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THE PRESIDENT i~ A8 tnis matter has been heard in public we think

that it is convenient that we slould state in public the
purport of the Report which we shall make to the Home
Secretary, and the Secretary of State takes the same view.
Ve navé retired for a short time to consider the evidence
which we have heard today and the speeches which have been
éddrassed to us by Counsel on both sides, We have, Ol course,
been carefully following and deliberating upon the case as
-1t has proceeded, and we find notning in the speeches which
nave been addressed to us today, useful as they have been,
to alter the conclusions at which we have arrived. We leel
no doubt what our report ougnt to be, and I will therefore
proceed to state its purport and to give our reasons for the
conclusions we have reached

T HIS matter has been heard in public contrary to wiat
nad been the usual practice, not because this case is more |
important or more difficult than the large number of other
similar cases with which tnivs Committee has been called upon
to dealj it .18 in fact neither more important nor more difricult
than many of those cases. We heard it in ‘p.ubnc because all
parties desired that it should be s0 heard, It must not be
assumed that therefore in every case we shall hear these
matters in future in public, but where, as appears to have
been the case here, the particular case has been made the
subject of some public controversy and discussion there are ‘
no doubt certain advantages in the public hearing our decision, :
It is hardly necessary to say that the matters with which
this Committee has to deal are entirely different from those




which 6ccupied the atpentlon of the Committee which through-
out the war advised the Home Secretary on matters of internment
Internment in time of war is a matter of emergencyj it is a
ratter of temporary nardship, temporary inconvenience, and 1t
is precautionary, and internment in time of war on suspicion
may very often be not dn:ly Justifiable, but highly necessary
and rignt. We, however, deal with quite different matters.
The withdrawal of a certificate of naturalization from a man
is a serious and permanent matter, and in considering a
q\;astion of that kind, egpecially when public danger no
longer exists, the person who is threatened with 10ss of his
citizenship is ontitlod to ask that the matters relied upon
against him shall be definitely stated and in substance
definitely proved as charges. Mr, Laszlo 1s about 50 years
0ld; he was born in Hungary, and after a career as a student
in that and other countnoa,- he becane recognised at an early
age both in Furope and in America, as one of the great
portrait painters of the day. He married an Irish lady some
19 years ago, and arter living in various places in pursuit
of his calling, he settled in London some 10 or 12 years back.
He applied for naturalization in July 1914, and nis
certificate of naturalization is dated 29th August of that
year. The question which we nave to comsider is in substanco;
whether that certificate should, in the public interest, be
revoked. In these cases, the Authorities do not prosecute. 'In
this case, as in all oan‘ea - in this case most emphatically -
the case on behalf of the Authorities has been presented by
the Attorney General with the most conspicuous fairness and
moderation, The matters which have been suggested for our
consideration are, in substance, disloyalty, trading with the
eneny as it is compendiously called, and the general question



- of the expediency of rewking the certificate. We will deal
with the mat ter in that order

WITH Tregard to the question whether, to use the words
of the Statute, Mr. Laszlo has showed nimself by act or
speech t0 be disaffected or disloyal to His Majesty, the
first matter we are invited to look at, is a letter which he
wrote to a brother in Hungary in the course of which he stated
in effect tmnat he had become naturalized here for the sake of
his sons, and that it had cost him some mental struggle to do
80, He did, in fact, write a letter to that effect. He had for
a good many years been considering the expediency of becoming
naturalized here, and there is, we think, no doubt that as
far back as 1913, possibly a little before that, he had
definitely decided to apply for naturalization here - a thing
that can be done at any time, very frequently put off, and
tnis was put off, and tnh actual applcation was not made
wmtil July 1914, It was, however, in fact, made before the
outbreak of war, and that is always a matter winich this Commit-
tee regards as material in cases which come within the 3rd
Section of the Act, There was, as was not unnatural, attacks
. made upon Mr, Laszlo in the Hungarian papers, because it
would appear to anyone nﬁo did not know all the facts, thzat
an eminent citizen of that Country had deserted nhis country
on the eve of war, and he wrote an entirely private letter to
his brother defending himself against these attacks, stating
that he had done it for the sake of his sons, and that it
had cost him some mental struggle. In our view, there is
nothing disloyal or discredivle in that. On the contrary, we
think that a man who could give up his citizensnip in nis
native country without some pang would not be of much use as

a citizen of thnis or any other country



T HE next matter is much more important. It is said
that he has shown himself to be disloyal t;.o‘ the King in
having sent money to Humgary during the war, We are not at
the moment considering any quthion of trading with the
enemy. We will deal wxﬁn that in its proper place; nor are
we considering any question of the method or circumstance
5 © of the transmission of the mONey, but Of the transmission
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itself, and the question whether it shows in the circumstances
disloyalty. The facts are thesej Mr. Laszlo iad, 1iving in
Hungary, & considerable number of very near relatives -
mother, brother, sisters, brothers-in-law, sisters-in-law
nephews and nieces., The correspondence shows that they were
all of them, and he certainly not the least, people of strong
family arrqeuon and agcustomed to close and frequent
intercourse, The position of the relatives was comparatively'
numble.' and his own means were comparatively large, very
large indeed, evidently, compared tc theirsj; and it is clear
that ever since he had any money to spare, it has been his
regular practice to send money to these near relatives in
Hungary to help them by payments which were regularly made
and were not excessive in amount, They had been made
apparently for years through a bank in Vienna in which Mr. |
Laszlo nmad deposited for this purpose at the time of the
outbreak of war a sum of about £20,000, For a short time
after the waf began, payments continued to be made in the
former manner by drafts upon this bank ' However, t;onraa the
end of 1914, the Austrian Government impounded this money on
the ground that Mr, Laszlo was a British subjeet, and from
that time he made these payments which appear to have been

as regards frequency and as rogaraﬁ amount not different from



those wnich he had been accustomed to make, He continued to
make his accustomed payments through the post, and speaking
in substance, through the intermediary of Madame Van
Reimsdyk, he sending nis cheque to her, and she Or her
husband paying it into their account at their bank in
Holland, and sending on their own draft 'to Mr. Laszlo's
relatives, This was done from November 1814, down to about
June 1916. We see no reason to doubt the statements made by
Mr. and Mrs. Laszlo as to why it was, and how it was, that
these payments ceased to0 be made; that on the 2nd June, Mr.
Guinness, Mrs, Laszlo's brother, lunched with them, that Mr,
Laszlo nentioned in casual conversation these payments to
his relatives, and that he was 'mrormo, by Mr. Guinness

that such payments were illegal that no payments woro. made
after that date, and in consequence of that statement.
Although these payments had covered a period of more than

a year and a half there had not in fact been any objection
a fortiorl any proceedings by the Authorities in respect of
them, nor had there been any waming. In the early part of
1916 a telegram sent by Mr. Laszlo had naturally attracted
the attention of the Authorities, and an officer of the Bath
Pollce cam and saw Mr. and Mrs. Laszlo about it. It was a
telegram which referred to two matters, the payment of mOR&y
to an address obviously Hungarian, and to a proposed inter-
view at Amsterdam, Now the state of things was that the
payments of money into Hungary was wholly wrong without
leave, but as regards the means of transmission, assuming
that leave had been granted, there was nothing wrong in
sending it through Madame Van Riemsdyk or any other
respectable agent in. a neutral country. The police ofrficer
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appears to nave taken a wrong point, He asked Mr. Laszlo
why he had not adopted the proper course as regards
transmission, but he did not, and we take the account

of the interview from him, make or suggest any objection
to the sending of the money. There was, therefrfore, no
warning. This was being done with knowledge, and indeed,
with the active assistance of Madame Van Riemsdyk who
occupied, to say the least of it, a very respectable position
She was comnected with official people of great importance
at The Hague, and it seems not unreasonable to suggest tmp
Mr. Laszlo may well have thought that a thing countenanced
and aided by a lady in that position was not likely to be

a wrong thing. He also knew that his correspondence was
censored, As a matter of fact, it was being watched with
care; that, of course, he did not know; but he Xnew equally,
of course, what everybody knew in time of war, that the
Auther 1ties opened and looked at letters. Now, throughout
the whole of this period, apart from the use of the Legation
Bag, to which I will refer in a moment, there were a iargo
number of letters passing, both between Mr., and Mrs. Laszlo
and Mr. lLaszlo's relatives, and between tnem and Mr. and
Mrs, Laszlo, and botnqn Mr, ahd Mrs. Laszlo and Madame Van
Riemsdyk and her daughter, a very young girl, at The Hague,
A large number of these letters were constantly passing by
the ordinary post. These letters, all of them, are full of
the most open and detailed references to the fact that money
~was being paddl by Mr, Laszlo, through Madame Van Riemsdyk,
to his relatives who were in Hungary. He and his wife
constantly refer to it, discuss the details of the transmissk
of tnis money, and the letters of the Hungarian relatives




are rfull of gratitude and acknowledgment, Mr, Wyatt Williams
the Chartered Accountant, who examined Mr, Laszlo's papers
on bemalf of the Authorities, takes this point in great
detail, and he sets out extracts from a mga number of these
letters - indeed most of them were postcards - in which these
matters are openly discussed, and he says "Mr. Laszlo sald
that he could not imagine he was doing anything wrong when
such open and repeated references were made witnout any
question being raised by the Autrorities here, It is true
that he had an enquiry from the police in February 1915, in
consequence of a telegram which he then sent, but nothing
furtner was heard while his correspondence was still
delivered®, We think there is not a little force in that
point and tmat it my very well be tnat Mr. Laszlo, who 18
not in any way a man Of business or a man of affairs,

thought there could be no harm in a course which must have
been well known to the Authorities, was not objected to by
then, and was assisted and countenanced by people like Madame
Van Riemsdyk and her brother. When Mr. Guinness told Mr.
Laszlo that this was 1llegal he made, a8 I have said, no
further payments, but he did attempt to make another payment.
He had among his sitters a Baron Meyendorf who haa been long
attached t0 the Russian Embassy here and who was proceeding
to the Russian Embassy in Spain, and Mr. Laszlo suggested to
Baron Meyendorf that he, Mr. Laszlo, should pay to Baron:
Meyendorf & sum of mongy, in fact £300, and that Baron
Meyendorf should expend that in payment of bills and things
he had to pay in this country before he went to Madrid, and
that he should repay the loan in this way, .tna.t when he got to

Madrid he should send out of his own resources there an




equivalent sum to Mr. Laszlo's relatives ,1;1 Hungary, Now Mr.

Laszlo Jjustifies that by saying that he nl.d understood when |
his brother-in-law told him to stop these payments that the
thing objected to was the sSending of money out of this
country to Hungary, and that this scheme wnich he proposed
would not involve that, but merely a transference of money
from Spain to Hungary. I 4o not know, va.nd it is not necessary
to enquire, whether that is economically sound, but I observe
that Mr, Wyatt Williams in his report, while setting out that
that was the ground on which Mr. Laszlo justified his
proposal to Baron Meyendorf, does not express any dissent

from that view, I am not for a moment suggesting that he
said it was sound, but he does not express any dissemt from
the view, and we think it may well have been that Mr., Laszlo
thought, provided that no English money went out of England,
but only Spanish resouréos went into Hungary, no objection
could be taken to what he was doing

N OV we have to consider whether these payments show
that Mr, Laszlo was disaffected Oor disloyal towards His Majesty
That depends entirely upon the motive with which the payments
were made. If his motive was to weaken this country, to assist
Hungary as against this country, or to help nis relatives to
fignt against this country,- any motive of that kind, then his
conduct would have been disloyal to this country and to the
King of this country, We have been told by evidence that that
was not his motive., We are mainly guided in considering 'hit
his motive was, by the terms of these letters which came into
existence long before anybody thought of any trouble about {t,
and those letters, as we think, show and show conclusively that
the motive, and the sole motive, with which these payments
continued to be made was family affootion, and that there was




no thousht or idea in the mind of Mr. Laszlo of any
international effect, or anything of the kind, but that his
motives were purely affectionateand personal |

THE next matter we are asked to consider as regards
its bearing on loyalty is the use of this Diplomatic Bag.
‘There 1s certainly no disloyalty shown in the letters which
went in this way, or in the letters which went by the
ordina;y post. We have carefully considered tnis large body
of correspondence, som@ 370 printed pages, quantities of
letters from Mr. and Mrs, Laszlo to their Hungarian relat ions,
quantities of letters from the Hungarian relations to them, a
large number of letters from Mr. and Mrs. Laszlo to Madame
Van Riemsdyk and her young daughter, and a considerable number
of letters from them to l;‘. and Mrs, Laszlo, and there are a
vbry few letters, I think, from Mr, Laszlo to Baron ¥orster,
a Hungarian Magnate, an. art patron wno had befriended him in
nis early days, and a few letters from Baron Forster to him
Now it is impossible to imagine anything more imnocent from
the point of view of disloyalty or anything of that kind than
the whole bulk of this correspondence. The letters between
the relatives, the letters to Madams Van Reimsdyk and her
daughter, and the letters back are concerned, and concerned
entirely, with the merest warm personal domestic details of
no interest wimtever to anybody except the writer and the
receiver, That 1s the nature of the whole of this correspon-
dence, and the question 1s, whether, apart from that, the use
of the bag shows that Mr. Laszlo was not actuated by loyalty
and proper attitude towards the King., Now I will take rirst
the use of the Hague bag, the use of the bag from the Hague.
Mr. Laszlo has a friend there, and nad had a friend there



for many years, Madame Van Riemsdyk, 8he is the wife of a
man in a good official position there, and the sister of a
gentleman who is, or was at that time, the Foreign Minister
or the c‘meen of the Netherlands. She acted as intermediary,
and she used the ioramury' post. Certain letters miscarried
or were delayed, and'thereupon Madame Van Riemsdyk, without
consulting Mr., and Mrs, Laszlo, asked her brother to allow
her to make use, not I think always, but sometimes, of the
Dutch Legation bag. He gave leave on condition that she
should herselfl read any letter so sent, see that it was
innocent, and we are satisfied that she did so, Any Letters
thus sent were sent by her in envelopes addressed to Mr.
Laszlo and with an English stamp, and on arrival at the
Netherlands Legation im London, were put in the post and
reached Mr. Laszlo by poste. Mr, Laszlo did not object to this
He did not initiate nor nimself do this thing, but he aid
not object to its being done. It m be that he ought to
have realised for himself that this was not and could not dve
a desirable couwrse, but we are satisfied that his omission
to make any objection to this was not due to any feeling of
disloyalty or disaffection to His Majesty. With regard to
the use of the London bag, we see no reason to doubt that it
was Madame Van Reimsdyk who suggested tmat Mr, Laszlo should
ask the Netherlands Minister here to be allowed to use the
bag sometimes when writing to the Continent. He did so, and
he obtained that permission. Between December 1916 and
August 1916, he sent some four or five letters, packages,
"in that way, On the 3rd August, being at the Netnerlands
Legation, not abvout tiat matter, he heard the Minister in
conversation with someone else over the telephone, and
heard him say that the authorities here disliked the use of



the Legation Bag, as they well might, for tm® transmission
of private correspondenge, and thnereupon he stated at once
that he would not use the bag in t.ns_,t. way again, The Minister
appears to have sald 80 far as he was goncerned he mignt
continue to 4o 50 unless told to the contraxy. He did not in
fact use the bag again. Later, nhne asked Madame Van Riemsdyk
not to use the bagat ber end. I think we are satisfied that
he did that, but it was evidently considerably later, and it
was some time before he stopped the use Of the bag at that
end. Now those are the facts with regard to the use of the
bage Wo mave to consider why was this done when we are
looking to see whether it shows disloyalty or not? Wwas it
done to escape the Censor. as a knowln:g evasion of the
law of the country of which Mr. Laszlo had Jjust become a
citizen, was it done for that reason, or was it done merely
for safety and despatch? Now, there was no reason at all wiy
nhe should desire to escape the Censor, because really there
is not one word in alil these letters from beginning to end,
whether going from, or coming to him, through which any
Censor would put his pencil. There was no motive for avoiding
the Censor, and we are satisiied that he used the bag
entirely for despatch and safety and with no idea or.
_intention of evading the law and regulations of this country
N Ow, the next matter is one which nas given us more
anxiety, and which we bave regarded as graver than anything
else which has been dealt with in this case, é,nd that is what
has shortly been called the "Horne" matter. The facts are
that at a late date in the history of tnese matters, and
after Mr. Laszlo had had his attention called to the strioct-
ness « the authorities, and the public dargﬁa which ﬁs.g,nt



be inwlved in dealing with enemies, he was one day at work
in his studio when a ltmsn# ¢alled and asked to see him. He
proved to be an educated young man, a Hungarian, in great
agitation and distress, and it is admitted that in the
course of that mnﬁza Mr, Laszlo became aware that this
 young man had just eseaped from internment at Donnington

- Hall. He was in a sense an q:‘ﬂoot. in the imn that he
belonged to the Austrian Reserve of Orficers, but nhe was not
a prisoner of war or anything of that kind. He had been in
fact captured as a civilian in an Austrian vessel and was
intemed as a civilian in England. He was an escaped interned
prisoner. He begged for nelp and Mr, Laszlo gave nim £1

and the address of a person who might assist him and allowed
‘him to go unmolested. Now, tnxa was a breach, and a very
serious breach of the law, and the dut ies of a oit izen,
Mr, Laszlo's duty was not only not to assist a man who was

a fugitive from the law, but to take care to detain him until
he could be tasken in ¢harge. That was nhis plain duty. No
Justification can be found for his conduct, but it is not
difficult to find 2 certain amount ol excuse. The duty
required of nim was a very stern and ¢istasteful duty. The
emergency came upon him unprepared and he had not sufficient
decision to do the right thing at the time. There was,
however, a pretty prompt amendment and complete reparation.
Going home that evening Mr, Laszlo realised, probably with
the assistance of his wife, the gravity orf what he had done,
and the next morning he took steps, and took pains, to put
himself into the position to give all necessary information
to the Police, and he went and denounced this man who was
immediately arrested upon his information

«l8-



N OW does this gonduct, which was a breach of the law,
show tna{t he was disaffegted and disloyal to the King, and
- this country? Once more, that depends upon the motive with
which he helped the man, If he helped him hecause he was an
enemy of this country, a fugitive from British Law, if he
helped nim in order that this country mignht be hempered, or
that somebody mignt be _s'ble to escape to Join the Austrian
army, if he mad ary motive of that kind, his conduct shows
him to be disloyal, but if his only motive was pity, natural,
but misplaced, for an fndividuva. who was in distress, if that
was n.ia motive, then his conduct, although wrong, was not
evidence of disloyalty; and we axe satisfied after very full
and careful consideration, that his conduct was not actuated
by any hostility to this country, or in favour of enemies of
this country; tmt he did not assist this man as an enemy of
this country, but sclely because he was a fugitive in distress
who threw himselfl .upon his merqg and nospitality

THE last mtter suggested uponthis question of
disloyalty can be very briefly dealt with. It 1s suggested
that we should consider whether Mr. Laszlo attempted to
persuade one, Winthorp Bowen, of New York, to forward letters
to Hungary for hime If @ had, I do not know that it would
nave been anything wrong, provided the letters went always
by the post and were in themselves entirely innocent, but
as a matter of fact, there ismo evidence that he attempted
to persuade Mr. Bowen 'to do anythinge Mre Boim of fered to
forward letteors, but the offer was not accepted, and therefrore
there 18 nothing in that point

WITH regard to this general quest ion of disloyalty,
it 18 to be observed that it is not swygested that there
have at any time been on the part of Mr. De Laszlo any
expressions inconsistent with complete loyalty and devotion

-y



Jae P14

to this country, We are very familiar on this Committee with
expressions of that kind. In this case they are not suggested'
It is true, as it is poimted out, that in all these many and
long kttarnv to his Hungarian relations, there is no praige
of this country. That is quite truej ’but. in the first place,
it may be doubted whether praise of ':%n'ﬁ country would be
likely to have passed the Austrian Censor, and in the next
place if you look at the letters from the Hungarian relations
there 18 no praise of Hungary in them, in fagt the corres-
pondents do not praise their rospecf.ivo countries or discuss
in any kind of way any pﬁbuc matters., They ask after each
other's health .and happiness, and they discuss the smallest
and most personal and most domestic detalls, Thnat 1s all
that the correspondence gontains. Lastly upon this question
Mr. Laszlo has been voueched as an honourable man and as a
l1oyal man by a considerable body of respectable witnesses,
nearly all of whom nave had good opportunity orf forming an
opinion, and several of whom, at any rate, are people who
would not be 1ikely to be easily decelved. We are very
familiar on this Committee, with evidence of that sort} there
18 hardly a case without it. We are well aware that it 1s
not to be overestimated but, on the other hand, it cannot be
disregarded, We nave given it due weight

1\@1? HE result is tiat we are of opinion that ni'. de Laszlc
has |shown himself by aot or speech to be disaffected or
disloyal to His Majesty. We have found in t he course of this
inquiry so far, that he has disregarded and broken the law of
this country in three respects} by sending money to Hungary,
by aiding the escape of a fugitive from law, and by sending
private letters through an improper clannel. But it 15 to be



pointed out that crime, $0 use the strongest word, breach of
the law, is one tm::g..m flulémty is another, They are
entirely different things. A man who breaks the law of this
country is not by any means necessarily disloyal, of course,
although he fails in the complete discharge Of his duties as
a citizen and although we find Mr. Lasz o has bzf_ektm the law
in those three roapeatig ana'm the matter of Horne serilously
We do not think that the law was broken in circumstances which
show that he was actuated by any disaffection or disloyalty.

TH E next head of enquiry can be dealt with very shortly
indeed. It 1is said that he has broken the law in regard to
what 18 snortly called "trading with the enemy". The
correspondence, as I hmave pointed out, was in itself, entirely
innocents It ia not mu;xary t0 consider whether an innocent
correspondence with the enemy was or was not a breach of the
law, It was mot in faet objected o, and is mot put forward
nere as a mtter of complaint, ROr 18 it necessery %o enquire
whether 1t became an infringement of the law by the Wrong use
of the bage It is unnecessary to enquire into these questions
because it cannot be demied, and never has bean denied, and
never has been denied because it cannot de, that there was
here for nineteen months a dreach by Mre Laszlo of the law
against sending mongy out of this countiy into an enemy
country in time of war, and xé is obvious, tmerefore, that
80 far as trading with the enemy 1s concerned, it is our dwuty
to rapori to the Home Secretary -vtmt. that charge is proved,
and indeed is not denied.

TH B third matter which we have to consider arises
both under section 3 and section 1l of the Act, and may
conveniently, althouwh the two questions may not ve Monum.
be dealt with together, They are in effect whether the public
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interest mxé- it du;?mle that the certificate of natural-
isation granted to Mr. laszlo in August 1814 should be
witndrawn, The matters Felied upon are the sending of money
to Hungary, tn.é use of the bag, and the Horne incident. The
tests in our opinion which we ought to apply are, in substance
has the gift of British citizémn1p been abused, and would
the country be better without the citizenshnip of Mr., laszlo?
Those are the practical questions.

N OW with regard to the sending of money to his
relatives, I have already stated tle facts. He always had
helped them, and continued to help thems It was done entirely
openly, and there woro,groundn on which he might well have
thought that the authorities were n#ro of y and had no
obJjection to that wnich he was doing, He received no warming,
and, subject to the Mayendorff incident with which I have
dealt, he ceased as S00n as he was informed by a person who
knew more about it than he did, that it was a thing he ought
not to do. |

W E have come t0 the conclusionin regard tothat,
that this sending on money was not an intentional or
conscious evasion of the law, but was an inadvertent
transgression due to family affection and generosity which
are in themselves virtues althoughof course they 'o;xld arford
no defence if proceedings had been taken upon that pq.rticmr
matter | | ‘

WITH regard to the use of the vags, that was
‘suggested by a lady in a very good position, and it was asse
ted to and mamitted by very responsible and highly placed
official persons bothat the Hague and in London, It was
stopped promptly on this side as soon as Mr. Laszlo learned
indirectly that it was disapproved by the authorities here.



It was stopped on the other side too, dbut not so promptly
a8 might have been desirable, and we have arrived, as I mave
already said, at the gconclusion that what was done was done
although it was a breach of the law, inadvertently, and not
with any idea of evading the law, oOr ‘escaping the
Censorship.

A N D 1lastly with regard to the Horne matter, ammﬁg,n
there was there what seems to us a breach of the law
conslderably graver than the other matters which have been
suggested and a breagh of the Jaw which cannot be said to
have been inadvertent in that, any grown man must have xnown
that it must be a breach of the law of any country to
facilitate the escape of a fugitive from justice, still
there were circumstances affording considerable excuse, and
there was prompt repentence, and complete reparation in the
discharge of a very unpleasant duty, and we think that
althowh that mtter is particularly to be deplored yet to
deprive a man of citizenship which has been conferred upon
nim on that ground would be to inflict a penalty quite
di sproportionate tc the error

M Re Laszlo was treated by the authorities in this
matter in a manner which was necessarily drastic, but waich
seems to us to have been in no degree and in no respect
unfair to himj and it is satisfactory to find that in a
time wnen the country was in 50 great a danger work of this
kind wag being so vigilently and effectually performed.

This case vas bound in any case to come before this
Committee, owing to the fact that Mr. Laszlo is of Hungarian
origin, and received naturalisation after tne outbreak of
war, But apart from that, there was ample matter for

thorough enquiry. British citizenship 1a~a privilege, and




when it 18 given 10 $hose not born to it, it 1is given as
a free gift, it is met bought with money or services, and
if the gift is abused it is rignt that it should be
withdrawn, and there were ample matters here to make it
mst desirabvle in the interests of all parties that tnoia
should be a thorough enquiry

W E have engquired into this matter at considerable
length, We have nad every possible material and every
possible assistance from Counsel on both sides, and we
are satisfied that we nhave probed this matter to the
bottoms We £ind it %0 be free Irom difficulty, and we have
arrived at the conclusion, first, s I mave already said,
that no disloyalty or disaffection has been proved; next
that although theore have been breaches of the law in
regard to the mongy and the carriage of letters, tnoy.
were inadvertent, and stopped when discovered; and with
regard to the Home 'mcimt. and to the case generally,
we are satisficd that there has not been on the part of
Mr, Laszlo any conduet which would merii. or Justify, the
withirawal fro him of the British citizenship which he
enjoys.

THOSZE are the three conclusions at which we have
arrived, They answer, in substance, the questions which
have been addressed to us by the Home Office and we shall
- 80 report, in substance, to the Secretary of State
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