovak” nation and 
of a "Czecho-Slovak" language, as being evident contra
dictions of the facts. We shall never acknowledge the Czechs 
as our over-lords; nor shall we ever play parts of obedient 
and submissive servants of the State. Nor indeed can force 
put into practics become law until the persons concerned 
acknowledge it as such voluntarily and of their own free 
will; and we accordingly solemnly declare that we will never 
cease demanding the right of self-determination for our 
people, — that we regard this determination of ours as the
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basis of our every action and of our relation to the State, 
—  and that on the other hand we consider the present state 
of things as unworthy of us and as incompatible with the 
fundamental principles of modern development. W e  regard 
it as our most sacred duty to hand this determination of ours 
on as our legacy to those who come after us."

The biggest German party of those days —  the German 
Social Democrat Party, represented in Parliament by 3t 
Deputies —  also stressed the paramount importance of the 
right of unrestricted selfdetermination in a declaration read 
on June 2nd., 1920, which inter alia contained the following 
statements: —  "T he victorious Entente Powers have by the 
Peace Edicts of Versailles and Saint Germain subjected the 
German inhabitants of the Sudeta provinces too to the rule 
of foreigners and have, despite the unanimous resolution of 
their authorised representatives and against their will, 
compelled them to become absorbed in the Czecho-Slovak 
State. On entering the parliament of the Czecho-Slovak 
Republic in order to fight there for the proletariat, for social 
democracy and for socialism, we German Social Democrats 
declare solemnly that we intend to insist —  irrevocably and 
unswervingly —  on the right of our people to self-deter
mination; and we are resolved to continue our great historical 
struggle within the new nationality State too. The immediate 
object of this struggle of ours is to put an end to all forms 
of foreign rule and bureaucratic systems of government, that 
end being attainable by the constitution of all nations alike 
into self-governing corporations possessing the right of ad
ministering their own national affairs, —  i. e. into democratic 
administrative bodies strictly demarcated according to natio
nality with the right to control their own national educa
tional, religious and cultural matters and with their charit
able organs subject to the control of their own local ad
ministrations.”

A ll these good intentions however proved to be merely 
platonic; for between 1920 and 1926 the Germans had absolut
ely no influence on the direction of State affairs. The Govern
ments in which only the Czech parties were represented had 
a safe majority behind them; and —  without once consulting 
the Germans —  these governments carried into effect in
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succession those laws and measures which aimed at streng
thening the position of the "State people” at the cost of 
the minorities. This period deliberately and systematically 
continued and in many respects completed the "conquest” 
in the field of national traditions already begun in the nine
teenth century by the Czech element as against the Germans.

The contraction of the language frontier, the "dilution” 
of the German blocks by the introduction of Czechs and the 
weakening of the compactness of the German linguistic islande 
and peninsulas, —  all these moments were just as much part 
of this systematic procedure as were the restriction of the 
German educational sphere, the reduction of German landed 
property by means of the Land Reform action, the gradual 
weeding out from public offices of the German elements and 
many other such measures taken by the Czecho-Slovak  
Governments. This gradually increasing Czech offensive 
naturally enchanced also the resistance of the Germans; 
and, though the parliamentary elections held in the autumn 
of 1925 produced practically no change in the relative 
strength of the two nations, the aggravation of the situation 
was documented by the motion submitted by the united 
German bourgeois front which opened the new session and 
which proposed the arraignment —  on account of their hav
ing introduced the law ordaining the reduction in the number 
of officials —  of M. Svehla, the Prime Minister, and M. 
Franke, former Minister of Communications. Though the 
motion was defeated, it was only rejected by 151 votes to 
140, that denoting a noteworthy moral victory for the 
Opposition.

Then there ensued —  suddenly and to all appearances 
illogically —  a complete change. In the German camp —  in 
particular among the agrarians and the Christian Socialists 
—  there had long been heard voices urging that the opposi
tion policy should be abandoned and an attempt made to 
come to an agreement with the Czechs as a means towards 
the attainment of concessions benefiting the Germans. The 
advocates of this tendency —  the ’ ’uractivists”  of later days 
— , the leading roles among whom as champions of the idea 
of a rapprochement were played by M . Krepek, one of the 
senior leaders of the German Agrarian party ("Bund der
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Landw irte"), and Dr. M ayr-Hartling, university professor, 
an intimate personal friend of President Masaryk and one 
of the leading personalities of the German Christian Socialist 
Party, in 1926 believed that the time had come to make an 
agreement with the Czechs. During the debate on the 
Customs and "Congrua” Bills the Czech Social Democrat 
Party, which refused to vote for the Bills, left the Coalition, 
and it became impossible to form a purely Czech Govern
ment. This situation impelled members of some of the Czech 
parties too w illy-nilly to broach the idea of a rapprochement 
with the Germans. That was why, when the "official” G o
vernment headed by M . Verny was entrusted with the task 
of carrying the above-mentioned Bills, the German Agrarian 
Party and the German Christian Socialist Party voted those 
measures on purely sentimental grounds or rather for con
siderations of interest. That involved a break in the united 
opposition front previously shown by the ,German parties. 
It did not then require much to enable the two German 
parties mentioned above to come to terms with the corres
ponding Czech bourgeois parties; and the new Svehla Cabinet 
was formed with the collaboration of the two German 
parties and contained two German Ministers (the agrarian 
Spina and the Christian Socialist M ayr-Hartling). The 
development in this direction was very considerably furthered 
by the circumstance that at the time the prevailing mood 
in Germany was that of the Stresemann era and of the 
Locarno tendency.

It was with this agreement that the third phase of the 
Sudeta German policy began, —  the period of activity 
characterised by the majority of the German parties too 
having abandoned the attitude of opposition and having 
been prepared to co-operate with the Czechs parties as 
occasion offered to form a government. The only exceptions 
to the general rule were the National Socialists and the 
German Nationalists, who —  far from abandoning the 
principles of their original nationalistic policy —  became 
even more radical than before (this applying more
particularly to the younger Deputies representing the former 
Party). The majority of the Sudeta Germans were rapt by 
the spell of activism, despite the fact that the Czechs had
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not made any concrete sacrifices or offered any important 
return for the surrender on the part of the Germans which 
—  particularly internationally —  was of incalculable value 
to the Czech cause. Nevertheless, the German leaders of the 
‘ activists” —  apart from personal motives —  were inspired 
by the hope that as active Ministers they would have an 
opportunity to vindicate the general interests of the Germans 
and to prevent all anti-German measures. In 1929 —  
according to the data of the elections held that year —  the 
bulk of the Sudeta Germans still approved of the new 
tendency.

The initial successes achieved by the policy of “activism” 
were not of long duration. Except for a few slight and un
important concessions the German Ministers failed to induce 
any fundamental change in the anti-German tendency of 
Czech policy, which continued as before systematically to 
diminish the volume of the landed property possessed by 
Sudeta Germans. The exclusion of Germans from State 
employ continued to be as intensive as ever; and those who 
had chosen the learned professions or whose work lay in 
private enterprise were ruined by the economic crisis.

“The only safe employment —  that of the State 
eemployees drawing fixed emoluments —  is no longer un
conditionally open to Germans. By way of illustration I 
would note that, whereas in 1920 —  i. e. when the rule of 
the Republic had already begun —  the Germans employed 
by the railways still represented 57°/o of the total number 
of employees, at the end of 1930 —  after four years of 
“activity” —  the ratio of German railway employees was 
only 30°/o. In the eight largest German towns in 1920 only 
55 persons of Czech nationality were employed in the postal 
service, but by 1930 the number of such post office employees 
had risen to 459. Of the officials employed in the ministries 
only 2 %  are Germans, though the Germans represent 23%> 
of the total population of the Republic. Of the provincial 
inland revenue employees only 7 %  are Germans; while the 
ratio of Germans employed in the administration of justice 
has fallen from 32%> to 20°/o. No new German employees 
are engaged anywhere; and the army excludes Germans 
altogether —  a circumstance not by any means in evidence
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in 1920, when the officers of the former Austro-Hungarian 
Arm y were taken over by the Czechs. The number of schools 
has decreased; or where the original number has been left 
intact, the German schools are neglected in favour of the 
Czech schools. The State undertakings and the Board of 
Public W orks alike treat Czech workers preferentially, even 
where they have to be brought from a distance to the place 
where they are to work. In other words, the initial successes 
of the “activist” policy and the successes determined by 
general prosperity were replaced already in 1930 by a 
complete set-back and decline' .1

The industrial crisis, the contraction of the international 
market and the unheard-of advance of unemployment, reacted 
primarily on the Sudeta German districts in which the 
industrial establishments of Bohemia —  all in German hands 
—  had been located for decades. A s a consequence the 
German inhabitants were plunged into an economic crisis 
increasing in intensity after 1929; and voices were heard 
more and more frequently complaining more and more 
bitterly against the Czech Government, which was accused 
of deliberately refusing to offer immediate and effectual 
assistance to the distressed regions. Under such circum
stances the masses very soon lost all faith in “activism": 
and from 1929 on the Germans thronged in ever-increasing 
numbers to join the standard of that national socialism which 
had so far been of no significance but whose leaders now 
began to vigorously demand territorial autonomy, while the 
younger members of the party went farther still and fixed 
their eyes on the German Empire, where their imperial 
fellows under the leadership of Hitler had already begun 
to make considerable headway. Inner causes and the example 
set by their brethren abroad alike carried the Sudeta 
Germans too off their feet; and it became more and more 
generally felt among them that the only means by which an 
escape from the petty squabbles of the German parties and 
a national renaissance could be attained, was that offered

1 Szvatko, Paul: “Szudetanemetseg es nemzeti szocializmus"
(“Sudeta Germans and National Socialism"). "Magyar Szemle" (Hun
garian Review), Vol. 19 (1933), No. 2.

18



T H E  S U D E T A  G E R M A N  Q U E S T I O N

by the united national movement known as national socialism. 
The rapid advance made by national socialism is also to be 
explained by the fact that —  as already stated briefly above 
—  the cradle of the movement had been rocked already in 
Habsburg Bohemia.

In the second half of the eighties of last century the 
workers possessing a German national consciousness began 
to unite in organisations of a German national character for 
the purpose of defending their positions against the masses 
of Czech workers who were making headway in the German 
manufacturing towns. Organisations of the kind were 
established at Budweis, Reichenberg, Teschen, Mahrisch- 
Txibau, Gablonz and other places inhabited by Sudeta 
Germans. It was the union of these organisations and a 
Vienna movement with similar aims that resulted in the 
formation of the “Deutschpolitischer Arbeiterverein fur 
Osterreich” , which in 1903 took the name of “Deutsche 
Arbeiterpartei in Osterreich". The programme of this party 
rejected internationalism and adopted nationalism as its 
basis. One of the typical points in its programme runs as 
follows: —  “W e  are a free national party fighting with might 
and main against reactionary endeavours, against feudal, 
clerical and capitalistic prerogatives and against every kind 
of foreign ("frem dvolkisch") influence". The movement 
advanced slowly but consistently right down to 1911, when 
the party succeeded in delegating 3 members to represent 
it in the Vienna Reichsrat. This first important success was 
not however followed by others; and the Great W a r at once 
eliminated the results previously achieved: the members of 
the party —  almost 50,000 in number —  were scattered in 
all directions, for their leaders all joined their regiments, 
and it proved impossible to replace them either in the 
administration or in the work of agitation. A s  a consequence 
the whole activity of the party during the W a r was restricted 
to the drafting of a memorandum which was the work of 
one of the oldest leaders and theoreticians of the party, who 
himself handed the memorandum to Count Stiirgh, then 
Prime Minister of Austria.

In keeping with the original attitude of the party this 
memorandum also opens with a demand for a new distribu
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tion of Austria on nationality lines: —  “ In the opinion of 
our Party the natural foundations of the Austrian State are, 
not the crown dominions, but the peoples. On the basis of 
this consideration we have made it our object to strive to 
secure a distribution into autonomous territories demarcated 
according to fundamentally popular settlements and a con
densation into national units of the peoples thus separated 
from one another . . . "  For the smaller nationalities the Party 
demanded personal (cultural) autonomy with people’s 
councils as supreme minority authorities and at the same 
time broached the idea of a customs union with the German 
Empire. Towards the end of the W ar the activity of this 
Party revived; and early in 1918 the Party adopted the title 
“Deutsche Nationalsozialistische Arbeiterpartei” , at the same 
time expanding the party programme, the fundamental 
principles of which were explained exhaustively by Professor 
Jung in his book entitled “Der nationale Sozialismus” .

Early in the twenties the Party sent a delegate to 
Germany and Austria to establish contacts with the national 
movements of a similar tendency in those countries. Only 
in one respect did the visits of this delegate prove success
ful: he succeeded in coming in touch in Vienna with
Hitler, then practically unknown to the world at large, 
establishing a connection which remained in existence until 
national socialism had become so strong in Germany that 
to continue that connection would have exposed the Sudeta 
Germans to the charge of being under foreign direction. It 
is only natural, however, that the quite unexpected gigantic 
successes achieved by national socialism in Germany con
tributed enormously to morally support the position of the 
national socialist party in the Sudeta German provinces of 
Bohemia even after the formal connection between the two 
parties had been interrupted.2

Hitlerism, under the influence of inner and outer causes 
of the kind —  to the disagreeable surprise both of the

2 For the national socialist movement in particular, but also for 
the Sudeta German question generally, cf. the book by Hans K rebs  
(“Kampf in Bohmen", Beilin, 1936), the data contained in which have 
been utilised in several passages of this article.
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“activist" parties and of the Czech Government —  began its 
triumphal march in Czecho-Slovakia too. The uniforms of 
the German National Socialist Party modelled on those of 
the Hitlerites appeared more and more frequently in the 
streets and villages; the popular meetings of that Party 
assumed tue dimensions of mass demonstrations; the forma
tions organised after the German model became mass 
formations; and the parish elections held in many places in 
1933 showed that at least 5 0 %  of the Sudeta Germans had 
gone over to the new camp. This amazing discovery cajoled  
the Government into having recourse to the policy of the 
“strong hand". The wearing of this uniform was forbidden; 
there was a continuous succession of measures confiscating 
newspapers and forbidding the holding of meetings; 
domiciliary visits became the order of the day; and there 
ensued arrests en masse on the charge of irredentism or 
under the pretext of an attempt to subvert the existing 
political order. A ll these measures having proved of no avail, 
the members of one of the branches of the Party —  the 
“Volksport" —  were tried en masse for high treason, and 
some half dozen of the leaders of that fraction were sentenced 
to hard labour and even some of the Members of the Party 
who were Deputies were arrested; while finally, in October, 
1933, under the Defence of the State A ct which had been 
recently passed, the Party and all its formations were dis
solved (the measures being made to apply also to the other 
“negativist” party, the German National Party), and all the 
Deputies representing the Party in Parliament, Provincial 
Diets and Parish Assemblies were deprived of their seats.

The object behind all these measures was undoubtedly 
to enable “activist" parties to enter the lists at the parlia
mentary elections to be held in 1935 without having to face 
any considerable opposition, that preventing public opinion 
both at home and abroad from being compelled to establish 
the fact that “ activism" had collapsed and “negativism" had 
won a decisive victory. The idea was certainly a brilliant 
one; but the scheme failed. The tension of the Sudeta 
German energies could no longer be restrained; and —  after 
a momentary hesitation due to ignorance of the facts —  
those energies concentrated round an entirely new focus.

21



D A N U B I A N  R E V I E W

This new focus was a young man who had been the product 
of the gymnastic movement —  no professional politician at 
all; it was Conrad Henlein, the Hitler of the Sudeta Germans, 
who used the slogan of unity to gather round him the 
opposition masses who had lost their leaders, while from 
the very outset he resorted to the shrewd tactics of stressing 
his loyalty to the State. A t the same time he made friendly 
overtures to the Czech Agrarian Party; and with the tacit 
support of this Party —  which hoped to find in Henlein an 
‘ activist” ally against the Left —  he and his new Party suc
ceeded in averting the danger of dissolution. This was an 
enormous tactical blunder on the part of the Czechs; by the 
time they had realised what they had done, —  it took them 
about a year — , Henlein had round him a following of such 
strength that it was no longer possible to dissolve the party. 
In vain did the Czechs resort to every means available; in 
vain did they permit the German National Party which had 
been dissolved to fight the elections as a means —  so they 
hoped —  of weakening Henlein’s position: the catastrophe 
ensued nevertheless; Henlein's party obtained 1,249,497 
votes and entered Parliament as the strongest of all the 
Czecho-Slovak parties, having won over to their cause about 
75°/o of the German voters.

The results of the elections were received by Czech 
public opinion with the greatest consternation; those 
results being regarded as due to an open rebellion of the 
Germans, that public opinion demanded that Government 
should take energetic steps. The Government, however, — 
evidently in order to avert any complications with the 
Germany of Hitler — adopted an attitude of reserve. The 
German “activist" Ministers who had now no party behind 
them were retained in the Cabinet; and Government would 
probably have been prepared to treat with Henlein and his 
followers, had the general temper of the Czechs not made 
such procedure impossible. Henlein continuously stressed 
his readiness to negotiate; but the answer he received from 
the Czechs being either silence or an attack, he set to work 
to initiate a campaign of propaganda — in foreign countries, 
in Berlin and Geneva, but more intensively in London — 
which led to the Czech Government feeling impelled to show
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some conciliation for the benefit of foreign countries and to 
create the illusion of a definitive Czech-German reconciliation, 
—  particularly when the “ Defence of the State A ct” of 1936, 
which placed the fortunes and very existence of all persons 
living in the so-called “ frontier zones” (that of course in 
practice including all the non-Czech nationalities) entirely at 
the mercy of the military authorities was found to have 
created a very unpleasant sensation in all foreign countries 
alike. That was the cause of the conclusion on February 
18th., 1937, —  between Premier Hodza and the three German 
“activist” Ministers —  of the agreement which Czechs would 
fain have us regard as the Bible of Czech-Sudeta German 
conciliation. This agreement contains very meagre concessions 
far removed from the demands endorsed by the vast majority 
of the Sudeta Germans. W hat this agreement did was to 
offer infinitesimal concessions in any case already guaranteed 
by law, instead of adjusting fundamentally the situation of 
the Sudeta Germans and of the other non-Czech nationalities 
and thus bringing matters to a standstill.

The gist of the “new achievements” is as follows: — 
Government would provide in an increased measure for the 
material welfare of the German industrial districts; for 
public works in these territories German workers would be 
employed; in the case of public contracts in the field of 
social provision the Germans would be shown more con
sideration than hitherto; new German employees would be 
admitted to the public services; and German culture would 
participate in official support in proportion to the numerical 
ratio of the Sudeta Germans. Certain facilities of lesser 
importance would be introduced also in connection with the 
official language to be used in local (parish) administration.

Insignificant as they were in themselves, these conces
sions made it imperatively necessary that Henlein and his 
followers —  who categorically rejected the same —  should 
without delay put forward their own positive demands. That 
was done very shortly. A  few days after the "compromise" 
had been made public, —  on February 28th., 1937, —  
Henlein made a long speech in which he stressed the necessity 
for a radical solution of the Sudeta German question and 
demanded new elections (it is asserted that he would be
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able to reckon already on receiving more than 9 0 %  of the 
total number of German votes), and then outlined the attitude 
in principle on the basis of which the Sudeta German 
question was —  in the opinion of his party —  capable of 
solution within the framework of the Czecho-Slovak State.

The Bills promised by Henlein in his speech at Aussig 
—  six in all —  were submitted to Parliament by the Party 
on April 27th., 1937. These Bills were the following:

1. Bill relating to the protection of the people by means 
of autonomous corporations. The national minorities would 
obtain the right to concentrate in political corporations. These 
corporations would be presided over by a Presidential Board 
including the parliamentary representatives of the minority 
in question, which would elect each a delegate (“speaker” ) 
to defend their rights against outside factors.

2. Bill relating to the enforcement in every branch of 
the public services of the equality of rights of the various 
nations. This Bill regulates the obligations of the State to 
pay compensation in the event of State organs infringing the 
equality of rights of the various nationalities in the State. 
The object of this Bill is to provide for the putting into force 
by administrative means of regulations calculated to prevent 
excesses in this field, whereby the relevant law would in 
practice become almost superfluous.

3. Bill relating to the obligation of compensation arising 
in consequence of losses caused during the official function
ing of the subordinate organs of the State or other political 
bodies. (This applies naturally only to losses caused by 
illegal activity.)

4. Bill for the prevention by penal measures of attempts 
to denationalise. A ll attempts to assimilate by force to be 
punishable offences. The Bill includes measures for the pro
tection of the nationality of citizens, educational liberty, 
national property —  in particular landed property —  and 
work.

5. Bill relating to the “cadaster" —  i. e. to the national 
status of citizens and to the “nationality cadaster” . Under
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this Bill the parish in which a citizen is domiciled must enter 
his name in the “cadaster" of the nationality to which he 
belongs (no person may be entered in the cadaster of more 
than one nationality). These nationality cadasters are to 
serve as the basis of the nationality key for determining the 
distribution of posts in the State service, of relief and of 
public contracts.

6. Bill relating to the right of filing complaints with the 
Administrative Tribunal. Under this Bill the Administrative 
Tribunal would be entitled to invalidate all illegal acts or 
measures done or taken respectively by the legislative bodies 
or by Government.

Unfortunately the space at our disposal does not permit 
of an exhaustive examination of the texts of these Bills, 
which serve as the political depositaries of Henlein's pro
gramme. A ll we can do therefore is to offer a few comments 
relating to the most important points. The first thing that 
strikes us is that the Bills demand an entirely new form of 
autonomy; they do not demand territorial autonomy, which 
it would in any case be extremely difficult to carry into 
effect owing to the disturbing overlapping of the Czech and 
German language frontiers, while on the other hand they 
demand far more than mere cultural autonomy, seeing that 
in addition to the self-administration of their respective cul
tures they propose to grant the “nationalities" the right to 
themselves represent and ensure every kind of interest in 
which they are concerned —  and therefore their vital 
economic interests too. Moreover, these Bills do not propose 
to grant these extended rights to the Sudeta Germans only, 
but to all the non-Czech nationalities living in the Republic, 
a procedure which will undoubtedly enable Henlein and his 
Party to get all malcontents (Magyars, Poles, perhaps even 
the Slovak Autonomist Party too, etc.) to support the Bills. 
It seems likely that the Czech parties belonging to the 
majority —  in the event of their being really presented for 
discussion —  will reject the Bills, seeing that to pass them 
would be equivalent to a complete liquidation of the 
"national" State —  the idea which has so far been the guiding 
principle behind every legislative step taken by the ruling
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people. For in the event of the acceptance of the Bills 
Czecho-Slovakia would be converted from a "national State” 
into a "nationality State” in which the absolute rule of the 
Czech people would be replaced by a system in which the 
affairs of the State would be directed by a number of nations 
with equal rights organised in the form of political corpora
tions. To such an issue the Czechs —  who constitute barely 
5 0 %  of the total population —  will never consent. The 
Czechs would gladly forget the words written by their 
leaders in Memoire III. submitted by them to the Paris 
Peace Conference which deal with the probable fate and 
status of the Sudeta Germans within the Czecho-Slovak 
Republic about to be established.

It appears therefore that prior to the signature of the 
Treaty of Peace the Czechs declared in writing their intention 
to make of Czecho-Slovakia a second Switzerland. This pro
mise has not been lost sight of by the Sudeta Germans, who 
refer to the same frequently when enumerating their 
grievances. The Czechs on the other hand are not in the 
least prepared to remember the talk of a second Switzerland. 
M . Krofta, Czecho-Slovak Foreign Minister, has himself 
repeatedly emphasised in the speeches made by him in recent 
years that the Swiss model cannot be applied to Czecho
slovakia, seeing that what was established in 1918 was a 
Czecho-Slovak "national State” , not a German Federal 
State. This fiction of a Czech "national State” —  for even 
the data of the 1930 Census show the proportion of Czechs 
to be only 51.15®/o of the total population, as against 22.32%) 
of Sudeta Germans, 15 .76%  of Slovaks, 4 .7 8 %  of Magyars and 
3 .7 9 %  of Ruthenians —  kept even President Masaryk under 
its spell; for it was the spirit of this interpretation that 
inspired him to speak of the Sudeta Germans as “ tolerated 
colonists” . This conception in its rigidness is quite irrecon
cilable with the political attitude of the Sudeta Germans in 
the matter of the State to which they belong —  an attitude 
explained above in detail.

The future of the Sudeta Germans will certainly be 
materially influenced by the development of the relations 
between the German Empire and the Czecho-Slovak Republic. 
Unless serious concessions are granted to the Sudeta
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Germans there is but little hope of any German-Czech 
agreement, —  as may be concluded from the sharp tone of 
the speech made by Chancellor Hitler on February 20tln 
As a consequence of the more recent development of 
Germany’s foreign policy the Sudeta German question is 
likely to cease being merely a domestic problem of Czecho
slovakia and to assume the character of an international 
problem of very serious import.

THE EUCHARISTIC CONGRESS IN ^U D A P E sT a ND^ST. 
STEPHEN’S YEAR IN HUNGARY. This year's Eucharistic Con
gress will be held in Budapest in May. Pope Pius XI had in any 
case proclaimed 1938 a Holy Year in memory of the first 
Apostolic King of Hungary, St. Stephen, the nine hundredth 
anniversary of whose death will be commemorated then. 
Hungarian Roman Catholics are making enthusiastic preparations 
to celebrate this anniversary.

Twenty-four nations have announced their intention to take 
part in the Congress, with about 50.000 persons. Of these 23.000 
are to come as private individuals, while 27.000 will be members 
of the various national groups. About 140.000 Hungarians from 
the country are expected. Every registered visitor will be given 
an index card to ensure prompt attention and service. 5.600 
rooms in hotels, 2.000 in boarding-houses, 40.000 private flats in 
Budapest and 13.000 in the country will be at the disposal of 
visitors; and accommodation for a further 70.000 will be provided 
in colleges and public offices. Every individual visitor and every 
group will be met and the members of the Reception Committee 
will be at the service of all. The Hungarian Boy Scouts and 500 
guides and interpreters will do their best to see that every visitor 
has an enjoyable stay in Hungary. Special trains and new road- 
car services are to be provided and international roads are being 
constructed.

The Eucharistic Congress itself will be held from 25th to 
27th May. Most probably Cardinal Pacelli, State Secretary, will 
be the Pope's representative. Among those expected are 
Cardinal Hinsley, Archbishop of Westminster, Mons. Hlond, 
Cardinal-Primate of Poland, all the bishops of Austria, Czecho
slovakia and Yugoslavia, and many Church dignitaries from other 
countries. One of the most striking events of the St. Stephen Year 
will be the conveying in a “Golden Train” of the Holy Hungarian 
Crown to the more important towns in the country; another in
teresting ceremony will be the gala meeting of Parliament in 
Szekesfehervar, the ancient coronation city, where of old the 
national assembly used to meet. The fete of St. Stephen in Buda
pest on 20th August promises to be celebrated on an even grander 
scale than usual. —  y  —
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COUNT ALBERT APPONYI AND AMERICA
BY

Dr. ANDREW KUN

On 9th February 1911 Mr. Joe Cannon, Speaker of the 
U. S. A . House of Representatives in Washington, led 
Count Albert Apponyi, amidst the applause of the 

members, to the Speaker's dais and asked him to address the 
House. Apponyi stood on the dais under the star-spangled 
banner and amidst profound silence began to speak. First he 
expressed his gratitude for the historical honour accorded in 
his person to the thousand-year-old constitutional Hungarian 
nation and then proceeded to declare that the greatness of 
America lay in the fact that the Americans had brought over 
with them England’s noble traditions, but had left the 
harmful ones of the Old W orld  behind them.

Apponyi's speech was delivered to the accompaniment of 
loud and prolonged applause. A t  its close the Representa
tives and Senators passed before him, each shaking him by 
the hand. On Representative Keifer’s motion Count Apponyi’s 
speech was recorded in the minute-book of the House.

The Hungarian statesman may well have felt —  as he 
himself expressed it —  “bewilderedly" moved, for up to the 
Great W ar only three foreigners had been honoured by Con
gress with the request for a speech: Lafayette, Kossuth and 
himself. One Frenchman and two Hungarians. It cannot have 
been pure accident that two sons of this small —  and since 
then dismembered —  country were accorded this “historical 
honour” by the mighty United States of America. Nor can 
the only explanation be! that both Kossuth and Apponyi 
were gifted with an exceptional power of oratory in the 
English language. Even what Apponyi's great friend Theodore 
Roosevelt said of him, which was equally true of Kossuth 
too, does not wholly account for it, namely that “ Weight 
was lent to Apponyi’s powers of oratory not only by the 
loftiness of his ideas, the crystal-clear lucidity of his logic
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and the artistry of his style, but more particularly by the 
moral fineness and greatness of his personality."

The features common to the histories of both countries 
and to the spiritual structures of both peoples, must have 
contributed largely to develop that unparalleled degree of 
sympathy which was the natural, practically instinctive, 
source of the great honour bestowed upon Kossuth and A p - 
ponyi. The most glorious era in the histories of both nations 
was a period of stubborn, heroic and self-sacrificing struggle 
for independence. The prevailing traits of both are a love 
of liberty, a sense of justice and pity for the oppressed. This 
was why the great United States of America took Kossuth 
and his compatriots, the exiles of the ill-starred Hungarian 
W ar of Independence, to her heart and why her sympathies 
went out to Apponyi, whom, as President of the Independent 
Party, America regarded as the protagonist of the Hungarian 
struggle for independence.

Apponyi visited America three times. His first visit was 
in 1904, on the occasion of a conference of the Inter
parliamentary Union in St. Louis. His fame, won by his 
successes in various international bodies, had preceded him. 
Apponyi delivered one of the opening addresses in St. Louis 
and spoke more than once at the conference. His official 
speech at the banquet in Philadelphia created an enormous 
impression. In the memorial album published after the con
ference Apponyi is described as "an  orator of unparalelled 
power” . On this occasion he also visited the places in the 
U. S. A . where Hungarians live in greater numbers and 
everywhere urged them to show an example of how the 
emigrant sons of a grateful and upright people might be
come the most zealous and loyal citizens of the country of 
their adoption.

One of the most important results of this visit was that 
Apponyi made the acquaintance of President Roosevelt. 
From this meeting a friendship sprung which only death was 
to sever. From that time on he was in constant cor
respondence with Roosevelt, who in 1910 came over to 
Hungary to see Apponyi. Here Roosevelt was welcomed with 
an enthusiasm —  which also expressed Hungary's feelings 
for the United States —  rarely shown to strangers. That
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public opinion in America was so strongly imbued with 
feelings of symathy for Apponyi, was to a great extent due 
to the great Hungarian statesman’s behaviour at the Inter
parliamentary Conference held in Brussels in 1905. Namely 
it was here that the U. S. A . delegates submitted the 
suggestion that, as the best guarantee of the rule of right and 
peace, a permanent congress should be established which 
would be the legislative body for the framing of international 
law. Thus, as early as 1905, we see the first germs of 
W ilson's League of Nations plan, which in the post-war 
chaotic atmosphere of liberated passions was unfortunately 
carried out in such a manner that his own nation refused to 
co-operate.

The idea of a permanent congress of the nations was 
warmly supported in a magnificent speech by Apponyi as 
the official speaker of the day, and at his suggestion a com
mittee was appointed to elaborate a plan. Apponyi took this 
opportunity of tendering his thanks to Roosevelt, who had 
just been successful in mediating peace between Russia and 
Japan. A t  the close of his speech Apponyi expressed his 
hope and belief that Europe would follow the example set 
by the United States and that the time would shortly come 
when Europe would have the right to say to America: "W e  
are your equals.''

Apponyi's second visit to America took place in 1911. 
W ith the assistance of the Carnegie Foundation, the New  
York Peace Society and the Civic Forum invited him for a 
four weeks’ lecturing tour, in the course of which he was 
asked to speak in universities, societies and clubs on the 
future of pacifism, Hungary's political situation and the 
services rendered by Hungary to the development of civiliza
tion in W estern Europe. The preparatory work was 
undertaken by Mr. Rogert Erskine Ely, President of the 
Civic Forum. Count Apponyi's lectures were such an unpre
cedented success that under their influence the House of 
Representatives in Washington invited him to address Con
gress.

Apponyi's third and most famous visit to America took 
place in 1923. This was only a few years after the con
clusion of the Great W ar, and Apponyi's many friends had
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every reason to fear that the atmosphere was not yet calm  
enough for the seventy-seven years old patriarch, a 
statesman of a country which had fought on the other side, 
to speak in America of the dangere lurking in the injustices 
of the Peace Treaties and reveal the future consequences of 
the terrible wrongs done to dismembered Hungary, which 
like canker were corroding the peace of Europe. But the 
Grand Old M an of Hungary had faith in the unbiassed com- 
monsense of American public opinion and in the peculiarly 
American trait of being unable to refuse sympathy to the 
undeservedly oppressed.

The Committee which asked Apponyi to deliver a series 
of lectures before various distinguished societies, clubs and 
universities on the serious consequences of the mistaken 
Peace Treaties and the danger lurking in the unreasonable 
and injust dismemberment of Hungary, consisted of the 
Chancellors of the Yale, M cG ill, Williamstown, Toronto, 
John Hopkins, Princeton and Harvard Universities, the 
heads of the Carnegie Institute of International Education, 
the Civic Forum, the Pan American Union and the Rockefel
ler Foundation, the Chairman of the New York State 
Chamber of Commerce and the Vice-President of the 
American Academ y of Social and Political Sciences. Besides, 
the Committee included several Justices of the Supreme 
Court, editors, lawyers —  amongst others Ch. G. Dawes, later 
Vice-President of the Republic —  J. W . Davis, later can
didate for the Presidency, General H. H. Bandholtz, and 
T. W . Lamont, Joint President of the Morgan firm.

Apponyi's lectures in New York, Cleveland, Chicago, 
Evanston, Boston, Baltimore, Newhaven and Canadian 
Toronto were a great success. On more than one occasion he 
entered into a debate with the Rumanian Bibesco and the 
Yugoslav Pupin, but from all these encounters Apponyi 
came out with flying colours, as was admitted at the banquet 
of the Chicago Association of Commerce on 16th by no less 
a person than Mr. Lloyd George hinself, who was on a tour 
in America at the time and was present with Apponyi at the 
banquet. Mr. Lloyd George said that Apponyi was strong in 
his arguments because he had every right to feel the justice 
of his cause. —  y  —

31



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

THE VISIT TO POLAND OF THE REGENT OF HUNGARY

The visit to Poland in February of Admiral Nicholas Horthy 
de Nagybanya, Regent of Hungary, and M. Kalman de Kanya, 
Hungarian Foreign Minister, and the brilliant festivities arranged 
in their honour in Cracow, Bielowitz and Warsaw were followed 
with keen interest by the Press all the world over, so it would 
be superfluous to give our readers a detailed account of them.

What we consider to have been really the most significant 
aspect of that brilliant reception is the fact that it was a fresh 
documentation of the friendship existing between the two count
ries, a friendship, wellnight unparalleled in the history of the 
world, which has lasted undisturbed for centuries, the firm 
foundations of which rest on a similarity of character, tempera
ment, ideals and customs.

“The complete lack of any antagonistic traits of character 
and of religious friction, a similarity of development in the 
spheres of culture and civilization, the identical ideas on questions 
of personal and national honour entertained by both chivalrous 
nation®, are the factors —  said President Moscicki at the banquet 
given in the Royal Banqueting Hall of the Wavel in Cracow —  
which have contributed to both nations fulfilling their historical 
mission in a spirit of deep and reciprocal understanding. In the 
past joint rulers were frequently the guardians of common ideals 
and in more recent times several of our statesmen were able to 
count on the support of a spiritually kindred folk."

These words were a masterly description of the spirit of 
fraternity existing between the two countries, and they open 
up a vista of bye-gone centuries to our mental vision. W e see 
Louis, the great King of the Angevin dynasty, upon whose head 
the crowns of Hungary and Poland rested in the eleventh century. 
From her tomb in Cracow emerges the figure of Jadwiga, his 
daughter, the Queen of Poland whose marriage brought Lithuania 
under the sceptre of the Royal Republic. W e conjure up a vision 
of Stephen Bathory, the Hungarian noble who as Prince of 
Transylvania was called to the throne of Poland and who in the 
middle of the sixteenth century gloriously defended that country 
against Russian despotism, which already then was menacing her 
independence. Here we must also recall Joseph Bern, the brave
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Polish general who, in 1849, defended Transylvania against the 
concerted action of the allied Austrian and Russian armies; nor 
must we forget Nicholas Wesselenyi and Francis Kolcsey, who 
in Transylvania and Hungary respectively stood up for the 
Polish nation at a time when Austria, under whose tyranny 
Hungary was being crushed, was one of the three Powers that 
refused to allow Poland to rise again from the grave.

But who could enumerate all the great men in the history 
of both countries at the mention of whose names the heart of 
every true Pole and every true Hungarian must beat faster? 
Many there were, very many, who with manly courage, brotherly 
conduct and even at the cost of their lives forged links binding 
the two proud nations to each other for ever.

W e say "for ever” wittingly, well aware that in the opinion 
of the cynical no such word exists in political dictionaries. We 
use it nevertheless, for we are firmly convinced that no possible 
change of policy is conceivable that would ever set the Hungarian 
and Polish nations at enmity. They can never become enemies, 
if only for the simple reason that they are bound to one another, 
not only by ties of sentiment, but also by those of mutual inter
est®. For, lurking in the background, the same danger threatens 
both, and their national aspirations do not clash in any field.

In his toast at the Wavel Admiral Horthy pointed out the 
practical reality of the interests which have always been a link 
between Hungary and Poland, and showed how, even in extremely 
difficult times, Hungary had always managed to find ways and 
mean® of showing her friendship for and loyalty towards Poland; 
and he seized the opportunity to throw into relief the "obvious 
injustice” done to Hungary. If anywhere in the world, in Poland 
people must understand that Hungary was but fulfilling obligations 
imposed by her national honour, when she strove to obtain re
dress. An outward and visible sign that this was understood was 
afforded by the inscription in Hungarian on the triumphal arch 
erected in front of the Royal Palace in Warsaw to welcome 
Admiral Horthy on his arrival from the shoot at Bielovitz. The 
inscription was: "Long live the Realm of St. Stephen!”

Everybody in Poland knows that Dismembered Hungary is 
not identical with the Realm of St. Stephen, and we believe we 
are not mistaken when we regard that inscription as something 
more than a mere act of courtesy. It surely implies the ardent 
wish of both Poles and Hungarian to see the two countries again 
neighbours with a common frontier stretching along the ridges 
of the Carpathians, as for centuries they were. An old political 
proverb has it that "It is the neighbour of my neighbour who 
is my friend”. Well, the history of the relations between Poland 
and Hungary give the lie to that saying, for the two nations 
have always sought each other’s friendship, not that of each 
other’s neighbours. And their efforts were crowned with success,
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for so long as they were neighbours peace and tranquillity reigned 
in the regions of the northern Carpathians, while now that the 
Czechs are in possession of the nearer slopes of those mountains, 
a permanent state of tension prevails —  certainly not through 
any fault of the Poles, who know how to appreciate a good 
neighbour —  in the Valley of the Danube surrounded by their 
peaks. The peace and tranquillity of the Danube Valley and of 
Europe as a whole is served by the effort to restore (always by 
peaceful means) a common frontier between Poland and Hungary. 
For in the long run it would even be to the interest of the nation 
now wedged in between them to get rid of the narrow strip of 
territory dividing Hungary from Poland, which merely represents 
a superfluous burden to its present owners, who, because their 
native land lies so far distant from it, are wholly lacking in the 
experience required for its proper administration. —  y  —

THE HUNGARIAN GOVERNMENT PROPOSES TO INVEST A  
BILLION PENGO: THE GREATER PART OF THIS SUM TO BE 

APPROPRIATED FOR NATIONAL DEFENCE PURPOSES
On March 5th, at Gyor, Dr. Kalman Daranyi, Hungarian 

Prime Minister, presented his Government's programme. He estab
lished the fact that in Hungary the economic improvement had 
made serious headway. The equilibrium of the public finances had 
been restored; the buying power of the currency had been pre
served intact; there had been a material improvement in the 
foreign exchanges situation and a vigorous upward movement of 
our foreign trade; our exports had increased considerably and 
there had in consequence been a noteworthy advance in the excess 
of exports. The national income had increased; there had been 
an improvement in the situation of agriculture, the earning capa
city of agrarian production having been restored to its original 
level; and as a consequence the buying power of the agrarian 
population had advanced: the work of settlement had begun; and 
a beginning had been made with the land policy instituted for 
the purpose of establishing and increasing the number of inde
pendent small agrarian existences. The work of industrialisation 
had developed vigorously, and there had been an increase of 
the industrial output leading to an increase in the number of 
hands employed and to a decrease of unemployment. The 
accumulation of capital had begun and there had been an increase 
in particular in the volume of savings deposits. The Premier cited 
statistical data in support of his statements. The development 
described —  he continued —  had made it possible for Hungary 
to pursue “a more expansive and more vigorous economic, social 
and national defence policy”.

The part of the speech made at Gyor which is of most im
portance from the political point of view was that in which the
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Prime Minister said that “as a result of the States surrounding 
Hungary in particular and all the Powers in general having for 
years past —  at exceptionally heavy expense and by means of 
exceptional investments —  increased the strength of their armies 
and their equipment, it is quite evident that the disproportion 
existing in respect of the measure to which Hungary is entitled to 
participate in the race for armaments —  a measure by no means 
ensuring that country security —  has increased very much to the 
disadvantage of our nation,” “The development of our National 
Defence” —  continued the Premier —  "serves the security of the 
nation" for which reason he expected the nation to show an even 
.greater willingness to make sacrifices, that being the most suitable 
way to perfect the development of our national army.

The Prime Minister then announced that the Government had 
foreseen the expenditure of roughly one billion pengo for the pur
pose of realising its programme extending over several years, 
“the grater part of that sum" —  he said —  “to be utilised 
indirectly for national defence purposes, and to include the 
amounts required for air defence purposes too”. The sum needed 
is to be raised as follows —  600 million by a progressive capital 
levy on fortunes exceeding 50,000 pengo in amount and 400 mil
lions by an internal loan. The investments programme is to cover 
a period of 5 years.

KALMAN KANYA FIVE YEARS FOREIGN MINISTER
OF HUNGARY

Early in February was the fifth anniversary of the day on 
which M. Kalman Kanya de Kanya —  a statesman with the rich 
experience of forty years of diplomatic service —  took over the 
control of the Hungarian Ministry of Foreign Affairs. Prior to 
the collapse of the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy M. Kanya was 
one of the most eminent diplomats of Ballhausplatz. In the years 
immediately preceding the outbreak of the Great War he occupied 
the delicate position of head of the press department of the 
Vienna Foreign Ministry; while during the Great War he re
presented the Monarchy as Minister to Mexico. After the 
establishment of an independent Hungarian Foreign Ministry he 
devoted himself and his abilities exclusively to the service of his 
native land. In his capacity as permanent Deputy Foreign 
Minister of Hungary he for years stood for stability in the offices 
overlooking Disz-ter in Budapest; and it is with his name that 
the organisation of the young Hungarian diplomatic machinery 
is connected. Later on he was for years Hungarian Minister in 
Berlin; and then he took over the political direction of the 
Foreign Ministry. It is to him that is primarily due the continuous 
advance in weight and authority achieved by Hungary during the 
five years he has been in office. His cautious circumspection and
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foreseeing sagacity —  employed by him in his endeavour to» 
further the ideals of his country by the means of “Realpolitik" 
—  have in exceptionally delicate and difficult situations more 
than once enabled him to render signal service to the peace of 
Central Europe and of the world at large; while his dynamic 
foreign, policy —  rooted in his theory of evolution, not 
revolution —  has at all times been constructive, based as it has 
been always upon the idea of a universal peace founded on justice- 
which in consequence cannot fail to be lasting. The fact that 
Kalman Kanya is today doyen of the Foreign Ministers of Europe 
enjoying general esteem even on the part of his political rivals, 
is —  in this world of kaleidoscopic changes —  the best proof 
of his diplomatic ability.

#
On the occasion of his jubilee the Hungarian Foreign 

Minister was interviewed by a correspondent of the "Esti Ujsag” 
(February 17th.). After recalling a few interesting episodes of 
his diplomatic career, M. Kalman Kanya made the following 
political statement of general import:

“Ever since I entered the diplomatic service I have had to 
devote my energy to a defensive policy. In pre-War days in the: 
interest of Austria; and today in those of Dismembered Hungary. 
Neither the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy nor Dismembered Hun
gary can be charged with pursuing an aggressive policy. But the 
States opposed to us have always pursued an aggressive policy, 
a circumstance which has driven us to adopt an intensively 
defensive attitude . .  ,

“ In this respect the situation shows a decided improvement. 
In the past for a time we pursued a passive peace policy, whereas 
today we are able to pursue an active peace policy. It is our 
endeavour to place the security of Hungary —  using the term 
in a different sense from that in which it is so often applied —  
on firmer foundations. During the last two decades Europe has 
passed through a critical period; and the situation is not yet by 
any means cleared up. No one knows whether it will be possible: 
to ensure a European co-operation, or whether —  as prior to- 
1914 —  Europe will once more be divided between two groups 
of Powers? As yet there are no signs of any standstill. But there 
is no lack of endeavour or of good intentions to that end. The 
nations do not want war. Perhaps that may allow of our hoping 
that we may succeed in finding a solution rendering possible —  
to some extent at least —  a co-operation between the States of 
Europe. Our foreign policy will continue along the same lines 
with steady consistency, particularly in view of our having 
already obtained certain results. Today certain States are taking 
an interest in Hungary which in the past refused to take 
cognizance of our existence. The absolute reliability of the friend
ship of Hungary has indubitably contributed very largely to-
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improving the situation. We have therefore no reason to change 
our policy, and shall remain what we have always been, —  loyal 
to our friends, appreciative of all good intentions, unswervingly 
patient in the face of every lack of understanding . .

AFTER THE AUSTRO-GERMAN DeTENTE . . .
The agreement arrived at on 12th February between Herr 

Hitler, Fiihrer and Chancellor of the German Reich, and 
Dr. Schuschnigg, Austrian Bundeskanzler, was commented on 
in the "Pester Lloyd”, a daily in close touch on all questions 
of foreign policy with the Hungarian Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 
.as follows:

"The result achieved on 12th February, so far as we can 
judge the major implications of the reconstruction of the 
Austrian Government and the amnesty granted, may, if regarded 
reasonably and dispassionately, be considered an important step 
towards peace: it should lead to a lessening of the present well- 
nigh intolerable tension, and thus have a tranquillizing effect 
on the whole political situation in the Danube Valley. The ner
vousness caused in the Capitals of Western Europe by the Vienna 
report must, if we view the situation calmly and balance the 
pros and cons as they affect peace and Europe's real interests, 
seem exaggerated. One thing, however, is easy to understand: 
the biting self-criticism displayed. There is no doubt that the 
Western Powers have been content to play a purely passive role 
in the present developments —  and this although the problem 
was one of their own creating and one in which they have always 
professed a keen interest. The fact is not to be denied that the 
two German States, the mighty German Reich and Federal 
Austria, have come to an agreement by themselves, without the 
intervention of any agent, great or small. They have arrived at 
this agreement in a way which does not adversely affect their 
permanent and major national interests and which —  on the same 
presumption —  should also turn out to be a valuable contribu
tion to the cause of European peace. Thus it has been demons
trated that the interference of foreign interests, major or minor, 
may often merely prove a disturbing factor, and that when 
statesmen are possessed of firmness and wisdom, valuable results 
may be achieved even without forcible means or the help of 
allies and henchmen. W e Hungarians can only view the abatement 
of the tension between the two German States, whose friendship 
we enjoy, with satisfaction and —  with admiration for the results 
achieved and the powers of statesmanship and human under
standing revealed —  greet the negotiators with the wish that 
the path upon which they have entered may lead to the peaceful 
development of real neighbourly relations between the two German 
•States, each independent of and respecting the other. It is also
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to be hoped that the agreement now arrived at may create a 
permanent framework for these relations. This would be to our 
interest and also to that of the entire Continent."

—  y —

BRITISH PUBLIC MEN ON THE TREATY OF TRIANON, 
REVISION AND HUNGARY’S MINORITY DEMANDS

M. Tibor Weber, London correspondent of the "Pester 
Lloyd” , gave a lecture on Hungary at one of the February meetings 
of the “Near and Middle-East Association” . In the course of the 
debate that followed, Admiral Taylor, M. P. (Conservative) spoke 
v/ith great appreciation of Hungary's exemplary self-discipline 
and the moderate trend of her foreign policy. Sir Thomas Moore, 
another Conservative M. P., declared that the Trianon peace 
edict had been inspired by a spirit of cruel barbarity and a thirst 
for revenge and for this reason a revision of the Trianon Treaty 
was the most urgent condition of peace. Until an equitable revision 
of that Treaty took place Hungary was in an isolated position, and 
her further existence was threatened. In his opinion, should' 
Hungary enter into co-operation —  however loose —  with 
Austria, it would be easier for her to enforce her demands. It 
was only after the establishment of such co-operation that Hun
gary could think of co-operating with the Little Entente in the 
interest of the economic development of the Danube Valley. 
According to Sir William Goode, Hungary's political aspirations 
deserved to be respected more in Britain. Britain should insist 
on the countries which now trample underfoot the minority 
treaties fulfilling their treaty obligations. Proceedings of this 
nature were necessary both through diplomatic channels and 
through the mediation of the League of Nations. Professor 
Macartney, the well known writer, also thought it striking that 
the Powers were bringing pressure to bear on the Rumanian 
Government on behalf of the Jews and doing nothing to improve 
the lot of the much larger Hungarian minority. The pourparlers 
begun last summer had been broken off because Rumania refused 
to give guarantees to the minorities. It was Britain's interest to 
maintain peace and the sine qua non thereof was a respect for 
the minority treaties (“Pester Lloyd” 16th Feb.). —  y  —

CHAIRMAN OF FOREIGN COMMITTEE OF FRENCH 
CHAMBER DEMANDS CONCESSIONS FOR HUNGARY

At the February 25th session of the French Chamber, M. 
Jean Mistier, Chairman of the Foreign Committee, and Senator 
Anatol de Monzie, expressed opinions which would seem to allow 
of the conclusion being drawn that certain leading French 
politicians have revised their views of the Hungarian question.
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For M. Mistier expressed a wish that the Chamber should 
make a study of the concessions to be made to “certain countries 
which hold that the Peace Treaties were too hard on them". 
Without going the length of endorsing all Hungary's demands 
for a restoration of her territorial integrity, M. Mistier asked 
whether it would not be possible to make partial reparation to 
Hungary on certain points, as Masaryk himself had thought of 
doing some years ago.

M. de Monzie said that together with MM. Andre Maginot, 
Albert Thomas and Paul Deschanel, he had felt a heavy weight 
of responsibility at the time the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy was 
cut up. “I still feel ashamed —  he said —  that at the time I had 
not the courage to vote against the Versailles Treaty, and I 
continue to maintain my objections to the Treaties of St. Germain 
and Trianon, neither of which had the support of my vote. 
I consider it important to state this here now.”

In our next issue we shall return to these statements.
—  y  —

DR. KROTA'S CATCHWORDS

The “Sunday Times" of 6th February contains an article 
entitled “A  New Central Europe Basis of Stability” , by Dr. Krofta, 
Czecho-Slovak Minister of Foreign Affairs. In it Dr. Krofta is 
forced to admit the mischievous consequences of the dissolution 
of the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy, which was due, in the first 
place, to Czech propaganda. Thus amongst other things he says:

“The disappearance of the immense Central European block 
ungeared the whole economic life of its components, which, united 
before this event, were now forcibly separated. Each of them 
suffered in varying degree. . .” He then admits the great losses 
sustained by Czecho-Slovakia in consequence of this disruption, 
continuing with these words: —  ” . . .  several branches of her ex
tremely developed industry were deprived of their markets in 
the Succession States of the old Monarchy and were thus forced 
to considerably reduce their output.” Dr. Krofta sees the serious 
obstacle to co-operation which “. . . the lack of confidence between 
the States directly or indirectly interested" signifies, yet he is 
of opinion that “. . . Closer economic relations between the Central 
European States must be effected in full agreement with . . . 
Germany and Italy”. (Later on he includes Russia among the 
States with interests in the Danube Valley.)

He is fully aware that the political side of the question is 
of very great importance, but fails to offer any suggestion for a 
solution of the political problems. For the “pacific co-operation 
of the Smaller States” advocated by Dr. Krofta is merely a catch
word, not a concrete suggestion of any practical value in respect 
of the solution of the Danube Valley problem.
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*
Major Henry A. Procter, M. P. (Cons) commented on the 

article of Dr. Krofta in the same paper (on February 13) as 
follows:

“Dr. Krofta's article, which appeared last week, is of vital 
interest. I agree that the time has come to raise the problem 
of a pacific rapprochement among the Danubian States; but 
I cannot share his views concerning the international situation 
in that part of Central Europe. Dr. Krofta mentions only three 
Great Powers as being interested in the Danubian Basin: 
namely, Germany, Russia, and Italy. But why omit France?

“Historically, attempts at domination began with the 
inauguration of the post-war policy of France; she destroyed 
the Dual Monarchy, created the Little Entente, and later in
duced Czecho-Slovakia to make a pact with Russia. Italian 
and German interference in the Danube Valley is due solely 
to that policy. "A  new Central Europe” will be possible only 
when France relinquishes her present course and effectually 
persuades her allies to settle their economic, political, and 
territorial differences with the two mutilated central States, 
Austria and Hungary.”

And Mr. Rhys I. Davies, M. P. (Labour) expressed the 
following opinion:

“Dr. Krofta, Minister of Foreign Affairs in Czecho
slovakia, has examined in your journal the question of a new 
Central Europe. It was interesting to note from the Minister 
of one of the countries mostly concerned that post-war Central 
Europe is lacking the "basis of stability." Unfortunately, he 
put forward no constructive ideas; he contented himself by 
saying that there are serious obstacles in the way, the most 
serious of which is lack of confidence among the Danubian 
peoples themselves.

“ It was fairly obvious in 1919, when the Treaty was drafted, 
that not only lack of confidence, but hatred and enmity must 
follow the mutilation of Austria and Hungary, which, during 
the ten previous centuries, had together created a very sub
stantial economic unit.

“It is not very helpful, therefore, to speak about collabora
tion between Austria, Hungary, and Czecho-Slovakia, unless 
the Austrians and Hungarians who live as minorities under 
Czecho-Slovakian rule are given what they conceive to be their 
rights; unless the Slovaks and Ruthenians are given the 
autonomy promised them in solemn agreements during the 
World War.

“It must have been foreseen that the great Powers, always 
tempted to extend their influence, would grasp the opportunity 
offered by the absence of consolidation in the Danubian 
countries to try to establish an exclusive domination there,
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and it would seem futile now to search for an appeasement 
without a peaceful modification of the conditions brought 
about by that Peace Treaty.

“The failure of the different plans (Briand, Tardieu, 
Flandin) is the best proof that, without a policy of justice, it 
will always be possible to write about these problems and 
present plans, but impossible to create a peaceful Central 
Europe, which is the basis of a closer economic collaboration.”

ACCORDING TO LORD ROTHERMERE THE FATE OF 
CZECHO-SLOVAKIA IS SEALED

In February the Viscount Rothermere, the generous and noble 
champion of the justice of Hungary's cause, gave a Correspondent 
of the “Pesti Hirlap” a statement which was published in the 
March 2nd. issue of that journal:

“What is now beginning in Central Europe is at the same 
time the overture to the fulfilment of the legitimate demands of 
Hungary. Every one familiar with the question of revision is well 
aware that the re-acquisition of the Hungarian territories can only 
be effected in a certain order of succession, —  as also that the 
first Hungarian territory to be recovered will be the Hungarian 
Highlands!! Czecho-Slovakia’s fate was sealed at its birth; and 
now this fate is approaching fulfilment and that process of puri
fication is beginning which will at the same time' adjust the 
question of the Hungarian territories in conformity with the prin
ciples of justice. Tell the readers of the "Pesti Hirlap” that the 
hour of Hungary’s resurrection is coming nearer and nearer; and 
tell those Hungarians living here in South America and feel that 
they are in exile that the time is not far distant when they will 
be able to return to their beloved native land!!”

“NO AMOUNT OF W AR  COULD PRESERVE THE STATUS 
QUO IN CENTRAL EUROPE”

Mr. I. L. Garvin wrote in the “Observer” of March 6 as 
follows:

“Then is it to be war for Czecho-Slovakia? This notion, 
if anything, is more deluded than the other. It would be a 
war of foredoomed futility in the vain attempt to preserve a 
state of things which never ought to have been created by 
the purblind and botching statecraft of Versailles in 1919. 
The result is not a national unit, such as soap-box warriors 
suggest, but a medley ruled by a minority? Shall we fight to 
maintain the racial ascendancy of the Czechs over a majority 
of other races —  Germans, Slovaks, Magyars, Ruthenians, and 
Poles? To define such a proposition is to exclude it. The 
Bohemian Germans in 1919 were promised equality “on Swiss 
principles” . The promise has not been kept. It has got to be 
fulfilled.
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"Czecho-Slovakia —  the very name is an artifice —  
seeing the importance of its German population, will either 
exist on terms of friendship and co-operation with its mighty 
neighbour, the Reich, or will not exist. No amount of war 
for the jerrymandered status quo of 1919 in Central Europe 
could preserve that status quo. To these test-questions the 
answer of the British people is “N o"; and if the Oppositions 
stand for the contrary they will be crushed at the polls. 
‘Because we are not geese', as Palmerston said."

RUMANIAN IMPERIALISTIC CLAIMS ON 
CZECHO-SLOVAKIA AND YUGOSLAVIA

A  pamphlet by Pimen R. Constantinescu entitled “Rumania 
and Italy” left the press recently as a publication of the 
“Curierul” , a periodical appearing in Nagyszeben (Sibiu). This 
pamphlet throws an illuminating light on the ambitions of Ru
manian imperialism. Not only is M. Constantinescu dissatisfied 
with Rumania's post-War acquisition of parts of Hungary, an 
annexation the injustice of which beggars description; not only 
does he aspire to further encroachments on purely Hungarian 
territory; he also lays claim to areas belonging to the other two 
States of the Little Entente. Inter alia he says that the Banate 
“was divided by the most ridiculous of frontiers", especially 
around Versec and Fehertemplom, that is to say, he demands the 
cession to Rumania of territory at Yugoslavia's expense, quite 
forgetting that Hungary would also have something to say in 
the matter of the Banate, since it belonged to her prior to 1918, 
and since the aggregate number of Hungarians and Germans living 
there exceeds that of either the Rumanians or the Serbs. Then 
M. Constantinescu objects to the transection of the railway line 
leading through Szatmar (Satu Mare) and Maramarossziget 
(Sigethul) and the territory between it and the Viso Valley having 
allotted one-third of the area of County Maramaros to Czecho
slovakia, although —  as he says —  it is inhabited by Slovaks 
and not by Czechs. He also regrets that the river Tisza does not 
form the frontier between Czechoslovakia and Rumania. From 
all this it would appear that Rumanian imperialism lays claim to 
the part of County Maramaros attached to Czecho-Slovakia, even 
to the districts belonging to the province of Ruthenia, True as 
is the Rumanian writer's statement that the area in question is 
not inhabited by Czechs but by Slovaks, Rumania's claim to it 
is equally unreasonable, for there are only three Rumanian 
villages in the whole region and the Ruthenian and Hungarian 
inhabitants of County Maramaros wish to belong to Hungary and 
not to Rumania.

There is a certain piquancy, in the following observations 
of M. Constantinescu: Czecho-Slovakia is the humble creation of
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the Peace Treaties . . . Yugoslavia will never fight against Ger
many . . . Prague, which is paying its addresses to Rumania, is 
on the point of thrusting her into the rapacious arms of Com
munist Russia . . . etc. etc.

— y —

W HY DOES YUGOSLAVIA NOT RATIFY THE CONCORDAT?

The passing of the Concordat Bill last summer aroused a 
storm of widespread indignation in Orthodox ecclesiastical 
circles, and also among Serbs in general, which induced M. 
Stoyadinovitch to postpone introducing the Bill in the Senate. 
Influenced by the increasing virulence of the attacks on it by its 
cpposers, M. Stoyadinovitch, on 9th October, stated that he 
would not have the Bill debated by the Senate at all. To this 
statement Dr. Koroshetz in his expose of 29th December added 
that the Government had no intention of concluding a Concordat 
at all, being of the opinion that the establishment of honest and 
friendly relations with the Orthodox Church was a matter of 
greater importance.

But this statement was not sufficient to satisfy the Orthodox 
Church, so —  according to the organ of the Patriarchate, the 
“Glasnik” (Feb. 8) —  the Premier, in a memorandum (No.
2790) dated January 20, announced that the Bill had been taken 
off the Order of the Day. As, however, even this did not con
tent the Holy Synod, on 1st February M. Stoyadinovitch issued 
a confidential memorandum (No. 1865), in which he promised 
that the ratification of the Concordat would not be discussed 
in Parliament again and that in their negotiations with the Vatican 
and in the question of the constitution of the Roman Catholic 
Church the Government would certainly adhere to the principle 
that all recognized denominations were entitled to equal rights.

After these preliminaries the Holy Synod met in Belgrade 
on 22nd January. According to the official report of its pro
ceedings, on 6th November the Prime Minister, having been 
requested by the Synod to make full amends for the events of 
19th July (when the police dispersed a religious procession), ex
pressed deep regret on behalf of the whole Government and 
declared that those civil servants whose guilt in the matter had 
been established would be punished. Besides this, in a letter 
dated 1st Fezruary, the Premier announced to the Synod that 
certain officials had been discharged. Thereupon, on 3rd 
February, the Premier announced to the Synod that certain
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officials had been discharged. And, on 3rd February, the 
Synod demanded the punishment of all responsible persons, no 
matter what positions they held. The Synod also insisted that 
Government should cease to prosecute those against whom pro
ceedings had been taken, pay compensation to those who had 
suffered innocently, ensure the freedom of Divine Service and 
protect the Church from interference.

In his reply of 3rd February, M. Stoyadinovitch assented to 
all these demands. On 8th February the Synod accepted the 
Premier's reply, with the remark that in terms of the constitution 
of the Church the ecclesiastical courts were the proper authorities 
to deal with churchmen, while as regards the responsibility of 
State officials, the Church was content to leave the Administra
tion to do its duty. Regarding financial reparation, the Synod 
again stated that it expected the Government to find ways and 
means of discharging that obligation. On 8th February the 
Episcopal Convention resolved to discontinue the measures taken 
against the members of the Skupshtina who had voted for the 
Concordat, as soon as the Administration stopped proceedings 
against those who had opposed it. Since Government had already 
proclaimed an amnesty before this resolution was passed, the 
Synod instructed the bishops of the various dioceses to discon
tinue the sanctions imposed.

With this the Concordat has been definitively removed from 
the order of the Day, —  a circumstance which in substance 
signifies a victory for the Pravoslav Church and a defeat for the 
Government.

*

According to the “Osservatore Romano” the Holy See on 
15th February lodged a protest with the Yugoslav Government 
besause the Concordat was not to be submitted to the Senate for 
ratification,

—  y  —

NO PARTIES IN THE BULGARIAN PARLIAMENT

The Bulgarian parliamentary elections will be held in the 
first half of March. The Government has extended suffrage to 
women and also introduced certain modifications in the terms 
of passive suffrage. A t the same time the candidates are en
joined to sign a declaration to the effect that they will not 
belong to any party and will —  as legislators —  not serve the 
interests of any particular party or class. In other words, there
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will be no parties in the new Bulgarian Parliament. The Govern
ment feels sure that it will obtain a majority in the elections, as it 
did in the municipal elections of last year. —  y —

THE ANGLO-HUNGARIAN SOCIETY BIDS RETIRING 
HUNGARIAN MINISTER FAREWELL AT EVENING  

RECEPTION IN LONDON

M. Constantine Masirevich, Hungarian Minister in London, 
recently arranged a brilliant reception and concert for Members 
of the Anglo-Hungarian Society. The new Hungarian String 
Quartette and Maria Nermi, a Hungarian singer, supplied the 
programme of the concert.

The distinguished company present included, among others, 
Lord Londonderry, Sir Robert Vansittart, Mrs. Malcolm Bowes 
Lyon, Queen Elizabeth's aunt, Lord and Lady Mottistone, Lord 
Runciman, former President of the Board of Trade, and Lady 
Runciman, Lord Inverforth, Lord Dickinson, the Countess of 
Rosebery, Lady Snowden, Lady Sydenham, Mrs. Charles Roth
schild, Sir Otto Niemeyer, Director of the Bank of England, Lord 
Strabolgi, Colonel Sir Thomas Moore, Vice-Admiral Taylor, Capt. 
Cazalet, Mr. Geoffrey Mander, M. P., Colonel Mason, M. P„ 
Mr. W . Mabane, M. P., Mr. John L. Garvin, Editor-in-chief of 
the “Observer” , Miss Elinor Glyn, the famous novelist, Sir Hugh 
Allen, Director of the Royal College of Music, etc., etc.

Early in the evening Lord Londonderry, President of the 
Anglo-Hungarian Society, rose to express the general regret and 
his sincere esteem and to bid God-speed to the retiring Hungarian 
Minister, M. Masirevich, who after thirty-three years of signal 
service was retiring, adding the wish that he might for years to 
come enjoy the peace and quiet of his well-earned rest. Lord 
Londonderry said that he regarded it as a great privilege to be 
President of the Anglo-Hungarian Society. His duties in connec
tion with the post had been rendered particularly light by the 
zealous support and hearty co-operation he had always received 
from the Hungarian Minister, —  a co-operation which had con
tributed so effectually to strengthen the traditional friendship 
existing between the British and Hungarian peoples. He believed 
that there was no need to artificially cement the ties of friend
ship between the two nations —  no need to improve or expand 
the relations already existing, —  for the whole world was aware 
of the true and profound esteem and friendship felt for Hungary 
in Britain and reciprocated by the Hungarian people.

Lord Londonderry's words were greeted with hearty applause.
In reply M. Masirevich, whose voice betrayed his emotion, 

expressed his gratitude to Lord Londonderry, Lord Mottistone, 
Sir Thomas Hohler, Sir William Goode and all Members of the 
Society alike for their understanding support and assistance,
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which was primarily responsible for the successful revival of the 
Anglo-Hungarian Society. The necessity of that revival had been 
impressed on him as a prime duty by the Hungarian Government 
two years previously, when he had been entrusted with the re
presentation of Hungary at the Court of St. James’. He was very 
sorry to leave England, but would avoid melancholy, which is 
fear of life. Whenever he felt inclined to fall into melancholy, he 
would remember the title of Lord Mottistone's book, “Fear is 
Death".

The new Hungarian String Quartette performed pieces by 
Mendelssohn, Schubert, Hugo Wolf and Dohnanyi, their inter
pretation being a perfect example of artistic abstraction. Maria 
Nermi sang arias by Saint Saens and Bizet and a few Hungarian 
songs. Her powerful voice made her singing brilliantly effective.

ALBANO-HUNGARIAN ROYAL BETROTHAL

The news of the betrothal of King Zog of Albania to the 
Hungarian Countess Geraldine Apponyi was received with great 
joy by all social classes in Hungary. The whole Hungarian 
people feels proud to know that a Hungarian Countess is to 
become Queen of Albania. This feeling of pride and joy is 
increased by the numerous historical ties existing between the 
two countries. W e all know of the great national hero of Albania, 
Skander Beg —  George Castriotes — , who fought against the 
Turks for the liberty of his people side by side with the great 
Hungarian general, John Hunyadi. By carrying on a victorious 
campaign against the Turks about the middle of the fifteenth 
century, these two great national heroes for some time checked 
the Turkish invasion in its overwhelming march towards the heart 
of Europe,

Countess Geraldine Apponyi belongs to one of the most 
ancient and distinguished aristocratic families in Hungary, Her 
family is a lineal descendant of the Pech-family, one of those 
that took part in the conquest of Hungary. This family has given 
many excellent sons to Hungary. The family included, until 
recently, the great statesman of international repute, Count Albert 
Apponyi, and Count Alexander Apponyi, who presented the 
nation with one of its most valuable public libraries. The future 
Queen of Albania unites in herself most favourably the traditions 
of Hungarian aristocracy with the best traits of the Anglo-Saxon 
spirit. Her mother, Gladys Virginia Stewart, is an American by 
birth, while the Countess herself received an education half 
Hungarian and half American, having spent most of her school 
time in America. —  y  —
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"NATIONAL MINORITIES" INSTEAD OF “ETHNIC 
MINORITIES"

The minority treaties concluded at the end of the war did 
not define the meaning of the term minority; in fact the word 
itself was rarely used in them. Where it was employed it was 
always used in the sense of racial, linguistic and religious minor
ities, and for "racial" the synonym "ethnic” was substituted. At 
the meeting of the Council of the League of Nations Union held 
in London in the middle of February, it was resolved, on the 
suggestion of M. Geza Sziillo, representative of the Hungarians 
in Czecho-Slovakia, and of Prince Clary-Aldringen, delegate of 
the Sudeta German minority, that in future the expression 
“national minority" should be used instead of "ethnic minority" 
to mark the respect felt for national consciousness. —  y  —

CZECHO-SLOVAKIA
THE PEOPLES OF SLOVAKIA UNITED IN THE QUESTION

OF AUTONOMY.

On 30th May it will be twenty years since an agreement 
signed by Dr, Masaryk was concluded in Pittsburgh between the 
Czechs and Slovaks in America in which the fullest autonomy 
was guaranteed to Slovakia. The Slovaks are now making great 
preparations to celebrate the anniversary of this event, and they 
are expecting a delegation of their brethren in America, who are 
to bring over the original copy of that document. In connection 
with this visit the "Slovak", the organ of the Catholic Slovak 
People's Party (Hlinka’s Party), addressed a question to the 
representatives of the United Hungarian Party and of the 
Ruthenian and the Carpathian German Parties in Slovakia to 
ascertain their attitude in the malter of Slovakia’s autonomy.

In his reply —  rather long passages of which were deleted in 
two places by the Censor —  Count John Esterhazy, Acting 
President of the United Hungarian Party, amongst other things 
stated that from the very moment of their formation the Hungarian 
political parties in Slovakia had always struggled for the 
autonomy of Slovakia. Esterhazy was convinced that when that 
autonomy had been achieved Hlinka's Party would not fall into
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the same error as the Centralist Parties, and that the Hungarians 
living in the Hungarian districts of Slovakia would enjoy the 
same rights as the Slovaks of the Slovak regions,

M. Ivan Pjescak, parliamentary representative of the 
Ruthenians in Slovakia, said: “W e insist upon the autonomies 
guarranteed in the Peace Treaties being carried out to the letter. 
(Article II of the St. Germain Treaty having promised the fullest 
autonomy to Ruthenia too); and we desire to see Slovakia's 
autonomy realized in the measure laid down in the Convention 
of Pittsburgh".

On behalf of the Carpathian German Party, Herr Conrad 
Henlein, its leader, replied, and rejecting the centralism dictated 
by Prague, expressed the hope that in the event of their achiev
ing self-government the Slovaks would show more willingness to 
settle the question of the nationalities in principle and de jure 
than the Czechs did. He also recalled the fact that the Czech 
delegation had promised the Peace Conference that the Czecho
slovak Republic would adopt the system of nationality rights in 
force in Switzerland, and declared that within the framework of 
the Czechoslovak State his Party was determined to obtain 
autonomy in their national affairs for the Sudeta Germans too. 
(Three blank spaces in Henlein's statement witness to the work 
of the censor.)

This is the first instance since the creation of the Czecho
slovak Republic of the minorities in Slovakia taking a common 
stand for autonomy. The result will probably be that closer co
operation will be established among them against Czech 
centralism. It is also a sign of the times that in publishing the 
above statements the “Slovak” of 27th February added the follow
ing commentary: “For centuries Germans, Magyars and Ruthenians 
have lived together with the Slovaks in Slovakia. They have a 
common native land and a common past; their present and future 
must also be common. The old saying “Here shalt thou live, here 
die" (quotation from a Hungarian national song, the “Appeal” , 
by Michael Vorosmarty) applies to all the inhabitants of Slova
kia." The “Slovak" has indeed hit the mark.

—  y —

REVIEW OF RUTHENIAN SITUATION
During the Budget debate in the Senate, Senator Julius 

Foldesi made an important speech on behalf of his party 
(Ruthenian Farmers’ Union). Here are a few extracts from his 
speech:

“The Woods and Forests Office does not permit the 
inhabitants of Verchovina, a place situated among the forests, to 
gather even dry brushwood. Anyone unfortunate enough to be 
caught in the act by the rangers is punished immediately."
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He then went on to speak of the pastures which had been 
taken away from the people and continued as follows:

"For eighteen years we Ruthenians have fought for better 
conditions, for autonomy, but without avail . . .  I should never 
have believed that we should have to fight for a brighter future. 
(Ten lines deleted by the Parliamentary censor.) All we want 
is what was guaranteed to us in the peace treaties; we want our 
rights, for what we have hitherto received (the rights of the 
Governor of Ruthenia, for instance) are no rights, but only an 
attempt to mislead foreign countries into thinking that we have 
received something and that our Governor really governs. But 
how does he govern? He himself told me that once when a 
schoolmaster under disciplinary procedure appealed to him and 
he asked the Czech rapporteur on educational matters for the 
man's papers, the latter refused to let him have them, saying it 
would be a breach of official secrecy."

After speaking of how rich Ruthenia was in natural resources 
M. Foldesi said:

“Our forests and our salt represent assets worth thousands 
of millions. But the salt from our mines is carried to Bohemia to 
be milled and is then sold to us at a high price. The State has a 
net income of 56.000.000 crowns per annum from Ruthenian salt.”

According to M. Foldesi, Ruthenia gets no share of the 
thousands of millions estimated as revenue in the Budget. The 
Czechs ignore the fact that Ruthenia supports 40.000 Czech 
officials and their families, while for eighteen years the youth of 
Ruthenia have been demanding posts in their native country in 
vain. He opined that if the Ruthenian was a good soldier, he would 
also make a good gendarme. Then he sarcastically asked whether 
the Czechs imagined that the Hungarians were robbers. He had 
also been educated in a Hungarian school, but nevertheless he was 
a Ruthenian. Speaking of the abuses of the Land Reform, M. Fol
desi mentioned the Latorica Company to which the Czechoslovak 
State had leased the vast Schonborn estates confiscated in the 
course of the reform, and demanded that they should be taken 
from the Company and distributed among the landless poor. He 
next spoke of the anomalies in the way taxes were collected and 
in particular complained that the bailiffs did not adhere to the 
letter of the law (Here two lines have been deleted.). He also 
stated that he had asked a question in the interest of Ruthenian 
wine production, but could not say when he was likely to receive 
an answer. Dealing with educational matters, M. Foldesi pointed 
out that 170 Czech schools had been built in Ruthenia and that 
700 Czech teachers were employed in them. An interesting part 
of M. Foldesi's speech was that in which he stated that the organ 
of his Party, the "Ruszkij Vistnik", had been confiscated 17 times 
in one single year. Then he laid the calendar published by the 
Party, which had also been confiscated, before the Senate and
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requested the competent authorities to re-examine the parts dele
ted by the censor. In conclusion he affirmed that not only 
manufacturers but also certain political parties were making a 
profit out of the cartels. Until Government had acceded to the 
demands of the Ruthenians his Party could not vote the State 
Budget.

—  y—

HOW  THE AGREEMENTS CONCLUDED ON FEBRUARY 
18TH, 1937, ARE BEING CARRIED INTO EFFECT

Count John Esterhazy, President of the United Hungarian 
Party, in a speech made on February 8th., during the debate in 
Committee on the Estimates, inter alia noted that so far no 
attempt had been made to carry into effect the agreements con
cluded on February 18th, 1937, between the Czech Government 
Parties and the German Activists, -— agreements which were 
discussed at the time in the columns of our Review and which 
contained promises of securing the minorities a more equitable 
share of the posts in the Civil Service and of an adjustment of 
the educational grievances. Count Esterhazy pointed out that 
there was not a single Hungarian official in any of the central 
administrative offices in Prague. The Chairs of Hungarian in the 
Pozsony and Prague Universities had not yet been filled by the 
appointment of Hungarian professors. Not a single Hungarian 
was to be found in the ranks of the school inspectors. Nor was 
there a single Hungarian chief of district (sheriff), though in 
Slovakia and Ruthenia there were 15 districts in which the Hun
garians constituted an absolute majority. In 69 Hungarian 
villages there was no Hungarian school. At the stations and in 
the post-offices of the Hungarian villages there was still no 
sign of any Hungarian incriptions. Owing to the shortage of 
Hungarian schools 13,000 Hungarian children are compelled to 
attend foreign elementary schools, while 2940 Hungarian children 
have to attend "city” schools and 1348 Hungarian children 
secondary schools where Hungarian is not the language of 
instruction. The "Slovenska Liga” (an organ of slovakisation 
supported by the authorities) had established schools in pure 
Magyar areas, using these schools in an endeavour to denationa
lise 1500 Magyar children.

W H AT THE HUNGARIANS OWE TO HODzA

On the occasion of Premier Hodza's sixtieth birthday (on 
February 1st) the "Pragai Magyar Hirlap” (“Prague Hungarian 
News") published an article entitled “Hodza and the Hungarians" 
in which inter alia it says: —  "It is with his name —  as that 
of Minister of Agriculture —  that the great achievement of the
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years following the change of regimes (the gigantic Land Reform 
measure) is connected . . .  130,000 cadastral yokes of land were 
wrested from the possession of Hungarian big landed proprietors; 
and only 20% of that area was distributed among Hungarian 
claimants of land. The historical result of Hodza's greatest 
creation is that in the pure Hungarian districts of Southern 
Slovakia and Ruthenia 73 settlements (villages and homesteads 
respectively) have been established, those settlements —  with 
their Slovak schools —  having destroyed the hitherto distinctly 
Magyar character of the area inhabited by Hungarians. As to how 
far Hodza the Minister of Agriculture himself was convinced 
of the effect of this measure is shown by his prophecy to 
the effect that “in fifteen years there will be no Hungarian 
question in the Csallokoz” (Isle of the Danube). And it is 
with Hodza's name that we connect also that other endeavour 
to achieve reform which has materially affected the Hun
garian character of the Hungarian area, —  viz. the endeavour 
dating from his term of office as Minister of Education, to 
smuggle into the Hungarian villages en masse the so-called 
'“ Slovak Minority Schools" of the “Slovenska Liga”. —  y —

SUPPRESSION AND CONFISCATION OF NEWSPAPERS 
IN SLOVAKIA AND RUTHENIA.

It is characteristic of the nervous mood prevailing in 
•Czechoslovakia, where the suppression and confiscation of 
newspapers was anyhow common enough, that nowadays the 
Public Prosecutor and other authorities are having resort more 
frequently then ever to this by no means democratic weapon. In 
the past few weeks, for instance, the following newspapers have 
been suppressed or confiscated: The "Nastupoz” , a monthly 
magazine of the Slovak Autonomist youth, has been suppressed 
for six months. On February 5th, by order of the Public 
Prosecutor's office in Munkaos, the “Karpati Hirado” , a 
Hungarian daily, was confiscated, because it published the news 
that a St. Stephen Album was to appear in Budapest. The 
February 17th issue of the same paper was also confiscated. On 
2nd February the weekly organ of Henlein's Party, the "Deutsche 
Stimmen” appearing in Pozsony (Bratislava), was confiscated, as 
was the 4th February issue of the “Sajovidek —  Az Ujsag” of 
Rozsnyo (Roznava). The February 5th issue of the daily of the 
United Hungarian Party, "Pragai Magyar Flirlap” , was confiscated 
for publishing a speech delivered by M. Geza Szullo, Chairman 
of the Parliamentary Club of the Party. The February 2nd and 
1.1th issues of the "Karpati Magyar Hirlap" of Ungvar (Ushorod), 
as well as the February 10th issue of the “Karpati Hirado” 
appearing in the same town, were confiscated, as were the 
■“ Slovak" (the organ of Hlinka's Party appearing in Pozsony) of
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11th February and the Pozsony "Narodnie Noviny" (the organ 
of the Lutheran Slovak Autonomists) of 19th February —  the 
latter because it urged a reconciliation with Germany.

—  y  —

CONCERNING THE LIBERTY OF THE SLOVAK PAPERS 
IN PRE-WAR HUNGARY

Commenting on “the impossible censorship and practice of 
suppression (How papers could write in the past?)" in the 
“Narodnie Noviny” , (an old and highly reputable organ of the 
Slovak National Party) M. Gustave Siezak quotes a number of 
passages from the writings of Slovak politicians and authors 
before the War, which were passed freely by the Hungarian 
censor in spite of their sharp tone of criticism and attack against 
the Hungarian regime. The present situation, on the other hand, 
is criticized as follows: “The fact that censorship is allowed to 
interfere with our printed thoughts here in Slovakia is all the 
more painful, since we see that the papers appearing in Bohemia 
or Moravia are allowed to use a much sharper tone than the 
Slovak papers . . .  And this causes an ill feeling in the heart of 
our Slovak people. Our dissatisfaction with the present order of 
things is greater still when we come to read the sentences which 
could be printed and published at the time of the Hungarian 
regime." (December 28). —  y  —

HUNGARIAN EPITAPHS OF LONG-DEAD SOLDIERS 
TO BE REMOVED

W e have already mentioned that the Czecho-Slovak authori
ties have ordered the removal of the Hungarian memorial tablet 
in Selmecbanya of Imre Erdos, a brave clergyman of Slovak 
extraction who died in the Hungarian War of Independence in 
1848. In addition it is now reported by the Pragai Magyar Hir- 
lap (January 30) that the Hungarian inscriptions in the museum 
at Selmecbanya, as well as the Hungarian epitaphs of 17 soldiers 
who gave their lives for Hungarian liberty in 1848, have also 
been ordered to be removed. The United Hungarian Party has 
lodged a solemn protest against this step, which is an outrage on 
the reverence for the dead observed all over the civilized world, 
and even among uncivilized peoples. —  y  —

280 HUNGARIAN CHILDREN IN POZSONY WITHOUT A  
HUNGARIAN SCHOOL

In the Domkappeln district of Pozsony (Bratislava), the 
capital of Slovakia, a district inhabited mainly by Hungarians, 
280 Hungarian children have no Hungarian school to attend. It 
this matter a delegation has once more visited the Mayor and 
begged him to provide a Hungarian school for those children.

—  y  —
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RUMANIA

LATEST DEVELOPMENTS IN RUMANIA'S 
DOMESTIC SITUATION.

For the past few months the attention of international 
public opinion has been much engaged by the internal ferment 
and successive Cabinet crises in Rumania. The international Press 
attributed these conditions to a variety of causes, but though 
approximately correct in its estimation of the situation, it failed 
to disclose the real origin of the trouble, which is to be found 
in the structural defects of the Rumanian State.

For after the War Great Rumania was created out of five 
different territories: 1. The Regate (Old Rumania), which 
consists of Oltenia, Muntenia and Moldova, each a province with 
a separate historical past; 2. Bukovina, which formerly belonged 
to Austria; 3. Bessarabia, which was wrested from Russia; 4. the 
Dobruja, wrested from Bulgaria and 5. the territories wrested 
from Hungary, which may again be divided into three distinct 
parts: Transylvania, the Banate and the fringe of the Great Plain 
of Hungary. Rumania's pre-War area of 137.903 square kilometres 
was increased to 295.049 by the Paris Peace Treaties, that being 
a territorial aggrandisement of 114%. To her pre-War popula
tion of 6.966.000 was added that of the new territories, —  accord
ing to the 1910 Census 8.738.000 inhabitants. Of these about 
5.000.000 are of Magyar, Russian, Ruthenian, German, Bulgarian, 
Turco-Tartar and other nationality.

Rumania obtained this enormous increase of territory quite 
unexpectedly. M. Andre Tardieu, former French Premier and 
one of the persons chiefly responsible for the Peace Treaties, 
writing on the subject in the ‘’Gringoire” , a Parisian weekly, 
on 14th January, 1938, says:

“Then in 1916 Rumania entered the war, and did so in 
such a deplorable manner that I myself brought the matter up 
—  although without result —  in the Secret Council . . .  In 1918 
we won the War. Fifteen days before we did so, Rumania, 
under the command of the French General Berthelot, again 
started fighting. This led the Rumanians to believe that they 
were participants in our victory. When, however, in December, 
1918, my old friend Jonel Bratianu arrived in Paris, he had 
to be thoroughly disillusioned. Wilson, Clemenceau and Lloyd 
George established the fact that Rumania had concluded a 
separate peace with Germany and therefore refused to re
cognize her as an ally any longer. It cost me fifteen days of 
hard work to persuade them to recognize Rumania as an ally 
again. Then it became possible to form the Little Entente to 
serve as an important element in French policy. This is over 
now."
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The enormous growth of her territory and population has 
confronted the Rumanian Dynasty and Administration with well- 
nigh superhuman tasks. The States from which three of her new 
provinces, Transylvania, Bessarabia and the Dobruja, were for
cibly wrested, refuse to relinquish their moral claim to them. The 
problem of retaining possession of the territories acquired, i. e. 
of maintaining the present status quo, is a burden weighing 
heavily on the general policy of Rumania. To attain this end 
Rumanian foreign policy for many years took refuge under the 
wing of Franco-Soviet policy. When, however, after the re
occupation of the Rhinelands by Germany, King Carol realized 
that the friendship of France and the Soviet would not suffice 
to maintain the status quo against Germany’s encroachments, he 
dropped M. Titulescu, the most enthusiastic advocate of that 
policy, and began to approach the Rome— Berlin axis. And three 
months ago, in the person of M. Octavian Goga, he appointed a 
Premier whose connections with Germany and Italy were well 
known. As soon, however, as the Anglo-Italian negotiations were 
inaugurated and the internal changes in Germany seemed to point 
to a weakening of the Rome— Berlin axis, King Carol —  induced 
by other reasons as well —  quickly dropped the Goga— Cuza 
Cabinet and with the Patriarch Miron Christea as Premier, 
appointed a Government the construction of which signifies a 
return to the orbit of French policy. This double-dealing is 
certainly not calculated to inspire confidence in either camp.

The main cause of the present chaos in Rumania's internal 
policy is the endeavour to maintain the status quo at all costs.. 
The Administration, afraid of losing the recently acquired ter
ritories, is determined to create a united Great Rumania in as. 
short a time as possible, not, however, by pacifying and winning 
over the non-Rumanian inhabitants of the new provinces, but by 
terrorizing them, forcibly assimilating them or driving them out 
of the country. The successive Governments and their Parties 
have vied with one another in their persecution of the national 
minorities and so keep the country in a permanent state of ex
citement. For years Captain Codreanu and the Iron Guards were 
the pampered favourites of the regime, when they were engaged 
in terrorizing the nationality districts, especially Transylvania. 
In time the Iron Guard became a State within the State and 
gradually began to prove a menace to the Throne itself.

The difficult task of preventing an internal revolt now de
volves upon Miron Christea and his cabinet. It is a wellnight 
impossible task for, precisely as a result of Rumania's double- 
faced foreign policy, today various mutually antagonistic forces 
are at work in the country, and in matters of internal policy 
Rumania is divided into two camps, each supporting a different 
Great Power. For the present French policy has won a Pyrrhic 
victory, and the new Constitution dividing the nation into Estates
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promulgated on 20th February has dealt a severe blow to the 
Iron Guard and the Goga— Cusa political trend.

It is, however, questionable whether the new Constitution 
will be able to exorcise the spirits previously conjured up. The 
Iron Guard and the National Peasant Party under the leadership 
of Maniu have gone so far in their demands for a popular policy 
that it will hardly prove possible to restrain them from one day 
to another by means of a Constitution dividing the nation into 
Estates. Moreover, the new Constitution will plunge the nationa
lities of the recently acquired provinces into a worse position than 
before, for it states unambigously that “Rumania belongs to the 
Rumanians” . The lot of the non-Rumanian inhabitants of the 
new provinces has thus simply grown worse again. These terri
tories will provide the most suitable soil for the play of the 
mutually antagonistic foreign forces striving against each other 
in Rumania, and in the struggle between the various forces —  
domestic and foreign —  unrest is bound to increase, and the 
possibility of a revolutionary outbreak must be serously reckoned 
with. The only thing calculated to save Rumania from this 
catastrophe would be if she were, by means of suitable terri
torial concessions, to effect a reconciliation with her neighbours 
and thus voluntarily rid herself of a part of her numerous and 
indigestible nationalities.

The New Rumanian Constitution and the Minorities.
The events of the forty-four days' rule of the Goga— Cuza 

Government are familiar to everybody. The ill-starred measures 
taken by that Government led to unrest, chaos and economic 
uncertainty in Rumania, and in foreign countries —  in the 
countries of Rumania's allies —  there ensued a feeling of 
mistrust. The sudden fall of Goga was due to a very con
siderable extent to the Russian Soviet, which addressed to the 
Rumanian Government an energetic Note protesting against the 
“kidnapping" of M. Butenko, Russian charge d'affaires in Bucha
rest, —  an affair which, originally attributed by the Soviet to 
the machinations of elements belonging to the Extreme Right, 
finally ended in a farce.

The first measure taken by the Totalitarian Government 
which replaced the Goga Cabinet was to proclaim a state of 
siege in the whole territory of Rumania. The maintenance of 
public order was vested solely and exclusively in the military 
authorities, the county prefects (chief constables) being at the 
same time replaced by military commanders. The parliamentary 
and administrative elections which had already been fixed were 
postponed. The Iron Guard was disbanded and a new Constitu
tion drafted and submitted to the approval of the people of 
Rumania, who passed it by open plebiscite.
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The new Rumanian Constitution abolishes the democratic 
parliamentary system and replaces it by a Corporative Chamber 
and Senate. Deputies are to be elected for a period of six years 
by Rumanian citizens aged 30 and over who are engaged in 
agriculture or manual labour, commerce and industry or are 
members of the liberal professions. The new Constitution also 
abolishes trial by jury, introduces the death penalty. It confers 
far-reaching powers on the King and divides the nation into 
Estates.

From the point of view of the national minorities the new 
Constitution does not involve any progress as compared with the 
older one. The new Constitution has also neglected to in
corporate the provisions of the Minority Treaty. As its 
fundamental principle the new Constitution also insists on pro
claiming a united and indivisible national State (Article I.). It 
further maintains the supremacy of the Orthodox Church and 
the precedence of the Greek Catholic (Uniate) Church over all 
other churches. (Article XIX.) The bishops of the Churches not 
possessing at least 200.000 members —  i. e. the Roman Catholic, 
Kiralyhago District Reformed, Unitarian, Hungarian Evangelical 
—  are not accorded Membership of the Senate (Article LXIV.). 
Applicants belonging to the Rumanian state-building majority 
enjoy preference in all cases of admission to public employ
ments. (Article XXVII.). This provision means in practice that 
no citizen belonging to a minority will be admitted into the Civil 
Service. Article XVII. also precludes in principle the possibility 
of a person belonging to a national minority ever becoming a 
Minister, for it stipulates that none but Rumanians of the third 
generation may become members of the Cabinet. As a con
sequence of the introduction of the Estate system the political 
parties of the minorities cannot in the future provide for repre
sentation of the minorities in Parliament. And, in view of the 
fact that the various professional corporations were "nationalised" 
very long ago, —  which means that the minority citizens have 
either been entirely refused membership of it admitted, not in 
proportion to their ratio of the population — , the national 
minorities are in consequence institutionally excluded from 
Parliament. Thus it is evident, that the new Constitution is a 
radical realisation of the nationalist endeavour to compel the 
minorities to seek political self-assertion, not in parties of their 
own, but within the framework of some Rumanian party.

The First Edicts Issued by the Military Commands.
Citing the Royal Decree published sub No. 856 in the 

Rumanian Official Gazette, the “Monitorul Official” , of 11th 
February (No. 34.) which extends the state of siege to the whole 
territory of the Kingdom, certain military commands have issued
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orders imposing severe restrictions on public and private liberty.
On 26th February the Command of the Sixth Army Corps 

in Kolozsvar issued Order No. 1 which amongst other things in
cluded a provision prohibiting the holding of any meeting or 
gathering without the permission of the military authorities. Even 
for betrothals, weddings, christenings, balls, soirees and 
lectures permisson has first to be obtained, in towns from Police 
Headquarters and in the country from the Prefect. All political 
propaganda and the spreading of political ideas in any way, are 
strictly forbidden. Any manifestation that may be construed as 
an outrage on Rumanian national feeling is also forbidden. Such, 
for instance, is “a disrespectful attitude towards the official 
language of the country.” Public servants may not use any 
language but Rumanian. Bus and tram conductors must not 
announce the names of stations in any other language. In public 
places hawkers and vendors may not use any language but 
Rumanian, and all posters and bills must be drafted in that 
language. The use of any but the official names of places, 
counties and provinces in the press and other publications is 
strictly forbidden. All commercial or other sign-boards must bear 
only Rumanian inscriptions. Press publications may not appear 
until they have been passed by the Censor. (“Keleti Ujsag” , 26th 
February.)

The Command of the Temesvar First Infantry Division in 
addition has forbidden the presentation of films until they have 
been released by the Censor. The order issued by this Command 
has also put a ban on the activities of numerous religious 
societies. Such, for instance, are the Millenium Society, the Inter
national Bible Society, the Martyrs of Jehova, the Bible Society, 
the Apostolic Church of God, the Nazarenes, the Repentants, the 
Reformed Adventists, etc. The headquarters of these societies 
are to be closed and their archives handed over to the Ministry 
competent to deal with them.

All who offend against these regulations are to be tried by 
the military tribunals and are liable to be sentenced to a term 
cf imprisonment extending from one month to two years, as well 
as to pay a fine ("Aiadi Kozlony” , 27th February). —  y  —

NEW MEASURES BY AUTHORITIES TO RUMANIANIZE  
THE CAPITAL OF SZEKLERLAND.

In the "Orasul” , a paper publishing the official news of 
Marosvasarhely (Turga Mure?), the predominatly Hungarian 
Capital of the Szeklers, there recently appeared an order decree
ing that all official documents and notices issued by the 
municipality must be drafted in Rumanian alone. An order has 
also been issued to examine all sign-boards and street names 
with a view to Rumanianizing them. Another measure decrees
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that in the market bakers must be placed in a certain order. The 
best places must be given to bakers of Rumanian nationality, and 
those who distinguished themselves in the "struggle for unity" 
are to have priority. The rest of the places are to be allotted 
according to the age of the firm. The Interim Committee (Inter- 
imar) of the town intends to approach the police with a view to 
obtaining an order forbidding the orchestras to play any but 
Rumanian songs in cafes, restaurants and other public places 
("Magyar Szo” , Feb. 8.).

—  y —

HUNGARIAN SONGS AND DANCES BANNED. CUSTOMERS 
NOT TO BE ADDRESSED IN HUNGARIAN.

In Kolozsvar (Cluj), Capital of Transylvania, the Police 
Headquarters have issued an order that 70% of the music played 
by orchestras in public places must be classical and 30% 
Rumanian. As Hungarian songs cannot be classified as 
"classical” music, the order is in effect a ban on them ("Keleti 
Ujsag”, Febr. 5.). In Szatmar (Satu Mare), the great majority 
of the population of which is Hungarian, the police have forbidden 
the gypsies to play the Hungarian national dance, the csar- 
das ("Brassoi Lapok” , Feb. 11.). The Interim Committee of Arad 
has issued an order forbidding tradesmen to address customers in 
any language but Rumanian. (“Brassoi Lapok” , Feb. 4.).

— y —

JEWS DEPRIVED UNDER GOGA REGIME OF FREEDOM
OF MOVEMENT.

According to orders issued during the Goga regime by the 
Prefects of Arad and Szatmar Counties, Jews were not allowed to 
go from one village in the county to another without passports. 
These passports were issued by the village notary on the recom
mendation of the gendarmes (“Keleti Ujsag” , Feb. 7. and 11.).

—  y —

PUBLISHER SEVERELY FINED BECAUSE OF ARTICLE 
CONCERNING ITALIAN KING'S VISIT TO BUDAPEST

The publisher of the “Szalontai Lapok” , Armin Szekely, has 
been fined 2.000 lei by the military courts because of an article 
about the King of Italy's visit to Budapest last year. The article 
in question had been deleted by the censor, but a few copies 
containing it were in circulation ("Keleti Ujsag” , Feb. 5.),
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YUGOSLAVIA

GRIEVANCES OF BUNIEVATZ POPULATION
The city of Szabadka (Subotica) has more than 100.000 

inhabitants, 90% of whom are Roman Catholics. It is the largest 
Bunievatz settlement in Yugoslavia. (The Bunievatz people are 
Roman Catholic Yugoslavs.) A  Bunievatz paper, the "Suboticke 
Novine”, pointed out (in one of its articles published in January) 
the great discrepancy of the denominational quotas of the 
teaching staff in Szabadka, The proportion of Catholic teachers 
in the various schools of the city is as follows: in the boys’ 
grammar school 5 out of 53, in the girls' high school 4 out of 24, 
and in the senior school: 6 out of 22. —  y  —

FRESH PROMISES TO THE HUNGARIAN MINORITY
On February 2nd Dr. Imre Varady and Dr. Andrew Marton, 

leaders of the Hungarians living in the Banate, again called upon 
M. Stankovitch, Minister of Agriculture, then residing at Nagy- 
becskerek (Petrovgrad), and submitted to him the minimum 
demands of the Hungarian minority of Yugoslavia a compliance 
with which would find the Hungarians ready to join the Govern
ment Party and to take part in its work. The Minister again pro
mised to undertake to act as mediator between Government and 
the Hungarian minority and declared that he believed a favourable 
change might be expected very shortly in the situation of the 
Hungarian minority. (“Naplo” and “Reggeli Ujsag”, February 
4lh, 1938).

HUNGARIAN PAPER WHICH EXPRESSED APPRECIATION  
OF M. KANYA MUTILATED BY CENSOR

The interview given by M. Kalman Kanya, Hungarian 
Foreign Minister, to a representative of the Budapest "Esti 
Ujsag” was discussed in its February 17th issue also by the 
“Naplo” , a Hungarian daily appearing in Szabadka (Subotica). 
In the introductory part of its article the “Naplo” wrote a few 
words in appreciation of the five years' activity of M. Kanya: 
but the Yugoslav Censor deleted the few lines in question.

---  y ---

DESPITE GOVERNMENT’S PROMISES NAME-ANALYSIS IS
STILL IN FORCE

On 9th January Dr. Peter Batta, leader of the Hungarians 
in Magyarkanizsa (Pavlograd), a town with a Hungarian majority 
of 96%, went at the head of a deputation of 100 persons to see 
M. Svetozar Stankovitch, Minister of Agriculture, who was 
staying at Torontaljozseffalva, a village in the Banate. M, Stan-
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kovitch is in charge of the political and minority affairs of the 
Voivodina, a region wrested from Hungary; and the complaint 
laid before him by the Hungarian deputation was that despite 
the express promises given by Government the educational 
authorities had, in September, at the time when the pupils were 
being registered, ruthlessly applied the system of name-analysis 
and had forced many Hungarian children against the wishes of 
their parents to attend Serb elementary schools, and that though 
expressly fordbidden to do so the same authorities had pensioned 
off three Hungarian teachers of the Hungarian sections of the 
elementary schools and had transferred six without making 
provision for others to take their places. The vacancy caused by 
the death meanwhile of a Hungarian teacher had not been filled, 
so that altogether 10 teachers’ posts were vacant in the most 
Hungarian town of Yugoslavia. The Minister listened patiently 
to Dr. Batta's complaints and promised to make representations 
to the Ministry of Education and to urge a redress of the wrongs 
enumerated. This is the sixth ministerial promise within one 
year's time, and now the Hungarians of Yugoslavia are curious 
whether it will prove more valid than the other five.

—  y —

THE ROMAN CATHOLIC ARCHBISHOP OF SERAJEVO
TO BE EVICTED

On January 31st by judicial decree Dr. Saric, the Roman 
Catholic Archbishop of Serajevo —  who, apart from championing 
the rights of the Roman Catholic Church, has always been a 
fearless apostle of the national demands of the Croatians —  
was given notice to quit. Before the outbreak of the Great War 
the (Hungarian) State rented premises in the building of the 
Chapter of Upper Bosnia to serve as offices for the archiepiscopal 
authorities and as apartments for the archbishop himself. The 
rent was at all times paid by the (Hungarian) State; later on, 
however, the (Yugoslav) State ceased paying the rent and has 
now evicted the Croatian archbishop and instructed the Chapter 
to resume possession of the building. (“Reggeli Ujsag” , February 
3rd, 1398).

“ Treaties would only be kept if they were just and right, 
and if the conditions which obtained when they were made 
remained the same. Article VIII. of the Covenant had never 
been implemented” (Lord Arnold’s speech in the House of 
Lords. February 16. See The Times February 17.)
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CZECHOSLOVAKIA
157 MILLION CROWNS DEFICIT IN JANUARY ON BUDGET

ESTIMATES.
It is officially reported that as compared with the Budget 

estimates there is a deficit amounting to 157 million Czech 
crowns in Czechoslovakia's public finances in the month of 
January, The net amount to be received by the State in taxes was 
estimated at 673 million crowns; actually that amount was 516.6 
millions. The situation was most unfavourable in the case of 
“trade” tax, and the amount of rates and import duties received 
also remained below the estimates. —  y —

OFFICIAL REPORT OF UNFAVOURABLE TURN 
IN INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT.

The report published by the Czechoslovak National Bank 
shows that there was a decrease of output in December and 
January in Czechoslovakia's electric, machine and agricultural 
machine industries. Nor was the development of the glass and 
textile industries more favourable. In these branches the clos
ing down of factories and the dismissal of workers has become 
the order of the day. The production of the pottery, porcelain 
and iron industries has also decreased, the leather industry 
being the only branch in which a slight improvement took place.

—  y —

CZECHO-RUSSIAN TRADE BALANCE SHOWS CONTINUAL
DETERIORATON

M, Beran, member of the National Assembly and President 
of the Czech Agrarian Party, pointed out in a recent speech that 
Czechoslovakia's exports to Russia had been continually decreas
ing since 1936, In 1936 Czechoslovakia exported to Russia goods 
of the value of 180.5 million crowns, the excess of exports being 
90 million crowns; in the first eleven months of 1937, on the 
other hand, the value of goods exported from Czechoslovakia to 
Russia did not exceed 80 million crowns, while Czechoslovakia's 
balance of trade with Russia showed a deficit of 14,5 million 
crowns in that year. —  y —
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HUNGARY

CONSIDERABLE INCREASE IN HUNGARY’S 
FOREIGN STOCK

There has been a considerable improvement since 1931 in 
Hungary's foreign stock, owing partly to the devaluation of other 
currencies and partly to effective re-payments.

The total of foreign bills received by the Hungarian National 
Bank —  not counting the amount received by the Foreign Credit 
Fund —  amounted to 541 million pengo, including the amount 
received in foreign currencies. To this must be added 2 million 
pengo, the amount received by "deputy” banks. In the course 
of last year the National Bank received 410 million pengo 
worth of foreign bills, while the amount received by the "deputy” 
banks represented 2 million pengo. This increase did by no 
means interfere with the other sources of foreign bills, under the 
control of the National Bank, since the latter (i. e. compensa
tions, exports for pengo, revenue of the Foreign Credit Fund, 
etc.) rose from 150 millions in the previous year to 161 millions
last year. Out of the total amount of foreign bills received by
the National Bank, 471 millions were derived from exports in 
1936 and 358 millions in 1937. To this amount must be added 
125 millions in 1936 and 112 millions in 1937, being such an 
amount of foreign bills from exports which —  though under the 
control of the Bank —  was not directly received by it. The
amount of free foreign bills received by the National Bank have
—  according to the general trend of development —  increased to 
a larger extent than its other amounts of foreign bills.

The expenses of the National Bank in foreign bills came 
to 493 million pengo in 1937, as against 381 millions in the 
previous year. For the purposes of importation the Bank spent 
419 millions worth of foreign bills, while expenses for the pur
poses of the State or State works, payment of debts, convales
cence, travels, salaries, pensions, subsidies etc. amounted to 74 
millions worth of foreign bills. The corresponding sums for the 
year 1936 were 320 and 61 millions respectively. —  y  —

REMARKABLE PROSPERITY OF COAL TRADE IN 1937

The report published by the Royal Hungarian Ministry of 
Trade shows that the country's coal trade made a remarkable 
progress in 1937. The total amount of coal produced by the 
Hungarian collierie in the course of last year amounted to 85.7 
million quintals, as against a total of 75.5 million q. in 1936. 
This corresponds to an increase of 13.1°/o. Parallel with this the 
amount of coal sold by our mines also showed an increase of 
102 million q. since 1936.
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Of all the branches of industry, the largest amount of coal 
was consumed by our iron industry, which purchased 9.2 million 
q. from our collieries, as against 8.1 million q. in 1936. There 
was also a remarkable increase in the coal consumption of the 
chemical industry: this amounted to almost 2 million q. A  re
markable improvement in the conditions of employment may also 
be seen from the coal consumption of the building industries: 
the cement and brick factories purchased 5.4 million q. of coal 
from our mines, as against 4.3 millions in the previous year. 
The coal consumption of agriculture is also continually increas
ing: in 1937 it rose to 2.2 million q.

There was an extraordinary rise in the amount of coal 
purchased by private households too: in 1937 this amount was 
13.8 million q., while in 1936 the private households consumed
11.5 million quintals. —  y  —

HUNGARY'S RECORD OUTPUT OF IRON ORE
According to the report published by the Ministry of 

Industry Hungary's iron ore production reached a record level 
in 1937. The production of bauxite rose to 4.5 million quintals, 
that being an increase of 1.2 million quintals in a year. Almost 
the whole quantity produced was sent abroad. —  The total out
put of the iron ore mines in Hungary amounted approximately 
to 3 million quintals and was thus about 100.000 quintals higher 
than in the previous year. The total production of Hungarian 
iron foundries aggregated 3.6 million quintals, that being roughly 
half a million quintals more than in the previous year.

—  y —

RUMANIA

ECONOMIC CONSEQUENCES OF M. GOGA'S SYSTEM  
OF GOVERNMENT

In a leading article published in the “Excelsior” on February 
12th, M. I. Manoilescu-Strunga, former Minister of Commerce, 
deals with the economic consequences of M. Goga’s extremist 
system of government.

“The 44 days of M. Goga’s government were characterized 
by a deterioration of public order and authority, inconsiderate 
and irresponsible measures, a departure from the principle of 
right —  which should be the basis of a modern State — , a series 
of legal distraints, molestations, atrocities, disorder and dema
gogy: all this has brought about an estrangement between our
selves and other States and a fatal set back in our economic life. 
—  The results of the latter may by summed up as follows: a
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grave stagnation in business, and a decrease of production; some 
factories have closed down, others are working at a lower pres
sure; business activity in general is very slack; the prices of 
shares have fallen; foreign currencies have reached fantastic 
rates. The buying power of the public is decreasing ominously, 
though the prices of the most necessary articles have risen 
enormously, whereby the life of the working population in the 
towns and villages has become very hard. The farmers have been 
unable to sell their products, so that the revenues of the State, 
the municipalities and the counties have become more and more 
problematical.

It is the principal duty of the new Cabinet to restore con
fidence, peace, order and security, without which economic 
progress is impossible.”

In another article published in the same paper by the same 
author on February 19, we read that there has been an apparent 
decline both in the finances of the State and in private under
taking, accompanied by extraordinarily grave consequences: a
general decrease of production, grave symptoms in public revenue 
system, symptoms of feverishness among the farming popula
tion, etc.

"M . Goga's cabinet intended to deal a blow to the Jews, —  
the author says — , but in doing so it has actually wrought havoc 
in the country's economic life.”

"M ay these forty-four gloomy days serve as a lesson”, the 
author concludes, "and bridle that feeling of hatred and hostility 
which is the source of so much trouble in Rumania. The primacy 
of Rumanian labour can be secured by peaceful means too: and 
that will be safer, quicker and altogether more successful.”

—  y —

PETROL PRODUCTION DECREASING

An article published in the “Excelsior” , an economic and 
financial weekly (February 19, Vol. IV., No. 156), deals with 
the decrease of Rumania’s oil production on the one hand and 
on the other with the apparent insufficiency of the oil reserves 
contained in her oil fields; this, the article anxiously concludes, 
points to a further decrease in Rumania’s oil production. In 1937 
the volume of Rumania's oil production was less favourable than 
in the previous years. The amount of unrefined oil produced in 
1937 was 7,200.000 tons, 18°/o less than the amount produced in 
1936 (8,704.000 tons). The borings undertaken in 1937 are
estimated at a total depth of 387.000 meters, which shows an 
increase by 18% as against the 329.000 meters in 1936. In other 
words, a decrease of production by 18% stands against an
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increase of the boring activity by also 18°/o between 1936 and 
1937.

In view of the country’s export balance and of the acquisi
tion of foreign exchanges, this decrease in Rumania's oil pro
duction presents a grave cause of anxiety to the “Excelsior". At 
present Rumania’s oil production means an income of nearly 
13,500 million lei a year, 90%> of which (i. e. 1200 millions) 
remains in the country. 4.500 millions out of this amount go to 
the State in the form of taxes, rates, etc., while some 2.500 
millions are paid to the State Railways in the form of freight. 
If, therefore, the country's oil production continues to decrease, 
it will mean a heavy loss both to the State and to the railways, 
particularly as prices are also falling. —  y  —

YUGOSLAVIA

SOME DATA CONCERNING ECONOMIC SITUATION  
IN VOIVODINA

The head offices of the Tobacco State Monopoly at the 
beginning of the year reduced the quantity of tobacco permitted 
to be grown in the Voivodina (a district wrested from Hungary) 
by 15%. The reason given, which is utterly false, was that the 
quality of tobacco produced there was inferior and difficult to 
sell. This measure is a severe blow in particular to the villages 
inhabited by Magyars and German®, a considerable number of 
whom have earned their living by growing tobacco.

Formerly one of the most flourishing branches of trade in 
the Voivodina was the milling industry. In the course of recent 
years this industry has been going thorugh a severe crisis and 
the new freight rates about to be introduced will be a further 
blow to it. For the new freight rates for wheat and other grain 
offer great reductions for the transportation thereof from the 
regions devoted mainly to the production of cereals to others 
where wheat production is poor. This will induce a greater 
development in the milling industry of the latter regions at the 
expense of the mills in the Voivodina. —  y—

VILLAGES THREATENED W ITH  A  GRAVE FINANCIAL  
CRISIS OWING TO THE DOBROVOLJACIS, CHETNIKS

AND OPTANTS
The greater part of the Dobrovoljacis (war volunteers), 

Chetniks (Komitajis) and Optants have been settled in the part 
of Southern Hungary (the Voivodina) adjudged to Yugoslavia on 
land requisitioned for land reform purposes mostly from Hun
garian proprietors and adjacent villages and towns inhabited by
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Hungarians and Germans. From the very outset the new owners 
have refused to pay the communal sur-taxes legally imposed on 
them by the parishes, pleading that the provisions of the financial 
laws passed annually had hitherto refrained from forcing them 
to pay even their ordinary government taxes. In some places the 
arrears of sur-taxes due by these settlers have, in the course of 
years, grown to a considerable sum, and the deficit has to be 
collected from the autochthonous population. This year the 
parish magistrates, acting within their legal rights, sequestered the 
crops of the settlers, who appealed to the Banate Office for 
protection. But the Banate Office of the Danube Banate endorsed 
the decision of the parish magistrates and ordered the settlers to 
pay their parish sur-taxes. The settlers thereupon appealed to the 
Court of Administration, which quashed the finding of the Banate 
Office and, flouting the principles of equal taxation and civil 
equality, gave a decision to the effect that as the State did not 
see fit to distrain on the settlers for their taxes, the villages had 
no right to demand the parish sur-taxes imposed on the settlers 
on the basis of their government taxes.

This sentence was received in the places concerned with 
great consternation; for if the settlers continue to refuse to pay 
their parish rates, the villages will be faced with a grave financial 
crisis. The villages have appealed to the Council of State, against 
the sentence of the Court of Administration. —  y  —
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WINTER SPORTS
In the first week of February the Hungarian Ski Association 

arranged the biggest international ski races ever held in Hungary.
The glide race was won by the Swiss European champion, 

Francioli, who established a record of 600 metres in 57.8 secs. 
Francioli also won the combined glide and figure glide race.

The results were: 1. Francioli (Switzerland), 2. Reinhardt 
(Austria), 3. Passet (Italy).

The jumping competition was watched by Dr. Daranyi, the 
Prime Minister. The winner was Sorensen (Norway), who beat 
Klopfer (Germany) by a few points. Klopfer jumped the huge 
distance of 57 metres. The third was Iguro (Japan). The Hun
garian champion, Darabos, was sixth.

ICE HOCKEY WORLD CHAMPIONSHIP
The Ice Hockey World Championship contested for in 

Prague between 12th and 20th February was won by Canada. 
The Hungarian team's match with the Canadians ended in a tie 
(1:1). The splendid work done by the Hungarian team in this 
match was praised not only by the spectators, but even by the 
Prague newspapers.

FOOTBALL
When the League Championships are over the famous 

English champion team, the Wolwerhampton Wanderers, is to 
come to Budapest to play a match with the Hungarian representa
tion team on 15th May.

LAW N  TENNIS
The draw for the Davis Cup matches was made in the 

Capitol, Washington, on 4th February. Hungary is to get through 
the first round without playing, and will meet the New Zealand
ers in the second round in Budapest. After that Hungary is to 
play against the great Davis Cup favourite, Germany.
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TABLE TENNIS
The table tennis championship matches were held in the 

last days of January and the first days of February in London. 
America, Great Britain, Austria, Czecho-Slovakia and Hungary 
sent their best players to compete in them. The Hungarians only 
managed to secure one world title, a mixed doubles champion
ship won by Beliak (Hungarian) and Miss Woodhead (British); 
but Hungary won the second place on the list for points.

The first place was won by Czecho-Slovakia with 19 points, 
then came Hungary (lO1̂ ), Austria (9) and America (6),

—  y —
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