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

THE COURSE FOLLOWED BY HUNGARIAN FOREIGN 
POLICY AS REFLECTED IN THE SPEECHES 

OF HUNGARIAN POLITICIANS
Some of the speeches held by politicians during 

the Hungarian Parliamentary Elections are of con
siderable interest from the point of view of foreign 
policy.

Prime Minister

Julius Gombos,

in his speech broadcast on March 8th, said among 
other things:

"In the matter of Hungary's foreign policy, 
I wish to draw your attention to the fact, 
that we are on the eve of important political 
negotiations. I have stated already that these 
negotiations might decide the fate of Central 
Europe, including that of Hungary, for perhaps 
several decades. Hungary will also take a part in 
these negotiations, in order to contribute her share 
to the establishment of peace and to assert the 
rightful claims of this country.

Europe has to face now the solution of great 
problems. Whether the solution will prove beneficial 
for Central European co-operation, depends upon 
how the negotiations will be conducted: in a spirit 
of sincere desire for co-operation and peace, or 
whether they will be influenced by the endeavours 
of maintaining the partial position of certain 
powers.

We are ready to take part in negotiations aim
ing at a Central European consolidation. Our pro
gram is laid down in the following dogmas:

A id  the cau se o f  E eu ropean  p ea ce.
R em ain fa ith fu l to  our friends.
S o lv e  the p rob lem  o f  rev ision .
P r o te c t  the rights o f  M in orities  in the S u cces

sor  S ta tes.
O btain  ou r equal rights and assert H u n gary ’s 

eco n o m ic  and financia l cla im s in in tern ationa l r e 
la tion s ."

The Prime Minister who heads the list of can
didates of the National Union Party for the Parlia
mentary elections in Szeged, said in his electoral 
speech:

"In the present European situation it must not 
be forgotten that Hungary had been for centuries 
the rampart of Christian civilisation. This fact in 
itself is sufficient to prove that this nation served 
the interests of the whole of Europe, when facing 
the dangers threatening European peace. We draw 
the attention of Europe now to the fact that we 
desire —  considering that to be the right wav —  
to attain at a revision through peaceful means."

The same day Nicolas Kozma, Minister of the 
Interior held an electoral speech at Szombathely, a 
constituency which soon after unanimously returned 
him to Parliament. In this address he summarises the 
leading principles of Hungarian foreign policy as 
follows:

"Our foreign policy is directed by three car
dinal theses: Equality, protection of minorities and 
support of the idea of a possible revision."

The speech held by Prime Minister Gombos in 
Budapest, on March 25th, deserves special attention. 
This was the first time the Prime Minister enlarged 
upon the situation resulting from the decision taken 
by Germany in the matter of armament. The state
ment ran as follows:

,,If the European problem is to be really solved, 
the first imperative necessity is the elimination of 
those injustices and humiliations to which the so- 
called defeated nations are still exposed.

Germany demanded to be granted equal 
rights. This having been refused to her, she 
claimed and endowed herself with equality on the 
basis of her national independence. Hungary, —  
and this is a point we must stress —  as a member 
of the League of Nations, is unable to follow the 
example of Germany in this direction but will have 
to submit the same request to the League of Nations. 
Whe hope to attain at our aim through the help of 
our great friend Italy and all those other nations 
who hitherto have proved to be our friends.

When speaking about European conditions and 
recalling the events which recently took place in 
Rome, where the unsolved problems of Central 
Europe were to be settled, we are well aware of 
the fact that besides political questions, economic 
problems too will have to come up for discussion. 
It is impossible to consider our existence exclusiv
ely from a political point of view. We wish to 
emphasize our interests in international relations 
and from an economic-political viewpoint too. We 
are firmly convinced that whoever intends to solve 
the complex of European problems, will be obliged 
to take financial and general economic questions 
into consideration besides those concerning the po
litical situation. It is impossible to attack this pro
blem superficially; it requires, both financially and 
economically a solution of great conception. But 
this, of course, has to be carried out by brave and 
daring men . . .

In all questions relating to foreign policy, Hun
gary will observe a calm and selfpossessed atti
tude. We will remain calm, because we are not 
one of the great Powers, and we are selfpossessed 
in reason of our millenarian past. Not only the 
leading politicians of Hungary, but the nation as 
a whole are penetrated by the conviction that the 
destiny of Hungary is not in a future of slavery, 
but that this nation is endowed by God to fulfil 
is historic destination in the Danube Basin'"

The electoral speech held at Nagykanizsa on the 
24th of March by

Count Stephen Bethlen

Prime Minister of Hungary for ten years, will cer
tainly arouse interest abroad. In relation to foreign 
policy, the most important part of the speech ran 
as follows:

„lta lo -H u n ga ria n  friendsh ip  is the basis o f  our  
p resen t fore ign  p o lic y  and such it has to remain 
in the future too —  not only in reason of the mutual
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sympathies which connect these two nations, but 
also because of their absolutely identical interests.

This friendship is considered at present with 
some apprehension by many who fear our being 
compelled, through the Italian-French reap- 
proachement and against our own will, to become 
members of a group of States, i. e. the States of 
the Little Entente, which we do not want to join. 
This might lead to differences between Italy and 
Hungary. Others again fear that —  since we 
do not want to follow a policy hostile to Germany, 
and since Italy and Germany are disagreing on the 
Austrian question, —  we will be forced to declare 
ourselves in favour of one or the other party, in 
which case trouble might arise with one of them. 
Well, I for one, do not fear these difficulties. I do 
not fear them for the following reasons:

The clearer we realise that our interest docs 
not lie in a policy against Germany —  because 
Germany will always have the strength to assert 
her influence in the changes of the Central European 
situation and to prevent the establishment of 
conditions frankly opposed to her interests —  the 
clearer we realise this, we have also to realise that 
in Central Europe Germany represents the dynamic 
force tending at the abolishment of the injustices 
contained in the peace treaties. During a ten years 
struggle the Germans have indeed succeeded to 
liberate themselves of the reparations, and now they 
have even abolished the injustices relating to mili
tary restrictions. Consequently we cannot undertake 
to follow a direction in exact opposition to Ger
many: I repeat, that the clearer we realise this, the 
more we depend upon the friendship of Italy. We 
require this friendship even more if we do not wish 
one or the other group of States to acquire prepon
derance in Central Europe. Both, the great Slav 
movement supported by France, and the assertion 
of Pan-German tendencies are a danger for Hungary 
and therefore we too want to have a right to inter
fere and that through the help of Italy. A definite 
solution can only be brought about through an 
equitable agreement between the three existing 
factors. If the division of Europe into two groups 
of powers —  of which one is pro- and the other 
anti-German —• is not in our interest, we cannot 
consider the French-Italian reapproachment as one 
which would want to compel us to join a group 
of powers hostile to Germany.

From this point of view both the character and 
the wisdom of that great Italian statesman, Musso
lini, offers the chief guarantee. He is well able to 
realise our position and he will see to it, that 
Hungary should not be compelled to join any group 
of States without the acknowledgement of her legal 
claims. We never considered the French-Italian 
reapprochment with fear, but rather with the thought 
that by means of it France will see Hungary's 
fate and her endeavours with a more unprejudiced 
eye and not exclusively from the Little Entente's 
point of view. It should be remembered that even 
in case of an agreement with the Little Entente, 
Hungary never meant to abandon her righteous 
claims, but wished to agree on the basis of a 
reasonable and satisfactory consideration of all 
mutual interests.

I repeat it therefore that in its ultimate end the 
Italo-Hungarian friendship constitutes the most in
contestable guarantee to the effect that the final 
solution of the Central European problem will not 
be effected according to the will of one of the three 
factors only, but that, with the aid of Italy and in 
accordance with our whishes, it will be based on the 
reasonable reconciliation of the righteous interests

of the three powers. From this point of view I can 
only say that the treaty of non-agression which 
Hungary has been advised to conclude with the 
Little Entente and other neighbouring States, might, 
if well drawn up, prove a success.

The first preliminary condition of this pact is 
the creation of a peaceful atmosphere in Central 
Europe; the second condition is that Germany 
should not be excluded from this treaty; and the 
third that our agreement with the Little Entente 
should be concluded on an equitable basis. This 
means the abolition of the terrible oppression under 
which the ethnic minorities are labouring in the 
three Succession States and which no Hungarian 
can regard any longer with patience.

Another preliminary condition is that the con
tinual menace of war whenever the word "revision” 
happens to be uttered in this country, should cease.

One more preliminary condition is that the 
discrepancy in the conditions of armaments which 
existed until now and still continues to exist, 
should be abolished.

A further condition is that all interference in 
our home affairs should stop once for all. 
Among these the question of the Hungarian throne, 
in which the States of the Little Entente endow 
themselves with and insist upon, claims surpassing 
by far their rights.

A  last condition is that the Powers should 
support Central Europe in establishing a scheme 
of economic conception enabling us to extricate 
ourselves from the present difficult and compli
cated economic troubles, its being evident that we 
never could attain at such a solution by our own 
efforts only.

After all, Hungary never did endeavour to bring 
about a block of contrasting and opposed powers, 
but was always intent on promoting the co-operation 
of nations. This was also the reason of our join
ing the League of Nations, when following our 
great statesman count Albert Apponyi, we adopted 
the course destined to lay the foundations of peace 
on a reasonable reconciliation of the contrasting 
interests, and not upon the rivalry of opposing 
groups of power.

Hungary follows the same policy which Eng
land is following when she declares that the im
posed peace treaties must be exchanged for peace 
treaties based on mutual agreement."

After the elections in April

Dr. Tibor Eckhardt

leader of the Independent Smallholders' Party, the 
greatest party of the opposition, wrote an article in the 
"Uj Magyarsag" which contained the following pass
age of Hungary's international situation:

"In my opinion it is not enough to demand in 
Rome the abolition of the unilateral military re
strictive measures contained in the Trianon Treaty. 
It will be also our duty to broach the problem of 
Hungary's security in general. M. Beck, Minister 
of Foreign Affairs of Poland, in his speech of 
April 17th, held at Geneva, pointed out that 
France is not the only country with a security pro
blem; other countries too are in the same plight, 
even if they do not trouble the League of Nations 
and the world in general very much with their diffi
culties. Hungary's security in particular is irrecon
cilable with the present Little Entente system of 
alliances; for that system, aggressive in character 
and claiming the right to interfere in our important 
domestic affairs, surrounds Hungary with a verit
able military, political and economic blockade,
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and the mere existence of the Little Entente pre
cludes the possibility of any satisfactory solution 
of the situation in the Danube Valley. The only 
foundation upon which reconstruction might be 
attempted is the spontaneous co-operation of the 
minor States in question and the creation of an 
equitable peace.

We must reject in advance, and in a manner 
admitting of no misinterpretation, every attempt to 
make Hungary's military equal status conditional 
upon a renewed recognition of the present status  
quo, or upon an amendment of the revision clause 
of Article 19. of the Covenant of the League of 
Nations. Misgivings in this direction are motivated, 
for in 1924, when Hungary's finances were straight, 
we had opportunity enough to observe a regional 
machinations of that sort. Besides this Art. 6. 
of the Stresa Resolution opens up the way to 
deplorable possibilities of the same kind. That 
same Resolution mentions a regional agreement for 
the Danube Basin, but so far I have no knowledge 
even of its outlines. It would therefore be premature 
to take up any standpoint on this question, for nego

tiations may easily be broken off before any such 
regional agreement assumes a definite form. How
ever, two fundamental principles must be stated even 
now. Hungarian public opinion cannot sanction any 
regional agreement until the rights assured by inter
national treaties to the Hungarian minorities in the 
Succession States are safeguarded by an inter
national tribunal outside the League of Nations, 
whose protection has hitherto proved non-efficient; 
and until the position of the Hungarian minorities 
has been essentially improved.

The other principle is that lasting peace, whether 
in the Danube Valley or elsewhere, cannot be esta
blished without a foundation of equity, and that the 
indispensable preliminary condition of a closer co
operation with the Succession States is a revision 
of the territorial injustices.

The European trend for pacts must be 
kept aloof from worthless agreements; for if we 
sign something we mean to fulfil it. Hungary must 
not sign anything but a fair solution. If that cannot 
be achieved we must wait, but we shall never sur
render any historical possibility."

RUMANIANS FEAR PAN-YUGOSLAVISM
The Yugoslav-Bulgarian endeavours of reapproach- 

ment, are especially apparent in social events. Hardly 
a week passes without Serbian and Bulgarian societies 
and organisations mutually calling on each other, and 
without lecturers emphasising fraternity between the 
two nations. In these declarations surpassing by far 
the customary gestures of politeness they stress the 
Bulgarian-Yugoslav community of destiny. They reach 
even the point of glorifying the ideal of an integral Yu- 
goslavism and Panslavism. Similar manifestations took 
place lately in Zagreb. The paper "Politika" writes on 
March 27th that Bulgarian students on a trip through 
Yugoslavia, first sang in Zagreb the Panslav hymn 
"Hej Sloveni" then cheered Great Yugoslavia extend
ing from the Isonzo to the Black Sea, including Bul
garia. One might have thought these students were 
followers of Stambuliiski.

Jorga, late Prime Minister of Rumania, influenced 
by frequent similar manifestations, and impressed by 
the speech of a Serbian statesman — reflecting the 
same tendency — wrote in his own paper the "Neamul 
Romanesc" an article in which he calls the attention 
of Rumanian public opinion to the danger hidden in 
all these political endeavours aiming at the union of 
all Yugoslavs. Jorga writes: I have often pointed out 
these endeavours subsisting in spite of fhe terrible 
memories and contrasting interests of the two nations. 
The tendency to unite under certain conditions 
Serbians and Bulgarians in one single State is ap
parent. At present this conception has become the 
program of a political group, ready to take over some 
day the power at Belgrad. In spite of her friendship 
for both nations, Rumania cannot possibly agree to 
a Great Yugoslavia, extending from Varna till Ra- 
gusa. We naturally hope, that the realisation of this 
plan is far from being — however the very moment 
it would materialise, without regarding its con
sequences, we would embrace resolutely a different 
orientation. We have the right of following a policy 
opposed to that followed beyond the Danube.

From this it appears that Jorga seems to be well 
aware that, to unite the two South-Slav nations in 
one State or even in a confederation, would result in 
a shifting in the belance of power, which would

fatally threaten the security and territorial integrity 
of Rumania. The same conclusion was drawn and had 
been stated already in the past by Liviu Nasta, the 
foreign correspondent of the papers "Adeverul" and 
"Dimineata”. Liviu Nasta wrote various articles at 
the time of the coup d'etat of Georgiev on May 19th, 
1934. In these he warns his compatriotes from the 
dangers threatening Rumania in case of the planned 
union of Bulgaria and Yugoslavia. This union would 
bring about in the immediate neighbourhood of Ru
mania the formation of a powerful South-Slav State, 
extending, with over 20 million inhabitants, from the 
Adriatic to the Black Sea. Even public opinion in 
Rumania is beginning to realise, that the political and 
diplomatic game conducted since about a year from 
Belgrad, is by no means favourable to the security of 
the Rumanian State. The obvious aim of these diplo
matic methods was to allure Bulgaria into an union 
with Yugoslavia by means of a territorial increase to 
be effected at the expense of the neighbouring States 
of Greece, Turkey and Rumania.

The turuth has been realised at last by some ot 
the leading men of Rumania. But who knows when the 
time will come for Rumanian politicians, to draw the 
final conclusion of this discovery, namely that the 
natural allies of Rumania are by no means represented 
by those two Slav States of the Little Entente.

REVISIONISM AND THE LITTLE 
ENTENTE

In the last few months the press of the Little 
Entente States amuses its readers with stories about 
the complete failure of the revisionist movement. The 
papers of that press endeavour to make believe that 
the hopes and dreams of those States who had a share 
in the territorial dismemberment of Hungary are abso
lute and definite truisms. This is going on in spite of 
the fact that they ought to know how the idea of re
vision is based on the unanimous desire of the Hun
garian nation and that it is rooted inextinguishably in 
the soul of the Hungarian people. The revisionist move
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ment is not the result of individual agitation or the 
simple pursuit of an illusion, neither does it constitute 
a question of prestige: it is the Hungarian nation's 
healthy instinct of selfpreservation which arrived at 
the recognition that the Trianon frontiers are unable 
to safeguard either the continuation of Hungary's 
existence as an independant State, or the possibility 
of life of the Hungarian nation which is defenceless in 
the face of conquering aims of the Little Entente 
States. The necessity of a territorial reorganisation 
and of a reparation of the injustice committed at 
Trianon has an ever growing number of champions 
abroad. This is not a manifestation of sympathy 
towards the Hungarian nation, and does not arise from 
sentimental motives, but results from the clear re
cognition of the obvious fact that a just revision is 
the essential condition of a re-establishment of the 
fatally disturbed equilibrium of power in the Danubian 
Basin.

H O W
CZ E  CJ1 O - S L O V A  K I A

DISSONANCE AT THE RAKOCZI 
FESTIVAL OF KASSA

April 8th was the 200 years anniversary, when 
Ferenc Rakoczi II,, last prince of Transsilvania, died 
in exile, at the Turkish village Rodosto. Rakoczi who 
as the ally of Lewis XIV. of France fought against 
the house of Habsburg, in the years 1703— 1711 for 
the political and religious freedom of Hungary, is a 
legendary figure of Hungarian history. The nation will 
never forget that, instead of peacefully enjoying his 
immense fortune, he —  sticking to his patriotic ideals 
— rather chose to eat the bitter bread of exile. In 
1906 his body was conveyed home by the grateful 
nation, and burried in the old gothic Cathedral of 
Kassa, (to day called Kosice, alter having been annexed 
by the treaty of Trianon, to Czechoslovakia). The 200 
years anniversary of Rakoczi's death was celebrated not 
only by the population of actual Hungary, but also by 
the Hungarian inhabitants of the territories taken away 
from this country who undertook a spiritual pilgrimage 
to the sarcophagus of the hero. Great commemorations 
were held at the old town of Kassa, as well as in other 
districts of Eastern Slovakia, as it was just this ter
ritory which witnessed the greatest part of the life and 
struggle of this great Hungarian hero in the wars of 
Independence. Several leaders of the National Christ
ian-Socialist Party, among others also the Slovak 
Joan Dobranszky, placed a wreath on the old house 
at the village Borsi, where Rakoczi was born. The 
inhabitants of Sub Carpathia, withouth difference of 
their race, made a pilgrimage by many thousands, 
to the monument of Rakoczi at Tiszabecs. One of 
Rakoczis old flags was carried, by Rumanians from 
Apsa, in the procession proceding from Tiszabecs to 
the monument. At the monument Rakoczi's merits were 
emphasised by the Uniate priest Drohobeczky in the 
Ruthenian language, while the orator Turda Nucu 
spoke in Rumanian. Germans from the region of Me- 
cenzef, in costumes of the days of Rakoczi, mounted 
the guard of honour beside the sarcophagus at Kassa. 
From all this it is evident, that not only Hungarians, 
but also the Ruthenian, Slovak, German and Ruman

This opinion has been expressed lately among 
other papers by "La Presse” and the "Economist", 
(London) as well ab sy the ,,Politiken", an organ con
sidered to express the ideas of the Danish Foreign 
Secretary Munch, on the occasion of the Copenhague 
Conference of the three Scandinavian Foreign Secre
taries on April 2nd. This is also at the bottom of the 
statement made at Prague by Anthony Eden, who said 
that "there is no nation which can build up its develop
ment on the ruins of another nation”. We have no 
intention of disturbing the Little Entente States in 
their propaganda full of mendacious and intentional 
reports about the untimely death of the revisionist 
movement: however we cannot understand why they 
protest with such vehemence against the extension of 
the rights of re-armament to Hungary, Austria and 
Bulgaria, i. e. against the revision of the peace 
treaties, not even in regard to territorial dispositions, 
but merely relating to military restrictions.

ian populations cordially took part at the commemorat
ion this being the best proof of how strongly the 
common memories of Hungarian history unite the in
habitants of the Slovak and Routhenian regions which 
were taken away from Hungary.

Unfortunately the commemorations could not be 
terminated without a slight blur, disturbing the majesty 
of it. After the commemorative funeral mass, celebrated 
at the Cathedral of Kassa, several Germans of Mecen- 
zef were arrested and kept for hours in prison, by 
the Czech police, under the pretext that they wished 
to make a demonstration in their traditional costumes.

PROSECUTION OF „AUTONOMISTS“  
IN CZECHOSLOVAKIA

Mr. Geza Sziillo, whose name is well known 
abroad as one of the Hungarian Members of the 
Czechoslovak Parliament and a leading personage of 
the Senators Club of Prague, in one of his recent Par
liamentary speeches referred to the discriminations 
committed by the Czech administrative authorities 
against the Christian Socialist Party. This pary con
sists mainly of Hungarian members but, in addition to 
these, a great number of Germans, Ruthenians and 
even Rumanians from all over Slovakia and Sub-Car
pathian Ruthenia have joined it. The latter fact is the 
best proof to the effect that the traditional fraternal 
feeling is still existing between the various races 
living on the territories taken away by the peace 
treaty from Hungary and it shows also plainly that 
all these oppressed peoples have faith in the party 
which is fighting for the autonomy of Slovakia and 
Sub-Carpathian Ruthenia,

Mr. Sziillo in his interpellation pointed ont among 
other things that the Czech country police —  or gend- 
armery as they are called in those parts — appears 
at he homes of the party members immediately after a 
party meeting has been organised by some of its pro
vincial branches. The attendants of the meeting are 
summoned to the gendarmery where a report is drawn 
up of the events. All this is done in spite of these 
meetings being always called in accordance with the 
existing regulations and in spite of the fact that even 
the Chief Administrative Authority of the province of
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