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A SATISFACTORY SOLUTION 
OF THE DANUBIAN PROBLEM!

B Y

ADAM MAITLAND M. P.

It would be interesting to analyse the reasons of the keen 
public interest in foreign affairs that has prevailed during 
the post-War years. Innumerable public meetings are 

organized for the discussion of international questions: 
foreign affairs are the subject of books, pamphlets, and 
contributions to the Press, daily and periodical, published 
in bewildering variety. A  close study of these productions 
shows that the great majority of them are devoted to the 
problem of Germany and that this problem is examined 
mainly in its bearing on the politics of Western Europe, its 
relation to those of Eastern Europe being either virtually 
ignored or positively distorted by tendentious propaganda. 
Such a consideration of so vital a problem is dangerously 
misleading. Events occurring in Eastern Europe may pro
foundly affect Western Europe: the one cannot justifiably 
hold aloof from the concerns of the other. A  Germany 
enlarged by the acquisition of new territories in the East 
would in the future be a more serious menace in the West. 
The fate of the Locarno Treaty may serve as a warning of 
the danger inherent in a partial consideration of the problem. 
The Locarno Treaty offered only a one-sided solution: now, 
after a decade, it is dead. Germany repudiated it for the 
simple reason that she aimed at having as free a hand in 
the West as she now has in the East. It is difficult to escape 
the conclusion that she will resolutely abstain from 
participating in any negotiations for promoting European 
peace till the problems presenting themselves on her Eastern
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frontiers are satisfactorily solved. Her reentry into the 
League, moreover, depends on such a solution.

This contention can be proved in a negative way. A 
constructive settlement of Germany's Eastern problems is as 
important now as it was indispensable during the War of 
1914— 1918 to the dislocation of the Eastern support of her 
military power. She could be defeated only when she had 
lost her Eastern ally, the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy. That 
loss may be attributed to the artificial awakening of the 
nationalities comprising the monarchy: they were encouraged 
from foreign sources to identify their happiness with their 
’independence'. Incidents like the desertion of the Czech 
regiments, contrived by the skilful propaganda of the Allied 
Powers, tended to weaken the military resources of Germany. 
What was then done by the methods of war must now be 
done by the methods of peace.

What concrete proposals is it possible to make? The 
first necessity is a clear and dispassionate view of the 
situation; and such a view is by no means easy to take. 
Never has international political propaganda been so per
tinacious, so contradictory, and so misleading, as in the 
current affairs of Eastern Central Europe. This is not 
surprising; for it consists partly in a reaction from, and 
partly in a continuation of, the propaganda that aimed at 
the destruction of the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy. Un
fortunately, the attempt to educate public opinion in the 
matter and to discountenance the effect of the current 
misrepresentation of historical and political facts has so far 
been unsuccessful. But the time has now come when the 
British public may reasonably ask for a clear and impartial 
statement of the whole problem.

The principle of nationality, which has given rise to 
numerous and important changes in international affairs 
during the past century, exercised a profound influence on 
two regions of Europe after the War of 1914— 1918, It was 
responsible for the creation not only of the Succession States 
of the former Austro-Hungarian Monarchy, but also of the 
independent States of Finland, Esthonia, Latvia, and
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Lithuania, round the Baltic Sea. The creation of these Baltic 
States, and their entry into the League of Nations on an 
equal footing with the old States, effectually secured the 
peace and contentment of an extensive region of Northern 
Europe. Added to the Scandinavian States — Sweden, 
Norway, and Denmark — , they complete the group of 
Northern democracies. The visitor to the Baltic States in 
question cannot fail to be impressed with the progress 
towards a truly democratic community of nations which their 
establishment has achieved.

At this point it may reasonably be asked why the same 
principles were not applied when, in 1919, the Austro- 
Hungarian monarchy was dismembered and the Succession 
States were created. Why was it necessary to create 
penalized and penalizing States? It was certainly un- 
statesmanlike to prohibit Austria and Hungary from 
maintaining national armies and at the same time to permit 
the Little Entente to initiate a policy of amassing armaments. 
There was no justification for incorporating so many 
Austrians in Czecho-Slovakia, Yugoslavia, and Italy, and 
so many Hungarians (approximately a third of the population) 
in Czecho-Slovakia, Yugoslavia, and Rumania. It was 
flagrantly unjust to withold from the Croats, Slovaks, and 
Transylvanians the right of option that was readily accorded 
to the Finns, Esthonians, Latvians, and Lithuanians. An 
artificial Baltic system would undoubtedly have produced 
friction such as now threatens to endanger the peace of 
Eastern Central Europe. It should be remembered that the 
Croats are as numerous as the Finns, Esthonians, Latvians, 
and Lithuanians together, and that the Transylvanians and 
Slovaks are not less numerous than the Finns, who constitute 
the largest of the new Baltic States.

It is difficult to conceive a more perverse and tyrannical 
system than that of the minorities in Eastern Central Europe.
4,000,000 Hungarians have been peremptorily transferred to 
foreign nationality; and for their protection Minority Treaties, 
to which Great Britain is a signatory, were devised and 
concluded. These treaties, which the League is powerless to 
enforce, are repeatedly and openly violated. The entire 
system may be aptly compared to a new building so
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unsubstantially constructed that supports are necessary to 
prevent its immediate collapse. And the supports themselves 
are unsound.

This is the general aspect of the new Eastern Central 
Europe brought into being by the speculative politicians at 
St. Germain and Trianon. It is not surprising that the 
territory of the former Austro-Hungarian Monarchy is now 
the most chaotic region in Europe, and offers a tempting 
field for the diplomatic adventurer.

It must be borne in mind that the territory of the former 
Austro-Hungarian Monarchy is coveted by four nations. 
Great Britain alone holds aloof from the inglorious struggle 
to gain possession of the territories belonging to the un
fortunate countries of Central Europe.

At the outset France was the undisputed master of the 
situation in the Danubian basin. The ruthless mutilation of 
the former Austro-Hungarian Monarchy was largely the 
work of the far from clement Clemenceau. The successful 
prosecution of his scheme necessitated a whole organization 
of armed alliances. Though it was the guiding principle of 
post-War international collaboration to abandon secret 
diplomacy and the policy of alliances, the Little Entente — 
an armed alliance — was nevertheless created by France 
with the sole object of keeping Austria and Hungary in 
subjection. It was — and still is —  supplied by France with 
arms for this purpose; and, whenever complaints against its 
oppressive policy were lodged in Geneva, it could rely on 
the unhesitating support of its powerful ally.

It was only a natural consequence of such treatment 
that Austria and Hungary should seek friends among the 
other nations. Italy was not slow to appear in the field: she 
promised to lend military assistance to Austria in the event 
of an armed conflict with Germany, and to support Hungary 
in her legitimate claim to the restoration of the territories 
taken from her under the terms of the Treaty of Trianon. 
This friendship —  a new variety of international collaboration 
— is known as the Rome Protocol. The League of Nations 
was founded to give facilities for impartially examining the
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international situation: it is therefore regrettable that
separate meetings for this purpose are held at regular 
intervals by the Foreign Secretaries of the Little Entente 
States on the one hand and by those of the Rome Protocol 
States on the other.

Encouraged by this kind of open-door policy on the 
Danube, Germany also made an appearance in the field. 
The leaders of the Third Reich were irresistibly tempted by 
the possibility of adding to the population of Germany the
8,000,000 German subjects of Austria, and of penetrating 
into the Danubian valley. Dollfuss paid with his life for 
pursuing a policy of resistance to this expansion.

The Italian support of Austria and Hungary produced 
a significant effect. Feeling the inadequacy of French support, 
the Balkan members of the Little Entente — Yugoslavia and 
Rumania — sought to get on good terms with Germany, 
whose relations with Italy before 1936 had been somewhat 
cool. The inevitable reaction ensued. This defection of her 
Central European allies induced France to enter into an 
alliance with Russia. Since Czecho-Slovakia shared with 
France the feeling of impotence in the face of possible 
German aggression, she also entered into an alliance with 
Russia, offering the use of her territory for the landing of 
Russian aeroplanes. Thus, after France, Italy, and Germany, 
Russia at length found her way into the Danubian basin.

The actions of these powers are not a little at variance 
with their professions; for, while they neglect no occasion 
of emphasizing their devotion to the cause of peace, they 
are busily engaged in preparing for war. Arms, munitions, 
defensive alliances, and talks between general staffs, are 
their constant concern. The situation on the Danube is 
analogous to that of the native tribes of America in face of 
the intrigue and treachery of the European colonizers. Such 
a situation is bound to lead to an ultimate clash. In the 
interest of peace, therefore, all alien influences must be 
eliminated. The League should address itself to this task 
before it is too late. But it must be a League regarded by 
all as an impartial arbiter in questions of peace, disarmament, 
minority rights, and treaty-revision — questions that it has 
gravely neglected in the past.
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Peace in the Danubian valley can be effectually secured 
only by the exclusion of ambitious Powers and the enforce
ment of the law. Can the Powers, individually and collectively, 
be brought to realize that the present situation is not in 
their ultimate interest? It is suggested that the first 
inducement to them to withdraw would be the knowledge that 
none would enjoy a privileged position. France enjoyed such 
a position after the Armistice. Fortunately, she is now 
beginning to realize that her influence is something of an 
illusion. At any rate, the recently concluded agreement 
between Italy and Yugoslavia has made it perfectly clear to 
her that the support on which she counted is being neutralized 
by other influences. Italy undoubtedly exercises a consider
able influence in the Danubian valley; but it is not such as 
to affect the inhabitants themselves. There have been several 
anti-Italian demonstrations in Vienna and Belgrade. Budapest 
is puzzled at seeing the supporter of her revisionist claims 
guarantee the maintenance of the territorial integrity of 
Yugoslavia. There are already rumours of a like agreement 
to be concluded between Italy and Rumania.

Germany can no longer claim to enjoy the full sympathy 
of the Danubian countries. Austria will be Austrian and not 
German: she prefers, as an offset against foreign influences, 
a kind of dictatorship to Nazi rule, the bellicose character 
of which is alien from her national temper. Hungary resents 
the official pro-German propaganda among her German
speaking subjects. The Iron Guard in Rumania is typically 
German, and is not to the liking of the Rumanians. There 
is, of course, room for the economic activities of Germany; 
but her political activities are not welcome. They are 
prompted by a conviction analogous to that which underlies 
her attitude to the colonial question: if other nations have 
colonies, she too must have some. If other nations are 
penetrating into the Danubian basin, her place is there too. 
This conviction is partially justified by the appearance of 
Russia under the guise of a Russo-Czecho-Slovak military 
alliance — an appearance that is undoubtedly disquieting 
for Germany. The peculiar shape of Czecho-Slovakia offers 
the Russian aeroplanes a short route between Kiev and
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Western Europe. Germany may therefore reasonably com
plain that this constitutes a menace to her security.

It is evident that the Great Powers appeared in the 
Danubian valley one after another because each in its turn 
felt its position threatened. If a policy of withdrawal on 
their part coincides with the introduction of equity and 
justice, the authority of the League may be firmly established 
throughout the States in question. At present the situation 
is hopelessly confused. It is reminiscent of that which pre
vailed in the Middle Ages, when small provinces sought the 
protection of great military powers. At a time when Finland, 
Esthonia, Latvia, and Lithuania, freed themselves from this 
medieval practice, the unfortunate Peace Treaties imposed 
upon the States of the former Austro-Hungarian Monarchy 
the humiliating necessity of seeking protection in Paris, 
Rome, Berlin, and Moscow. Geneva was the proper place in 
which to seek protection; but the threatened States sought 
in vain. This affords a signal proof of the failure of the 
League.

It is not too late to formulate a clear and vigorous policy 
that will rehabilitate the League and put an effectual check 
on the dangerous diplomatic conjuring now in vogue.

*
♦ *

Revision and anti-revision: these are the battle-cries of 
the Danubian States. The Press in Paris, Rome, Berlin, and 
Moscow, encourages the movement that may happen to serve 
the momentary interests of their foreign policies. Anti
revision means the refusal of any change in the territorial 
provisions of the Peace Treaties. (The non-territorial pro
visions have nearly all been changed since 1919.) Revision, 
on the other hand, means the carrying into effect of the idea 
which dominated the Wilsonian principles: that citizens can
not be arbitrarily transferred from one nation to another. 
The Hungarians are keenly interested in the revisionist 
movement; for, one out of every three being obliged to live 
under alien rule, they are eager to resume Hungarian 
nationality. This antagonism will certainly lead to a conflict 
if the great Powers do not enter into a careful examination 
of the problem.
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What is the position of Great Britain in this regard? 
It is clear that, as the strongest member of the League, she 
ought to exert her influence in moving for the application 
of Article XIX of the Covenant, which provides for the 
reconsideration of obsolete treaties. The prevailing tension 
in international affairs is due not only to the errors and 
injustices of the Peace Treaties, but also to the fact that 
Article XIX (peaceful change) has not yet been applied. If 
a disastrous conflict is to be averted, Article XIX must be 
applied without delay. All the British organizations for 
promoting international peace are in favour of its immediate 
application. Great Britain cannot support the policy of the 
Little Entente, which is resolutely opposed to the return of 
the former Hungarian territories, laying stress only on 
Article X (territorial integrity) and ignoring Article XIX 
(peaceful change). If only the Little Entente States had 
treated their minorities with humanity and justice! Volumes 
could be written about the sufferings and humiliations 
heroically borne by the defenceless minorities.

France realized that the situation was an impossible 
one, but invariably proposed economic solutions that were 
one-sided and conformed to the point of view of the Little 
Entente. Austria and Hungary necessarily declined these 
proposals, since acceptance of them would have implied 
consent to the continuation of the prevalent abuses and 
injustices.

The uncertainty of the English policy, and the onesided
ness of the French proposals during the period of the League 
policy, enhance the chances of the totalitarian Powers in 
the Danubian regions.

It is impossible, within the limits of a short article, to 
offer a conclusive proof of the essential injustice of the 
situation and to submit detailed proposals for its redress. 
The territorial claims of the Hungarians are very modest: 
they seek the restitution of the narrow strips of territory, 
whose population is purely Hungarian, along the present 
frontiers. Those who have personally visited the country can 
be no longer misled by the argument that it is impossible to 
create a just frontier in a region where there are so many 
nationalities intermingled. It is true that the nationalities
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are intermingled; but it is true also that the present frontier 
obliges twenty times more Hungarians to live under 
Rumanian, Yugoslav, and Czech rule, than Rumanians, 
Yugoslavs, and Czechs under Hungarian rule. A  territorial 
change that will equalize these numbers must be effected: 
the States in question will then be equally concerned to 
respect the rights of their minorities. The task of the League, 
which is entrusted with the protection of minorities, will 
thus be considerably simplified. If the grievances of the 
minorities can be removed by a peaceful readjustment of 
frontiers under the impartial guidance of the League, the 
Danubian States will gradually resume the policy of friendly 
collaboration essential to their security and prosperity. Only 
after this has been achieved will it be possible even to 
consider a Western settlement.

What will be the practical advantages of a peaceful 
settlement? The Briand and Tardieu plans failed because 
their aim was limited to composing the economic differences 
between the peoples of the former Austro-Hungarian 
Monarchy. The political differences were ignored. The 
Hungarians stipulate that their territorial claims shall be 
settled before they will consider entering into economic 
negotiations with their neighbours. If Hungary with her 
central position and Austria with her neutralizing influence 
work in economic collaboration with neighbouring States, a 
new stage will be inaugurated in the political consolidation 
of Eastern Central Europe. Austria could thus resume her 
civilizing mission and find an extensive market for her 
products: Hungary could dispose of the surplus of her agri
cultural products and adjust herself to Czecho-Slovak 
methods of industrial and agricultural production. The 
natural resources of Rumania and Yugoslavia could be so 
utilized as to perfect this scheme of economic collaboration. 
It may be observed in conclusion that such a scheme, carried 
into full effect, would result in a considerable reduction in 
expenditure on armaments. Budgets would benefit by this 
reduced expenditure, the burden of taxation might be 
lightened, and a sound policy of international credits would
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promote the development of the rich natural resources of 
the region in question.

The benefits of collaboration would be international. 
Peace and security in the Danubian valley would enable the 
Central European States to resume their historical function 
of diminishing the chances of hostilities or alliances between 
Germany and Russia. It would be difficult for Germany and 
Russia to enter into an armed conflict or to concert a plan 
of common military action if they were separated by a group 
of States firmly united in the pursuit of a policy of con
ciliation. The position of the Danubian States between 
Germany and Russia is analogous to that of Switzerland 
between the Germanic and the Latin races.

In fine, the consolidation of the Danubian States is 
essential to the rule of peace and order in Europe. The 
majority of reflecting citizens are already keenly alive to 
this. It now rests with the governments of the nations 
comprising the League to devise a satisfactory solution of 
the Danubian problem. Once that has been solved, the 
German problem can be approached with some hope of 
achieving a real settlement.
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THE QUESTION OF THE FRONTIER BETWEEN 
CZECHOSLOVAKIA AND HUNGARY AT THE 

PEACE CONFERENCE
BY

OBSERVATOR
(Continued)
II. Ruthenia

The Treaty of Trianon severed from Hungary and 
incorporated in Czecho-Slovakia, not only Slovakia, but 
also Ruthenia — “ the territory of the Ruthenians to the 
south of the Carpathians". In his speech delivered before 
the Supreme Council of the Peace Conference on February 
5th., 1919, M. Benes asserted that the Ruthenians did not 
wish to remain under the control of the Hungarian State, 
but were anxious to form an autonomous State in close 
union with Czecho-Slovakia. This Czech statesman, then still 
anti-bolshevik in feeling, referred to the danger bound to 
arise in the event of East Galicia and the Carpathians falling 
into Russian hands. After pointing out that Poland did 
not claim this territory, M. Benes concluded by saying that 
Ruthenia would either have to remain Hungarian or to 
become a self-governing area. In the latter case, however, 
— so he asserted — that province desired to live in federal 
union with Czecho-Slovakia.1

In this connection we must note before proceeding that 
when these statements were being made the tendency pre
vailing among the Ruthenian people was undoubtedly that 
which was in favour of remaining part of Hungary. This is 
manifest from the circumstance that the biggest and most 
authoritative of the Ruthenian councils formed in the autumn

1 D. H. M iller , op. cit. V o l. 14., p . 214.
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of 1918 — that, namely, formed in the town of Ungvar 
(Uzhorod), the present Capital of the province — passed 
a resolution to that effect.2 For ever since they had — in 
the thirteenth century — settled in large numbers in Hungary, 
the Ruthenians had lived on the best possible terms with 
the Magyars, who had always spoken of them (using the 
term first employed by Francis Rakoczi II.) as “gens fidelis- 
sima” and still regard them as such. Not only did the Great 
Hungarian Lowlands easily absorb the wood and salt pro
duced in the Wooded Carpathians —  commodities of which 
those Lowlands were previously and are still extremely 
short: they also provided opportunities of labour for the 
Ruthenian agricultural labourers, who by their work during 
the harvest months were able to earn enough food to keep 
them during the winter too. The relief actions initiated in 
1896 by the Hungarian Government on behalf of the 
Ruthenian mountaineers — particularly the action directed 
by Mr. Edward Egan, a Hungarian of Irish extraction, which 
has always been known as the “Egan Action” — are still 
remembered with gratitude by the poor Ruthenian peasants; 
and the Czech press has more than once been impelled to 
establish the fact that the Czecho-Slovak Government has 
so far failed to replace the “mountain commission" which 
it suspended by any other suitable institution.

And the autonomy of Ruthenia might anyhow have 
been realised just as well within the territory of Hungary 
as within that of Czecho-Slovakia. The Revolutionary 
Governments in office in Hungary in 1918 and 1919 were 
preparing to grant this territory an autonomy similar to 
that enjoyed by Croatia; and a similar desire inspired also 
the national Government restored to power after the over
throw of Communism. When we consider that Hungary 
never failed to honestly observe the terms of the Agreement 
with Croatia concluded in 1868 which guaranteed the 
autonomy of that country, whereas the Czecho-Slovak State 
has so far failed to put into practice a single letter of the 
obligations undertaken by it in respect of Ruthenia in the

2 Dr. Leo Epstein, “Studienausgabe der Verfassungsgesetze der 
tschechoslow. Republik." Reichenberg, 1923, p. 224.
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Minority Treaty of Saint Germain, the rules of logic allow 
of no other conclusion than that the autonomy of Ruthenia 
was practically feasible only within the frame of the 
Hungarian State.

For the sake of historical completeness it should be 
noted that when, in the winter of 1919, the Ukrainian troops 
occupied Huszt, a small town lying on the eastern fringe of 
Ruthenia, a "national council” of some kind or other declared 
in favour of the annexation of Ruthenia to the Ukraine. 
The only "national council” to vote in favour of incorporation 
in Czecho-Slovakia was that of Eper jes (Presov) :3 though 
that was only after the town had been occupied by Czech 
troops. It should be noted, however, that even the Czechs 
themselves do not regard Eper jes as a Ruthenian town; for 
it was annexed, not to Ruthenia, but to Slovakia: while the 
person ultimately responsible for the resolution of the 
Eperjes “ town council” — M. Anthony Beszkid — was in 
1923 appointed “Governor” of Ruthenia (no doubt in 
recognition of his services in connection with the securing 
of that territory), though of course without the new 
"Governor” being given anything in addition to the high- 
sounding title — indeed, he was not granted even the right 
of appointing office servants. Quite apart from that, however, 
it is a historical fact that of three so-called "national councils” 
only one was found to vote in favour of incorporation in 
Czecho-Slovakia, — and that too only under the shadow of 
Czech bayonets and in a territory lying outside present-day 
Ruthenia.

• •

But, to return to the discussion of the results achieved 
by the Peace Conference. On May 8th., 1919, at the night 
conference of the Foreign Ministers already referred to, when 
dealing with Czecho-Slovakia, M. Benes, Czecho-Slovak 
Foreign Minister, alluded also to the Ruthenian question, 
declaring inter alia that the Ruthenians belonged to the same 
language group as the Slovaks, from whom they were 
separated only by the Carpathians. According to him (M.

3 Ibid.
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Benes) the two peoples were closely related, their languages 
being practically identical too, there being only slight tran
sitional shades of dialect differentiating them. The Ruthenians 
— M. Benes asserted on this occasion too — did not wish 
to remain under Hungarian rule, but were anxious to form 
an ‘ ‘autonomous State" in close union with Czecho-Slovakia. 
The then Foreign Minister of Czecho-Slovakia, when sub
mitting this question to the Peace Conference, added that 
the incorporation would probably involve considerable ma
terial sacrifices on the part of Czecho-Slovakia; but urged 
that this was the only solution calculated to ensure the 
common Czech-Rumanian frontier, which — with the Czech- 
Yugoslav-Adria corridor — was in the interests of all the 
Succession States alike.4

This latter remark is of exceptional importance, seeing 
that it throws light on the political motives which made the 
acquisition of Ruthenia a matter of such vital significance for 
the Czechs. The reason why the Czechs had originally pro
posed to sever Burgenland from Hungary and go shares in 
that territory with the Servians was that they might have a 
frontier adjoining Yugoslavia and that Hungary might be 
enclosed on the west too, — a solution of the question not 
abandoned until the Great Powers (and Italy in particular) 
showed their disapproval and then exchanged for the expedient 
of incorporating Western Hungary in Austria (a solution which 
is in reality a pan-German idea): and the reason why the 
Czechs wanted Ruthenia so badly was that they might have 
a bridge connecting them with Rumania. The other motives 
adduced by them served merely to disguise the real —  and 
paramount — motive. And they were rather clumsy in their 
work: for the assertions made by the Czechs as usual proved 
to run diametrically counter to the truth.

For the Ruthenians —  like the Serbians, Croatians, 
Poles, Bulgarians, Czechs, etc., — though as Slavs they are 
naturally related to the Slovaks, are by no means close re
latives of that people. Every student of Slav linguistics with 
only an elementary knowledge of his subject is fully aware 
that the Ruthenians are most closely related — both

4 D . H . M iller, op . cit. V o l. 16., p . 231.
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linguistically and racially — to the Ruthenians or "Little 
Russians” of Galicia and Russia —  in other words to the 
Ukrainians, — and not the Slovaks; while their literary 
language has developed under the influence of the Slav of 
the Liturgy and of Russian proper. The Slovaks belong 
culturally to the Western group; and those of them who are 
not Protestants, but Catholics, use the Latin liturgy, while 
the Ruthenians belong to the Uniate Church, some of them 
being indeed members of the Orthodox (Russian) Church. 
The Slovaks use the Latin alphabet, the Ruthenians the 
Cyrillic. At the points of immediate contact between the two 
peoples (or. to be more precise, between the Eastern Slovaks 
and the Ruthenian people) — viz. to the west of present-day 
Ruthenia, in East Slovakia — , they have naturally influenced 
one another both linguistically and racially; and, as is the 
case generally with Slav peoples, certain transitional forms 
and dialects have come into existence as common peculiarities: 
but these dialects constitute a transition, not between the 
Ruthenian and Middle Slovak (i. e. the literary language of 
the Slovaks), but between Ruthenian and Eastern Slovak, 
which latter, with its accentuation of words on the penultimate 
syllable, its whole system of phonetics and its vocabulary, 
cannot well be regarded as a Slovak language at all, being 
really just as independent a branch of the western Slav 
group as Czech, Slovak or Polish.

The weakness of Dr. Benes's arguments was felt by Lord 
Balfour, British Foreign Minister, too; and — although his 
doing so did not in any way affect the decision of the Council 
of Foreign Ministers to annex Ruthenia to Czecho-Slovakia 
— Lord Balfour pointed out that the relationship between 
the Ruthenians and the Slovaks was not close enough to 
allow of the former being incorporated without adequate 
guarantees in the same State as the latter.5

The guarantees in question were discussed on May 15th., 
1919, in the Czecho-Slovak Committee, when Dr. Benes 
declared his readiness, subject to certain reservations, to 
agree that Czecho-Slovakia should guarantee the Ruthenians 
the most generous local autonomy. The most important

5 D . H . M iller, op. cit. V o l. 16., p . 231.
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fundamental principles underlying the Memorandum sub
mitted by desire of the Committee were as follows:

1. The boundaries of Ruthenia were to be determined 
by agreement between the Czecho- Slovak Republic and the 
Ruthenian Diet.

2. Ruthenia was to have an independent Diet exercising 
legislative powers in linguistic, school and religious matters 
as well as in all questions referred to its sphere of authority 
by the Czecho-Slovak legislature. The laws passed by the 
Diet were to be “ratified" by the President of the Czecho
slovak Republic and countersigned by the Governor, who 
was to be responsible to the Diet.

3. In all other matters Ruthenia was to be represented in 
the legislative body of the Czecho-Slovak Republic by a 
number of Deputies elected in conformity with the provisions 
of the Czecho-Slovak Constitution, the said Deputies not to 
possess the right of voting on legislative questions belonging 
to the sphere of authority of the Ruthenian Diet.

4. The head of the Ruthenian Government was to be a 
Governor appointed by the President of the Republic who 
was to exercise the supreme power in linguistic, school and 
religious matters and in all matters connected with the 
internal administration. In all other matters the supreme 
authority was to be the Czecho-Slovak Government. Separate 
Ruthenian sections were to be organised in the several 
ministries. The Ruthenian courts of law were to form an 
organic part of the Czecho-Slovak administration of justice. 
However, in cases where the Parties were entitled to appeal 
to courts of justice (authorities) functioning outside Ruthenia, 
the matter was to be referred to a special court.

5. All public officials belonging to the VII. and lower 
categories (the VII. category being then that of a rank cor
responding to that of lieutenant-colonel) should be appointed 
by the Governor; those belonging to higher categories — on 
the nomination of the Governor and the Czecho-Slovak 
Cabinet Council — by the President of the Republic.

6. Ruthenia was to be represented in the Cabinet
16
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Council by a minister without portfolio appointed by the 
President of the Republic from among nationals of the State.8

The Committee having, on May 17th., approved the 
fundamental principles of the Memorandum, the latter was 
on May 23rd. submitted to the Council of Foreign Ministers. 
During the meeting of the latter Mr. Lansing, American 
Secretary of State, expressed a wish to the effect that the 
public officials should as far as possible be elected from 
among the Ruthenian inhabitants.1

The proposal of the Czecho-Slovak Committee was on 
May 29th. submitted to the “New States Committee” , whose 
sphere of activity included also the minority question. This 
latter Committee approved the proposal the same day (May 
29th.), that proposal tallying almost word for word with the 
definitive text of the minority treaty.8 The latter indeed did 
not go quite so far as the six points of M. Benes’s 
Memorandum already referred to. For it does not contain 
measures corresponding to Points 1, 4, 5 and 6 and to the 
second sentence of Point 2. On the other hand, however, in 
deference to Mr. Lansing's wish, it stipulates that the public 
officials are to be appointed as far as possible from among 
the local inhabitants. The Czecho-Slovak Delegation later on 
attempted to have the provisions of the minority treaty 
amended in favour of Czecho-Slovakia, — desiring, namely 
(that was on August 12th.), that the words "local administra
tion" occurring in Article 11 should be replaced by the 
expression "parish administration" (“administration com
munal” ) : an amendment which would have been equivalent 
to making the sphere of authority of the autonomous Diet 
extend, not to the whole field of self-government, but only 
to the administration of parishes (towns and villages). How
ever, this proposal was rejected.9

*
* *

In this connection we must remind our readers also of

8 D. H. Miller, op. cit. Vo-1. 13., p. 91. ff. and Vol. 16., p. 316. ff.
7 D. H. Miller, op. cit. Vol. XVI, p. 348. ff.
8 See D. H. Miller, op. cit. Vol. XIII. p. 98.
9 D. H. Miller, op. cit. Vol. XIII. p. 401 and 406.

17 2



DANUBIAN REVIEW

the Czecho-Slovak Memorandum usually spoken of as 
“Memoire No. 6” ,10 11 which was drafted by the present 
President of Czecho-Slovakia, M. Benes, himself.11 The first 
thing asserted by M, Benes in this Memorandum is that in 
the case of the Ruthenians the official Hungarian statistics 
distort the real figures much more seriously than in the case 
of the other non-Magyar nationalities. According to the data 
relating to the parishes in Hungary — he said — there were 
537,962 Ruthenians living in Hungary in 1900, — that being
108,000 (25°/o) more than the number shown by the statistics 
published by the Hungarian State. Let us look more closely 
into this matter.

According to the 1910 Hungarian Census, in the territory 
severed from Hungary and annexed to Czecho-Slovakia 
433,096 Ruthenians were living. As against this, the 1921 
Czecho-Slovak Census shows 458,128 Ruthenians living in 
this territory. When we consider that the Ruthenian people 
is extremely prolific (the increase shown by the Czecho
slovak Censuses as having ensued between 1910 and 1921 
is one of 17%), we find that the number of Ruthenians should 
have risen between 1910 and 1921, not to 458,128, but to at 
least 500,000. This conclusion does not in the very least 
serve to prove the correctness of the Czecho-Slovak data, 
proving on the contrary how much more exact were the data 
of the Hungarian statistics. The Czechs considered the 
figures relating to the Ruthenians shown in the Hungarian 
Census to be too low: yet we find them here showing com

10 This memorandum has been described at length by Dr. Ernest 
Flachbarth in the first volume of his work entitled "System des inter- 
nationalen Minderheitenrechtes” (p. 431). The original text in French 
with a German translation of the memorandum is given in Dr. Herman 
Raschhofer's book entitled “Die tschecho-slowakischen Denkschriften fur 
die Friedenskonferenz von Paris 1919/1920”. (Berlin, 1937, Beitrage zum 
auslandischen offentlichen Recht und Volkerrecht. Herausgegeben vom 
Institut fur auslandisches offentliches Recht und Volkerrecht in Berlin, 
Heft 24, pp. 206 to 223.) This book also contains the full text of 
Memorandum No. 5 concerning Slovakia (pp. 158 to 205). This book 
appeared only a few weeks ago, so that we did not know of these 
Memorandums when the first part o.f our present essay went to press 
but will seize the next opportunity for giving them due consideration.

11 See Raschhofer, op. cit. p. VIII.
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paratively fewer Ruthenians than the number given in the 
Hungarian statistics which were so badly abused at the 
Peace Conference — and indeed prior to and subsequently 
to that Conference.

In the next Chapter the Czecho-Slovak Memorandum 
deals with the ethnical, political and social conditions pre
vailing in the Ruthenian territory, attributing the fact that 
in 1907 no fewer than 4753 Ruthenians emigrated from 
Hungary, to “the policy of oppression” of the Hungarians and 
to the “ deliberate negligence" shown by the Budapest 
Government in respect of territories regarded as “ dangerous 
from the point of view of the Hungarian regime" — (“Elle 
est due a la politique d'oppression des Magyars et a la 
negligence voulue dont le gouvernement de Budapest faisait 
preuve a l’egard des regions considerees comme dangereuses 
pour la domination magyare").12 As against this assertion it 
will suffice to remind our readers that the number of 
Ruthenians who emigrated from Czecho-Slovakia in the 
year 1929 was 3822,13 — and that notwithstanding the fact 
that in the period in question the United States of North 
America subjected immigration to severe restrictions.

At the Peace Conference and ever since, the Hungarian 
nation has constantly shown its unreserved readiness to 
make it dependent upon the decision of the Ruthenes them
selves whether they wish to belong to Czecho-Slovakia or to 
Hungary. This willingness to consult the people concerned 
does not look as though Hungary had the slightest ground 
for believing that the “Ruthenes sought to flee to the Czech 
freedom from Hungary's yoke” .

As for the assertion of the Czechs to the effect that the 
Hungarian Government neglected the Ruthenians and treated 
them with contempt, regarding the territory inhabited by them 
as “ dangerous", what we have said above offers a sufficient 
answer.

The Czech Memorandum referred also to the circum
stance that the number of illiterates in Ruthenia was a very

12 Raschhofer, op cit. p. 206.
13 "Mitteilungen des Statistischen Staatsamtes der cechoslowaki- 

schen Republik."
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large one. This assertion is of particular interest to us in the 
present connection, because it proves that the Czechs were 
already familiar with the low intellectual standard of the 
Ruthenians, Now the fact that the Czechs postponed and 
are still postponing the fulfilment of the obligation under
taken by them at the Peace Conference —  viz, to grant 
Ruthenia autonomy, not at a fixed period, but immediately 
after the Peace Conference —  on the ground that the number 
of illiterates is very large, impels us to establish the fact 
that their procedure in this matter has been anything but 
straightforward, seeing that they should have told the Peace 
Conference that for that reason they would not be able until 
later to put the autonomy promised by them in force. 
According to official Czecho-Slovak statistics concerning 
illiterates in Ruthenia, the proportion of illiterates in this 
province has continued to be 65.67 ° / o  during the Czecho
slovak regime.14

Chapter III, of the Memorandum also rejects the sug
gestion of the union of Ruthenia and Eastern Galicia or 
Russia or the Ukraine or Poland respectively. Then it pro
tests against the Hungarian solution, declaring that the 
Ruthenians had suffered “monstrously” under Hungarian 
rule, and that both prior to the Great War and during the 
War the Hungarians had sued “ innocent" Ruthenian fellow- 
citizens en masse. According to the Memorandum the 
Ruthenians themselves were opposed to this solution, which 
in the opinion of the Czechs would run counter to justice 
and to all those principles of democracy on behalf of which 
the Great War had been fought.15 The only “monstrous” trial 
referred to by the Memorandum — evidently owing to there 
being no others available — was that at Maramarossziget 
(1912).

In this trial the two Russian agents (the Gerovski 
brothers) and the chief accused pleaded guilty to the 
charge of carrying on the forcible conversion to the Pravo- 
slav faith of the Ruthenes and admitted that they had been 
doing so in order to assist the Tsar of the Russians in his 11

11 “Ceskoslovenska Statistika.” Vol. 37.
14 Raschhofer, op. cit. p. 212.
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endeavours “to free the Ruthenes” . On the ground of their 
confessions, one of the accused was sentenced to 4 years 
and 6 months State confinement, two were sentenced to 3 
years and 2 and a half years respectively, three received 
terms of 2 years each, and 25 accused were condemned to 
terms ranging from six months to one year and eight months.16 
The choice by the Hungarian Court of the penalty of State 
confinement bears testimony to the generosity of Hungarian 
judicature towards these simple Ruthenian peasants, whom it 
treated as political prisoners. It should be borne in mind that 
State confinement was but a “custodia honesta” , by no means 
a defaming punishment. Prisoners in State confinement were 
allowed to receive visitors, to read, to correspond freely, to 
smoke etc. A  comparison between the sentences passed by 
the Hungarian Court and the sentence of 15 years' hard 
labour inflicted on University Professor Tuka clearly shows 
how the Czecho-Slovak State is settling accounts with its 
adversaries even in cases when the case for the prosecution 
is far from being as clearly proven as it was in the Marmaros 
trial.

The final conclusions drawn by the Memoire are the 
following:

"1. The Ruthenians of Hungary, who form a nation 
closely related to the Slovaks, are living under the same 
conditions as the Slovaks, with whom they are in the closest 
contact, so that their incorporation in Czecho-Slovakia would 
not cause any difficulty at all: 2. This is the solution best 
in keeping with political reality and with the principles of 
justice. In any case such a solution must be the express wish 
of the Ruthenian inhabitants of Hungary: 3. Certain repre
sentatives of the Ruthenians of Hungary have already 
expressed an opinion in favour of such solution."17

The point that strikes us particularly in the above 
conclusions is the stipulation — which we cannot but approve 
— that the “ Czech solution” must be by express wish of 
the Ruthenians of Hungary themselves. Now, the very reason

16 Miskolczy Agost: “A  maramarosi skizma-per 1913— 1914-ben.” 
Magyar Szemle. Vol. IV, Year 1928, p. 311.

17 Raschhofer, op. cit. p. 214.
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why the Hungarians have protested at all times — and still 
protest — against the incorporation of Ruthenia in Czecho
slovakia, is that the Ruthenian people itself has never 
desired such incorporation. That is why we continuously 
keep demanding that the definitive political allotment of 
Ruthenia shall be decided by plebiscite.

Their assertion to the effect that certain representatives 
of the Ruthenians (they did not yet dare to go so far as to 
assert that it was the majority of the Ruthenian people) had 
decided in favour of the “Czech solution” , the Czechs 
attempted to support by producing two documents. Let us 
see what these documents were.

The first was a protocol signed in Budapest on December 
18th., 1918,18 — on behalf of the delegation “of Carpathian 
Russia” — by an individual of the name of Michael Komar- 
nicky which reported that 22 Members of the Ruthenian 
National Council of Szolyva (Salava) headed by Komarnicky 
had submitted to the Budapest representative of the Czecho
slovak Republic (it happened to be M. Milan Hodza, the 
present Premier of Czecho-Slovakia) certain complaints and 
requests. According to the latter the Ruthenian population 
desired autonomy in the territories of the Counties of Ung, 
Bereg, Ugocsa and Maramaros and wished to be annexed as 
an autonomous territory either to the Ukraine or — a solution 
preferable for economic and geographical reasons — to 
Czecho-Slovakia. At the same time the delegation also 
expressed a wish to the effect that the Commander-in-chief 
of the Allied Armies should issue orders for the occupation 
of the Ruthenian territory of Hungary either by the Ukrainian 
or by the Czecho-Slovak army, as also that — as a con
sequence of the complete lack of provisions —  no com
mandeering should be carried out in the Ruthenian territories, 
provision being made as far as possible to relieve the painful 
food conditions prevailing in those territories. In witness 
whereof the delegation deposited 452 signatures with the 
Budapest representative of the Czecho-Slovak Republic.

Who is this Michael Komarnicky to whom Dr. Benes 
referred as one of the “certain representatives” of the

18 Ibid. p. 216—218.
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Ruthenian people? We must admit that this gentleman's 
name is unknown to us outside “Memoire No, 6". If he really 
exists, he never played any part in the political, cultural, 
economic or social life of the Ruthenians either prior to 1918 
or subsequently. And we do not know even the names of the 
22 persons forming the "delegation” headed by this Mr. 
Komarnicky, Nor do we know the names of the 452 persons 
who signed the "complaints and request" submitted by Mr. 
Komarnicky, We should be deeply grateful to the Czecho
slovak Foreign Ministry if it would publish — now, nineteen 
years after the drafting of the said "protocol" —  at least 
the names of those persons; for otherwise we should be 
impelled to believe that those persons do not exist at all.

But, whether those persons exist or not, the wish of 452 
individuals is certainly not sufficient ground for annexing to 
a foreign State 600,000 souls (that was approximately the 
population of Ruthenia according to the 1910 Census). The 
village of Szolyva (Salava) which supplied the "delegation” 
that is alleged to have waited on the representative of the 
Czecho-Slovak State in 1918 in Budapest, according to the 
1910 Census had a population of altogether 3570 souls, of 
whom less than 50°/o (viz. 1698) were of Ruthenian na
tionality, Another point worth noting is that the "delegation” 
itself did not decide definitively whether it preferred to be 
annexed to the Ukraine or to Czecho-Slovakia.

The Memorandum has another Protocol annexed to it,1*
— that, namely, which was signed by 17 Members of the 
Executive Committee (Comite directive) of the Eperjes 
(Presov) National Council, the list of signatures being headed 
by that of Dr. Anthony Beszkid, whom the Czechs later on
— in recognition of his services in this connection — 
appointed Governor of Ruthenia, — though of course without 
granting him any sphere of authority at all. This Protocol 
is dated January 7th., 1919, — i. e. after Eperjes had been 
occupied by the Czech troops. According to the protocol the 
Executive Committee unanimously accepted the proposals 
submitted by Dr. Beszkid to the effect that "on the terms 
agreed upon and as an autonomous part of the Republic of

19 Ibid. p. 220—222.
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an expressly Ruthenian character" ("a des conditions deter
m ines comme partie autonome de cette republique posse- 
dant un car act ere exclusivement ruthene”)  they should join 
Czecho-Slovakia; and the Committee authorised Dr. Beszkid 
to negotiate with the Czecho-Slovak Government on behalf 
of the Council and to endeavour to secure the most favourable 
conditions "in connection with the establishment of our State 
within the given framework" ( “ lors de la creation de notre 
Etat dans le cadre donne”).

The 17 signatures of the Protocol were very poor ground 
for the incorporation of Ruthenia in Czecho-Slovakia — 
particularly in view of the fact that the Eperjes National 
Council was not elected by the people, but was a revolu
tionary formation assembled at random, and that — as we 
have seen — the National Councils of places lying in present- 
day Ruthenia were in favour of incorporation either in 
Hungary or in the Ukraine. But, even if the legal ground had 
been adequate then, it would long ago have lost its efficacy ; 
for the conditions on which Beszkid and his party decided 
in favour of incorporation have never been fulfilled. As may 
be seen clearly from the above quotations, what these people 
dreamed of was Ruthenia as a separate State in a federalised 
Czecho-Slovakia possessing a decidedly and exclusively 
Ruthenian character. Now Articles 10— 13 of the Saint 
Germain Minority Treaty and § 3 of the Czecho-Slovak 
Constitution know nothing of an independent Ruthenia, whose 
Ruthenian character has indeed disappeared owing to the 
fact that the Czecho-Slovak Government has not carried into 
effect a single letter of the provisions relating to the autonomy 
of Ruthenia contained in the Minority Treaty and in the 
Czecho-Slovak Constitution itself.

And finally, to the Memorandum a map was annexed 
which will be found on p. 25 of the present issue. This map 
was very well calculated to mislead the Peace Conference 
which was quite unfamiliar with conditions in Hungary.

This map shows present-day Ruthenia to be everywhere 
inhabited by a Ruthenian majority. The 1910 Census, on the 
other hand, showed a Hungarian (Magyar) majority of 95% 
in the Beregszasz (Berehovo) Circuit of today, there being 
Hungarian majorities also in the Ruthenian section of the
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Map annexed to 'Memoire N° 6' submitted to Peace Conference. In contravention of the real facts 
the whole of Ruthenia is marked as inhabited solely by Ruthenians: while on the other hand the 
Ruthenian character of the northern strip of East Slovakia inhabited by Ruthenians has been

simply obliterated.
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Nagykapos (Velke Kapusany) Circuit (56.58%) and in the 
Ruthenian section of the Ungvar (Uzhorod) Circuit (58.15%). 
Although the well-known methods of the Czecho-Slovak 
Census had by 1921 reduced the proportion of Hungarians 
living in the two latter Circuits to 35.89% and 35.40% 
respectively, even the 1930 Czecho-Slovak Census showed 
37,178 Hungarians (71.51°fa) living in the Beregszasz Circuit. 
This latter datum suffices in itself to prove the mala tides 
of the drafters of that map, the object of which was to secure 
the allotment to Czecho-Slovakia also of the Hungarian areas 
of the Ruthenia of today.

Whereas the map endeavours to show the existence 
everywhere in Slovakia of “ Czecho-Slovak" islands, — in 
most cases in diametrical contravention of the real truth —, 
it fails to show the Hungarian islands existing in Slovakia 
and Ruthenia, through there are plenty of such, particularly 
in the towns.

And, finally, although the map shows a majority of 
“Czecho-Slovaks” of less than 50% in the morthern section 
of East Slovakia, nevertheless by the use of deceptive shading 
it creates the impression that these “Czecho-Slovaks" are 
not Ruthenians, whereas they are just as much Ruthenians 
as are the inhabitants of the immediately adjoining territory 
shown as Ruthenian on the map. Why, even the 1930 Czecho
slovak Census showed a Ruthenian majority of 70A9°fa and 
78°fa respectively in the Circuits of Felsovizkdz (Visny 
Svidnik) and Mezolaborc (Medzilaborec), while the 1921 
Czecho-Slovak Census showed the existence of an absolute 
majority (50.74°/o) of Ruthenians in the Stropko (Stropkov) 
Circuit and a relative majority (48.1 l°jo) of Ruthenians in 
the Homonna (Humenne) Circuit. The object of the carto
graphers was evidently to conceal the territories in East 
Slovakia with a Ruthenian majority and thereby prevent 
those territories being annexed to the autonomous province of 
Ruthenia. We must, namely, not forget that the Ruthenians 
still claim — as they did originally in 1918 too — the 
sections of the former Counties of Szepes, Saros and Zemplen 
inhabited by Ruthenians.
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We believe that what has been said above has enabled 
us effectually to refute the assertions put forward by Dr. 
Benes at the Peace Conference in justification of the 
severance of Ruthenia from Hungary and the annexation of 
that province to Czecho-Slovakia, — an end which he un
fortunately achieved. The data supplied by Dr. Benes were 
namely not checked either by the Council of Four, or by the 
Council of Foreign Ministers or indeed by the Czecho-Slovak 
Committee, — all of which forums took them as sterling 
truth, only Lord Balfour expressing doubts as to whether the 
relationship between the Slovaks and the Ruthenians so much 
stressed by Dr. Benes was really so close as Dr. Benes would 
have it to be. As a consequence the Peace Conference 
annexed to Czecho-Slovakia, not only those territories of 
Ruthenia in which the Ruthenians are undoubtedly in the 
majority, but the Hungarian sections of Ruthenia too. 
These territories were annexed without a plebiscite being 
held which would have enabled the Conference to ascertain 
the real wishes of the Ruthenian people, — and that not
withstanding the fact that “Memoire No. 6" of the Czecho
slovak Government itself admitted that the so-called "Czech 
solution” must be by express wish of the Ruthenians them
selves. The protocols which were employed by the Czechs 
in an attempt to prove that the Ruthenian people was 
anxious to be incorporated in their country — even if we 
presume the signatures they contain are all genuine — were 
signed by altogether 469 persons out of a total population 
of 600,000! And the Peace Conference nevertheless allotted 
this territory to Czecho-Slovakia.

It is true, indeed, that the allotment was made subject 
to certain guarantees being given by Czecho-Slovakia, These 
guarantees, which Lord Balfour was the first to demand, 
are contained in Articles 10— 13 of the Saint Germain 
Minority Treaty, which guarantee the Ruthenians living south 
of the Carpathians a very far-reaching autonomy. The 
"Danubian Review” has repeatedly pointed out that the 
Czecho-Slovak Government has so far not fulfilled a single 
letter of the provisions of that Treaty; so on the present 
occasion we shall refrain from again summarising the breaches 
of treaty obligations committed by that Government. All we
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would do is to note that the guarantees originally offered 
spontaneously by Dr. Benes went much farther than the 
Treaty of Saint Germain and that the Czecho-Slovak Govern
ment is nevertheless continuously flouting even the latter. 
At the Peace Conference the Czecho-Slovak Delegation 
promised everything; for they knew in advance that whatever 
obligations might be undertaken those obligations would 
never be fulfilled.

The Hungarian nation will however never cease to re
mind Czecho-Slovakia and the world at large of the existence 
of these international obligations and in the event of a failure 
to fulfil those obligations will be impelled to regard as 
unfulfilled also the condition (autonomy) on which Ruthenia 
and the Ruthenian districts of East Slovakia were allotted 
to Czecho-Slovakia. The Hungarian nation will then demand 
the restoration by peaceful means of this territory, in 
particular of the southern —  Hungarian —  districts of the 
same.
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THE STUDY OF THE ENGLISH LANGUAGE 
IN HUNGARY

B Y

ERNEST SOLYMOS

The scope of this article does not permit of an exhaustive 
treatment of the subject or of a complete history of 
the spread of the English language in Hungary. We 

are therefore compelled to confine ourselves to a general 
description of the channels along which the study of English 
started and the conditions which either furthered or retarded 
its progress.

The interest in Great Britain displayed by Hungarians 
is not of recent origin. Not to mention the sporadic, dis
connected contacts of the Middle Ages, after the catastrophe 
of Mohacs (1526) we find, especially in the history of 
Transylvania, attempts being made to secure England's 
diplomatic support, not only through the offices of the 
English ambassador in Constantinople, but also by way of 
immediate approach. More than one Prince of Transylvania 
sent envoys to England for this purpose. Jerome Laski was 
sent by King John; his court secretary, Stephen Kakas, by 
Sigismund Bathory; and Constantine Schaum by George 
Rakoczi II, to win support for Transylvanian Protestantism. 
From the third decade of the 17th century Calvinist students 
of theology made it a practice to spend some time at English 
universities, and consequently in the sphere of religion the 
influence of English Puritanism on spiritual life in Hungary 
was not inconsiderable.

The language of learning in the Middle Ages was Latin, 
and even without a knowledge of English our students of 
theology, who spoke the former language excellently, would 
undoubtedly have done well at the English universities. 
Naturally we may take it that they acquired a certain
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vocabulary in their everyday contacts, but there is no sign 
of their having attempted to impart their knowledge of 
English to others on their return. There are only a few 
indications to show that they translated English works into 
Hungarian. Thus George Korocz de Szeps, head preacher of 
Tokay, published a translation of The Kingis Quair, a work 
written by King James I of Scotland. We also know that 
Paul Medgyesi, Susan Lorantffy's court chaplain, translated 
several English theological works into Hungarian. It often 
happened, too, that Calvinist ministers who had visited 
England became teachers in Protestant colleges; thus 
Stephen Kolozsvari, who was in London in 1685, afterwards 
taught in the college at Enyed.

This was the Stephen Kolozsvari of whom mention is 
made in the diary of his journey by Chishull, chaplain to the 
British Embassy in Constantinople, who accompanied Lord 
Paget, Britain’s ambassador in Vienna, on his journey 
through Hungary. Besides Kolozsvari, Stephen Szirak. 
Calvinist minister of Csege, is also mentioned by Chishull. 
We know that both of these Hungarians had been in England; 
but Chishull does not say in what language he conversed 
with them.

Francis Rakoczi II, too, repeatedly had recourse to the 
diplomatic support of the English Embassy in Vienna; and 
his envoy, John Michael Klement, often visited the island 
kingdom. This comparatively young man was chosen by the 
Prince because he was very well educated, sharp-witted and 
“a young man versed in modern languages". Undoubtedly 
Klement, who after the disastrous end of the war of inde
pendence became a political adventurer par excellence at 
the European courts, must have spoken English well.

In the latter half of the 18th century we find scarcely 
any traces of Hungarians with a knowledge of English. For 
in the struggles of the Counter-Revolution the losing 
Protestant churches grew poor and could barely afford to 
send their theological students to the comparatively nearby 
German universities. In this period only one name is worthy 
of mention, that of Matthew Bel. He studied in Germany 
from 1704 to 1707 and taught in the school of the great 
pietist, August Francke, where modern languages were also
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taught. On his return to Hungary he became headmaster of 
a school in Pozsony, but we have no data to show that he 
taught foreign languages there.

He most probably spoke English. This is indicated by 
the fact that, in recognition of his scientific work, he was 
elected member of the Royal Society; and we also know that 
he was acquainted with English grammar and that in his 
youth his greatest ambition had been to go to England.

In the latter half of the 18th century the great 
intellectual movements of the period, rationalism, deism and 
in particular German pietism, slowly made their way into 
Hungary. The movements extended to education; and it was 
urged that not only Latin and religion, but also modern 
subjects and languages should be taught in the schools. It was 
but natural that in Hungary, especially in the Protestant 
schools, a teacher here and there should have made an 
attempt to meet the requirements of the new era.

Education as a problem not only engaged the attention 
of those whose profession it was; parents also were exercised 
to find an answer to the question of what and how their 
children should study. In treating of the 18th century we 
must distinguish the education of the children of the 
aristocracy, which in the main was individual in character, 
from that imparted in certain famous schools. It is a well- 
known fact that the Hungarian aristocracy, influenced by 
the Vienna Court, were attracted to French culture, and 
that the foreign language they learned was primarily French. 
But the interest of our magnates was also directed, though 
perhaps not simultaneously, towards England. Their interest 
in that country was, however, of a different nature and was 
concerned chiefly with questions of political economy and 
the constitution. It was but natural that parallel with this 
interest a desire should arise to learn English, in order to 
be able to study English scientific matter at first hand. This 
explains why in spite of the interest displayed in England, 
English belles lettres were not immediately discovered.

It is thus easy to understand why our aristocracy (the 
Szechenyis, Eszterhazys, Telekis and other families) not 
only visited England themselves and preserved contacts with 
English aristocratic circles, but also did their best to ensure
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their children learning English. Francis Szechenyi, who so 
insistently urged that modern languages should be taught, 
was a pupil of the Vienna Theresianum, where numerous 
Hungarian comtemporaries of his had an opportunity of 
studying English. We are in possession of many plans written 
by Hungarian aristocrats for the tutors of their children, 
and in most of them English is one of the foreign languages 
to be taught. ‘ ‘Educational plans" of this sort were drawn 
up amongst others by Count George Festetics (1799) and 
Count Ladislas Teleki. The latter’s plan is very interesting 
in that it explains why its drafter considered the English 
language of such importance; viz. because the ability to read 
English scientific literature was a cultural necessity for every 
educated person. He not only insisted on his children 
learning English, but even prescribed the method of instruc
tion. Baron Nicholas Wesselenyi, a contemporary of Kossuth, 
was educated according to this plan. From it we learn also 
that at that time there were many English teachers in 
Hungary, and Hungarian tutors were afforded opportunities 
of accompanying their pupils to foreign countries and to 
England too.

The aristocracy learned English in the Theresianum 
and from their language masters; but where did the petty 
nobles and the burghers of the cities receive the impulse to 
study foreign languages? In the German universities, more 
especially in Gottingen. The Gottingen University, the 
Georgia Augusta, was founded by King George III of 
England in 1734 and was opened in September, 1737. Within 
a short time it became famous throughout Europe and was 
much favoured by Protestant Hungarian students, who thus 
became acquainted with the English language and with 
English scientific literature and belles lettres. Of their 
number we shall mention only a few names. John Kis, 
Lutheran Superintendent (Moderator), writes in his memoirs 
that while a school-boy in Sopron he and several of his 
school-fellows, encouraged by their masters .learned English, 
without any help, from a grammar, and learned it so well 
that they were able to understand easy authors. He received 
the loan of many English books from one of his masters, 
Peter Raics. He also mentions that before entering the

32



THE ENGLISH LANGUAGE IN HUNGARY

university at Gottingen, while on a journey through Hungary, 
he saw many English books in Kesmark, in the library of 
the famous scholar John Genersich (1761— 1823). John Kis 
and several of his fellow-students learned English well in 
Gottingen and grew to like English literature exceedingly. 
It was the above-mentioned John Genersich and his pupils 
who in the school at Kesmark opened channels in Hungary 
by which English culture spread. In his little book on 
education, written for the aristocracy, he advised English 
instead of French governesses for young girls. His reader 
for the young contains stories of Alfred the Great and of 
Lady Jane Grey. In the famous Debrecen College many 
students who afterwards became Hungarian poets learned 
English privately. Besides Adam Horvath de Palocz and 
Joseph Peczeli, mention must also be made of one of the 
professors of the College, the savant Esaiah Budai, who 
studied in Gottingen. It was probably his encouragement that 
led the pupils of the College to take up the study of English.

As these examples show, by the end of the 18th century 
neither encouragement nor zeal was lacking where the study 
of English was concerned. If we consider Adam Horvath de 
Palocz and John Kis as belonging to the second generation, 
we may say that interest in the English language began to 
awake in the seventies of the 18th century. A  greater impulse 
still was given to the study of English by the fact that the 
newspapers inaugurated in the closing years of the century 
often published news from England, especially reports of 
English constitutional life and parliamentary battles. Samuel 
Decsy, who had been a student at Gottingen University, 
urged the teaching of modern languages both in the Becsi 
Magyar Kurir and in his book Pannoniai Fenix (Vienna, 
1771), on the principle that they would prove useful for the 
purpose of establishing contacts in the field of national 
economy. He advised the Hungarian nobility to follow the 
example of the English peers, who were not ashamed to take 
an active part in economic life. Decsy urged the Hungarians 
to get into touch with them, the sine qua non of that being 
a knowledge of English.

Encouragement of this kind led to a more rapid spread 
of the study of English, mostly by way of private endeavour.
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The means of study were abundant, although scarcely any 
English grammars were published in Hungary. But in fact 
there was no need of books explaining the English grammar 
in Hungarian, since the Hungarian public interested in 
scientific works were accustomed to read them in Latin or 
German and procure them from booksellers in Germany and 
Austria. In the latter half of the 18th century English 
grammars, dictionaries and lexicons innumerable appeared 
in Gottingen, Jena and Leipzig. One of these was N. Bailey’s 
English Dictionary, which reached its fifth edition in 1778 
and was reprinted in a revised edition in the first half of 
the 19th century. Another even more widely spread book 
was Theodore Arnold's famous grammar, the Grammatica 
Anglicana oder englische Grammatik, which was published 
several times not only in Leipzig but also in Vienna (1782, 
1793, etc.). A  copy of this work exists in the library of 
Alexander Kisfaludy. Other books to appear in Vienna were 
N. Sammer's Englische Sprachlehre (1783) and his Neuste 
Englische Grammatik (1795). It is not impossible that 
Peyton's famous work, “The Elements of the English 
Language etc.’ ’ (London), which ran to several editions in 
the latter half of the 18th century, or its French version, 
Les Elements de la langue Angloise (London), reached 
Hungary as early as the 18th century, for those books are 
to be found in several Hungarian libraries.

There was no lack of reading matter. The catalogues of 
the best Vienna and Pest booksellers, copies of which are to 
be found among the volumes bequeathed to the Hungarian 
Academy of Sciences by Count Ladislas Teleki, witness that 
numerous English publications were to be had in the latter 
half of the century. Here mention will only be made of a 
few. In a French catalogue of books dating from 1762, 
Frederic Bernardi, a Vienese bookseller, includes 21 English 
books, among which, together with works on geography, 
philosophy and pedagogy, we find English-German, English- 
Italian, English-Latin dictionaries, a French grammar in 
English and alongside of Young’s poems an anthology of 
the works of modern poets (“A  Select Collection of Modern 
Poems", Glasgow, 1759), as well as a volume of the “Tatler" 
and the “ Spectator" and an 8-volume edition of “Clarissa
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Harlowe” . Johann Friederich Jahn's German catalogue offers 
5 English books, one of which is Arnold's grammar and 
another an anthology published in Halle.

In Hungary Louis Schedius published annually a 
catalogue of the new books of the year ( Allgemeines Ver- 
zeichniss der inldndischen Bucher). The catalogue for 1802 
contains only two English books: Hume's History and an 
essay on art. By the end of the 18th century we find a great 
decrease in the number of foreign books, even in the Vienna 
catalogues. The French Revolution and the European events 
connected with it led the Emperor to introduce severe 
measures to prevent the importation of foreign books and 
magazines and to forbid Hungarian youths to study at foreign 
universities. This also implied a more rigorous control of 
schools, especially with a view to prevent masters teaching 
more subjects than prescribed in the curriculum. As neither 
the first nor the second Ratio educationis made provision 
for the teaching of modern languages, it is no wonder that 
we experience a distinct retrogression at the turn of the 
century, as regards both contacts with England and the study 
of English.

It was not merely by chance that Szechenyi strove to 
turn the attention of Hungarian public opinion towards 
England again in the twenties of the 19th century. But 
without a knowledge of the keen interest displayed in the 
previous century it would be impossible to explain the rapid 
strides with which Hungarian society was able to follow 
Szechenyi's lead. “From the twenties of the 19th century 
it was English politics and economy that were the most 
admired in Hungary; they were considered an example in 
every way, and large numbers of Hungarians learned 
English and visited the island kingdom.” That people were 
prompted to learn English was due mainly to those of our 
authors who had made the acquaintance of English literature 
and strove to give the Hungarian reading public an 
opportunity of enjoying its masterpieces. Already in 1817 
Gabriel Dobrentei of the Transylvanian Museum writes that 
as many young people as possible ought to learn English 
and translate English books into Hungarian. The Minerva 
of Upper Hungary recommends prospective writers to learn
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English. The English also began to discover Hungary. 
Especially after the introduction of steamship navigation they 
began in large numbers to visit this country, through which 
ran the London-Constantinople route.

Thus in the first half of the 19th century not only was 
the encouragement to learn English privately great, but also 
the opportunities of doing so were ample. Alexander Fest, 
in his essay ‘ ‘Data concerning the spread of the English 
language", publishes numerous particulars showing how many 
teachers of languages, native English teachers as well as 
Hungarians, advertized for pupils in the magazines and 
daily newspapers of that period, not only in Budapest, which 
was then beginning to be a literary centre, but also in several 
provincial towns. Count Aurelius Dessewffy expressed 
pleasure at the spread of English, but deplored that it was 
confined to conversations in English with trainers and 
grooms and the reading of a few fashionable novels.

It is doubtful whether the teaching of English as an 
institution existed in that period. We have no proof that it 
did; all we see is that, after the pattern of the Sopron school, 
the literary societies formed in certain schools made the 
study in groups of modern languages an item of their 
programmes. Thus in Sarospatak in 1832, under the leader
ship of Bartholomew Szemere, a law student, who later 
became Minister, a literary society was formed, which was 
sanctioned by the diocese on condition that its members 
undertook to learn French, German and English. Outside 
the framework of these literary societies the Budapest 
Lutheran secondary school was the only one of which we 
possess data showing that foreign languages were taught as 
extra subjects, partly by teachers of languages, partly by 
teachers belonging to the school. In the forties the Presbiterv 
decided that the teaching of English, French and Italian was 
desirable and therefore appointed de Lambert professor of 
English, who in his inaugural address delivered in German 
expounded the object of teaching modern languages. We 
have no data relating to other schools, but this by no means 
signifies that teachers who knew English did not teach it 
to private pupils, even perhaps to groups. Charles Szeleczky*
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a master of the Pozsony Lutheran Lyceum, for instance, 
wrote an English grammar, and in the very middle of the 
Great Plain, among the teachers of the Lutheran secondary 
school in Szarvas, an institute struggling with financial 
difficulties, we find the name of Michael Boszy, who in 1810 
translated the works of Shakespeare into Slovak, as well as 
those of the great scholar Maurice Bloch de Ballag, John 
Vajda and Julius Louis Dallos, the first lecturer in English 
language and English literature in Budapest University.

In 1806 F. Charles Alauda received permission to 
organize English courses in the building of the Budapest 
University. This permission was renewed in 1823, but only 
on condition that instruction was to be imparted gratis. It 
was Thun who encouraged the teaching of modern languages 
at the University; and in 1849 he introduced English, which 
— as in the past — was taught by language masters.

The development of English philological literature 
belongs to the latter half of the 19th century. Besides the 
above-mentioned English grammer by Charles Szeleczky. 
one with notes in Latin and an English reader were 
published in 1825 by Lemouton. In 1842 Michael Kis wrote 
the first English grammar in Hungarian and in 1848 Emery 
Freyrech published another English grammar, also in 
Hungarian. The first complete English grammar, reader and 
dictionary, written with excellent pedagogic feeling, were 
the work of Julius Louis Dallos. His works, first published 
in 1853, ran to many editions. With the collaboration of 
Arthur Patterson a revised edition of these works was 
published early in the 20th century. They were very popular 
with Hungarian students of English. Besides the works 
enumerated above, numerous more or less complete grammars 
and dictionaries were published, which shows that the desire 
to learn English never faltered, and a really widespread 
wish was met by the Minister of Education when in 1884 
he requested the Faculty of Philosophy to create a chair 
of English language and English literature.

From 1849 on Louis Lewis, language teacher, and later 
James Egan had taught English at the University. In 1869 
Julius Louis Dallos was appointed reader. After these pre
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liminaries Arthur Patterson, the first official professor of 
English in Budapest University, began his lectures. From 
1896 to 1899 he was assisted by Arthur Yolland, who from 
1899 on became sole Professor of English. The generation of 
teachers trained by Professor Yolland have made the study 
of English possible in secondary schools and thus the wish 
of many preceding generations has seen fulfilment.

—  y  —
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BILL DEALING W ITH PREROGATIVES AND ELECTION 
OF REGENT PASSED W ITH IMPRESSIVE UNANIMITY BY 

HUNGARIAN PARLIAMENT

An event wellnigh unique in the history of parliaments has 
taken place in Hungary: The Bill extending the prerogatives of 
the Regent and regulating the election of future Regents has been 
passed with the unanimous and enthusiastic assent of all the 
political parties. Both in the Lower and in the Upper House this 
important Bill was voted, solemnly and unanimously and without 
debate, by a Parliament that had for the occasion risen above all 
party standpoints. An epoch-making Bill of this nature usually 
provokes bitter debates in every Parliament; this was almost 
always the case in the past in Hungary too, even when con
stitutional Bills of far less importance were introduced. In this 
case the debates preceded the reading of the Bill. The Prime 
Minister sent the draft to the several political Parties; certain 
paragraphs were opposed, and it was only after a compromise 
satisfactory to all concerned was effected that the Bill was read 
in a plenary session of Parliament.

The national unity thus so impressively demonstrated proves 
not only that all the Hungarian Parties are able to arrive at an 
agreement on questions of vital importance, but also how strong 
the spirit of constitutionalism, of parliamentarism, is in this 
nation, whose constitutional traditions are —  next to Britain's 
—  the oldest in Europe. The Parties carried all their objections; 
they did not relinquish any of the nation's rights, all of which 
were duly asserted in the course of the discussions with Govern
ment. It was a triumph of historical importance for the Prime 
Minister and his Party as well as for the Opposition. And, in 
particular, it was a triumph of that constitutional spirit which 
on due occasion is able to unite all the political factors in the 
country and create a united national public opinion.

For the rest, the Bill, which has now become law, has 
extended the Regent's sphere of authority, giving him the right 
to return the Bills passed by Parliament twice with a statement 
of his reasons for doing so. If, however, Parliament still maintains 
the twice rejected Bill, the Regent must promulgate it as Law 
within 15 days. In a sealed letter the Regent may recommend
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for election as his successor three citizens of full age. The Prime 
Minister shall attest the seals and hand the letter to a committee 
consisting of high public dignitaries. In the event of the office 
of Regent becoming vacant a Council of State will, with certain 
reservations, exercise the Regent’s rights until the new Regent 
is elected. The Council of State will consist of the Prince 
Primate, the Prime Minister, the presiding judges of the Curia 
(Supreme Court of Appeal) and the Administrative Court, the 
commander-in-chief of the National Defence Army and the 
Speakers of both Houses of Parliament. The committee must 
arrange for the National Assembly —  consisting of the members 
of both Houses of Parliament —  to meet for the election of the 
new Regent within eight days. The members of this National 
Assembly shall first —  if the former Regent has exercised his 
right to nominate a choice of successors —  decide by secret 
ballot whether they accept one of his nominees. If not they will 
elect a nominee of the National Assembly. At least 50 nominations 
are necessary for candidature and the final election will choose 
that one of the three candidates who receives the greatest number 
of nominations. The new Regent must receive over 50% of all the 
votes cast. The new Law also ordains that the Regent, whose 
term of office is for life, may not be called to account and that 
the right of advowson —  which in the Catholic Church is a 
prerogative of the King as Apostolic King of Hungary —  is not 
affected by the circumstance that the Regent does not exercise it.

—  y —

LORDS AND REVISION

On June 30th, the British H ouse o f Lords discussed the 
future of the League of Nations, tried to find an explanation 
for its weakness and examined the possibilities of making it a 
really effective instrument for the preservation of the peace of 
the world.

In the course of the debate which followed Lord Rennell’s 
motion, light was thrown from every side on the grave dilemma 
whether the League should be reformed or not, and if so how 
should it be reformed, how should its constantly weakening 
authority be restored? The noble Lords who took part in the 
debate on the reform of the Covenant, may have disagreed on 
various minor points, but they were all unanimous in admitting 
that 1) an unsound status quo was created by the peace treaties 
in 1919; 2) there are many nations who are justifiably and 
profoundly dissatisfied with the present state of affairs; 3) the 
dissatisfaction and the legitimate grievances of the unfairly 
treated nations are a constant menace to the peace of the world;
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4) it is the task and duty of the League to remedy injustices and 
to remove grievances.

The House of Lords arrived at the conclusion that firm and 
lasting peace could not be established unless the unjust and 
unjustifiable treaties were revised and grievances remedied 
through the machinery of the League of Nations. "The impractic
ability of a rigid maintenance of the status quo”  was the cautious 
phrase by which THE EARL of PLYMOUTH, Parliamentary 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, placed the official 
seal on the plea of so many representative members of the House 
of Lords in favour of peaceful change through the League.

Inability o f the League to Rem edy the Faults o f the Treaties
THE MARQUES of LOTHIAN gave an illuminating analysis 

of the causes of the weakness of the League. He said that "there 
is hardly a citizen of this country who does not accept the 
League as an ideal, as a practical piece of machinery for the 
elimination of international discord, and for the solution of 
international disputes by peaceful means. But, on the other hand, 
I think more and more people are asking themselves whether 
the machinery which was constructed at Paris in 1918 can 
achieve the objects which its expounders had in view."

Why is the League's structure inefficient to settle disputes 
and to ensure peace? Lord Lothian has unhesitatingly given the 
answer: “My own view is that by far the greatest cause of the 
breakdown of the League of Nations has been the inability of 
the League during the years which followed the war to remedy 
those faults in the Treaty of Versailles which hardly anybody 
now regards as having been either justified or just."

Lord Lothian's statement implies the recognition of the 
necessity of revising an unsound status quo. Lord Lothian un
hesitatingly admitted that "mistakes were inevitably made in 
1919 by people who were suffering from four years of war-time 
propaganda, who had no access to the literature of the origins 
of the war, and who were in those conditions inevitably bound 
to do things which were unsound in themselves and which ought 
to have been corrected within a very few years. And it has been 
the failure of the League to do that which is, I think, the 
fundamental reason why it has become weaker in later years."

Lord ASTOR read quotations from contemporary English 
newspapers indicating that the errors of the treaties had been 
recognized in time and that as far back as in 1919, eminent 
British publicists did not conceal their conviction that the treaties 
imposed on the defeated Powers would lead to recurrent 
European chaos or war. “A  leading article in the "Manchester 
Guardian" said that the Peace Treaty had set up in Central
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Europe a permanent centre of vehement and well-founded dis
content."

Lord A stor  told the House of Lords how President W ilson, 
when introducing the Covenant or speaking in support of it, 
admitted that in the war atmosphere there had been mistakes; 
that the atmosphere was not right for creating a durable, fair 
or just peace; and that it was his desire that Article 19 of the 
Covenant should be used for revising the Treaties.

N eed to R evise an Intolerable S t a t u s  Q u o
The unsoundness of the status quo created by the imposed 

Treaties explains and justifies the growing dissatisfaction and 
accounts for the constant menace of war; and it is high time that 
the League of Nations should be made strong enough to remove 
grievances that are both justified and dangerous. This has been 
fully admitted by both Lord Lothian and Lord A stor.

The difference between the views of the two distinguished 
Lords was that, according to Lord Lothian, without altering the 
Covenant and on the basis o f the general acceptance o f the status 
quo, a far more effective instrumentality than now exists should 
be created for bringing about revision. The creation of adequate 
machinery for peaceful change should, in the view of the noble 
Lord, precede  any immediate action that may be decided on for 
altering the status quo.

Lord A stor  took a different view on this particular but 
capital issue: the alteration of the present intolerable status quo 
which has given rise to dangerous discontent calls for immediate 
action and must precede the establishment of adequate machinery 
for revision through the League of Nations. “As I see it, the 
right objective is first of all to get justice, to get fair play, to get 
a sound status quo. That is the first essential, and after that you 
should get machinery for dealing with new grievances as they 
arise. If we get that, we may have a reasonable hope that peace 
will follow. The wrong way of looking at this question is to say 
that the first essential is to have an absence of fighting and 
secondly, to hope that justice will follow. An absence of fighting 
is not the greatest desideratum. An absence of fighting is not a 
secure peace. It is not a healthy state of things if there is sullen 
discontant, a feeling of grievance and injustice, under the sur
face." —  such was Lord Astor's remarkable comment.

Lord Lothian, as we see, only differs from Lord Astor 
in the methods of revision, in timing the two essential phases of 
a peaceful procedure; but he is not less in favour of revision 
through the League than Lord Astor. "Article 19 has never 
actually been invoked; and there is no machinery, as far as I 
know at present, in existence by which it can be brought into
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effect. That is by far the biggest single addition to the machinery 
of the League which is necessary" —  Lord Lothian said.

Impracticability of a Rigid Maintenance o f the S t a t u s  Q u o
Summing up the debate and replying to what he described 

as "the brilliant analysis made by various noble Lords of the 
difficulties which clearly confront Members of the League in their 
attempt to find the right method of applying the principles of 
the Covenant", —  the Earl o f Plymouth, Parliamentary Under
secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, referred to the criticisms 
that the League existed only to maintain the status quo. He 
pointed out that Article 19 of the Covenant existed and that it 
recognised the “impracticability of a rigid maintenance of the 
status quo” . The Earl of Plymouth then made a statement which 
deserves special attention and which should be heard in every 
country, especially where the posibility of revision through the 
League of Nations is being rejected on the ground that unanimity 
would be needed for passing a resolution revising any provision 
of the peace treaties.

The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs said: "His 
Majesty's Government considered that a clear expression of 
opinion on the part of a great majority of the Assembly would 
undoubtedly exert moral pressure on the side of remedying in
justices."

Hungary and the Plea o f the Lords
In no country will the plea of the Britist Lords in favour of 

setting up adequate machinery for remedying grievances be better 
understood and appreciated than in Hungary. "Unsound status 
quo"; “mistakes in the peace treaties” ; “legitimate grievances"; 
"sincere desire for creating an effective instrumentality for a 
revision by peaceful means” —  apply to Hungary more than to 
any other defeated country.

“Can anyone imagine that Hungary will ever be satisfied 
with the present position?" —  Lord Mansfield  asked the House 
of Lords in the course of the debate on League reform.

It is hardly necessary to remind students of Central 
European politics what Hungary's grievances are. The territorial 
provisions of the Treaties, the severance against their will of 
nearly 4 million Hungarians, the persecution of these Hungarians 
by their new rulers, —  all these things call for action. The 
League has so far proved utterly incompetent either to apply 
Article 19 or to ensure the observance of the Treaties for the 
protection of the minorities. Hungary therefore warmly welcomes 
the recommendations of so many distinguished members of the 
House of Lords who have so eloquently pleaded for such reform 
of the Covenant as would enable the League to remedy grievances 
and to ensure peace based on justice. —  y  —
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APPEAL OF SLOVAK COUNCIL BEFORE THE 
BRITISH PARLIAMENT

Not long ago Father Francis Jehlicka, President of the Slovak 
Council in Geneva, and its Vice-President, M, Victor Dvortchak, 
published a striking pamphlet entitled "Should Great Britain go 
to war for Czechoslovakia?” (Hazell, Watson and Viney Ltd. 
London and Aylesbury). The pamphlet points out the unnatural 
geographical structure of the Czechoslovak Republic, attacks the 
Czecho-Bolsevist Pact, discloses the absurdity of the slogan of 
Czechoslovak democracy and draws the following conclusions:

. .  not the Czechs who deserve England's sympathy, but 
the many other nationalities under Czech domination: the
Slovaks, Sudeta-Germans, Ruthenes, Hungarians, and Poles. 
These are the peoples that should be commiserated, these are 
the peoples that are most in need of help.

“Even if they had joined the Czechs of their own free 
will, they would deserve to be pitied; for to err is human. 
But here the case is the very contrary: they were thrown into 
the Czech prisons against their will. Those statesmen who 
were responsible for drawing the new map of Europe never 
cared to consult these peoples; no plebiscite or referendum 
has ever been held in this part of the world.

"These peoples would have been even less eager to join 
the Czech State, had they known that it would make friends 
and conclude a military agreement with Soviet Russia. All 
these peoples are faithful believers in God: they are all true 
Christians who can hardly bear the thought that together 
with the Czechs they have also been subjected to the influence 
of “Bolshevia", and that in the event of war they will be 
made to shed their blood for the victory of Bolshevism.

“And if we claim justice for these peoples, nobody can 
say that we are unjust towards the Czechs.

“Such an accusation would only be justified if it could 
be said that we meant to inflict a loss on the Czechs, taking 
away from them something that is really their own. Yet 
nothing really belongs to the Czechs except the land they 
inhabited before the War —  Bohemia. W e do not suggest that 
Bohemia should be mutilated. Let each one have his own 
share: that is the principle of justice. Therefore let the Czechs 
have that, and only  that, which is their own.

"Czech statesmanship has so mutilated Hungary that she 
has lost all her natural frontiers. More than 3,000,000 
Hungarians have been separated from Hungary and handed 
over to their neighbours. Whenever the Hungarians complain 
against this state of affairs and demand the readjustment of 
the frontiers (revision), the Czechs vehemently protest against
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revision and think it a just thing that Hungary should not 
even have her ethnographic frontiers. It is therefore all the 
more justifiable to demand that the Czechs should be confined 
within their ethnographic boundaries.

"The possibility of a peaceful revision is given in Article 
XIX of the League Covenant. But the Czechs will not even 
hear of revision, contending that revision means war. More
over, they are considering the possibilities of a preventive 
war, as we have seen.

"The public opinion of Great Britain must be made to 
understand that our Slovak soldiers will not fight for the 
Czechs and the Soviet Russians. Nor will the Sudeta-Germans, 
the Hungarians, the Poles, or the Ruthenes fight for them.

"English fathers and mothers, do not allow your sons 
to sacrifice their lives for a bad cause like the Czecho- 
Bolshevik cause."

Mr. Sorensen’s Question in Parliament 
The pamphlet has been discussed in the British House of 

Commons. On 5th July Mr. Sorensen (Leyton, W . Lab.) put 
questions to Mr. Eden, Foreign Secretary. This was reported in 
"The Times” of 6th July as follows:

Mr. Sorensen asked if Mr. Eden was aware that a 
party styling itself the Slovak Council had been sending 
propaganda to this country regarding Czechoslovakia and 
whether he could give any information as to the status of this 
body.

Mr. Eden said he was not aware of this.

On 21st July Mr. Sorensen repeated his questions. According 
to the newspapers he asked the Foreign Secretary wether he had 
received representations from the Czech authorities in connection 
with the "misleading Hungarian propaganda” against Czecho
slovakia going on in Great Britain, and whether the Foreign 
Secretary was able to make a statement concerning the situation 
of the minorities in Czecho-Slovakia. Mr. Eden's reply to the 
first question was in the negative. Regarding the second he 
reminded Mr. Sorensen that the situation of the minorities in 
Czecho-Slovakia was regulated by the minority treaty signed by 
Czecho-Slovakia in 1919. Mr. Sorensen then said that many 
members of the House of Commons had received a propaganda 
pamphlet, apparently from a Hungarian source, the object of 
which was the disintegration of Czecho-Slovakia. He asked the 
Foreign Secretary whether he was willing to take steps in the 
matter and acquaint the "Hungarian authorities responsible for 
this propaganda" that their behaviour —  so said Sorensen —  
was extremely ill-willed and not to the credit of the Hungarian 
nation. Mr. Eden said he had no knowledge of this matter, but
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had full confidence in the members who had received the 
pamphlet. Thereupon Mr. Sorensen asked whether the Foreign 
Secretary would be willing to take steps to have the propaganda 
pamphlet in question inquired into. Mr, Eden made no reply to 
this question.

In an interview granted to the London correspondent of 
the “Pesti Hirlap" which appeared in the issue of July 24, Mr. 
Sorensen stated that at the time of his question he was thinking 
of the appeal of the Slovak Council and that it was after reading 
it that he had decided to call the attention of the Foreign 
Secretary and the House of Commons to that sort of propaganda. 
He had attributed the work to Hungarian propaganda, because 
he had at first been informed that it was printed in Hungary and 
that even if official Hungary was not behind the Slovak Council 
the latter was maintained with the support of certain Hungarian 
circles. The Hungarian journalist thereupon told Mr. Sorensen 
that Hungary had nothing to do with the Slovak Council or the 
pamphlet. Mr. Sorensen's reply was that in his opinion the ad
mittedly objective Hungarian information work would suffer in 
England were it to come to light that this pamphlet had originated 
in Hungary. He also said, however, that nobody in England, 
least of all himself, had any objection to a Hungarian propaganda 
that in a proper form revealed the wrongs undoubtedly done to 
Hungary in the Peace Treaties. He referred to Sir Robert Gower's 
last work on minority problems and declared that there was not 
a single person in the House or in the country who did not 
approve of work of that sort. In his opinion everything must be 
done to protect minorities and eliminate injustices. He was well 
aware that the forces dominating in the Succession States were 
oppressing the Hungarians as well as the rest of the minorities 
and that this was not to be tolerated. If he could do anything to 
help the Hungarian minorities he would certainly do his best. 
England was the home of liberty and would always protest 
against oppression, come from what side it might. Wellfounded 
complaints could always count on a fair hearing in Great Britain. 
But in his opinion Hungary could not have anything in common 
with the attack launched against Czecho-Slovakia in the work 
issued by the Slovak Council. The British nation loathed the idea 
of war and there had never been any possibility anywhere of 
Great Britain going to war for any country in Central Europe.

Mr. Sorensen deserves all praise for his frank statements. 
W e entirely agree with what he says about Hungarian propaganda, 
Sir Robert Gower's book and Britain's Central European policy. 
But may we be allowed to remark that the appeal of the Slovak 
Council did not appear in Hungary, but in England. It is an 
organization not of Hungarians but of Slovaks driven out of their 
native land who in the elementary outburst of a well-justified
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bitterness perhaps offend English ears accustomed to a more 
moderate tone, but for whom allowance must be made if we con
sider the lamentable conditions under which the Slovaks of 
Czecho-Slovakia live.

“ W ho is Traducing C zecho-S lovakia?”  
In conclusion mention must be made of an article that 

appeared on 23rd June in the “Central European Observer", which 
is published under the aegis of the Foreign Ministry in Prague by 
the Orbis firm. The article: “Who is Traducing Czechoslovakia?” 
contains no objective arguments, but is merely a virulent attack, 
full of personal insults, on Jehli£ka's and Dvortchak's pamphlet. 
That organ of Czech propaganda did more harm than good to 
Czecho-Slovakia by replying to the Slovak Council's appeal with 
a personal attack on its authors instead of with arguments. The 
real enemies of Czecho-Slovakia are not to be sought for among 
those who struggle for the rights of their nation, whether —  like 
Hlinka —  at home, or —  like Jehlicka and Dvortchak —  in 
compulsory exile, but amongst those who refuse to grant Slovakia 
the rights guaranteed to the Slovaks by the Czechs in the Pitts
burg Convention of May 30, 1918, which was signed on behalf 
of the latter by Dr. Masaryk himself. —  y  —

“THE FRIENDSHIP BETWEEN AMERICANS AND  
HUNGARIANS IS BECOMING STRONGER EVERY YE AR "

“The friendship between Americans and Hungarians is 
growing stronger every year: the reciprocal affection of the two 
peoples too. The Americans have come to love the Hungarians 
through the person of Louis Kossuth. Every American citizen 
visiting Hungary adds to the number of true friends of Hungary 
in America; for the more Hungarian air an American breathes 
in this country, the greater the affection he feels for Hungary 
and Budapest.”

These were the words spoken by Mr. Howard K. Travers, 
in his official capacity as deputy charge-d'affaires of the American 
Legation, when he laid a wreath on the statue of George 
Washington in Budapest. Mr. Travers further explained that 
Louis Kossuth had graven his name in the soul of the American 
people.

The speech was made by the American diplomat during 
the ceremony commemorating the Fourth of July —  the day on 
which the American Declaration of Independence was issued —  
before the Budapest statue of George Washington erected by 
the generosity of American Hungarians which was the first 
outward symbol of the Americophile sympathies of the Hungarian
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people. During the ceremony —  which is held every year on 
July 4th. with enthusiasm and due pomp —  Baron Paul 
Forster, Minister Plenipotentiary (retired), was the official 
speaker: he begged the American Hungarians not to forget their 
origin but at the same time to be faithful citizens of their adopted 
country, the great Republic of America.

• •
It was this same sympathy for America that was reflected 

in the enthusiastic cordiality with which the widow of General 
Bandholtz was feted in Budapest. Mrs. Bandholtz visited Buda
pest as the guest of Hungarian society for the purpose of placing 
a wreath on the statue of her late husband in the presence of 
a large and enthusiastic gathering. As is well known, last year 
the Hungarians erected a statue to the memory of the late 
General Bandholtz, the American soldier who during the 
Rumanian occupation of Budapest saved the lives of many 
Hungarians and protected many valuable Hungarian treasures 
against the depredations of the Rumanians. It was owing to his 
energetic action, for instance, that the Rumanian soldiers were 
unable to carry off the unique treasures of the Hungarian National 
Museum.

THE PREMIER OF HUNGARY AND THE QUESTION 
OF MILITARY EQUALITY

In a statement made to a correspondent of the Swedish 
journal "Nya Dagligt Allehanda” Premier Daranyi deals with 
the present problems of Hungary. This statement includes inter 
alia the following passages: —

"In the general race in armaments Hungary is today 
practically the only State in Europe which in consequence of 
the intolerable relevant provisions of the treaties of peace is 
not yet on a footing of equality; in other words, Hungary 
is still forbidden to organise and develop that legitimate 
self-defence which is the natural right of every State . . . "

“The chief endeavour of all conscientious statesmen is to 
leave no stone unturned to avert a fresh World War; for such 
a war would undoubtedly be a catastrophe to European 
civilisation”, —  the Prime Minister continued. —  “The Hun
garian Government is of the opinion that Europe cannot 
expect a brighter or better future except as a consequence of 
a true, constructive peace. Such a peace would render possible 
an adjustment of the conflicts of interests as between the 
several States by reciprocal agreement and compromise with
out any prejudice to the prerogatives or the dignity of either 
of the States concerned,”
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THERE IS EVERY POSSIBILITY OF A  FAVOURABLE  
DEVELOPMENT OF THE RELATIONS BETWEEN  

HUNGARY AND YUGOSLAVIA

M. Kalman Kanya, Hungarian Foreign Minister, received a 
correspondent of the Belgrade “Vreme", to whom he made a 
statement which appeared in the July 10th. issue of that journal:

"I  would ask you kindly to note down accurately our present 
conversation, to prevent any misunderstandings arising sub
sequently, As you know, you are the first publicist, not only 
from Yugoslavia, but from the countries of the Little Entente 
generally, with whom I have had a conversation; so I would ask 
you to listen carefully.

‘‘In her foreign policy Hungary is quite decided: her only 
object internationally is close co-operation with her friends, to 
whom she will always remain loyal. The ties of friendship 
binding us to Italy and Austria as signatories of the Rome 
Protocols, not only exist unchanged; recently they have become 
stronger than ever. The same is true of our friendship with the 
German Empire, which is based on the reciprocal interests of 
the two States.

“Like our general foreign policy, that relating to the Danube 
Basin is also inspired by the same peaceful principles. We 
sincerely desire normal relations between our country and our 
neighbours. W e are fully conscious, however, that there are still 
certain obstacles in the way of a rapprochem ent, and that it is 
only after the removal of those obstacles that we shall be able 
to approach those States from which we are separated by 
differences of varying significance. W e still need time: but I am 
convinced that with a certain amount of goodwill and reciprocal 
concessions it will eventually prove possible to achieve the 
desired results.

"In this connection it will suffice for me to refer to the 
favourable development of the relations between your country 
and ours mentioned by Premier Stoyadinovitch recently in his 
speech on the Estimates. As for me, I am convinced that there 
is every possibility of this situation leading to happy results. 
Particularly in view of the fact that among the Hungarians there 
are signs already of a certain sympathy for Yugoslavia; and 
among the Yugoslavs for Hungary.

“During the last two years there has been a gradual 
improvement in the situation of the Magyar minority living in 
Yugoslavia; a new atmosphere is asserting itself in the treatment 
of the Magyar minority living in the Vojvodina. Great importance 
attached from the outset to the fact that the new regime began 
at once by mitigating the severity previously exercised. I trust 
that this will continue.”
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In answer to the question as to what was the attitude of 
Hungary in the matter of equality, —  whether it was proposed 
to realise that equality by negotiations or by simply denouncing 
the military clauses of the treaty of peace? Minister Kanya 
replied as follows:

“It goes without saying that Hungary would much prefer 
the question to be adjusted by way of friendly negotiations. For 
the present, however, the negotiations to that end have been 
suspended. I prefer not to enter into details: however, both the 
Little Entente and Hungary have formulated separate demands 
of their own. What is demanded of Hungary is the conclusion 
of non-aggression conventions. For my part, however, I cannot 
see that such pacts would offer Hungary any practical benefits 
at all. I am prepared to negotiate: but I am not prepared to pay 
any price whatsoever for that equality of which so much is being 
said and in respect of which the League of Nations has in its 
possession written treaties; least of all am I prepared to pay 
for that equality —  by new pacts. Hungary is an independent 
State and must pursue an independent policy, —  just like your 
own country.”

FRANCE NERVOUS ABOUT VISITS OF HEADS OF POLISH 
AND RUMANIAN STATES

The repeated exchange of visits between the heads of the 
Polish and Rumanian States, the object of which was to establish 
a common defence against Russia, has created an awkward 
situation in the relations between Rumania and France, Rumania 
and Czecho-Slovakia and Poland and France, who, along with 
Czecho-Slovakia, is, as we know, a military ally of Russia. This 
is a great deviation from the Rumanian foreign policy pursued 
by M. Titulescu, who a year ago convened in Bucharest a meeting 
of the Heads of the Little Entente States with a view to recon
structing the Little Entente into a military alliance that would 
have stamped Rumania and Yugoslavia too with the characteristics 
of the Czecho-Russian alliance. The military parade arranged at 
Cotroceni near Bucharest was to have been a demonstrative 
sealing of the pact, but M. Titulescu's plans collapsed (as did 
the tribunes for the spectators of the military parade at Cotroceni) 
like a house of cards, and all that came of the comtemplated 
military alliance to serve Russia's interests was the fall of M. 
Titulescu.

The great nervousness noticeable in the French press shows 
how awkward the situation is.

In the “Echo" Pertinax  accuses Polish foreign policy of being 
hand in glove with Pangermanism and hostile towards Soviet

50



POLITICAL MOSAIC

Russia, a return, in fact, to General Pilsudsky's plans —  inter
vention in the Ukraine and incidentally the dismemberment of 
Czecho-Slovakia, He also accuses King Carol o f Rumania of 
being an accom plice o f Pangerman Germany, because in a 
message to the press the latter ventured to announce the 
independence of Rumania’s foreign policy, Pertinax  considers 
Poland's and Rumania's behaviour intolerable, if they wish to 
remain in alliance with France and while they receive their arms 
from that country.

According to the "Oeuvre'' the military agreement arrived 
at between Poland and Rumania breaks up the Little Entente 
and prevents the execution of the Franco-Soviet pact. The 
Rumano-Polish military agreement is not merely defensive but 
also offensive in character and internal order in both countries 
is mutually guaranteed. The object thereof is to break up the 
Little Entente and isolate Czecho-Slovakia, and as against the 
Franco-Soviet pact the object is to concentrate round the Berlin- 
Rome axis in order to shut Soviet Russia completely out of 
Europe.

In the “Debats" Albert M ousset declares that Rumania 
cannot undertake fresh commitments towards that Poland which 
refused to ratify the Treaty of Trianon, thus demonstrating that 
in principle she reserved her decision in the Danube question.

The "Oeuvre" and the "Echo” on the other hand publish a 
Sud-Est report from Bucharest according to which the dis
closures in the international press concerning the transformation 
of the Rumano-Polish alliance of defence into one of offence 
have created a great sensation in Rumania. The Rumanian censor 
has carefully suppressed these foreign reports. The National 
Peasant Party will firmly oppose any action which would divorce 
Rumania from the Little Entente and France.

M. Angelescu, Rumanian Minister of Public Education, has 
made a statement to the “Temps" about the Rumano-Polish 
relations and has pointed out that Poland and Rumania think 
only of mutual defensive support. Rumania adheres to this policy 
because this was France's advice and because it is in keeping 
with her traditions.

M. Litvinov would also like to trouble the waters of the 
Rumano-Polish relations. For this purpose he has met M. 
Titulescu, who wished to receive a promise that Russia would 
recognize the present situation in Bessarabia. Hitherto the 
Russians have refused to accept the relevant provisions of the 
Peace Treaties and have not yet relinquished their claims on 
Bessarabia. The “Informatia” press agency states that M. Litvinov, 
Russian Commissary of Foreign Affairs, intends to make a very 
important and favourable statement about Bessarabia. It is
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obvious that the real object of this report is to remind Rumanian 
public opinion that the new links between Bucharest and Warsaw 
do not provide a solution of the disturbing Bessarabian problem.

—  y —

THE SECOND HODZA CABINET

The resignation of M. Kalfus, Minister of Finance, which 
was handed in on 16th July, resulted in the whole Cabinet 
resigning. The President of the Republic again entrusted M. 
Hodza with the task of forming a Cabinet and after a four days' 
crisis the second Hodza Cabinet was formed. It differs from the 
first only in so far that M. Kalfus’s work is being done for the 
time being by M. Franke, Minister of Education. The crisis was 
brought to a head by differences of opinion concerning the price 
of cereals that had arisen between the Czecho-Slovak Grain 
Society on the one hand and the various coalition parties on the 
other. To this was added the jealousy felt by the other Govern
ment parties because of the increasing influence of the Czech 
Agrarian Party. The new Cabinet has fixed the price of rye at 
136 crowns per quintal and, that of wheat at 182.50 crowns.

—  y  —
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THE LONDON MINORITY CONGRESS

The Thirteenth Minority Congress assembled in London on 
•June 14th. last. At the opening session of the Congress Lord 
Willoughy Dickenson, one of the oldest champions of the rights 
of the minorities, also made a speech. He said inter alia:

“This year England is favoured with the visit of many 
peoples of different nationalities. Besides the Coronation there 
is a superabundance of International Conferences going on. To
day we have the Conference of the Churches in Oxford, next 
week another conference in Edinburgh, in Sussex and elsewhere. 
The task and duty of all those attending these conferences, is 
to soften and reconcile international differences. No task before 
these conferences is more important than the one you are engaged 
in at the present moment. The minority problem is no new 
question. In 1887 there was the question of the protection of 
Christian Minorities in the Turkish Empire. In 1919 new steps 
were necessary to protect those minorities, which were trans
ferred against their will by the rectification of frontiers. Some 
definite protection had to be devised for those under the rule of 
strangers of different race, language etc. The Minority Treaties 
were concluded. They were not merely affecting the minorities, 
but were of great interest in the general settlement of Europe. 
When they were abandoned or departed from, the Settlement 
of the Peace Treaties of Versailles was seriously affected. The 
Polish Government's declaration in Geneva some time ago 
created trouble. —  Secondly the Minority Treaties were of value 
to the States concerned, for large populations differing from the 
majorities in race, language etc. might be a great trouble to 
those majorities. The majorities were therefore asked to accept 
certain obligations, otherwise there might be another war. The 
minority treaties were part of the Peace Settlement and secured 
the world from war. The majorities were asked to make some 
slight sacrifices of sovereignty. The restrictions of the majorities 
consisted in the obligation to allow the minorities to retain their 
own language, send their children to their own schools, allow 
the minorities to worship God in the fashion of their fore
fathers.

53



DANUBIAN REVIEW

’ English people seemed astonished that there should be 
difficulties in the working of the system. And yet the Majority 
States tried to evade the system. The results were often not only 
ludicrous but tragic. When I visited Eastern Europe some time 
ago, I found German Children singing “Eine feste Burg ist Unser 
Gott" in the Slav language. The tombstones in South Tyrol of 
the Austrian Dead were inscribed in Italian. In Rumania, Hun
garian Waiters were trying to converse in German, as they knew 
no Rumanian and were forbidden to speak in Hungarian.

"The lives of ordinary peoples are made up of little things. 
But the little things make for peace or war. And the complaints 
of the minorities were not limited to these things. In the public 
services, Post Office, Railways etc., the claims of the minorities 
suffered in countless ways. An improvement is only possible by 
the complete acceptance of the spirit that lies at the basis of 
the Treaties. The responsibility lies with the Governments con
cerned and the League of Nations.

"The League of Nations has failed so far. The task of the 
League of Nations is not only to prevent aggression, but also 
to promote peace. It might have exerted itself in many directions 
to that purpose, e. g. the rectification of frontiers, distribution of 
raw materials etc. Had it grappled with the Minority Problems, 
had it set up a body to deal with them, perhaps this question 
would have solved itself. There is no reason why minorities 
should not live in peace with their majorities. What is needed 
is generosity and tolerance on the part of the majorities. We 
cannot rid ourselves of the minorities. There will always be one 
fifth of the inhabitants of Europe under a rule other than their 
own. But the peace of the world will depend on the contentment 
of the minorities. You have gathered together to further this 
contentment. You are the architects of the future palace of 
peace.”

Colonel L'Estrange Malone said:
"There are minorities, it is true, that have no serious 

complaints, but they are truly minorities among minorities. 
Education, schools, language, religion, press, every walk of their 
cultural life is restricted and hampered. Can you imagine 
countries where the bulk of education is imparted in a foreign 
language? Where the majority of teachers are foreigners? Where 
children do not hear a single word spoken in their mother tongue, 
sometimes not even religious teaching and not even in their 
private schools. The same story applies to the newspapers printed 
in the mother tongue of the minorities. Blank columns and blank 
pages show how the censor works, so that the papers become of 
little real value. In many countries intolerance has also invaded 
the sphere of religion, religious functions which bear any 
semblance of national festival have been suppressed, and even
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the churches have been brought into the service of denational
isation. But it is not only in the cultural field that the minorities 
are being persecuted. Forcibly passed laws bring economic 
pressure to bear on the minorities, so that their business life, 
their co-operatives and their livelihood are seriously impaired. 
Agrarian Reform and Reform Colonisation has deprived them of 
their lands. W e see that it is really an attempt to denationalise 
the minorities, to make them feel that they are of an inferior 
race, to be treated with contempt. Such treatment is just the very 
way to bring out to stimulate an opposite movements and to 
make them wish to become again part of their mother land to 
which they are inseparably bound by ties of history, culture and 
language.

‘‘All nations, including Great Britain, and especially the 
signatories to the Minority Treaties, Great Britain, America, 
France, Italy and Japan, are to blame for the failure of the 
League to ensure the observance of the Minority Treaties, whilst 
there was yet time, before the volcano of nationalism had broken 
through, because it was in no small way the suppression 
of nationalities which had caused the wave of nationalism. But 
whilst Britain must take her share of blame, I am glad to remind 
you that Britain, among all the Powers, has taken the lead at 
Geneva in championing the rights of minorities. No other Power, 
officially or unofficially, has done so much. In no other country 
have members of Parliament and other distinguished persons 
concerned themselves so much with this question and even 
formulated petitions and protests, which, I am proud to know, 
have played no small part in restraining the oppression of 
minorities . .  .

"It ought to be a grave warning to the Great Powers, Great 
Britain included, that Minority questions demand urgent attention 
and call for immediate settlement. Minority problems played no 
small part in applying the spark to the tinder which resulted in 
the conflagration of 1914. If the Minority problems are not now 
settled, the peace of Europe and indeed of the world will be 
seriously menaced. Another war will mean the end of the culture, 
not only of the Minorities, but of all mankind.”

The procedure for the protection of the minorities adopted 
by the League of Nations was subjected to the criticism of an 
expert by a paper written by Mr. Arthur Balogh, formerly 
professor in the rumanianised University of Kolozsvar and an 
eminent authority on legal questions, which was submitted by 
Baron John Josika, one of the delegates representing the 
Hungarians (Magyars) of Transylvania. Mr. Balogh summarised 
in the following points the defects of the procedure employed 
in minority questions by the Council of the League of Nations:

1. Thei decisions of the Council are in all cases inspired by 
political motives.
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2. The international guarantees are always explained in a manner 
restricting their application.

3. The Council fails to keep a constant watch on the fate of the 
minorities, concerning itself with their lot only periodically in con
nection with the submission of petitions.

4. Of the 852 minority petitions submitted down to May 31st., 
1936, the Council refused to accept 381 (45%).

5. During the said period the Committee of Three investigated 471 
petitions but only commended to the attention of the Council altogether 
seven (7).

6. The Council does not comprise Members representing those 
States which have lost large numbers of their racial kin, though those 
States are most nearly concerned in the protection of the minorities.

7. The decisions taken by the Council for the protection of 
minorities —  precious few in all —  do not include a single finding 
involving complete reparation.

8. The stipulation that the decisions of the Council must be un
animous is an obstacle to the taking of decisions.

9. The procedure is so. slow that 4— 5 years elapse between the 
presentation of a petition and the taking of a decision in the matter 
involved.

10. The Council does not trouble to ascertain whether its decision 
has been carried into effect by the Government concerned.

11. Only two cases of minority protection have been referred by 
the Council to the Hague Arbitral Tribunal.

This all proves —  so Mr. Balogh says —  that in judging 
of minority matters political considerations in all cases outweigh 
justice. There will never be any minority protection so long as 
this question is regarded as a deliipate one to be settled with 
tender consideration for the feelings of the Governments con
cerned.

The decision unanimously taken by the Congress calls upon 
the Members of the Council of the League of Nations —  and in 
particular upon Great Britain —  to use their influence in 
demanding energetically that the minority rights shall be enforced 
and that the League reform shall include an extension of the 
protection of minorities. The Congress declared, further, that the 
fate of Europe —  the question of peace of war —  depended 
upon the solution of the minority question, and that the obliga
tion undertaken by the League of Nations as guarantor should 
be incorporated in the Covenant of the League and a permanent 
Minority Protection Commission organised.

The British Parliamentary Parties invited the Members of 
the Congress to visit Parliament: this gave the representatives 
of the minorities a fresh opportunity to outline their attitude. 
As, however, the conversation was stated to have been private 
it is not in our power to publish any details.
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So much, however, must have been apparent to the members 
of the British Parliament present and to the people of London 
that the Congress consisted of civilized Europeans whose aims 
are not destructive but constructive and who urge the solution 
of the minority problem exclusively in the interest of Europe 
and peace.

Of the comments that appeared in the British Press in 
connection with the Congress special interest attaches to the 
article by Mr, Victor Gordon Lennox which appeared in the 
“Daily Telegraph", According to Mr. Lennox “in many 
instances the situation of the minorities has deteriorated 
rapidly in recent years. In Esthonia, which for long has 
been held up by the national minorities as a model for 
other States in the matter of minority treatment, a movement 
is on foot to eliminate from the Constitution guarantees for the 
use of minority languages in education.

"In Rumania new legislation is understood to be in pre
paration which will inflict the severest restrictions on the 
minorities, ousting them to a great extent from such positions 
as they have gained in the commercial and industrial life of 
the country. Whether any real satisfaction can come from the 
Czecho-Slovak Government's measures to conciliate the minority 
of 3,500.000 Germans living in Bohemia seems to many observers 
doubtful.

“Suffice it to say that while Governments are increasing their 
measures of repression against their minorities, the minorities 
themselves are proportionately being driven to look beyond the 
national frontiers for support in their efforts to preserve the 
rights and characteristics of life to which they hold themselves 
entitled. In this they are being encouraged by the States which 
dream of enhanced power through increased population and 
extended territories.

"The danger is plain to see. Intervention, on the Spanish 
model, in support of oppressed brethren beyond the national 
frontier would have consequences far graver in Central Europe 
than any that are likely to spring directly from the struggle of 
ideologies in Spain." —  y —

CZECHOSLOVAKIA

PROPOSALS AND COMPLAINTS OF HUNGARIAN LEAGUE  
OF NATIONS UNION OF CZECHO-SLOVAKIA

At the Congress of the Association of League of Nations 
Unions held at Pozsony at the end of June M. Paul Boncour, 
former Prime Minister and Foreign Minister of France, 
endeavoured to enlist sympathy for the Danube scheme of M. 
Hodza, Prime Minister of Czecho-Slovakia. In a statement made
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to the press he nevertheless thought it necessary to warn Czecho
slovakia that there were numerous races and nations living in 
that country, that providing a magnificent opportunity to enforce 
the fundamental principles of the League of Nations, for the 
formation, independence and greatness of Czecho-Slovakia —  he 
was convinced —  depended upon those very principles. In the 
light of this warning uttered by M. Paul Boncour peculiar 
importance attaches to the proposals submitted to the Congress 
by the Hungarian League of Nations Union of Czecho-Slovakia, 
which demand more effective guarantees of the economic and 
cultural rights of the minorities, the ensuring by international 
means of the observance of the minority laws, the recognition 
of the right of minorities to sue before international tribunals, 
the ensuring of the cultural co-operation of the national groups 
scattered in the several States, the establishment within the 
League of Nations of a permanent Minority Commission consist
ing of experts, and the acceleration of the settlement of 
complaints submitted by minorities. The discussion of these 
proposals was postponed until the October session of the Council 
of the Association. The Hungarian League of Nations Union of 
Czecho-Slovakia also presented the Members of the Congress 
with booklets offering information respecting the complaints and 
grievances of the Hungarians (Magyars) of Czecho-Slovakia, the 
same being based on the official statistical data of the Czecho
slovak Government.

NEWSPAPER SUPPRESSED IN CZECHO-SLOVAKIA FOR 
PUBLISHING TRANSLATION OF ESSAY BY PROFESSOR

ARNOLD TOYNBEE

The eminent English Professor, Mr. Arnold Toynbee, who 
is also Director of the Royal Institute of International Affairs 
in London, recently visited Central Europe to study conditions 
and discover the real obstacles to reconcilitiation in that region. 
Professor Toynbee was at first welcomed by the Czecho-Slovak 
press as an undoubted partisan of Czech democracy and Czech 
minority policy. All the greater and more painful, then, was the 
surprise of Czech official circles when they read the eminent 
English savant's sober and objective article in the London 
"Economist” about the conditions under which the integrity of 
Czecho-Slovakia might be preserved. Professor Toynbee has 
declared that it would be in Britain’s interest to solve the 
problem of the minorities, since a satisfactory minority settlement 
must be regarded as the sine qua non of Czecho-Slovakia’s inde
pendence and integrity. Professor Toynbee draws attention to 
the unhappy situation of the Sudeta Germans and warns the 
Czechs that, unless the former are granted self-government,
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relations with Germany cannot be expected to improve, which 
improvement is one of the most important conditions of peace 
and of Czecho-Slovak territorial integrity.

“The Central European Observer”, the English organ of 
Czech propaganda, with forced politeness refutes Professor 
Toynbee's disagreable views on the deliberate policy of 
Czechization and rejects his advice to effect a satisfactory 
settlement of the question of the Sudeta Germans and other 
minorities. The French “Europe Centrale" has attacked Professor 
Toynbee with undisguised fury, calling him a political tourist 
who is "too ready to believe various complaints accompanied 
by threats and who has obviously come under the influence of 
the terrible stories of a Czech reign of terror spread by those 
whose interest it is to do so".

More characteristic still of Czecho-Slovak democracy is the 
fact that the “Briixer Zeitung” has been confiscated by the 
Public Prosecutor for publishing a literal translation of Professor 
Toynbee’s article, —  y  —

LIBERTY OF PRESS IN CZECHO-SLOVAKIA AND  
IN HUNGARY RESPECTIVELY

Recently several Budapest letters from the pen of Sano 
Mahn, a collaborator of the “Slovak”, the organ of Monsignor 
Hlinka's Party, appeared in that newspaper. During his visit to 
Hungary that Slovak journalist had an opportunity to compare 
conditions in Czecho-Slovakia and Hungary respectively, and 
amongst other things he says: —  “From the heights of republican 
democracy I intended to criticize the backwardness, absolutism, 
censorship and other evils without which I could not conceive 
a gentry-monarchistic regime. But of censorship I found no trace. 
I read Opposition papers . . ., I read the newspapers of the Jews 
and Christians, Free Masons and Catholics, as well as Marxist 
and Hitlerist newspapers, but in none of them did I find blank 
spaces. Nay, I read accusations levelled against the highest 
circles, attacks on powerful men; such attacks as, were the half 
of them written in Czecho-Slovakia —  no matter how true they 
were — , would provide the censor with an excuse to delete them 
and suppress the newspaper.” ("Slovak", July 20). It is to the 
credit of the Slovak journalist that, having become convinced of 
the false nature of the reports circulated in Czecho-Slovakia, 
that classical home of police rule and censorship, concerning 
conditions in “gentry Hungary", he not only refuted those reports 
but also pointed out that in Hungary there is full liberty of the 
press, while the censor dictates in Czecho-Slovakia.

—  y —
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MAGYARS IGNORED AGAIN WHEN APPOINTING 
"EXPERT” MEMBERS OF MUNICIPAL COUNCILS

In contrast to the usage in the so-called historical provinces, 
the mayors of the municipal boroughs in Slovakia and Ruthenia 
are not elected by the towns but appointed by Government. Five 
members of each municipal council are also appointed by the 
Government. In connection with the appointment of the mayors 
as well as of the “expert" members of the councils the Magyars 
are always consistently ignored. In Kassa (Kosice), the second 
largest town of Slovakia, not a single Magyar has been appointed 
on the municipal council, although at the last borough elections 
the United Hungarian Party received the most votes (28°/o of all 
the votes cast). —  In Munkacs (Mukacevo) 60°/o of the inhabitants 
are Magyars and Jews, and yet there is no single Magyar or 
Jew among the "expert" members of the municipal council. 90°/o 
of the elected members are Magyars, Jews and Ruthenians, but 
only one appointed member is a Ruthenian; all the rest are 
Czechs. —  y  —

HUNGARY

TW O IMPORTANT STATEMENTS CONCERNING THE 
GERMANS IN HUNGARY

On 15th July the official Hungarian and German Telegraphic 
Bureaus published statements made by M. Joseph Szell, Hungary's 
Minister of the Interior, and Herr Rudolph Hess, Herr Hitler's 
deputy. The statements concerned the German minority in 
Hungary. It is to be hoped that they will put an end to the 
discussions about the Germans in Hungary.

Statement o f Hungarian Minister o f the Interior
"I  desire to make a statement” —  declared the Minister of 

the Interior —  "a  statement which I am making in agreement 
with the competent Ministers —  respecting the most burning and 
therefore the gravest Central European problem created by the 
Treaties of Peace, —  the minority problem and the phases of 
that problem which affect Hungary.

“As is well known, this question is of interest to Hungary 
from two points of view: first in respect of the Hungarian 
minorities numbering several millions who have been incorporated 
in other States, and secondly in respect of the Hungarian citizens 
who are linguistically non-Magyars and have been left within 
"the territory of present-day Hungary.

“The Hungarian Governments have at all times made special 
efforts to make all forums of importance in this respect acquainted
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with their attitude in the question of the Hungarian minorities 
living in foreign countries, availing themselves of every legal 
means to put that attitude —  an attitude based strictly upon inter
national law —  before competent factors and endeavouring as far 
as possible to enforce that attitude. In this connection we have 
never demanded anything in excess of what is laid down for 
the same purpose in the treaties relating to the question, viz. 
that our racial kin living abroad as minorities should enjoy full 
political liberty in order that they may be able to develop their 
intellectual and economic culture and thereby ensure their 
continued existence. The fact that the efforts to that end made 
by all Hungarian Governments alike have only very rarely been 
crowned with success, must not be attributed to any omissions 
on their part. The present distribution of political forces, the 
structure and present tendency of the League of Nations —  i. e. 
factors in the face of which absolute right or political reason 
have naturally proved unable to assert themselves —  have brought 
about a regrettable situation which has not in the very least 
contributed to consolidate, but has on the contrary been —  and 
still is —  a direct obstacle to, the development of a spirit of 
reconciliation.

"This conviction of ours has led logically to the attitude 
the Hungarian Government has been compelled to adopt in its 
treatment of the non-Magyar Hungarian nationals living within 
the present frontiers of our country. The first place among these 
Hungarian nationals is due —  if only owing to its numerical 
strength —  to the German minority, which will surely continue 
in the future to manifest that attachment to the Hungarian nation 
of which it has always borne witness in the past.

"A  retrospective survey of past history shows us clearly 
that the German minority does not form a part of the 
autochthonous population of the country either. Our compatriots 
who are Germans by language were invited by our ancestors to 
settle in the districts in which the ranks of the Magyars had 
been decimated in their struggles as the bulwark of Christendom 
to stem the tide of Osmanli invasion. These German settlers 
have at all times lived on terms of absolute unity with the 
Magyars. Never have they had to suffer from any endeavour on 
the part of the ruling race to absorb them. Whenever any of 
them have happened to become Magyars, that has taken place 
automatically, without any pressure from outside, in the form of 
natural absorption. Wherever they have lived in large masses, 
the Germans have completely preserved their German character. 
In the immediate vicinity of the Hungarian Capital there are 
German villages still in existence which have for six centuries 
been able to live their own lives undisturbed and to freely 
develop their German culture.
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“If this were not the case, it is manifest that there would 
be no German villages in Hungary today. Alike in respect of 
the exercise of their rights as citizens and of economic matters 
the minorities living in Hungary have at all times been treated 
in the same way as the Magyar majority, —  so much so indeed 
that they have never been in a position to utter any legitimate 
complaints on this point.

“It is a fundamental principle of our policy that Hungary 
should accord her German or other non-Magyar nationals a 
treatment at least as favourable as that we are entitled on our 
part to expect from those States in whose territories Magyar 
minoriies are living. Our legislation relating to the minority 
problem has all been drafted in keeping with this fundamental 
principle.

“There is no need, therefore, that Hungary should introduce 
any basic measures respecting the minority question. All that is 
needed —  and this is the decided intention of the Hungarian 
Government —  is that the provisions already issued should be 
carried into effect in practice. Should there be any irresponsible 
endeavours in evidence running counter to this intention and this 
object of the Hungarian Government, the latter is determined to 
throw its whole authority into the scales in every case in which 
it sees any danger threatening the fundamental principles laid 
down by the State in the minority question.

“This determination of Government applies primarily to 
school matters, to the question of the establishment of cultural 
and religious associations and also to its refusal —  a point to 
which reference has already been made repeatedly in a manner 
leaving no room for doubt —  to allow the assertion of any 
endeavour to restrict the liberty of the culture or of the use of 
the languages of the German or other non-Magyar minorities. 
This latter determination has been stressed more than once 
unequivocally by the Hungarian Minister of Education.

“ In my capacity as Royal Hungarian Minister of the Interior 
—  the Minister primarily responsible for the proper conduct of 
the public administration of the country —  I should be the first 
to learn of any irresponsible endeavours of the kind running 
counter to the intentions of the Hungarian Government; and I 
am determined to enlist the authority, not only of one or two of 
my colleagues, but of the whole Government, in all cases in 
which I find the fundamental principles adopted by the country 
in the minority question threatened by any danger.”

Statement o f Herr Rudolf Hess
Herr Rudolf Hess, Chancellor Hitler's Deputy, has made 

the following comments on the statement of the Hungarian 
Minister of the Interior:
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“ German public opinion was gratified to read the statem ent 
to the Hungarian Press in which Minister Szell explained his 
Government's attitude in the question of ethnic groups. The 
Hungarian Minister of the Interior entered the lists on behalf of 
the demand that the M agyar ethnic groups living in foreign 
States should en joy  full political liberty to develop their 
intellectual and econom ic culture and thereby ensure their 
continued existence: and this legitimate demand is in perfect 
agreement with our views in respect to the German ethnic group  
living in Hungary.

"Particularly reassuring to us are the words of Minister 
Szell in which he notifies the w orld that the Hungarian Govern
ment is fully determined —  in connection with the German ethnic 
group —  to provide that “ the provisions already issued shall be 
carried into e ffect in practice” . The provisions referred to are 
those which guarantee the Germans in Hungary unhampered 
intellectual developm ent. W hen Minister Szell tells us that his 
statement has been made in agreement with the competent 
Ministers, and that the Hungarian Government is determined to 
throw its whole authority into the scales in all cases in which 
it sees any menace to the fundamental principles laid down by  
the State in the minority question, we cannot but feel sincerely  
gratified. That is why we feel convinced that the German ethnic 
group in Hungary will —  in addition to the enjoym ent o f political 
liberty and econom ic equality —  be accorded an opportunity of 
unrestricted cultural developm ent too.

“ In view o f the friendship that has existed for centuries 
between the German and Hungarian peoples we sincerely desire 
and hope —  and I w ould emphatically stress this point —  that 
the German ethnic group in Hungary will in the future too , as 
in the past, loyally serve the Hungarian State and thereby  
continue to build the bridge joining the two peop les.”

RUMANIA

EMINENT R U M AN IAN  JU RIST URGES REPU D IATIO N  
OF M IN O RITY TREATIES

Professor Istrate Micescu, president o f the Ilfog Chamber 
of Lawyers and the chief advocate of a numerus valachicus among 
the lawyers, who is also one o f Rumania's most eminent jurists, 
addressed the Congress of Rumanian Christian Lawyers held at 
the end of June, and in his speech urged Rumania to repudiate 
the minority treaties.

It is a well-known fact that when the Peace Treaties handed 
over a large part of Hungary to Rumania, that was done on 
condition that Rumania guaranteed full racial, linguistic and
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religious rights to the minorities living in those territories. 
Rumania has never kept her part of the bargain. It would be a 
curious thing were the opinion to take root in Rumania that 
although she accepted the territories assigned to her, far from 
fulfilling the obligations undertaken, she should repudiate them 
formally. —  y  —

STATISTICS OF NATIONALITY DISTRIBUTION OF 
CIVIL SERVANTS IN TRANSYLVANIA

Numerus valachicus, numerus proportionalis, numerus clausus, 
numerus nullus —  these are the slogans under which a most 
bitter economic struggle is being waged against the national 
minorities handed over to Rumania. Rumanian public opinion is 
misled by the press with statements to the effect that the number 
of minority civil and public servants is disproportionately large. 
In our last issue we published statistics showing the nationality 
distribution of lawyers, notaries public and officials employed 
in the administration of justice. Now we shall give data concerning 
the officials employed by the administration in Transylvania, in 
order to disprove the “ justice” of the numerus valachicus.

The statistics published in the “Magyar Kisebbseg" of 16th 
June (Vol. XVI, No. 12) show the distribution by nationality of 
the officials employed in the county administration in Transylvania 
at the end of 1936. The statistics showing the distribution by 
nationality of the municipal officials are being compiled now. The 
total number of county officials in Transylvania (those employed 
at county headquarters, chief constables and village notaries)
at the end of 1936 was 3.047, This number comprised

2.374 (77.81°/o) Rumanians
361 (11.85%) Magyars
215 ( 7.06%) Germans and

97 ( 3.18%) Others

3.047 (100°/o)
If we compare the proportional distribution by nationality 

of the county officials in Transylvania with the percentual figures 
of the 1930 census, the injustice of the numerus valachicus will
immediately be apparent.

Percentage Percentage
of population: of county officials:

Rumanians 57.9% 77.91%
Magyars 24.4% 11.85%
Germans 9.8% 7.06%
Others 7.9% 3.18%

100% 100%
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In connection with the distribution by nationality of officials 
employed in the administration we would note that a few minority 
officials are to be found in the lower categories, but scarcely any 
at all in the higher posts. Of the 138 officials of higher rank 
employed by the 23 counties of Transylvania (deputy sheriffs, 
recorders, head engineers, chief medical officers, chief veterinary 
surgeons and attorneys) only 6 are Magyars (4.35%), There are 
no Magyar deputy sheriffs, chief medical officers or attorneys 
in Transylvania. But of the 138 head officials 120 are Rumanians 
(86.96%), 9 Germans (6.52%) and 2 (2.17%) belong to other 
nationalities. Of the 1.683 village notaries (n o ter  comunal si 
cercual) in Transylvania only 228 (13.45%) are M agyars, a round 
100% less than there should be according to the “official” pro
portion (24.4%) of Magyars in Transylvania. Of the 167 chief 
constables (prefects) in Transylvania only 8 are not Rumanians. 
Of these 5 are Magyars (2.99%), 3 Germans (1.8%), while the 
remaining 159 are all Rumanians (95.21%). Of the 156 under
sheriffs (secretar de plasa) in Transylvania 136 (87.18%) are 
Rumanians, 12 (7.69% Magyars, 6 (3.85%) Germans and 2 (1.28%) 
Saxons. —  y  —

FRESH PROTESTS OF G ERM AN S IN R U M A N IA  A G A IN S T
NATIONAL LABOUR PROTECTION

• - s

In Brasso on 21st June there was a mass-meeting of the 
Deutsche Volksgem einschaft (German racial community). In the 
presence of about 14.000 persons the speakers protested bitterly 
against the National Labour Protection Act. Dr. Helmut W olff 
declared that the Germans were fighting steadily against the 
“ numerus proportionalis” , which was invented to deprive tens 
of thousands of Germans of their most elementary right: the 
right to work. The Rumanians wanted to degrade the German 
minority to the level of second-rate citizens, and this although 
the press all the world over had entered the lists on behalf of 
the rights of the Germans. Dr. Hans Roth, chairman of the 
German Parliamentary Group, stated that, as things stood, the 
lot of the Germans in Rumania was to suffer homelessness and 
disquietude. If now, having been deprived of other possibilities of 
subsistence, they were to be excluded from the fields of economy, 
the very foundations of their existence would be shaken (“Kron- 
stadter Zeitung”, June 22). —  y  —
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M A G Y A R S  DONE OUT OF TH EIR SH ARE OF THE ASSETS 
OF THE U N IVERSITAS SAXO N U M

Mention has been made more than once —  last in the April 
number of this year —  of the dissolution of the “ Universitas 
Saxonum ”  of Transylvania, an institution with a great historical 
past going back for centuries and possessing rich assets. The 
reason we again return to this question is that the Rumanian 
official gazette the "Monitorul Official” (No. 126 of 3rd June), 
has only now published the Act dissolving the " Universitas 
Saxonum” . By this Act 75% of the assets of the "Universitas 
Saxonum " were handed over to the Nagyszeben Oriental Greek 
and 20% to the Saxon Church.

The Act now promulgated does a great wrong to the Magyar 
m inority, for although the Hungarians of the district to which 
the “ Universitas Saxonum”  belonged, who number 10.1% of its 
population, w ere join t owners o f that foundation, no mention is 
made of them in the Act, which thus deprives the former 
Hungarian joint owners of their share in the property, without 
compensating them for the loss of what was theirs.

According to the last Rumanian census the population of 
the villages to which the "Universitas Saxonum”  belonged 
numbers 297.209 souls, 56.3% being Rumanians, 33.6% Saxons 
and 10.1% "others”. “Others” in this case means Magyars. The 
assets of the foundation should therefore have been divided in 
this proportion among the Rumanians, Saxons and Magyars 
(“Keleti Ujsag”, June 19). —  y  —

64— 87% OF HUNGARIAN SECONDARY SCHOOL PUPILS 
PLOUGHED AT HIGHER CERTIFICATE EXAM INATIONS

The “Capitala” of Bucharest reports that the results of the 
higher certificate examinations this year were considerably worse 
than last year, for 74% of the candidates in the whole country 
failed ("Magyar Lapok”, July 2). This high percentage of failures 
was undoubtedly due to the persecution of the Hungarian 
candidates, one form of which was the method of making them 
reply in Rumanian on subjects in which, according to the law 
of the land, they were entitled to pass their examinations in their 
mother-tongue. To quote a few statistics: In the Reformed Church 
College of Marosvasarhely 14 of the 18 candidates (78%), in the 
Hungarian Section of the Commercial High School in Kolozsvar 
7 of the 8 candidates (87%), in the Roman Catholic Gymnasium 
at Szekelyudvarhely 8 of the 11 candidates (73%), in the Csik- 
szereda Roman Catholic Gymnasium 7 of the 11 candidates (64%) 
and in the Szekelykeresztur Unitarian Gymnasium 7 of the 11 
candidates (64%) were ploughed.
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Extremely unfavourable were the results of the examinations, 
before the Tor da Higher Certificate Board, of the minority 
pupils of the minority schools (the Gyulafeh6rvar Majlath Roman 
Catholic Gymnasium and the Nagyenyed Reformed Church 
Bethlen College) and of the Torda State Lyceum for boys and 
girls. Of the 83 candidates for examination 6 6  ( 8 0 ° / o )  failed. In 
explanation it should be stated that Onisifor Ghibu, the university 
professor who is also the notorious trustee of the property of 
the Catholic monastic orders in Transylvania, was president 
of the committee. Not content with ploughing such a high 
percentage of Hungarian students, he also refused to sign the 
higher certificates of 5 of those who had passed. The reason for 
his refusal —  so says Professor Ghibu in the "Universul" —  was 
that those students were not Magyars, but were partially of 
Rumanian extraction, while one of them was of Czech origin, and 
—  according to Professor Ghibu —  only Magyars may attend 
Hungarian denominational schools. As against this statement the 
truth is that those students and their parents, w hose names were 
subjected to analysis, declare themselves to be Magyars. Two 
of them were objected to because their mothers were Greek 
Catholics; one boy's mother was a Greek Oriental with a Swabian 
name, another boy's mother was a Swabian with a Rumanian or 
Armenian name and finally one boy had a Czech name and a 
Swabian mother (“Keleti Ujsag”, July 16).

The results of the higher certificate examinations of the 
German pupils of Nagyszeben were such —  writes the “Sieben- 
biirgisch-Deutsches Tageblatt" —  as to cause consternation even 
in Rumanian circles. The examination papers of 59 of the 105 
candidates were rejected and 17 others failed in the viva voce  
examinations (71%> in all). The German newspaper energetically 
protests against a system of examination which makes a mockery 
of pedagogy and sharply criticizes the tyranny which with a 
stroke of the pen destroys the fruit of eight years' work done 
by excellent scholars. —  y  —

YUGOSLAVIA

THE CONCORDAT AND THE MINORITIES

The serious complications that have arisen, especially during 
the debate in the Skupshtina, in connection with the Concordat 
and which, thanks to the conflict between the Government and 
the Pravoslav (Orthodox) Church, have come to be a question 
of prestige, are being followed with widespread interest through
out the world. In her fierce opposition to the Bill the Pravoslav 
Church has found a willing ally in the Yugoslav National Party 
(JNS) under the leadership of two former Premiers, M. Zhiv-
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kovitch and M. Yeftitch. This Party is striving to exploit the 
differences between Government and the Pravoslav Church in 
order, with the help of the latter, to strengthen its own position 
in the country and in the Skupshtina, and in its endeavour to do 
so has no scruples in repudiating the Concordat concluded when 
the Party was in power and then hailed as a crowning achieve
ment of Yugoslav diplom acy.

The anxiety of the Serbian Orthodox Church that the 
ratification of the Concordat places that Church in a position 
inferior to that of the Latin Church in Yugoslavia, was stated to 
be unfounded by Premier Stoyadinovitch, who at a meeting of 
Government Party members of the Skupshtina on 8th July tried 
to dispel that anxiety by stating that a supplementary paragraph 
would empower the Government to issue an ordinance with the 
binding force of law granting to all the rest of the recognized 
Churches the same rights and privileges as those assured the 
Roman Catholic Church by the Concordat.

It would seem, however, that the main object of the 
Pravoslav Church is to prevent the realization by law of that 
religious equality to which the 5.260.000 Roman Catholics, 37.48% 
of the total inhabitants, would certainly be entitled, seeing that 
according to official statistics the members of the Serb Orthodox 
Church number 6.646.000 souls (47.7% of the population) and 
therefore constitute only a relative majority.

During the debate in the Skupshtina the Government did 
all in its power to break down the opposition of the Pravoslav 
Church, but in vain. When on 23rd July the Bill was passed by 
a majority of 38, the wrath of the Pravoslav Church vented 
itself in excommunicating the members of the Government and in 
a refusal of the Government's offer to bury Patriarch Varnava, 
who died on the day the Concordat Bill was passed, at the 
nation's expense. The reaction to these severe measures was that 
neither the members of the Government nor any Government 
Party members or even the representatives of the Roman Catholic 
Church were present at the obsequies.

In this atmosphere of accentuated bitterness it is easy to 
understand why M. Stoyadinovitch announced immediately after 
the Bill was passed in the Skupshtina that in view of the political 
tension in the air he did not for the present intend to carry the 
Bill before the Senate and would use the time thus gained to 
attempt to effect a compromise with the Pravoslav Church.

If, however, M. Stoyadinovitch is not successful in removing 
the obstacles in the way of a ratification of the Concordat, the 
results will prove exceedingly dangerous to the consolidation of 
the Yugoslav State.
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The Concordat contains provisions offensive to Roman 
Catholic Magyars and Germans alike.

According to Article 24 the Roman Catholic Church may 
establish public secondary schools and seminaries for the educa
tion of priests, but in all the seminaries the language of tuition 
must be Serb except in the case of scholastic philosophy and 
theology, which will continue to be taught in Latin. This pro
vision sanctions the illegal state of affairs htherto obtaining, and 
if the Concordat is legally ratified it will deprive the 
Roman Catholic Magyars and Germans —  over 800.000 in all —  
of the faintest possibility of ever being able to establish at their 
own expense  Hungarian or German secondary schools and 
seminaries. In default of institutes of this kind, it will be im
possible to educate and train priests who in substance will be 
able to fulfil the conditions laid down in Articles 10 and 11 of 
the Concordat as regards the use of minority languages in 
ecclesiastical rites, the cure of souls, religious instruction and 
church societies.

Article 28 “recognizes the character and legality of the 
denominational schools already existing under the control and 
administration of bishops, ecclesiastical orders or congregations 
and also permits the establishment of similar denominational 
schools with Serbian as the sole medium o f tuition” . Here it must 
be noted that this passage which speaks of “already existing” 
denominational schools cannot refer to Magyar or German 
denominational schools, since every one of these without excep
tion was taken over by the State in 1919, when the new rule 
began, and the schoolbuildings as well as all educational funds 
were confiscated without any compensation. The complete ex
clusion of Magyar and German from the denominational schools 
to be established in the future is a grave violation of Article 8 
of the minority treaty, as is the exclusion under Article 24 of 
minority languages from theological seminaries. Article 8 of the 
minority treaty stipulates that all subjects o f the Yugoslav State 
(th e S. H. S. K ingdom ) who belong to a racial, religious or 
linguistic minority shall be entitled to establish at their own 
expense charitable, religious or social institutions, schools and 
other educational institutes, to control and administer the same, 
with the right to use their own language freely  in them. —  y  —

M ACEK’S PAM PH LET AN D  STATEM EN T IN RE 
THE BU TCHERY A T  ZEN GG

In our May issue we reported that after the Croatian 
patriotic festivals in Senj (Zengg), a port in Dalmatia, on 8th 
and 9th May, the gendarmes fired on a lorry carrying 33 Croats 
from Gospic home to that place, killing 7 and wounding 6 others
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severely. According to the official report (no other was per
mitted by the censor), of the reasons why the gendarmes used 
their arms the chief one was that the people in the lorry had 
fired on the gendarmes by the roadside.

In reply to this official statement Macek has published a 
pamphlet entitled: "W hat is the truth about the butchery in Zengg 
on 9th May 1937?", In this pamphlet, on the evidence of the 
65 witnesses examined, the 6 post mortem examinations and the 
certificates issued by the official medical authorities, Macek 
states the following facts: A ll the evidence given by the persons 
examined, among whom there were active State officials, officers, 
priests, foreigners, etc., who are ready to give their testimony 
in court under oath, proves that the two-days' festival passed 
off in the greatest order without any agitation against the State. 
The passengers in the lorry could not have fired on the gendarmes, 
since none of them had fire-arms. The persons responsible for 
the butchery were the chief constable of the district and the 
officer in command of the 19 gendarmes. Acting on their 
instructions the detachment of gendarmes lined up in two rows 
at a bend of the road, forced the lorry to stop, fired three volleys 
into it and then going up to it fired at the wounded in the lorry 
and at the others who, shrieking, were trying to escape. The 
official medical examination furthermore revealed that dum-dum 
bullets had been used. The official statement to the effect that 
some of the victims were Communists is utterly untrue, for almost 
without exception they were members of a Croatian Christian 
junior organization fighting Communism.

"A fter  these statements o f mine” —  says M acek at the end 
o f the pamphlet —  “ only two things can happen. Either all the 
officials responsible for the terrible slaughter must be dismissed 
and handed over to their w ell-deserved punishment along with 
those who inspired and wrote the lying and cynical reports, or 
I must be sued for libelling the authorities. I am waiting to see 
which will happen."

After the pamphlet appeared Macek made a statement to 
Zagreb pressmen. In it he reminded them of the resolution passed 
by the Croatian members of the Skupstina who marched out 
of Parliament after the murderous attack on Stephen Radi£ 
and 4 of his fellow members, by which they declared null and 
void all treaties concluded on behalf of the Croatian nation by 
the Government or other Belgrade factors. Macek then denied 
the assertion made by Belgrade that the present Government's 
policy was pursued in agreement with him and with the Croatian 
nation.
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HOW MINORITIES LIVE

The adherents of the political programme of the former 
Croatian Peasant Party, who today represent about 99%> of the 
Croatian nation, seized the occasion of M, Macek's 58th birthday 
to organize a great demonstration. On that occasion 50.000 
Croatian peasants from the country appeared in Zagreb to offer 
M. Macek their congratulations. Many of them came on horse
back or in carts and on motor-bicycles. M. Macek, on horseback, 
watched the march past and received the salutes of the 
enthusiastic masses. The leaders of the various groups addressed 
M. Macek in the fpllowing words: —  “ Mr. Chairman, Before 
you you see 10.200 people, 200 cyclists, 100 horsemen and a few 
hundred motorcyclists." The Yugoslav press was forbidden by 
the censor to publish reports of the demonstration. —  y  —

H U N GARIAN S OF DANUBE B A N A TE  IGN ORED A T  THE 
CH AM BER OF AG RICU LTU RE ELECTIONS

A  grievous wrong was done to the Hungarians of the 
Danube Banate at the Chamber of Agriculture elections held on 
27th June. The members of this chamber are elected by proxy. 
The municipal and parish councils delegate 50 electors for each 
district who elect one member per district. The Banate Office 
decided the number of electors to be chosen in each town and 
village in such a manner that, for instance, the almost hundred 
per cent Hungarian village of Gombos (Bogojevo) with 3225 
inhabitants in the district of Apatin was allowed to delegate 
only 2 electors and the similarly Hungarian village of Bacskertes 
(Kupasina) in the same district 3, while Szonta with a population 
of 5558 souls the majority of whom are Slavs, delegated 10, as 
did Stapan, where 5296 of the 5563 inhabitants are Slavs. In the 
Zombor district, in Bezdan, where 6607 of the 7623 inhabitants 
are Hungarians, 2 electors were allowed by the Banate Office, 
whereas in the Baranya district Baranyavar (Branjenok) with a 
population of 1067 Slavs out of a total of 1496 souls was allowed 
10 electors. The same thing happened in the rest of the villages. 
At the ballot urns only hand-written tickets were accepted; all 
printed or typed tickets were rejected. As only 50 electors voted 
in each district it was very easy to find out how their votes had 
been cast. The result was that the 400.000 Hungarians of the 
Danube Banate obtained only 1 supernumerary seat in the 
Chamber of Agriculture, while the Germans obtained only 2 
ordinary and 4 supernumerary seats. —  y  —
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CZECHOSLOVAKIA
305.345 REGISTERED UNEMPLOYED

According to the report issued by the Ministry of Public 
Welfare, the number of unemployed on the lists is 304.345. 
Public works, subsidized exportation and a reduced rate of inter
est had, it is true, produced a certain decrease of unemployment, 
but nothing like what had been expected. —  y  —

LOTTERY LOAN FOR MILITARY PURPOSES

The Government coalition has introduced a Bill in terms 
of which the State is to raise 500.000.000 Cz. crowns for national 
defence purposes by means of a lottery loan. This would provide 
means of increasing military expenditure beyond the sums 
accruing from taxation, for national defence training purposes 
frankly and directly serve military ends, and the lottery loan 
would also be devoted to “preliminary military training and 
military equipment".

The parishes (villages) would receive aid from the lottery 
loan for the purchase and equipment of drilling-grounds, and the 
associations undertaking the work of national defence training 
would be able to avail themselves of interestfree loans. The 
capital would be refunded by drawing lots in twenty-five years 
from 1938. Besides the capital thus refunded, prizes to the value 
of 8.000.000 crowns would be drawn annually. —  y  —

NATIONAL ECONOMY COUNCIL PREJUDICED AGAINST
HUNGARIANS

On July 7, at a meeting of the Slovak Provincial Diet, M. 
George Kontsek, a member thereof, raised a protest because the 
farmers in the Hungarian districts —  where the most and the 
best wheat is produced —  had to pay 50 to 60 per cent more 
than the market price for the seeds distributed by the relief 
action organized to help the districts afflicted by elementary 
disasters. The National Economy Council, which was entrusted 
with this task, had behaved in such a niggardly fashion towards
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the farmers in the minority districts because it still consists 
solely of appointed members and because the national minorities 
are not represented on it.

M. Eugene Salkovszky, member of the Provincial Diet, said 
he thought it curious that in the Budgetary year 1936/37 12 
millions were devoted to helping the brewers, when at the same 
time the farmers who had lost their crops and who belonged 
mostly to the national minorities were obliged to pay cash down 
for the seed distributed in spring, although in certain parts —  
especially in the hail-stricken valley of the Garam —  their losses 
amounted to 100 per cent. —  y  —

HUNGARY

AGREEM EN T A R R IV E D  A T  CON CERNING H U N G ARY'S
FO REIG N  DEBTS

M. Fabinyi, Minister of Finance, and M. Imredy, Governor 
of the National Bank of Hungary, concluded an extremely 
important agreement in London with the League Loans Committee. 
That Committee expressed satisfaction with the way the Hun
garian Government had striven to fulfil its obligations, and it 
accepted the Government's proposals.

Since 2nd August 1933 the Hungarian Treasury has been 
paying in foreign exchanges 50% of interest on the League of 
Nations Loan. The coupons for 1934 were an exception, in that 
the Treasury paid 55% to all creditors who agreed to accept that 
as full payment. The remaining 50%, as well as the sum set apart 
for sinking fund payments, was deposited in pengo and after
wards borrowed by the Treasury at 2%  against Treasury bills. 
Under the present agreement from August 2 of the present year, 
i. e. beginning with the coupons falling due on February 1, 1938, 
the Treasury will pay to bond owners 4.5% or 4%  instead of 7.5%  
or 7% as full and final settlement; three years later the Treasury 
will undertake capital services under the following conditions. 
From August 2, 1940 on it will pay 1% of the present loan capital, 
and the interest released by a gradual redemption of loan capital 
will be used annually for the repayment of loan capital by a 
repurchasing of bonds at a price under face value, or, if necessary, 
by the drawing of lots. The Hungarian Treasury will also be 
released from the payment of the arrears of interest originating 
from the part payments effected hitherto. The Treasury bills and 
sums deposited in pengo up to the present, as well as the 
accumulated interest on them, will be refunded to the Treasury.

A  new standstill agreement of similar importance was con
cluded on July 7th with British, American, French, Dutch and 
Swiss banks. In terms thereof the short term loans issued by
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these foreign banks to Hungarian banks and industrial and 
commercial undertakings have been prolonged for a period of 
three years.

Under the new agreement, in future interest and sinking 
fund services will be paid in the currency in which the credit 
stands. Hungarian debtors will pay, through a central pay office 
and in the currency in question, 5— 25% of the amount of their 
debts outstanding as on July 15th, 1937, in four equal quarterly 
instalments. A  sum corresponding to 1% of the existing loan 
capital will be paid as interest out of the annual services, while 
the remainder of those services on loans not guaranteed by 
Hungarian banks and issued to Hungarian industrial and com
mercial undertakings will be 3.5%, of which a sum corresponding 
to 1.25% of the existing loan capital will be counted as interest.

According to one of the covering letters, the obligatory 
capital redemption which in terms of the agreement may be 
claimed besides interest by creditors on loans not guaranteed 
by Hungarian banks and issued to State undertakings, towns 
and municipal undertakings, is to be 2.5%. The right to pay 
back capital at will remains. Hungarian creditors may with the 
consent of the National Bank of Hungary agree with their foreign 
creditors to pay their debts or part thereof in pengo at the 
official rate of exchange. With the consent of the National Bank 
they may also make a special arrangement with their creditors 
by which, in full or part payment of their debts, they may trans
fer the effects in their possession or at their disposal to their 
creditors. —  y  —

FURTHER IMPROVEMENT IN HUNGARY’S FINANCIAL  
AND ECONOMIC SITUATION

Hungary's trade balance for the first six months of 1937 
shows a distinct further improvement in the economic situation. 
The foreign trade balance was favourable, for the value of ex
ports was 74.700.000 pengo in excess of that of imports, the 
latter being 218.500.000, and the former 293.200.000 pengo. The 
rest of the trade figures for that period were briefly as follows: 
The largest item on the imports side was wood, of which 450.000 
tons (valued at 24.300.000 pengo) were imported. Then came 
raw leather, representing a weight of 8.597'7 tons and a value 
of 16.500.000 pengo; raw cotton, 13.372*4 tons (valued at
14.400.000 pengo); raw metals, 14.428T tons (valued at 12.500.000 
pengo); and 38.770T tons of paper (valued at 11.900.000 pengo). 
Imports of coal amounted to 287.000,000 tons (valued at 7.800.000 
pengo). Then 2.846 tons of machinery of the value of 7.600.000 
pengo; 2.060*8 tons of silk and yarn of the value of 6.300.000 
pengo; 698*7 tons of tar dyes (5.300,000 pengo), and 76.926*8 tons 
of mineral oil (4.900.000 pengo).
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Among the exports the first place is occupied by 2.400.000 
quintals of wheat (43.100.000 pengo); then 63.921 horned cattle 
(valued at 21.700.000 pengo); rye (weight 856.921 quintals and 

value 14.600.000 pengo) and 100.000 tons of electrical machinery 
and apparatuses (valued at 11.500.000 pengo). Our exports in 
maize totalled 842.454 quintals of a value of 10.000.000 pengo; in 
machinery 3.963*3 tons valued at 9.900.000 pengo; in feathers 
1.651'9 tons valued at 8.500.000 pengo and in iron goods 21.693 
tons (8.400.000 pengo). Other more important items were 7.219’3 
tons of poultry valued at 7.300.000 pengo and 7.696'8 tons of 
lard and bacon valued at 7.200.000 pengo.

The returns of the National Bank of Hungary published on 
7th July also present a favourable picture. According to them 
the note circulation has decreased by 32.000.000 pengo. This 
decrease was caused by the redemption of bills and the sums 
paid into the State's current account. The sum total of the bills 
redeemed exceeds that of the bills presented by 27.300.000 pengo. 
Amounts totalling 12.400.000 pengo were paid into the State’s 
current account, but 7.200.000 pengo were paid out of other 
accounts, so that in reality the sum total of current account 
credits has increased by 5.200.000 pengo. The metal reserve has 
scarcely changed. The State's debt to the Bank has increased 
by 1.800.000 pengo owing to an approved advance of 100.000.000 
pengo in connection with the Agrarian Debt Relief Scheme.

In the field of industry we find an increased output and 
consumption of raw iron. In the first five months of the current 
year Hungary's foundries produced 139.727'6 tons of pig iron 
and sold 142.649'9 tons. Production shows an increase of 10.390’8 
and the sale one of 26.350'6 tons as compared with the first 
five months of the preceding year. The total amount of raw iron 
imported was only 4.546T tons, a striking decrease compared 
with last year's imports for the same period. This year's imports 
in the first five months are officially stated to be only 7%> of 
last year's, i. e. 57.819T tons less. By the end of May our iron 
ore mines produced 107.937’7 tons of ore and sold 109.455'7 
tons. Production and sale were 14.978‘5 and 14.093'7 tons less 
than last year. Imports and exports in iron ore show a con
siderable increase. By the end of May Hungary had imported 
226.418‘2 tons of iron ore and exported 19.837*5 tons. Imports 
were 73.460*3 and exports 2.856 tons more than last year.

Compared with the first five months of last year the pro
duction and sale of bauxite was 26.207‘4 and 20.332T tons more 
respectively in the first five months of the current year. In one 
month the number of motor-cars increased by 1215, an increase 
of 4%. Coal production, too, shows an essential increase. In 
June the Hungarian coal mines produced 578.307‘6 tons, of which 
amount 470.800*9 tons were brown coal, 67.700 black coal and
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39.786'7 lignite. Com pared with June o f last year the pro
duction was 109.954'6 tons (23.5%) m ore this June. A t present 
35.237 colliers are em ployed.

In June 534.224‘9 tons of coal were sold. The inland con
sumption of coal in the June of the current year was 17.9% more 
than in the same period of last year.

In every area more coal was consumed and even our exports 
in that commodity show an increase. The stock of coal remaining 
is 236.700 tons, —  133.400 less than at the same period last year.

The yield of cereals is not definitively known yet. The 
average wheat crop for the whole country is a medium one: 7.15 
quintals per cadastral yoke, making a total of 19.124.267 quintals, 
may be expected with a weight per hectolitre of 78 to 82 kilo
grammes. The rye crops are also medium; with an average of 
6.04 quintals per cadastral yoke a total yield of 6.436.229 quintals 
may be expected. Barley, too, is expected to yield an average 
crop of 5.78 quintals per cadastral yoke with a total of 4.794.711 
quintals. An average crop of oats has yielded 5.76 quintals per 
cadastral yoke, with a total of 2.320.384 quintals. Prospects for 
maize, potatoes, onions, cabbages, vegetables and grapes are good. 
There is a good crop of musk and water melons. There was an 
average crop of cherries, mahaleb cherries and apricots and 
apples, pears, plums, walnuts and peaches promise a fair yield.

—  y

RUMANIA
BUYING CAPACITY OF FARMING CLASSES IN 1936 W AS

LESS THAN IN 1932

The latest Bulletin of the Rumanian Society for Research 
into the Economic Conjuncture gives us interesting data con
cerning the buying capacity of the farming classes of Rumania. 
These data —  with which we are dealing on the basis of the 
"Excelsior", a periodical edited by M. Strunga Manoilescu, 
former Minister of Commerce —  deserve particular attention in 
view of the fact that in Rumania the farming classes represent 
80% of the population.

According to these data the more favourable harvest yield 
of 1936, which was 14% in excess of that for the previous 
year, combined with the advance in the prices of agrarian 
produce, and that in the volume of corn exports, contributed 
largely to the increase in income resulting from the marketing 
of the agrarian products. The 1936 income of the farming classes 
was one-third in excess of that obtained in the year 1935 and 
two-thirds larger than that of the year 1933. However, the 
advance in the prices of industrial products absorbed a certain 
quota of the increase in income. For, if we take the buying
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capacity of the farming classes —  i. e. the relation between their 
income and the price-index of industrial products in the year 
1929 as 100, we find that the buying capacity of the farming 
classes in 1936 was only 64 —  as against 52,4 in 1935, that 
meaning therefore, in comparison with the year 1935, an advance 
of 20°/o. This shows that, although the income of the farming 
classes has risen above the level of 1931, their buying capacity 
has remained below the level recorded in 1932. —  y  —

RUMANIA PREVENTS BUILDING OF BRIDGE 
OVER DANUBE BETWEEN THAT COUNTRY AND BULGARIA

A  great hindrance to traffic in the States along the Danube 
lies in the fact that whereas there is about one bridge to every 
hundred kilometres in the upper and middle reaches of the river, 
there is no bridge for more than a thousand kilometres in the 
Lower Danube region. In vain has Bulgaria tried to persuade 
Rumania to join in building a bridge to connect the Rumanian 
and the Bulgarian shores. Although the lack of one there is 
greatly detrimental to Poland, Greece and Turkey, who lacking 
a bridge over the Danube, have no immediate railway connection, 
Rumania is unwilling to entertain the idea of building one. At 
long last she has been persuaded to agree to the building of a 
railway ferry-boat at least between Russe and Giurgiu to connect 
the Bulgarian and Rumanian shores.

This is indeed a very primitive solution of the problem, but 
better than nothing. Bulgaria is doing her best to modernize her 
network of railways. She has voted 600.000.000 levas for this 
purpose, and in a year or two the Bulgarian part of the London- 
Constantinople motor-car route will be ready. —  y  —

YUGOSLAVIA

HUNGARIAN AND YUGOSLAV  
JOINT CATTLE-MARKETING OFFICE

The negotiations in Budapest initiated by Hungary with a 
view to establishing with Yugoslavia a joint cattle-marketing 
office have reached a successful conclusion. The aim of this 
office is to see that instead of competing against each other in 
foreign cattle markets, the cattle breeders and marketing organiza
tions in the two countries shall obtain the best possible prices 
for their exports by working in co-operation. It is very probable 
that in time Rumania and Bulgaria will also join in. —  y  —
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COINS IN CIRCULATION TO BE INCREASED BY 
148.000.000 DINARS

The “ Jugoslovenski Kurir" of 2nd July publishes the text 
of the Bill proposing to mint new coins which authorizes the 
Minister of Finance to withdraw the coins in circulation and 
mint new ones. The Minister of Finance is to issue an order 
fixing the date by which all coins at present in circulation should 
be handed in, which date must not be later than two years from 
the day the order is issued. When that term has expired the 
coins now in circulation will cease to be legal tender. Instead 
of the present coins to the value 1,212.000.000 dinars, new coins 
representing a total value of 1,360.000.000 —  an increase of 
148.000.000 dinars —  will be in circulation. —  y  —
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S P O R T S
FENCING

H U N G ARY:
W IN N ER OF P A R IS  FEN CIN G CH AM PIO N SH IPS

It was at the London Olympiad in 1908 that the Hungarian 
fencers first proved superior to all the rest of the world's fencers, 
and in the three decades that have since elapsed the hegemony 
of the Hungarian sword has suffered no decline. At every 
Olympiad the Hungarian fencers have won the championship, so 
it was no surprise that when the World Championship was 
contested in Paris in the July of the current year, Hungary won 
a double victory. The Hungarian fencers won both the sword 
team championship and the individual championship.

The final contest in the sword team championship was 
decided between Hungary and Italy on 28th July. Hungary’s 
victory over Italy was 10 : 6. The final results of the sword team 
championship were as follows:

W orld  Champion — Hungary 
Second —  Italy
Third —  Germany

In the struggle for the individual championship the Hun
garians disposed of their opponents in the semi-finals, so that 
the final struggle was between 6 Hungarian and 3 other fencers, 
the Hungarian fencers deciding the fate of the Paris World 
Championship almost among themselves.

In the final Lieutenant Paul K ovacs was victorious. The 
final results o f the individual sword championship were as 
follow s:
World Champion —  Lieut. Paul Kovacs (Hungary) 7 victories
Second —  Lieut. T. Berczelly (Hungary) 7 victories
Third —  Ladislas Rajcsanyi (Hungary) 5 victories
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SWIMMING
H U N GARY: W IN NER

OF PA R IS EU ROPEAN  SW IM M IN G  CH AM PION SH IP
In connection with the World Exhibition an international 

swimming contest was arranged in Paris on 1st August in the 
Tourelles swimming-pool. Interest was particularly great in the 
100 metre race, in which the famous Hungarian Olympic champion, 
Francis Csik, the German champion, Fischer, the French champion, 
Natache, and the Swedish champion, Borg, strove for the 
President of the Republic's Grand Prix. Francis Csik, the Hun
garian champion, was winner. Time: 59.3 seconds.

FOOTBALL
H U N G ARY IN CEN TRAL EUROPEAN  CUP FINALS
On 25th July ‘ ‘A u stria ’ , the Austrian football team, played 

a match in Budapest against the champion Hungarian team, the 
“ Ferencvaros”  (F, T. C.) in the Central European Cup semi-final. 
A  four goal victory at least was needed if the Hungarian team 
was to reach the final and play against Italy, the holder of the 
title. After an exciting match witnessed by over 25.000 enthusiastic 
spectators in which both teams played with the utmost fairness, 
the “ Ferencvaros”  beat the Austrian team by 6 to 1. Now that 
the "Ferencvaros”  has won this victory over one of the best teams 
on the Continent it must play against the Italian "Lazio" team 
for the Central European Cup. The place and date of the match 
is still uncertain; but it will probably be played in Italy in 
September, when the Central European title will be decided 
between Hungary and Italy.

ADDENDUM
B y an article o f our last issue: “ English and Hungarian

Com rades-in-Arm es during the N apoleonic W ar” , it has been  
accidentally om itted the name o f the author. W e feel it to be 
our duty to mention, that this article has been written by 
C o l o n e l  B e l a  D e m e t e r, who’s ancestors have been, how
ever, stewards on the estate o f the Baron Szentkereszty family.
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