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

W H AT DID M. DELBOS SEE AND ACCOMPLISH  
IN CENTRAL EUROPE?

The visit of Lord Halifax to Berlin opened out a new 
perspective for those who, in spite of the extraordinarily compli
cated state of affairs in international politics, have not lost their 
hope and belief that through a satisfactory readjustment of 
present-day Europe it will still be possible to establish co-opera
tion among the Great Powers and thereby ensure European peace. 
Certain newspapers, in fact, expressed the optimistic opinion that 
as a result of the British statesman’s Berlin visit a new Four 
Power Conference would meet and a new Peace Conference be 
convened. W e sincerely hope that these optimistic views will 
soon be endorsed by events.

The pourparlers of M. Delbos, French Foreign Minister 
in London and his visit immediately following them to Central 
Europe and the Balkans seem, at any rate, to prove that 
the spirit which four years ago, when M. Barthou was Foreign 
Minister, made the European atmosphere so fraught with tension, 
has given place to one of the calmest deliberation. M. Delbos 
refrained from visiting Moscow, though certain political prophets 
expected him to do so, and he did not avoid a meeting with 
Baron von Neurath, German Foreign Minister, in Berlin and 
with Baron Apor, permanent deputy of the Hungarian Foreign 
Minister, in Budapest. If we feel inclined to attribute more im
portance than that of an act of courtesy to those meetings, we 
can only justify our conviction by pointing out that such an 
act of courtesy would have been inconceivable in the Barthou era.

The importance of the French Foreign Minister's journey 
is only enhanced by its having followed fast on the heels of the 
London pourparlers, at the close of which a communique stated 
with satisfaction that it was the common interest of the British 
and French Governments to maintain peace in Central Europe. 
After this it was evident that on his journey through Central 
Europe M. Delbos would represent not only France's but also 
Great Britain's views.

After these introductory remarks let us follow the French 
Foreign Minister to the four stages of his route and briefly 
summarize the probable consequences of his journey in Central 
Europe.
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Warsaw
In the Polish capital M. Delbos was apparently successful 

in strengthening the ties of alliance between France and Poland, 
but his efforts to improve relations between Poland and Czecho
slovakia were not crowned with success. The views of the Polish 
Government on the subject are obvious: no foreign State can 
influence Poland's attitude, which depends entirely on the 
Czecho-Slovak Government.

It is well known that there are two reasons for the tension 
between the two States: one reason is the treatment meted out 
by Czecho-Slovakia to the Polish minority in Silesia; the other 
is the pact existing between Czecho-Slovakia and Soviet Russia. 
It was certainly no mere accident that Premier Hodza chose 
just this moment to receive the representatives of the Polish 
minority and to make certain promises to them. But apart from 
the fact that even in Czecho-Slovakia’s present internal and 
international difficulties the value of Czech promises to the 
minorities has not increased, the question of the Poles in Silesia 
is organically connected with the grave nationality problems of 
the Republic, and it is hardly conceivable that it can be solved 
except if a simultaneous solution is found for the problems of the 
Sudeta Germans, the Hungarians, the Slovaks and the Ruthenians. 
It is evident that Prague cannot accede to the rightful demands 
of the Poles without, at the same time, honouring the similarly 
rightful demands of the rest of the Republic’s nationalities. And, 
as we shall see later on, Prague has no desire to carry through 
radical reforms, meaning a deviation from her present arrange
ments in the field of the nationality question. Even less willing 
is Prague to1 break with Russia, for whose friendship with 
France Czecho-Slovakia was responsible and whom she cannot 
desert in a hurry without arousing the wrath of her increasingly 
strong Communist Party and dissipating the hopes of the Czechs 
in the support of the Red Army. Now the unswerving attitude of 
the Polish Government is that it refuses, in any circumstances, 
to allow the Red Army to pass through Poland; in other words 
the Czecho-Soviet military alliance is of no practical value; 
Russia cannot hasten to Czecho-Slovakia’s aid, unless Poland is 
first crushed.

Thus, for the present, the chances of Poland's approaching 
Czecho-Slovakia are very slight and France's endeavour to 
establish harmony and co-operation between her two allies, for 
the time being at least, does not promise to be successful.

Bucharest.
This will certainly not fail to influence Rumania, who, as 

we know, is bound to Poland by ties of alliance. Like the Polish 
the Rumanian Government is not willing to allow the Red Army 
to pass through the country, either through Bessarabia, which two
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decades ago belonged to Russia, or through Bukovina adjoining 
Czecho-Slovakia. Rumania refused to conclude an alliance of 
mutual aid with Russia, and not only with Russia, but also with 
France, which was naturally a disappointment to Paris, the more 
so since it was French capital that paid for Rumania's arma
ments and Rumania now hopes for further French loans.

According to certain reports in the French press the question 
of a rapprochement with Hungary was also discussed in Bucharest. 
The main obstacle in the way of such a rapprochement, as we 
know, was the standpoint of the Rumanian Government which 
was that the Government was not in a position to regulate the 
situation of the Hungarian minority before he general Parlia
mentary elections. On the occasion of M. Delbos' visit, M. An- 
tonescu, Minister of Foreign Affairs, in his toast spoke of friendly 
relations with the neighbouring countries, and this sentence was 
taken to mean also a willingness to approach Hungary; but the 
sine qua non of a rapprochement between the two countries —  
and this Hungary cannot declare emphatically enough —  is a 
satisfactory regulation of the lot of the Hungarians in Transyl
vania. The Rumanian Government excused itself on the plea of 
the approaching elections, but now that they are over, that excuse 
has ceased. The way is therefore open to a fulfilment of the 
rightful demands of the Hungarian minority in Rumania, and from 
now on it devolves entirely on the Rumanian Government to show 
whether a rapprochement with Hungary is sincerely desired or not.

In any case, while in Bucharest M. Delbos had an opportun
ity of looking into the seething cauldron of Rumania's internal 
politics and' of seeing the deep rift separating the Opposition 
from the Government, as witnessed by the refusal of the leaders 
of the National Peasant Party to take part in the festivities 
organized by the Government in M, Delbos' honour.

Belgrade
The visit of the French Foreign Minister to Belgrade was 

disturbed by two events. The one was that immediately before 
his arrival M. Stoyadinovitch thought fit to visit Rome and thus 
publicly demonstrate Yugoslavia’s friendship with Italy, which 
has been growing stronger ever since the pact was signed by the 
two Governments on 26th March. M. Stoyadinovitch's proposed 
visit to Berlin in January will but serve to cement Yugoslavia’s 
friendship with the Rome— Berlin axis. The second disturbing 
incident was the demonstration organized after M. Delbos’ 
arrival by the anti-Italian Serb circles, on which occasion rifles 
were fired and many wounded left on the scene of the clash 
between the gendarmes and the anti-Italian demonstrators. The 
march of the demonstrators past the Czech Legation, coupled
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with the intrigues of the Czech press against the Italo-Yugoslav 
friendship, leaves no reasonable doubt where we have to look 
for the spiritual leaders of what must have been a very 
disagreable incident for M. Delbos. After these antecedents it is 
to be understood that the Yugoslav Government's mistrust of 
Prague grows ever stronger.

Unlike her Czecho-Slovak ally, Yugoslavia continues to be 
dead set against Soviet Russia, whose advanced outpost in 
Central Europe is the Czecho-Slovak Republic, and also refuses 
to sign the pact of mutual assistance offered her by France. 
Yugoslavia's geographical position, her economic interests and, 
last but not least, the state of her internal politics, clearly show 
her how indispensible is co-operation with Italy and Germany.

Prague
The last, but perhaps the most important stage of M. 

Delbos’ itinerary was his visit to Prague. It is a grotesque 
symptom of European conditions today that France should 
recommend the Czechs to seek reconciliation with Germany by 
pacifying the Sudeta Germans. The problem of the Germans in 
Czecho-Slovakia has for long been one of the questions causing 
the greatest anxiety to European diplomacy. Ever since, thanks 
to the results of the Parliamentary elections in 1935, Herr Conrad 
Henlein has enjoyed the support of the largest Party in Czecho
slovakia, this leader of the Sudeta German Party is one of the 
most frequently discussed politicians in Europe. In itself the 
fact that while in Prague M. Delbos had a lengthy conversation 
with two of the representatives of the Sudeta German Party (who 
drew his attention to the provisions of the Czech Defence of the 
State Act, which are certainly unusual in a “democratic'' State) 
is proof of the interest taken by France as well as Britain in 
the question of the Sudeta Germans. Towards the representatives 
of the Sudeta Germans, Herren Kundt and Pfundtner, M. Delbos 
adopted the extremely correct attitude of not being prepared to 
interfere with Czecho-Slovakia's domestic affairs; all he desired 
was a reinforcement of the unity of the Czecho-Slovak State, 
but not only the warning issued to Czecho-Slovakia by "The 
Times" in connection with the Sudeta Germans, but also the 
advice of the French press that the Republic should, without 
prejudicing her sovereignty, seek to improve the lot of the 
minorities, especially of the Sudeta Germans, is a striking proof 
that Paris is well aware of the mistaken nature of Czecho
slovakia's minority policy and desires a change. The French 
press, of course, strongly emphasizes the point that there can 
be no question of nationality autonomy, but all au fait with the 
problem of the Sudeta Germans are fully aware that Henlein 
cannot withdraw the demand made for self-government after the 
complaints lodged in the spring of this year, and that Berlin is
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not likely to be content with a solution that does not grant 
autonomy to the Sudeta Germans.

The oft-quoted concessions of 18th February —  which in 
any case are being effected in a very tardy manner —  are by 
no means calculated to solve either the Sudeta German problem 
or any of the rest of Czecho-Slovakia's nationality questions. 
For —  we cannot repeat it too often —  Czecho-Slovakia has 
not only a German, but also a Hungarian, a Slovak, a Ruthenian, 
and a Polish problem, each of which is of the same importance 
as the German question, if not arithmetically, but in gravity. 
The majority of Czecho-Slovakia’s inhabitants is not composed 
of Czechs, but of minorities incorporated in the Republic without 
their wishes being consulted, and indeed against their will. The 
only possibility of existence for the Czecho-Slovak Republic is 
to take the political consequences inherent in this fact and, 
instead of striving to maintain a fictive national State, resolve 
itself into a nationality State, in which Germans, Hungarians, 
Slovaks, Ruthenians and Poles would enjoy, both as individuals 
and as national units, the same rights as the Czechs.

This fundamental problem of the Czecho-Slovak State is 
not to be solved by pretended concessions, and it will grow the 
more dangerous for the Republic, the worse her relations with 
her neighbours are. These relations, in their turn, depend more 
or less, on the treatment meted out by Prague to the nationalities 
enumerated above. It is indeed a vicious circle, the way out of 
which only a statesman of genius could find. The Czechs 
themselves are well aware of the gravity of the situation, and 
all the information we receive from the territorities severed from 
Hungary goes to prove that a state of panic prevails among the 
Czech officials in the public services there. W e wonder whether, 
in the few days at his disposal in Prague, M. Delbos was able 
to see far enough into the intricate and therefore hardly-to-be- 
solved nationality problems of the Czecho-Slovak State. The 
only good advice he could give to President Benes and Premier 
Hodza was to lose not a minute in solving, by means of autono
mies, the nationality problems of the Republic.

According to several press reports, all of the same tenor, 
the French Foreign Minister gave Prague the same advice he 
gave to the other two States of the Little Entente, namely to 
approach Hungary. If this is really true, it is one reason more 
why M. Delbos should not confine his attention to the problems 
of the Poles and the Sudeta Germans, but why he should also 
study the nationality problems of the territories wrested from 
Hungary, above all the question of the Hungarian minority, 
without a satisfactory solution of which no modus vivendi can 
possibly be devised calculated to improve relations between 
Budapest and Prague.

y
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THE RUMANIAN PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS

For the Rumanian Parliamentary elections, which took place 
on December 20 and 22, the Government Party, the National 
Liberals, made a pact with Alexander Vaida-Voivod's Party of 
the Extreme Right the "Rumanian Front", and worked together 
with Jorga's Party. The National Peasant Party under the leader
ship of Maniu, on the other hand, entered into a comradeship-in
arms with the Iron Guard, which joined the fray with the slogan: 
“Everything for the Fatherland!". It is therefore unquestionable 
that a certain movement towards the Right has taken place in 
Rumanian politics.

In this connexion we wish to point out that the Rumanian 
Government has made a pact for the elections with the German 
minority organizations; the Government has also promised that 
it will not apply the Defence of Labour Act against the German 
minority. In Bucovina the Germans were allowed to open 21 
new denominational schools; in those schools which are also 
visited by German pupils, German will be one of the languages 
of instruction. Moreover, the Germans will regain their school 
property in Bessarabia and will be allowed to use their tribal 
flags ("Brassoi Lapok", Nov. 28).

The Hungarian minority in Transylvania has not made 
a pact with any of the Rumanian Parties, but will enter 
the contest with its own list. Although the Government 
promised complete electoral liberty, almost immediately after 
the date of the elections had been fixed the authorities 
did all in their power to prevent free expression of 
the will of the Hungarians in Transylvania. The Rumanian 
authorities proved themselves very resourceful in discovering 
methods of using seemingly legal means of doing so. In County 
Szatmar, for instance, certain Hungarian villages were put in 
quarantine on the pretext of a contagious epidemic. Strange to 
say the "epidemic” avoided the Rumanian villages. In the 
counties of Szilagy and Bihar the Hungarian, inhabitants of large 
villages will have to go 20— 30 or 50 kilometres to tiny hamlets 
in order to vote. Everywhere complaints are being made about 
the distribution of the electors’ certificates. The Hungarian Party 
is not allowed to conduct a propaganda campaign and in some 
counties the candidates of the Party have been arrested.

During the elections the gendarmes behaved with great 
brutality, and blood was shed in many places. In the village of 
Nyaradmagyaros the gendarmes used their rifles, killing several 
people, and in Pazmanfalva they let loose a pack of big wolf
hounds on the Hungarian electors, many of whom were terribly 
bitten by the ferocious animals. In the Hungarian constituencies
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in many places the Hungarian voters were kept back by a cordon 
of gendarmes or driven back on the highroads by armed men. 
In the county of Kiskukiillo 15°/o of the Hungarian electors were 
not allowed to vote. In the county of Szatmar the whole popula
tion of the village of Avasujfalu were arrested for presuming 
to vote.

A  thing unprecedented in Rumania has happened: the
Government Party has failed to obtain 40% of the votes cast. 
The explanation is to be found in the fact that there was no 
opportunity of robbing the ballot-urns as was the custom in the 
past, since the Rumanian Opposition Parties stood guard over 
the places where the elections were held and prevented a falsi
fication of the election results.

The Government secured only 35.92% of the votes cast (152 
seats), and even that not alone but together with Vaida-Voivode’s, 
Jorga's and the German Parties. The National Peasant Party 
obtained 20.4% of the votes (36 seats). Great progress was made 
by the Iron Guard, which received 15.58% of the votes with 86 
seats. This organization of the extreme Right took the hitherto 
scattered groups of the Right wing in hand and, thanks to its 
well trained canvassers, secured many votes especially in the 
lonely country places. 9.15% of the votes with 39 mandates fell 
to Goga's National Christian Party. In spite of the terroristic 
methods employed against it, the Hungarian Party managed to 
secure 136,139 votes (19 seats). In the counties of Csik and 
Haromszek this Party received an absolute majority of the 
votes cast.

Although, as we see above, M. Octavian Goga's Party did 
not secure even one-tenth of the votes, yet he was asked by the 
King to form the new Cabinet after M. Tatarescu handed in his 
resignation in consequence of his Party's defeat at the elections. 
M. Goga was able to persuade four Regate members of the 
National Peasant Party to accept seats in the Cabinet without, 
however, winning over the Party as a whole, for the four 
Ministers were immediately excluded from the Party.

When these lines are being written the Goga Government 
is but a few days in office and it would be impossible at this 
stage to form a definite opinion of it. One thing seems certain: 
the trend of its foreign policy —  as was revealed by the first 
statement given by M. Micescu, Foreign Minister, —  will be to 
approach Germany and Italy more closely than M. Tatarescu 
did after M. Titulescu's fall. The domestic policy of the new 
Government will be one of the most intolerant nationalism and so 
the minorities have little hope that the anti-minority policy of 
the Tatarescu Government will give place to a more reasonable 
one. On the contrary, the opposite is to be feared.

*  *  •
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Compared with the scandalous atrocities committed at the 
Parliamentary elections, the election of the Senators was orderly 
enough. Three Hungarian Senators were elected, one in Csik 
County, one in Haromszek County and one in Udvarhely County.

Because of the atrocities, the County Maros-Torda section 
of the Hungarian Party refrained from taking part in elections 
"in order —  so runs the official report of the Party —  to prevent 
the loss of more Hungarian lives” .

M . Maniu’s attack on the King Carol II.

Returning to his home from Bucharest after the political 
crisis in November, M. Maniu addressed a crowd of his followers 
at the railway station of Kolozsvar (Cluj). The Tatarescu Cabinet, 
he said, was not a Government freely chosen by the people of 
Greater Rumania, but an instrument in the hands of the King's 
advisers for the perpetuation of their domination. The “Cabal’’ 
(the King's advisers), M. Maniu continued, must be swept away 
and at the same time Madame Lupescu, too, must leave the 
country, for it is impossible to shut our eyes any longer to the 
present state of moral corruption. The whole speech appears to 
have been intended as a secret attack on the King’s person; it 
was probably due to this fact that the “Patria” , a newspaper 
which had published the whole speech, was confiscated by the 
Police.

Semi-Official Czecho-Slovak criticism o f  Anti-Democratic 
election methods in Rumania

On November 15th the “Prager Presse”, which is the semi
official organ of the Czecho-Slovak Government, passed a very 
severe criticism on the customary methods of force and terror 
characterising the elections in Rumania. It also remarked that 
the National Peasant Party rested on the basis of democracy. 
In other words, the semi-official organ of Rumania’s ally not 
only condemned the governmental system of its friend but openly 
sympathized, not with the ruling party, but with the Govern
ment's opposition (M. Maniu’s Peasant Party). It is easy to under
stand, therefore, why Professor Jorga, one of King Charles' 
former tutors and now his confidant, on November 24th, wrote 
the following reply in his paper, the "Neamul Romanesc” :

"Rumania is an independent State with a number of allies 
who, nevertheless, are not allowed to recommend her such 
governments as they themselves would like to see ruling over 
her; furthermore it is a mark of indecency to demand, on certain 
ideological considerations, that we should have a different 
governmental system from the one that pleases us most. Rumania 
is a monarchy, and the Monarch is entitled to appoint as his 
cabinet ministers such persons as he thinks most fit to serve the 
purposes of the nation; the country, and the country alone, is
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then entitled to decide —  by means of its votes —  whether it 
agrees with the Monarch's choice. If, therefore, anyone expects 
us to be directed by foreign influence in the management of 
our own affairs, be he ever so good a friend, he is —  in 
addition to proving that he is not familiar with such principles 
of government —  certainly ingorant of two things: he does not 
know King Carol and the Rumanian people." —  y  —.

THE BEST JOKE OF THE MONTH:
COLONIES FOR CZECHO-SLOVAKIA

At the beginning of December, an article appeared in the 
"Poledni List" of Prague the author of which, it would seem, 
has no idea of the gravity of Czecho-Slovakia’s international 
position, for he demanded no less than colonies for the Republic. 
This was deemed a little too much by serious Czech circles them
selves, and in the “Lidove Noviny” of 5th December, Ferdinand 
Peroudka, the well-known Czech publicist, commented on the 
article in the “Poledni List” as follows: —  “The actual situation 
is such, that, far from devising new demands, we must employ 
all our abilities and energies to keep what we have.”

—  y —

Mr. CHURCHILL ON “THE ABUSED TREATY OF TRIANON"
On 21st December Mr. Churchill delivered a speech in the 

House of Commons, which was much commented on everywhere. 
In it he spoke against the unjust Trianon Treaty. The passage of 
his speech dealing with this subject was as follows.

“W e have heard that since Lord Halifax's return the Govern
ment of Germany have raised question connected with the 
restoration of war conquests. By this they mean conquests made 
from Germany and her allies in the late War. W e are not called 
upon to express any opinion upon this until a specific request 
is formally made to us, but if and when that request is made, 
it would seem that the answer is very obvious. Of course, we 
should say that we are ready to discuss in a friendly spirit the 
restoration of war conquest, provided every other country, or 
the bulk of the countries that made such conquests, are ready 
to join with us and distruss the situation on equal terms. If my 
memory serves me right, the French made important war con
quests, and so did Rumania and Belgium, Poland, Yugoslavia 
and Czechoslovakia owe their national existence —  which I 
trust they may long preserve —  to war conquests in which 
British, French and, let us not forget, Russian soldiers played 
their part, and all of which are confirmed by the much abused 
Treaty of Versailles and the much more justly abused Treaty 
of Trianon.”
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EIGHT MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT FOR THE REVISION 
OF THE TREATY OF TRIANON

In our last issue we published a letter to the Editor o£ 
the "Manchester Guardian” by Messrs Ben Riley, Quibell and 
Rhys Davies, under the title: “The Grievances of Hungary”. On 
December 2nd Sir Robert Gower, Messrs J. A . Lovat-Fraser, W . 
Rostron Duckworth, E. L. Fleming, Henry A. Proctor, George 
W . H. Jones and W . A. Wayland, Members of Parliament, wrote 
to the Editor of the same paper and commented upon the problem 
as follows:

"W e  have read with interest the letter on "Hungary's 
Grievances,” by Mr. Ben Riley, Mr. Quibell, and Mr. Rhys 
Davies, members of the British Parliamentary Labour Party, 
which appears in your issue to-day. W e agree with what they 
say. As the "Manchester Guardian" has ever been the champion 
of oppressed peoples, it is appropriate that they should have 
ventilated the matter in your columns. That great Liberal, the 
late Lord Buckmaster accurately summed up the position when 
in speaking in the House of Lords in 1927 he said:

"Hungary presents a spectacle which calls lor the pity of- 
us all . . . Peace, which by universal tradition is supposed to 
assume the form of a dove, descended upon Hungary in the form 
of a vulture and tore her limb from limb, tore her in pieces 
without the least regard to the economic interests of what was 
left, and left that unhappy country absolutely paralysed and 
impotent in the face of ancient and determined foes.”

"It will not be disputed that Hungary was treated most 
unjustly and mercilessly when the Treaty of Trianon was im
posed upon her, and that economic and political prosperity 
cannot be restored to, nor, indeed, can there be any pacific 
settlement of, an important part of Europe, unless and until the 
territorial provisions of the treaty have been so revised that 
Hungary shall have returned to her those parts of her ancient 
kingdom that are essentially Hungarian. The deplorable situation 
in the Middle Danube Valley which has been created by the 
treaty has, of course, been rendered more acute by the harsh 
manner in which the Hungarian minorities in the Little Entente 
States have been treated in direct defiance of' the “safeguards” 
contained in the treaties for their protection.

"It is unnecessary to point out that this country is in
timately concerned in the restoration of prosperity to an im
portant part of Europe and in the removal of causes which, if 
they are permitted to remain, cannot fail to constitute a really 
serious menace to peace. Moreover, justice demands that the 
existing state of affairs shall be ended. As your Labour cor
respondents pertinently say: "This running sore is one which 
cannot and ought not to be indefinitely neglected.”
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"Hungary has asked that the whole question shall be con
sidered by the Council of the League of Nations under Article 
19 of the Covenant —  referred to by your correspondents, —  
but so far the appeal has fallen on deaf ears. Notwithstanding 
the recent partial emasculation of the League, we still hold the 
opinion that it could and should fulfil the useful function of 
applying itself to the consideration of the question. Its neglect 
up to now to do so is inexplicable and it has certainly con
tributed to that distrust of the League which is prevalent in the 
world to-day. Hungary has already announced her willingness 
to abide by the League's decision, subject to the matter's being 
treated with impartiality. So far as the Little Entente States are 
concerned, it is difficult to believe that they would set any such 
decision at defiance. Indeed they depend for their very existence 
upon the goodwill of the nations.

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

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

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

TO THE THRONE

On December 20th Admiral Nicholas Horthy de Nagybanya, 
Regent of Hungary, was present at the special session of the 
County of Jasz-Nagykun-Szolnok at which the portrait of the 
late General Stephen Horthy was unveiled. The Regent made a 
speech which created a considerable stir in political circles every
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where, —  a speech in which he spoke of the endeawours to 
establish a dictatorship and of the question of the succession to 
the throne in the following terms: —

“The role allotted to the Opposition in constitutional life 
is that of critic and controller. That is just and necessary; for 
even the best-intentioned leadership cannot prevent occasional 
lapses or irregularities which it is the duty of all alike to reveal 
in order to prevent their working havoc. In recent years, however, 
the speeches made at party meetings have often, apart from 
exercising objective criticism, spoken of the necessity of pre
venting the power being seized by a dictator. In a constitutional 
State it is the business of the legitimate authorities to prevent, 
at the command and under the leadership of the personalities 
defined unequivocally in the laws and legal regulations, any and 
every such attempt. But —  I would ask —  who is there in Hun
gary today desirous of becoming a dictator? I do not believe 
there is any one here who doubts the unconditional reliability 
and the energy of the legitimate authorities or their ability to 
frustrate any adventurous undertaking of the kind.

"W ith this question is connected also another, —  that of 
the succession to the throne, a question which has unfortunately 
been repeatedly broached of late. Every kind of pressure produces 
a reaction and differences, though what we need is unity and 
agreement. I myself regard it as my duty to safeguard the 
life of the nation during the strenuous centuries of our history. 
It is my conviction that a republican form of government is in
conceivable in Hungary. I would however once more stress the 
fact that it is the business of the competent constitutional factors 
to determine the moment opportune for the adjustment of the 
questions awaiting a solution in this connection, when the time 
comes for the nation to consider it right and proper to express 
its will in the matter through the proper organs. All power is 
vested in the Holy Crown, from which all rights spring. This 
conception must be shared by all Hungarians who do not deny 
their historical past. There is therefore no cause whatsoever to 
be uneasy or alarmed.

“M y name has been mentioned twice in connection with the 
solution of the question of the succession to the throne. Seven
teen years ago —  with the object of creating an atmosphere of 
mistrust —  and today —  unthinkingly and recklessly.

"Seventeen years ago, at Szekesfehervar, on the occasion 
of the unveiling of the column erected in commemoration of the 
entry of the national army, I said that I could not permit the 
person of the Regent of Hungary to be brought into connection 
with the royal throne.

“That is my attitude today too; and that is still my view 
■of my duty. I would therefore beg Hungarian society as a whole
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not to make the ancient institution of the kingship the plaything> 
of political conflicts."

PREMIER DARANYI ON HUNGARY’S PEACE POLICY

A  statement made by Dr. Kalman Daranyi, Prime Minister- 
of Hungary, was published in the Christmas Numbers of the 
Budapest dailies. This statement contains inter alia the following 
passages:

“During the course of the year Hungary's foreign policy 
has continued consistently to work towards the attainment of 
our aims. The ties which bind us to our old friends have —  
if that is possible —  been drawn closer; we have to the best 
of our ability faithfully and honestly fulfilled all obligations 
devolving upon us: indeed, for the purpose of consolidating; 
the peace of Europe, we have opened up negotiations with 
our neighbours —  these negotiations being initiated for the 
purpose of normalising the relations between Hungary and 
the adjoining States.

“The foreign policy of the Hungarian State is in perfect 
agreement with its internal policy; in the endeavour to create 
a peaceful atmosphere the two are complementary, both alike 
having for their object to ensure a continuation of constructive 
work within our frontiers and to as far as possible eliminate 
the causes of friction between the several parties, and on the 
other hand in our relations with foreign countries to further 
develop the ties of friendship and to convince the public 
opinion of the nations to openly acknowledge the justice of 
our case. In connection with this peace policy the Hungarian 
Government has during the course of the year, now coming to 
an end, been able to reckon without fail on the public opinion 
of the country, which has without respect of party supported 
and furthered the endeavours of Government to attain the- 
said object. In this endeavour the Government has been able 
to reckon on the unfailing support of those States with 
which we are closely connected by means of the Roman 
Protocoils —  our economic connections with which we 
have succeeded in maintaining and indeed strengtheining; 
and we can reckon just as safely upon the support of the 
German Empire, with which we are connected by ties of 
friendship."

THE HUNGARIAN NATION RESOLUTELY INSISTS ON ITS 
RIGHTS AND EXPECTS GOVERNMENT TO ENFORCE 

THEM ENERGETICALLY

At a sitting of the Hungarian Upper House of Parliament 
on 9th December, Count Charles Apponyi inter alia said: —
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"It is possible that in the near future negotiations of 
momentous import will commence everywhere in Europe; 
negotiations upon the results of which will depend the present 
and future peace of the Continent, its well-being and prosperity. 
At these negotiations our country must not be forgotten; we 
must cease to play merely a patient, meek and obedient role; we 
must elbow our way to the front row, but first of all we must 
show an interest ourselves in the questions of vital importance 
for Hungary. It is with great pleasure that I cite a sentence from 
a recent article by my honoured colleague, Dr. Francis Herczeg. 
"Now or never!" —  he says. I do not consider myself competent 
to offer advice to the Government, but I think all of you here 
present, and, in fact, the whole Hungarian nation, will approve 
of my begging the Government not to neglect a single oppor
tunity of insisting upon our rights. Let the Government —  
officially, everywhere, loudly, boldly and consistently —  assert 
the justice of our demands. The Hungarian nation most firmly 
insist on its rights and unanimously and emphatically expect 
the Members of the Government to enforce with the utmost 
energy and perseverance the righteous demands of our country."

—  y  —

THE CHRISTMAS-WISHES OF LORD ROTHERMERE TO 
THE PEOPLE OF HUNGARY

At Christmas Viscount H. S. Rothermere, the well known 
protagonist of Hungary's just cause, addressed the following 
letter to Mr. Francis Herczeg, the great Hungarian writer who 
is also president of the Hungarian Frontier Readjustment League.

“Dear Mr. Herczeg,
“As Christmas comes round again, I should like to take 

the opportunity of expressing once more, through Your Excel
lency, my sincerest good wishes to the people of Hungary, 
whose cause I shall never cease to have strongly at heart.

“The period of waiting for justice to be done seems long 
to us who have to live through it, but its end steadily 
approaches, for the wrongs which your country suffered under 
the Treaty of Trianon are now universally recognised, if not 
yet repaired.

“That this has been achieved is due to the untiring efforts 
of the Hungarian Revision League under your leadership, and 
to all those Hungarians who, officially and unofficially, have 
continued to uphold Hungary's rightful claims even under the 
most discouraging conditions.

“ In Great Britain the number of sympathisers with your 
country's national aspirations grows continually. I am proud 
that my articles in the “Daily Mail" should have been the 
medium by which they first became widely known to the
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British public. With every year that passes, more and more, 
visitors from the United Kingdom visit Hungary and learn to 
appreciate for themselves the high qualities of the Magyar race.

"The patience and self-restraint with which Hungary has 
borne the sufferings that have been her lot since the Great War 
are the best possible proof of the strength of her national 
spirit. Such moderation deserves far more generous recognition 
than it receives from the Governments of those neighbouring 
States which benefited so disproportionately at Hungary’s 
expense. The oppression of Hungarian minorities in these 
countries; the confiscation of their property, and the restrictions 
placed upon the use of their language in churches and schools, 
are abuses which dishonour the Governments that tolerate 
them.

"I maintain my firm belief that the calm courage with 
which the Government and people of Hungary have so long 
endured undeserved ill-fortune will in the end bring its reward, 
and I renew my earnest hope that better conditions may de
velop for your sorely tried country in the New Year which is 
close upon us. (Signed) Rothermere."

SIR ROBERT GOWER IN BUDAPEST

Sir Robert Gower, chairman of the Central European Group 
of Members of the British Parliament, arrived in Budapest on 
December 3rd; his visit to the Hungarian capital was very short, 
as he left on the 9th. On his arrival he was enthusiastically 
welcomed at the railway station by his numerous Hungarian 
friends. During this visit —  which was his ninth viist to Hungary 
—  Sir Robert Gower proposed to study a number of question in 
connection with the revision of the Treaty of Trianon.

After an interview —  lasting half an hour —  with Kalman 
Daranyi, the Hungarian Premier, Sir Robert visited the Minister 
of Education, Dr. Balint Homan. The latter interview was chiefly 
concerned with the chair of English and Hungarian which are 
to be established simultaneously. Sir Robert informed the Hun
garian Minister of Education that the Hungarian Chair in the 
University of London, where their is at present only a lecturer- 
ship, will soon be developed into an Ordinary Chair. As regards 
the English Chair in the University of Debrecen, it will be an 
Ordinary one and is to begin its functions next spring.

Sir Robert Gower also visited Baron Gabor Apor, permanent 
deputy of the Minister for Foreign Affairs. Among the notabilities 
and organisations that gave dinners, luncheons or teas in Sir 
Robert's honour, were Dr. Otto Legrady, Editor of the “ ‘Pesti 
Hirlap”, the Hungarian Revision League, H. R. H. the Archduke 
Joseph Francis, Dr. Elemer Balogh, Member of the Upper 
House, Prof. Gyula Kornis, Deputy-Speaker of the Hungarian
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Lower House, Prof. Arthur Yolland, Sir Robert also appeared 
at the gala performance of the Hungarian Opera-house on the 
Regent's names day (Dec. 6) and paid his respects during the 
interval to the Regent, Admiral Horthy, who received him in 
his box. —  Later on Sir Robert was visited by Messrs Stephen 
Horthy and Gyula Vermes, who asked him to convey to his 
daugther, Miss Pauline Gower, the famous pilot, the invitation 
of the Hungarian Touring Club to take part in a pilots' rally in 
Budapest in June next. Sir Robert said he was glad to convey 
this invitation to his daughter who, he felt sure, would be very 
pleased to appear at this highly interesting sporting event.
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