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BRITISH OPINIONS ON THE CZECH QUESTION

Observer:
(The Times, May 2.)

“Twenty years ago the Austro-Hungarian Empire was broken 
up, so we were told, to achieve the self-determination of peoples. 
The Czechs, Hungarians, Slovaks, &c., were granted political 
freedom, and the Austrians reduced to economic misery by 
rupturing the economic unit which that Empire represented —  a 
unit of which it has been well said "it would have had to have 
been created had it not already existed.”

“From that Empire, and economic unit, was created a State, 
Czechoslovakia, which reproduced all the political disadvantages 
and none of the economic advantages (from the point of view 
of Central Europe as a whole) of the former Empire; it unites 
within the same political boundaries, and systematically oppresses, 
far more violently discordant (and possibly incompatible) elements 
than those which formed the former Empire. It holds them 
together by force, and now we are solemnly adjured to risk a 
European war, and the very possible downfall of civilisation itself, 
to keep this tatterdemalion State together, i. e., to defeat the 
very principle of self-determination for which we created —  or 
thought we created —  it.

“Could even the most cynical have believed, 20 years ago, 
that only two decades later Britain and France could seriously 
consider risking a European war, and its ruinous consequences, 
to perpetuate the hegemony of 7,000,000 Czech over 3,500,000 
Germans and 800,000 Hungarians?

“Czechoslovakia in its present form is a standing menace 
to the peace of Europe, as well as a sorry travesty of the ideal 
of freedom and self-determination for which we fought! And 
now, at last, let it be liquidated once and for all by the self- 
determination, by fair plebiscite, of its component parts.

“To one who, like myself, has lived in that State for four 
years the at least partial destruction of London and Paris, Berlin, 
Rome, and almost certainly Prague itself, as well as the general 
ruin of Europe seems too high a price to pay for forcefully, and 
it is almost certain uselessly, endeavouring, against the will of 
a large part of its population, to keep Czechoslovakia together,"
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Lord Noel-Buxton:
(The Times, May 7.)

“It has been pointed out in your columns that violence would 
be done to the principle of self-determination if the Czechoslovak 
Republic were to be destroyed and its territories distributed 
among other States. Such a development would be a disaster; 
nevertheless, the principle of self-determination cannot be invoked 
on behalf of the independence of the Czechs and rejected in 
respect of the Sudeten Germans."

Lord Rothermere:
(The Daily Mail, April 29.)

“Numbers of our pugnacious pacifists are now saying that 
we should stand up for Czecho-Slovakia. Do they realise that al
most half its population regards the Government of Czecho
slovakia as a tyranny?

“Do they realise that the country contains 3,500.000 Germans 
—  24 per cent, of its population —  who are deadly hostile to 
that Government, and with reason?

“In addition to this German minority there are great 
minorities of Hungarians, Poles, Slovaks, and Ruthenians who 
detest the tyranny of Prague.

“There are at this moment in Czecho-Slovakia 1,300 citizens 
awaiting trial on charges of military treason, a significant symptom 
of terror and unrest.

“This caricature of a country under its Czech leaders has 
from the moment of its birth committed almost every con
ceivable folly.

"Contrary to the spirit of the very treaty which created its 
Constitution, it has armed to the teeth and used its arms to 
dragoon those minorities which were handed over to its untender 
mercies without the asking of their yea or nay.

“It was not the Germans alone Who were treated with 
brutality. Quite recently members of the Hungarian minority 
found themselves denied visas to enable them to cross the Czecho
slovakian frontier to their original native country, even when 
their purpose was so personal and so sacred as to attend a 
mother's funeral.”

Philip Gibbs:
(The Times, May 10.)

“I found public opinion in Germany still anxious for friendly 
relations with Great Britain, but they are losing faith in our 
national sincerity and political sense. As regards sincerity many 
of them ask, for instance, how it is that we who profess to believe 
in liberty and the selfdetermination of peoples should deny the 
will of the Sudeten Germans —  a solid block of three and a half 
millions —  to liberate themselves from the rule of the Czechs
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who, in that ethnographical absurdity called Czechoslovakia, are 
actually in a minority among the combined numbers of Germans, 
Poles, Hungarians, Slovaks, and Ruthenians whom they govern 
with no light hand. Why, they ask, does England object to those 
Sudeten Germans linking up with their fellow Germans if that 
is their desire, and by what right do we object? I confess I don't 
know the right answer.

"A t the present time the German leaders, I am told, are 
trying to calm down these Sudeten Germans in order to avoid 
any popular explosion which might lead to the menace of a 
European war if England and France insist upon upholding the 
integrity of Czechoslovakia. But here is another question they 
ask: Why should Europe be even remotely threatened by a war 
which would lead to frightful horrors and general ruin in order 
to uphold an artificial State which reproduces in a small area all 
the mixture of races of the old Austro-Hungarian Empire? Within 
24 hours of war Czechoslovakia would have disappeared off the 
map and Europe would be fighting to the death for a non-existent 
State which was a violation of all racial ideals. Is that, they 
ask, England’s present line of policy? If so, where is the sense 
of it? That question also is hard to answer."

B. E. Lawrence:
(Southern Daily Echo, 4 April)

“Consequent on the Treaty of Trianon, a territory consisting 
of 23 per cent, of the area of the pre-war Kingdom of Hungary 
was transferred to the newly-created state of Czechoslovakia. 
The population of this territory comprises nearly two million 
Slovaks and about half a million Ruthenians, including also
1,700,000 Hungarians (equal to 10 per cent, of the whole Magyar 
population of Hungary).

“The suggestion that this large Hungarian population, long 
established on its native soil, is now “rapidly disappearing” (and 
this in the course of less than 20 years), carries the implication 
that this "disappearance” is something merely in the ordinary 
course of nature.

“The true explanation is more disquieting. It lies in the 
manner in which the Hungarian (and other) minorities handed 
over by the Allies to the Succession States have been treated 
by the new overlords to whose care they were entrusted. It is 
an unhappy tale of determined attempts to denationalise the 
minorities by such devices as discrimination, expropriation, sup
pression of racial cultural institutions, and proscription of the 
use of the mother-tongue.

“To speak of Czechoslovakia as a "nation" is misleading. 
There never was, and there is not, a Czechoslovak nation in the 
racial sense, nor is there likely to be. The peoples of Czecho-
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Slovakia comprise about 15 millions, of whom about half are 
Czechs, the balance being mainly (in order of number) Sudeta 
Germans, Slovaks, Hungarians and Ruthenians. There is little 
racial affinity between Czechs on the one hand, and Slovaks and 
Ruthenians on the other; they speak dissimilar languages, and 
are perhaps more widely separated racially than English and 
Germans,

"Herr Hitler's action, however much the methods may be 
deplored, seems to have had the effect of shocking the Czech 
Government into an almost belated recognition of its responsi
bilities to one of its minorities; but a® yet no vigorous champion 
has appeared on behalf of the others.

"There will be no sure foundation for building up peace in 
Europe until the wrongs of the minorities are redressed. The 
Treaty of Versailles has been scuttled; the Treaty of St. Germain 
has been violently annihilated. Let us hope that common sense 
will liquidate the iniquitous Treaty of Trianon in some less 
eruptive manner.”

BRITISH MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT FOR REVISION 
WITHOUT DELAY OF TRIANON TREATY

The Times of April 30th published a Letter to the Editor 
signed by Robert Gower, Henry A. Procter, Henry Haslam, 
Philip Dawson, John Haslam, Murray F. Sueter, William Allan 
Ried, W . A. Wayland, J. J. Stourton, H. R. Selley, George Jones, 
W . Rostron Duckworth, J. Baldwin-Webb, G. S. Elliston, Robert 
Bird, J. Smedley Crooke, Daniel L. Lipson, Members of the 
British House of Commons. The Letter runs as follows:

"M ay we express agreement with your Paris Correspondent 
“that the Central and Eastern European States have no great 
desire to fall completely within the German orbit” ? So far as 
Hungary is concerned, her great anxiety is to retain her 
autonomy and independence, but an intense Nazi campaign is 
being waged in that country.

"N o nation has suffered more than the Hungarian from 
the operation of the post-War treaties. The greater part of 
Hungary was partitioned among her adversaries without the 
slightest regard being paid to her national and economic 
interests, and in consequence an unnatural and artificial, 
situation has been created with well-nigh intolerable suffering 
to the Hungarian nation.

“It is, we submit, in the interest of Europe, particularly 
of Czecho-Slovakia, that the present impossible position should 
be removed by such a revision of the territorial provisions 
of the Treaty of Trianon that Hungary shall have restored to 
her those parts of her former territory that are essentially 
Hungarian, and we urge that an attempt should be made to
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secure agreement between the Little Entente States and Hun
gary with that object in view.

‘‘Since the War the conduct of Hungary in her internatio
nal relations, despite her grievances, has been a model of 
propriety, and it would be regrettable if the Hungarian people, 
in desperation, although with reluctance, turned to Germany 
in the hope that only thereby can she obtain that justice which 
is unquestionably her due. The effect of such a happening on 
the balance of power in Europe cannot be over-estimated.”

“ PEACEFUL CHANGE” CONFERENCE IN SOUTHAMPTON 
ADMITS NECESSITY OF CHANGING DANUBIAN  

STATUS QUO
Ninety-five delegates from nine European countries together 

with the representatives of the Carnegie Endowment for Inter
national Peace met at an international Conference (organized by 
the International Student Service in Southampton between April 
1th and 15th) to discuss the following questions: ‘‘Is change
needed in the Danubian Basin and if so, in what direction?" and 
"Can any practicable policy be suggested to remedy the malad
justments revealed?” Sir Arthur McFadyean was Chairman of 
the Conference and the debate was opened by Sir Arthur Willert 
on "Stability and Change in International Relations”. Sir Arthur 
admitted that the Peace Conference achieved imperfect work and 
that the present international tension was due to the failure of 
the powers to effect inevitable changes by peaceful means. The Hun
garian Delegation then pointed out that the map of Central 
Europe was drafted in violation of the principle of nationality 
and with disregard of that of self-determination. The history of 
the past twenty years has proved that no cooperation and lasting 
peace were conceivable in the Danubian Basin without the re
moval of justified nationality and minority grievances; and that 
it was impossible to resolve the nationality question without a 
readjustment of the present frontiers. The Hungarian Delegation 
suggested that a new Peace Conference should reconsider the 
Danubian status quo in the interests of all nationalities concerned 
and thus prevent an imminent clash.

Danubian and Colonial Questions as well as that of pro
cedure of peaceful change were then discussed at length in four 
Commissions. The conclusions reached did not have the character 
of agreed recommendations, nevertheless there was enough agree
ment to admit that conditions in the Danube area can hardly 
remain as they are. The Conference provided an excellent 
opportunity for a better understanding of the causes of present 
discontents so that the Chairman was perfectly justified to declare 
in his closing speech: "However pessimistic one might be about 
the short run, one can be optimistic in the long run, when the
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students of to-day should be in a position of responsibility." 
This statement implies the hope that the better informed younger 
generations will not make the mistakes and commit the injustices, 
which had led to the present situation.

FIFTY THOUSAND PEOPLE IN BUDAPEST DEMAND 
HUMAN RIGHTS AND NATIONAL LIBERTY FOR 

MINORITIES OF CZECHO-SLOVAKIA

On 24th April, the Hungarian Frontier Readjustment League 
held a mass meeting in Budapest, which was attended by over
50.000 people. In his opening speech, the President of the League, 
M. Francis Herczeg, Member of the Hungarian Upper house, 
said it was not he himself, it was notable British and French 
statesmen whe had declared that the Czecho-Slovak Republic as 
a State was politically bankrupt. Even among Czecho-Slovakia's 
old friends the conviction was gaining ground that the mere 
existence of this geographical and ethnical monstrosity was a 
standing menace to the peace of Europe. The Prague Govern
ment would fain make people believe that the question was only 
one of the Sudeta Germans; that, were this problem settled, and 
the demands of the Sudeta Germans fulfilled, the Czech cris« 
would resolve itself for good and the existence of the Republic 
and the peace of Europe would be permanently ensured. The 
Hungarians protested energetically against this fresh attempt of 
the Czechs to throw dust in the eyes of the world. Even were 
the rightful demands of the Sudeta Germans satisfied, it would 
not solve the problems of the Hungarians, Slovaks, Ruthenians 
and Poles. There could be no question of peace and co-operation 
in the Danube Valley until the wrongs done to Hungary had 
been redressed. The Czech frontier was only 35 kilometres from 
Budapest. This was an impossible situation in which Hungary 
could never acquiesce. The Czecho-Slovak Republic owed its 
existence to the fact that the authors of the Peace Treaties, the 
victorious Powers, had been tricked. The fundamental fallacy 
upon which the Republic had been built was that Czechs and 
Slovaks were one people. The present frontiers of Czecho
slovakia had been drafted with the aid of false ethnographical, 
historical, geographical and statistical data. The Slovaks had been 
misled by Prague when in Cleveland and Pittsburg they were 
promised self-government; the Ruthenians had been misled by a 
treaty in which Prague undertook to respect their right of self- 
determination; the Great Powers had been misled when Prague 
signed a treaty binding herself to protect the minorities, which the 
Czechs had no intention of respecting; and the whole world had 
been misled when it was induced to believe that an adminis
trative system of oppression and civil disabilities was Democracy. 
Of the ridges of the Carpathians, which, while they belonged to
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Great Hungary, were Europe's impregnable ramparts of defence 
against eastern barbarism, the Czechs wanted to make a bridge 
to allow the red peril of Russian Bolshevism to inundate the 
Continent of Europe, Europe should be made aware that until 
the Hungarian question had been settled there could be no quiet 
in the Danube Valley or peace in Europe.

The speeches following M. Herczeg’s were delivered by 
Count Joseph Takach-Tolvay, President of the Ex-Servicemen's 
Alliance, Mons, Ladislas Pinter, Papal Prelate, M. Stephen Nagy 
de Arpadfalva, President of the Disabled Soldiers Alliance, M. 
Andrew Toth (all of these men are Government Party M. P.s) 
and the representatives of the Turul Students’ Association, the 
Hungarian Women's National Association, the Alliance of the 
Societies of Upper Hungary and the Alliance of University and 
College Students of Upper Hungary, At the close of the meeting 
the following resolution was unanimously adopted:

"Speaking on behalf of the whole Hungarian nation the mass 
meeting of the Hungarian Frontier Readjustment League held 
this day, the 24th April 1938, in Budapest, declares:

"That Czecho-Slovakia is an utter mockery of the 
principle of self-determination: all the non-Czech peoples were 
incorporated in the Republic without being consulted and 
against their will.

"That during the peace negotiations Czech politicians 
misled the Great Powers with false maps and false statistics 
and thus gained possession of Upper Hungary, which for a 
thousand years had been part of the Hungarian monarchy.

''That the internal machinery of the Czecho-Slovak 
Republic is diametrically opposed to the conception of an 
"Eastern Switzerland" as promised by the Czechs.

"That the Constitution of the Republic does not ensure 
any kind of corporate rights and tramples underfoot the rights 
and liberties of individual citizens.

“That under the laws for the defence of the State and 
the Republic thousands of citizens have been, and are being, 
imprisoned, and have been, and are being, persecuted, for no 
other reason than that they do not approve of this ant’- 
nationality system.

"That the newspapers of the national minorities are being 
mutilated daily by the censor, as the large blank spaces in 
them prove.

"That from the very first day the Czecho-Slovak 
Republic has systematically infringed the treaty for the 
protection of national minorities concluded on loth September 
1919 in St. Germain-en-Laye between Czecho-Slovakia and the 
Allied and Associated Powers.

"That the Hungarian, German and Polish inhabitants of 
the Republic do not even today enjoy any of the most
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elementary rights guaranteed to them alike in that treaty and 
in the Constitution and other laws of the Czecho-Slovak State.

‘That the Czecho-Slovak Republic has failed to fulfil the 
obligation to grant autonomy to Ruthenia as undertaken in the 
Treaty of St. Germain.

That the existence of the ancient Slovak nation was 
simply denied by Prague, and the Pittsburgh Convention signed 
by Thomas Masaryk, in which autonomy in the fields of 
legislation, administration and jurisdiction was guaranteed to 
Slovakia, is regarded as a scrup of paper.

“That Czecho-Slovakia is on  bad terms with all her 
important neighbours and is thus a constant menace to the 
peace of Cenral Europe and indeed of the whole world.

"That the Czecho-Slovak Republic has built a bridge for 
Russian Bolshevism to penetrate into Central Europe, thus 
endangering European civilization and ifs civil and social 
order.

“That the "national minorities", the Germans, Slovaks, 
Ruthenians, Poles and Hungarians who constitute the majority 
of the inhabitants of the Czecho-Slovak Republic, are in the 
highest degree dissatisfied with the repressive and extortionate 
nationality policy of the Prague Government.

“In consideration of all these things, we consider that in 
the interest of the peace and tranquil development of Europe, 
the time has come for these shameful conditions to cease and 
for a radical solution of Czecho-Slovakia’s nationality 
problems.

“The Hungarian nation follows with tense interest the 
development of the Czecho-Slovak nationality question and ab 
ovo declares that under no circumstances will it be content 
with the promised "codification” or “promulgation" of minority 
rights; we desire our kindred in Czecho-Slovakia, as well as 
our Slovak, Ruthenian, Polish and German brethren there, to 
be treated in accordance with the nationality principle and the 
principle of the self-determination of the peoples.

"Setting aside everything that divides us, we are unani
mous in our demand that our Hungarian, German, Slovak and 
Ruthenian brethren, who were unjustly and cruelly forced 
under an alien rule, should regain their human rights and 
national liberty.

"W e  Hungarians vow never to rest until this sacred aim 
has been achieved. So help us God!

Voice of Refugees from Slovakia and Ruthenia.
In the resolution adopted at the Committee meeting of the 

Union of Highland Societies, the social alliance of the autochthon
ous inhabitants of Slovakia and Ruthenia forced to flee from the 
territories wrested from Hungary, it was stated that these exiles

37



DANUBIAN REVIEW

from their native land living at present in Dismembered Hungary 
unswervingly believed that the native population of those ter
ritories would soon achieve their rightful object. The Union again 
emphatically drew the attention of international public opinion 
to the fact that the autochthonous inhabitants of the Upper Hun
gary of pre-War days had been detached from their thousand- 
year-old fatherland without theiij consent being obtained and 
against their wishes. The Czech Administration had driven tens 
of thousands of them out of their native land, while those who 
had remained there were languishing under the most intolerable 
political, cultural and economic conditions. The Committee, there
fore, demanded complete autonomy for all the autochthonous 
peoples of former Upper Hungary, until such time as a just 
rearrangement had been definitely accomplished.

Youth of Hungary Demands Re-union with Hungary
of an Autonomous Slovakia and Ruthenia.

At a mass meeting held on 7th April, the “Turul", the 
biggest association of Hungarian university students, demanded 
the restoration to Hungary of Slovakia and Ruthenia detached 
by the Treaty of Trianon. The arguments for the motion un
animously adopted were as follows:

“At the time of the Peace Conference the Czech politicians 
misled the Great Powers with falsehoods and secured Upper 
Hungary by a trick. The Czecho-Slovakia thus created is a 
definitely "nationality” State in which the Czechs themselves are 
in the minority. During the seventeen years that have elapsed 
since the Peace Treaties were concluded the Czechs, with an 
injustice that is a disgrace to European civilization, and a most 
inhumane policy, have oppressed the nationalities handed over 
to them. They have ignored the provisions of the Peace Treaties 
and done Ruthenia out of its promised autonomy. The Czechs 
have also broken the promise contained in the Pittsburgh Con
vention to grant the Slovaks self-government. All the Czech 
Governments have been guilty of breaches of the minority treaties; 
they have utterly repressed the Hungarian minority in the fields 
of economy, culture and politics. Czecho-Slovakia has smuggled 
Bolshevism into Central Europe, thereby endangering European 
civilization and civil and social order. During the past seventeen 
years Czecho-Slovakia has been on a hostile footing with all her 
neighbours, the German Reich, Poland and Dismembered Hungary, 
This hostility has prevented the birth of peace in Central Europe; 
its very existence is an obstacle in the way of a peaceful develop
ment of the situation in the Danube Valley.”

The "Turul” Association promised that the Hungarian State 
would ensure the Germans, Slovaks and Ruthenians the free 
development in the spheres of economies, culture and politics 
that has been denied them by the Czechs.
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The Union of Hungarian Students (MEFHOSz) has addressed 
a manifesto to the Slovak nation on behalf of the youth of Hun
gary; the manifesto claims —  in the name of the European con
science —  complete freedom for the Slovak and Ruthenian 
masses in economic and territorial as well as in spiritual and 
political matters. Expressing the Union's firm belief in the com
mon historic past and the impending historic future, the mani
festo ends with a statement that the happiness' of small nations 
in Central Europe depends on the re-building of the Danube 
Basin and Hungary.

Mention of these manifestations on the part of the Hun
garian university students was also made in the Slovak Press, 
amongst other newspapers, in the organ of the Slovak People's 
Party, the “Slovak'', which sarcastically advised the Czech 
students to adopt similar resolutions. The “Narodny Listy”, the 
most important of the Czech nationalist papers, on 16th April 
reproached the organ of he Slovak Autonomists for not having 
given a proper reply to Budapest and for not thinking it necessary 
to say “No” to the offer from that quarter. —  y  —

BRITISH POLITICIANS IN HUNGARY

On 16th April, Major Henry Procter and the Hon. J. J. 
Stourton, British M. P.s (Conservative), Mr. John Laytham, 
Member of the Presidential Council of the Conservative Party 
and Mr. B. Shonegevel, Member of the British Emigration Board, 
arrived in Budapest, They were followed, on 21st. April, by Mr. 
Victor Cazelet (Conservative) and Mr. Arthur Henderson 
(Labour), both members of the Foreign Affairs Committee of 
the House of Commons. A  warm welcome was extended to all 
of them. Mr. Cazalet had been in Czecho-Slovakia, where he 
saw President Benes, Premier Hodza and Herr Henlein. Mr, 
Henderson on leaving Budapest went to Prague.

In replying to the toast proposed by Dr. Otto Legrady, 
Editor-in-Chief of the "Pesti Hirlap” , at the banquet given in 
honour of the British politicians, Major Procter declared that 
the sympathy between Britain and Hungary was the result of 
the spirit of Parliamentarism existing in both countries, and 
liberty was the tie that linked the two countries together.

"I  believe in the vocation and future of Hungary”, said 
Major Procter.

It was his firm belief —  he continued —  that all who 
knew Hungary must sympathize with her aims.

Mr. Shonegevel said that the heart of Central Europe was 
in Hungary, and for two reasons. First, because it was neither 
a Slav nor a Latin area, secondly because the Danube was navi
gable only through Hungary. Hungary was the gate and the 
heart of Central Europe. The Danube and the Rhine offered
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enormous possibilities; they would be the arteries of trade in the 
future. Germany knew this. He advised Hungary to make the 
most of the Danube trade in conjunction with the Rhine. In the 
past Hungary had been the granary of Europe. The Peace Treaties 
had blown that granary into bits. It would be very important for 
Europe now to join those broken pieces together, in order that 
they might again supply the Continent with wheat.

Mr. Stourton stated that Great Britain sympathized with 
Hungary in her difficulties and had great faith in the future of 
the country. Everything was moving rapidly and the time of 
"laissez faire" was past. The present era demanded quick 
methods. Hungary's just cause must triumph.

According to Mr. Laytham, the Treaty of Trianon was bad; 
it had been improvised in haste and therefore stood in need of 
revision.

Dr. Tibor Eckhardt, Chairman of the biggest Hungarian 
Opposition Party and Vice-President of the Hungarian Frontier 
Readjustment League, said that two dangers were apparent to 
him in the present situation. The Treaty of Trianon concluded 
two decades ago had broken up the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy, 
which had been in possession of all the elements of stability and 
was not for only selfsufficient, but also perfectly well able to pro
vide its own defence. The present minor units were powerless to 
withstand pressure from two sides, from Germany and Russia. A  
new system of political, economic and military co-operation 
better calculated to ensure self-defence would have to be 
established, which, unlike the present minor units, would not be 
forced to rely on any of the Great Powers. The creation of the 
Little Entente had been a fatal mistake. After the war no real 
peace was established in Central Europe. The Peace Treaties 
were no real treaties; they were not based on compromise and 
they afforded no possibility of negotiation. A  split had taken 
place in Central Europe and recent events were but the natural 
consequences of the faulty system created in that region.

In his opinion —  continued Dr. Eckhardt —  the indepen
dence of Hungary was more than a Hungarian question: it was 
one affecting the interests of Europe and even of the world as 
a whole. Hungary must remain independent in the interests of 
Great Britain too.

In his statement to the Press Major Procter, amongst other 
things, said that the course of time and events —  though the 
contrary seemed true —  was favourable to Hungary. He assured 
the Hungarians that Britain and a large section of British public 
opinion were sensible of Hungary's present situation. The 
patience and self-control of the Hungarian nation had won the 
admiration of all noble-minded people in the world. Hungary's 
strength lay in the justice of her cause, and her aims would 
never be achieved except in a peaceful way.
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Mr. Cazalet saw the Hungarian Premier, and Mr. Hen
derson had an interview with the Regent, Both of them spoke 
with Count Bethlen, former Premier, and Dr. Tibor Eckhardt, 
and Mr. Henderson also met the representatives of the Hungarian 
Social Democratic Party.

In his farewell statement to the Press, Mr. Cazalet referred 
to the fact that nearly twelve years ago he had stressed the 
necessity of repairing the injustice done to Hungary. He had 
been one of the very first to do so, and for years had warned 
British public opinion that the unjust Peace Treaties must 
sooner or later raise the danger of war in Europe. He hoped, for 
the sake of European peace, that a reconciliation would take 
place between Hungary and Czecho-Slovakia.

Mr. Henderson assured the Press of his conviction that the 
questions troubling Europe would be settled peacefully and 
justly. He was extremely interested in Hungary's national aims. 
Quite recently in the British Parliament he had urged a speedy 
convocation of a Danube conference, such as had been planned 
in 1935. by the British, French and Italian Governments, but 
which, unfortunately, owing to international differences, had not 
been held. Since then the situation had grown much more 
critical and something would have to be done unless Europe was 
to sink into ruin. It was the duty of the Governments concerned 
to make certain positive efforts to effect a settlement. After his 
visit to Budapest he was more than ever convinced that the task 
was an extremely urgent one. The hopes to which he had given 
expression in the House of Commons had not declined during 
bis stay in Budapest, and he was leaving for Prague with in
creased optimism. He trusted that the people of Hungary would 
always think of him as their sincere admirer and friend.

During his visit to Prague Mr. Arthur Henderson M. P. 
visited President Benes and Mr. Hodza, the Premier, and he 
also interviewed Herr Henlein, leader of the Sudeta-German 
Party. During Mr. Henderson's interview with Herr Henlein at 
the Hotel Carlton, Marienbad, a huge crowd assembled outside 
the hotel, and all shops were closed to enable shop assistants to 
take part in the procession.

—  y  —

"HUNGARIANS CANNOT LIVE WITHOUT LIBERTY, THE 
SAFEGUARD OF WHICH IS THE CONSTITUTION”

Admiral Horthy, Regent of Hungary, on 3rd April addressed 
a radio message to the Hungarian nation. In it he categorically 
denied the unfounded rumours to which the Anschluss had given 
rise in Hungary as well as in the other Danube States. Below 
we give excerpts from the Regent's address: —
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"A ll who view these events with calm judgment and clear
ness of vision must know that Austria's union with Germany has, 
no significance for us except in that a good old friend of ours, 
whom the Peace Treaties had forced into an impossible situation,, 
has entered into union with another good old friend and loyal 
comrade-in-arms of ours, with Germany. .

Speaking of the five-year plan the Regent said:
“The Prime Minister has made public the five-year plan, 

but we hope it will be completed in an even shorter time. It is- 
calculated to fill many gaps in the development of our national 
defence and in the sphere of important social reform, in respect 
of both of which, owing to our unfortunate lot, we have fallen 
into arrears. Most essential of all is the expansion of our na
tional defence system. I have never wished and in future I do 
not wish to lead my race into any hopeless undertaking. Enough 
Hungarian blood has been shed in the past; enough has been 
spilt in the last thousand years in defence of the Christian 
civilization of the West. This is why we are —  alas! —  so few, 
though five hundred years ago there were as many Hungarians, 
in the world as English. The development of our national de
fence system is absolutely imperative if we are to feel secure 
within our own borders, and a feeling of security is indispensable 
to the success of the great work of construction with which we 
are faced . . .”

“ . . .  We Hungarians are a liberty-loving folk. W e cannot 
live without liberty, but we must not abuse it. The safeguard of 
our liberty is the Constitution, as it is a guarantee that the 
direction of the affairs of the State is in the hands of men. 
who have proved their powers of statesmanship and their 
aptitude for the task, and have thus won the confidence of the 
constitutional factors . . . ”

“W e must endeavour to provide a decent livelihood for 
everyone who can work and is willing to work, and we must aid 
the poor and needy by means of charitable and social institutions. 
In this respect we are doing our utmost, and a successful 
solution of the social problem will contribute much towards the 
completion of the five-year plan. But for these efforts to be 
successful it is essential that the utmost internal peace and order 
should prevail. . .”

"Our officers know that the army belongs to no political 
party; it belongs to the whole nation. Besides the military 
qualities of the nation, another factor that has contributed towards 
ensuring Hungary's existence as a State for over a thousand 
years in difficult political and geographical circumstances, is that 
the distinguishing characteristics of Hungarian politics have always 
been reliability, dignity and a high moral tone. These traits will 
continue to govern our politics in the future too . . . "
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“From the point of view of international politics the situation 
is beginning to clarify slowly. The League of Nations has lost 
its former significance in European politics. The task of an 
ideal League of Nations would be to eliminate by means of new 
arrangements the causes of war, for peace cannot thrive in the 
soil of injustice . .

—  y  —

BILL TO ENSURE, MORE EFFECTIVE PROTECTION 
OF HUNGARIAN SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC LIFE

On 8th April the Hungarian Government introduced a Bill 
“to ensure a more effective protection of Hungarian social and 
economic life". In terms of this Bill the proportion of Jews 
employed in the Press, films, theatres, commercial and industrial 
concerns and posts open only to the educated classes may not 
exceed 20% of the total number of employees. Until the pro
portion of Jewish lawyers, doctors and engineers has fallen to 
20%, not more than 5% of Jews may be admitted to those pro
fessions. Since certain foreign newspapers have misunderstood the 
intention of the Bill, we consider it expedient, in order to make 
the question clear to our readers, to publish the following data 
contained in the preamble to the Bill.

According to official statistics the proportion of Jews in 
Hungary is 5% of the total population. The Government has thus 
shown great moderation in allowing Jews to participate in Hun
garian economic life to the extent of 20%. At present (1936 
statistics) 35.3% of our journalists and 30.3% of our actors and 
actresses are Jews. By 1930 the proportion of Jewish com
mercial employees had risen to 52.8%. On the average the pro
portion of Jews engaged as clerks in commerce and banking is 
51.8%. In 1930 there were 2780 Christian and 2693 Jewish law
yers in Hungary. The figures for Budapest were 1207 Christian 
and 1523 Jewish lawyers. Of the doctors with a private practice 
1797 were Christians and 2151 Jews; in Budapest 1494 of the 
2225 doctors with a private practice were Jews. 51% of all the 
industrial and commercial concerns were in the hands of Jews. 
During the last ten years the percentage, instead of decreasing, 
has grown by 0.3%. Of all the private engineers in Hungary 
30.4% are Jews, as are 36% of the private engineers in Budapest. 
Only 1.4% of the day labourers in Hungary are Jews, 1% of 
domestic servants and 0.3% of agricultural labourers; but 9.4% 
of the large estates, 15.4% of the medium-sized ones and 42% 
of the estates over 1000 acres in extent are in the hands of 
Jews.

The above data show that the Bill is not inspired by the 
spirit of the Laws of Niirnberg. It is not based on any racial 
theory; for only those converted Jews are subjected to the same 
treatment as persons still professing the Jewish faith who were
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•converted after August 1st, 1919, while on the other hand the 
provisions of the Bill do not apply to soldiers who fought in the 
Great War, to disabled soldiers or war widows. It would be a 
great mistake also to bring the Bill into any connection with the 
Union of Austria and Germany (the Anschluss). Hungary was 
driven to adjust the Jewish question immediately after the Great 
War, —  for social reasons, seeing that the Jews had obtained 
possession of the leading economic positions to an extent quite 
out of proportion to their quota of the population and were in 
consequence able to exercise an excessive influence on both 
economic and intellectual production. Partly for this reason, 
though partly also because the employment of the Christian Hun
garian intellectuals driven out of the Succession States to which 
they had been subjected as a result of the dismemberment of 
their mother country was the cause of much difficulty to Govern
ment, it proved necessary to introduce the system of a “numerus 
clausus” in connection with admission to the universities, due 
consideration being had for the respective quotas of the popula
tion claimed by the several denominations (Act XIV. of 1928). 
To all intents and purposes the same considerations impelled 
Government to introduce the new Bill too.

The Jews form 19.2% of the population of Budapest. The 
percentage of Jews among the owners of factories in the various 
industries is as follows: iron and metal 49.8%; machine industry 
40.8%; materials, asbestos and glass 40.8%; wood and bone 
53.2%; leather, feathers and rubber 68.5%; spinning and weaving 
66.4%; clothing 72.8%; paper 57.9%; provision 38.7%; chemical 
53.3%; and 46.5% in the printing and copying trade. 11.2% of 
the houses yielding 1000 to 1500; 4.8% of those yielding 10.000 to
20.000, and 41.2% of those yielding over 25.000 pengo a year 
belong to Jews. In 1920 13.7% and in 1930 20.6% of the mines; 
34.2% (1920) and 35.5% (1930) of the industrial concerns and 
33.1% (1920) and 35.6% (1930) of the transport undertakings 
were in the hands of Jews.

—  y  —

RECONSTRUCTION OF CHRISTEA CABINET

After barely six weeks of Premiership, Miron Christea, on 
30th March, reconstructed his Cabinet. From the new Government 
he has omitted the former Premiers (MM. Jorga, Vajda, etc.) the 
so-called State Ministers, who have become members of a Crown 
Council created by a special decret lege. On the other hand, 
•quite a number of new men have taken office in Christea's new 
Cabinet. And here special mention must be made of the new 
Minister of Foreign Affairs, M. Comnen Petrescu, Rumania's 
former Minister, first in Berne and later in Berlin, who was 
Foreign Secretary of State in Christea’s first Government. The
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new Minister of Industry and Commerce is M. Mitita Constanti- 
nescu, Governor of the Rumanian National Bank. The portfolios 
of National Defence and Education and the Board of Works have 
also changed hands.

Judging by the composition of the new Rumanian Govern
ment, the Paris Press concludes that Rumania has taken a fresh 
step towards the introduction of a dictatorship, and that Ruma
nian foreign policy is veering round towards friendship with 
Germany. According to the “Oeuvre”, the new Foreign Minister 
is distinctly pro-German in his sympathies, and the King has 
got rid of all the statesmen who were unwilling to allow Germany 
to lay hands on Rumania in the economic sphere. In "Le Journal” 
George le Fevre, on the basis of impressions gathered on the 
spot, writes with bitter sincerity of the great decrease of French 
influence in Rumania.

—  y —

GROSS CZECH ATTACK ON PRINCE PAUL, THE 
YUGOSLAV REGENT, AND M. STOYADINOVITCH
The Czechs, no doubt thinking the number of their enemies 

too small, are doing their best to turn even their allies against 
them. At any rate, this is what we must presume on reading the 
"portrait” of M. Stoyadinovitch, recently published in a Czech 
paper entitled "Pritomnost”, which is edited by the well-known 
Czech journalist, M. Peroutka, one of President Benes's 
intimate friends. M. Stoyadinovitch is —  the “Pritomnost” main
tains —  a "knight of industry” who lacks those "finishing touches 
of education which one is able to acquire without having been 
either to Eton College or to the Maria Theresia College in 
Vienna”. The Yugoslav Premier, the paper continues, is a per
manent visitor to the night clubs in Belgrade, where hundreds of 
thousands are being spent in games of hazard. The relations 
between Prince Paul and King Alexander, it says, are not of 
the best. The Prince has been overshadowed, not only socially, 
but in financial matters too, and so on. No wonder, then, that 
the Yugoslav Government did not allow the introduction into 
Yugoslavia of this number of the “Pritomnost” , which literally 
digs its claws into the body of the Yugoslav ally. —  y  

POLISH MEMORANDUM AGAINST ANTI-POLISH  
PROPAGANDA OF COMMUNISTS IN CZECHO-SLOVAKIA

The Polish Minister in Prague has presented to the Czecho
slovak Government a memorandum dealing with the activities 
of Polish communists in Czecho-Slovakia. The memorandum 
points out that Czecho-Slovakia offers shelter to the Polish 
communists and allows them to maintain party organizations in 
Marisch-Ostrau (Moravska Ostrava) and Prague in order to*
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endulge in anti-Polish propaganda. The agents of the Komintern 
travel from Czecho-Slovakia to Poland with forged passports, 
and the Czecho-Slovak authorities have not been able to prevent 
them from doing so. The anti-Polish communist literature is said 
to be published at Teschen-in-Bohemia. The memorandum then 
goes on to describe the activity of certain communist individuals 
and furnishes a list of those frontier stations through which the 
anti-Polish propaganda literature has been smuggled into Poland.

—  y —

SLOVAK MINORITY IN VIENNA REPUDIATES COMMUNITY
W ITH CZECHS

As was reported in the "Slovak" of 8th April, the represent
ative of the Slovak minority in Austria announced to Herr 
Neubacher, Mayor of Vienna, that the Slovaks would vote for 
Hitler at the plebiscite. One thing they asked, namely that they 
should be allowed to vote in different premises from the Czechs. 
Their announcement was received with satisfaction by the Mayor, 
but owing to the shortness of the time their request could not be 
granted. To this report the “Slovak" added that the so-called 
Czecho-Slovak Minority Council run by Czechs was behaving in 
a very strange manner towards the Slowaks.

—  y  —
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