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B O O K S

” Peasant Europe,”  by H. Hessell Tiltman 
(Jarrolds: London, 34 Paternoster Row, E. C. 4. 
Pp. 282. 18. s. net.)

The author, whose name is very well known in political 
literature, here paints an interesting picture of the agrarian 
States of Central and Eastern Europe. The value of the 
book is particulary enhanced by the fact that it has 
been written on the basis of personal experience and 
investigations on the spot. Its object is to make the 
reader familiar with the conditions and standard of living 
of the peasantry in those States and with the great changes 
in those conditions brought about by the Great War and 
the Treaties of Peace which followed. The Peace Treaties, 
we are told, ’ ’based upon the principles of self-deter
mination, denied all freedom and security to whole peasant 
nations such as the Ukranians and Croats, while in other 
areas, such as ’ ’Greater Rumania” , minorities numbering 
millions were handed over, without consultation and 
against their wishes, to the care of nations a hundred 
years behind them in culture and development” . A little 
farther on the writer continues: -— ’’These things, as I 
learned in those valleys and plains, occupy an even larger 
place in the thoughts of the peasant masses than the 
disastrous collapse of agricultural prices which heralded 
the worst agrarian depression in history” (p. X .). These 
are remarkable words, of importance particularly to 
those who in connection with the remedying of the troubles 
of Central Europe would fain exclude the political questions.

Then the author takes in succession the several agrarian 
States. Owing to lack of space we are unfortunately unable 
to deal with each several moment, and must confine 
ourselves to a few characteristic examples strikingly 
illustrative of the conditions and ideas prevailing in the 
respective State. Of especial interest is, for instance, all 
the author has to tell us concerning the state of things 
ruling in Yugoslavia, that ’ ’political fiction” . In his 
opinion the discontent and extreme embitterment of 
the Croatian peasantry is quite comprehensible, for 
’ ’under Austro-Hungarian rule the ancient and civilised 
Croat nation, while politically unwilling and divided 
provinces of the ’ ’ramshackle empire” , enjoyed considerable 
privileges, at least so far as Croatia was concerned” 
(p. 41). Then the author describes in detail all the rights 
enjoyed by the Croatians during the period of union 
with Hungary, as also the endless list of grievances suffered 
by them under the Serbian regime. ’ ’The fifteen years”
—  he says —  ’’which have passed since that event, have 
brought to the Croats, and all other minorities within 
’ ’Yugoslavia” , the bitterest disappointments with which any 
people have been confronted in post-War Europe” (p.42).

Of remarkable interest —  and peculiarly characteristic
—  is what he writes on his experiences in Ruma
nia: —  ”A  nation in which corruption has been exalted 
into a flourishing industry was called upon to absorb 
whole provinces formerly governed by Austria, Hun
gary and Russia, many of the inhabitants of which had 
been accustomed to a standard of culture and life 
unknown under the old Regat” (p. 107). It is a natural 
consequence of this state of things that ’ ’Rumania has, 
in the past twenty years, made no progress whatever 
from the agrarian point of view” (p. 108). This statement 
is founded, not only on the writer’s personal experiences, 
but also on the works of Rumanian writers and on 
Rumanian statistics, the exhaustive analysis of the 
latter offering the reader an extremely sad picture of 
the situation of the Rumanian peasantry. That situation 
is further aggravated by ’ ’the most corrupt bureaucracy 
in all Europe” , which is dominated by the system of 
’ ’baksheesh” and makes it impossible for the poor peasants 
to get even the simplest matter settled.

How different is the tone in which the author speaks 
of Hungary!!  He shows the greatest appreciation 
of the highly-developed agriculture of the country 
and of the considerable progress in evidence in this 
field. His stay in Hungary convinced him that the 
question of primary interest to the people at large 
was that of the revision of the Treaty of Trianon. 
This ’ ’represents, not the aspirations of an ambitious

government, but the deepest convictions of the Hungarian 
people . . . Every agriculturist questioned on this point 
during a journey from one end of the present-day Hungary 
to the other, whether estate-owner, small holder or 
labourer, expressed the view that this question lies at 
the very root of the economic problems affecting 
Danube basin— and as unanimously demanded ’ ’ ’justice” ’ . 
He convinced himself by investigations on the spot 
that ’ ’from the viewpoint of the economics of a predomi
nantly agricultural State, there is abundant justification 
for the belief that, without revision, Hungary is condemned 
to perpetual poverty” . Notwithstanding all the troubles 
and disasters that have afflicted the Hungarians, the 
situation in that country is nevertheless better than that 
prevailing in the Succession States: —  ”1 can vouch for 
the fact that whereas the standard of husbandry in Hungary 
is steadily rising despite all handicaps, the standard of 
farming and the living conditions of the peasants in the 
ex-Hungarian regions, owing to the neglect and mal
administration, is just as steadily falling.”

These few comparisons from the pen of an eyewitness 
are characteristic of the whole of Central Europe. No 
better or more useful book could possibly be found for 
the use of those desirous of becoming familiar with the 
economic and political conditions ruling in that territory.

(E . Sch. P .)

” The Ethnical Minorities of Transylvania” , 
by Transylvanius: (Eyre and Spottiswoode: London, 
1934.)

Seeing that the public opinion of Western Europe i3 
beginning to get a more and more correct view of the 
situation of the Magyar minority living under Rumanian 
rule, the Rumanians find it necessary to do something 
to justify the minority policy of the Bucharest Govern
ment. This is the object of the publication of the pamphlet 
by ’ ’Transylvanus” bearing the title ’ ’The Ethnical 
Minorities of Transylvania.” The fact that the author is 
concerned with propaganda and not with the truth, is 
shown already by the superficiality with which he deals 
with the statistical data. Thus, he puts the number of 
Magyars, on the basis of the Rumanian Census of 1930, 
at 1,353.675. The fact that a few lines later this 
number is reduced by 100,000 may be excused as being 
the result of a misprint or something of the kind. But 
it is really difficult to find an excuse for the author giving 
us two entirely different figures when dealing with religious 
matters. In this latter chapter we are told that of the 
Roman Catholics 600.000, of the Members of the Reformed 
Church 717,162, of the Lutherans 32,500, and of the 
Unitarians 72,000 are Magyars, these data supplied by 
the author aggregating 1,421.662. Which of these three 
figures is the correct one? Neither. The work of Ewald Am- 
mende entitled ’ ’Die Nationalitaten in den Staaten Eu- 
ropas” says that the number of Magyars in Rumania may 
be estimated at 1,924.000 (p. 385). We believe that these 
contradictions are in themselves sufficient to completely 
discount the value of the pamphlet; therefore we refrain 
from entering into a detailed discussion of the same. We 
would merely point out, as illustrating the real situation, 
that on pp. 13— 14 of his work the author asserts that the 
Transylvanian minorities enjoy absolute liberty of the 
press and that a censorship or any other such preventive 
measure is an unknown quantity in Rumania, this being 
ensured also under the Constitution. As against this 
assertion it will suffice to remind our readers that in 
the course of the last few months, for instance, the July 
3rd. issue of the ”Erd61yi Lapok” was censured, and that 
indeed the issue of the ’ ’Magyar Hirlap” published in 
Nagyv&rad was forbidden for 3 days from July 21st., 
that of the ’ ’Friss Ujsdg” (also published in Nagyvarad) 
for 3 days from July 24th., and that of the ’ ’ErdGyi 
Lapok” for 3 days from July 27th. (E . Sch. P .)




