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Q iite recently a question was addressed in the British 
House of Commons to the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs as to whether he was aware that 

certain maps were being circulated in Central Europe which 
showed that Hungary was to be dismembered in the event 
of the decision respecting the fate of Central and Eastern 
Europe after the war resting with the Western (Atlantic) 
Powers? The answer given was to the effect that the British 
Government had no knowledge of the existence of such anti- 
British propaganda, but would in any given case enlighten 
Hungarian public opinion as to the real state of affairs.

And certainly it would do no harm to investigate the 
character of the solution likely to be effected at the coming 
peace negotiations. For it is evident that —  no matter when 
or how the struggle now beginning ends —  the discussions 
will not be confined to an adjustment of the German 
grievances, but will embrace all questions at present awaiting 
a solution. We still remember the exchange of Notes between 
Great Britain and Italy when the tension between Germany 
and Poland had reached its culmination; these two Powers 
agreed in suggesting the convening of an international peace 
conference for the discussion and settlement of all matters 
awaiting a solution.

Though the conference has unfortunately been postponed, 
there can be no doubt that the convening of the same is only 
a question of time. To us spectators of the mighty drama 
being played today nothing could be more instructive than 
an investigation of the schemes put forward by the various
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Great Powers for the readjustment of the Danube region. 
The theories put forward by Germans, Italians and 
Frenchmen are better known than are the concepts 
launched by the British. We have chosen for the purpose of 
investigation British political works dating from three distinct 
periods. Instead of attempting to give an exhaustive 
description of the works in question we shall confine ourselves 
to offering a resume of the final conclusions drawn by their 
authors. They afford most useful instruction.

The United States of Central Europe under the 
Aegis of the Holy Crown.

British political thought is still under the sway of the 
ideas of the nineteenth century now regarded as obsolete; 
though to some extent it utilises also the achievements of 
more modern times. What the British thinkers desire is — 
at home, a democracy based upon voluntary discipline, and 
in other countries an independent union of free nations. We 
must bear in mind these considerations when we open 
British books dealing with various phases of the Central 
European question.

In the work by Robert Birkhill which appeared in 1923 
(“Seeds of W ar": a Political Study of Austria, Hungary, 
Czechoslovakia, Roumania and Jugo-Slavia) we find the 
author recommending that the readjustment should be 
effected on the basis of the principle of self-determination 
of the peoples and with full consideration for the highest 
possible form of personal liberty, though without prejudice 
to imperialistic interests.

The reason why Birkhill regards the Treaty of Trianon 
as a catastrophe is that it involves an enormous deteriora
tion of European civilisation in a certain territory. Where 
the elements possessing a higher culture are in the minority, 
while the power is in the hands of the elements representing 
a lower culture, the former are driven to sink to the level 
of the latter. This danger must be averted. "The unsatisfac
tory consequences of many a war-marriage of private 
individuals are by now well known to us; but the post-War 
mesalliances of these peoples of Western culture and
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traditions were something quite unique: in a moment of 
i intense emotion they rushed to the altar with their rude 
husbands, and ever since they have been occupying their 
much-harassed leisure with tardy repentances. For all this 
present orgy of national hatred, these peoples are beginning 
to realise that for them nationality is a consideration of 
minor importance; culture, history, tradition, economic 
interests, efficiency of administration —  the whole cause 
and essence of their standard of civilisation — take first 
places."

Birkhill was the first to ask why the nationality 
principle had not been applied in connection with historical 
Bohemia too, — why the regions with a German majority 
had not been ennexed to Germany and to Austria respec
tively? As a consequence of the adjustment effected under 
the Treaty of Trianon this territory is bound to be subject 
to constant unrest; and Westerners must not think that to 
these peoples peace will be sweeter than war; for nothing 
is more disquieting than an unjust peace. So the Western 
Powers should make up their minds to prepare the way for 
the new order of things. Hungary must however also 
realise that, however serious her grievance, she could not 
succeed in effecting a practical solution of the question if 
she desired by armed force to recover the territories wrested 
from her and by such means to compel those territories to 
accept the overlordship of the Holy Crown.

There are two possible solutions — the two alternatives 
being really complementary and successive — to further a 
sane adjustment of the situation. 1. The Danube Basin must 
be re-adjusted on the basis of the nationality principle, — 
that being done however more accurately than by the treaty- 
makers of 1919; 2. Without misunderstanding the national 
aspirations, we must lay the foundations of a fresh co
operation by bringing into being economic stability.

The first thing to be done is to separate all foreign 
ethnic bodies from the post-War State formations. The 
Sudeten Germans in the north-west must be incorporated 
in Germany, the Germans of Southern Bohemia and Moravia 
in Austria. Burgenland must be restored as a whole to 
Hungary, together with the Upper Hungary of pre-War
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days, including Pozsony and Nyitra. The southern part of 
Baranya County, the "Bacska" region, the Banate, as well 
as the sector running from Szatmamemeti via Nagyvarad 
to Arad and the whole County of Krasso-Szoreny, must 
be restored to the mother country. All that would remain 
under Czech rule would be the parts of Bohemia and Moravia 
not inhabited by Germans. Slovakia would have to be granted 
autonomy. The same should be the case with Ruthenia, 
though the latter might be re-incorporated in Hungary. The 
connections between Old Rumania and Transylvania should 
be weakened. The former really belongs to the Balkans; it 
might possibly be made the focus of a Balkan Confe
deration.

At this point the author says that "the West European 
countries, England, France, were produced by a natural 
process; the copies are being modelled with an artificiality 
that seeks to defy even the obstacle of Time. This infatuated 
imitation is what Arnold Toynbee calls “ the shadow of the 
West”  in these Eastern States. According to Toynbee 
moments of far grater importance than the nationality 
principle in the Danube Basin are culture, historical rights 
and the common traditions of economic interests. No wonder 
that the small peoples tom from Hungary should look to 
one another for assistance. The final solution must be a 
system of co-operation between free small peoples. Budapest 
is the natural centre of such a federation of States —  Buda
pest with its railway lines radiating in every direction 
through Central and South-Eastern Europe Here would sit 
the central imperial Parliament. Birkhill also gives us a 
map illustrating his federative scheme. The scheme suggests 
the frontiers coinciding with those of the united empire of 
Louis the Great and of Mathias Corvinus; though the author 
is apparently unfamiliar with the historical facts which 
produced that empire.

“ I believe the best symbol of the unity thus achieved 
would be the institution of the Holy Crown. I believe”  —  
says Birkhill —  "the institution of the Crown would meet 
with almost as little opposition in Central European circles 
as it does in Canada, Austria or any other of our great 
self-governing dominions,” — provided of course, the auther
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adds, that the interpretation of that institution were strictly 
constitutional. "What better idea could a foreigner offer 
these small peoples and States than " The United States of 
Central Europe?”

A Danubian Empire with Hungary as its Centre.

In 1933 eminent authorities on international symbiosis 
and international co-operation collaborated in the work of 
discussing the abuses which in their opinion seemed likely 
to lead to a new World War. The work in question was edited 
by Leonard Woolf, the great English thinker, and was entitled 
"The Intelligent Man’s Way to Prevent War” (Gollancz, 
London, 1933). Woolf's collaborators were: — Lord Robert 
Cecil, Gilbert Murray, W. Arnold-Forster, C. M. Lloyd, Sir 
Norman Angell, H. J. Laski and C. R. Buxton. These eminent 
writers, apart from being the greatest living English political 
thinkers, are very largely responsible for the formation of 
public opinion, being engaged in training the minds of the 
younger generation of Englishmen preparing to enter the 
diplomatic service and the arena of political life. It is there
fore a matter of prime importance for the cause of Hun
gary that Gilbert Murray, the world-famed authority on 
international law and ancient history, should have given so 
favourable an opinion on the demands formulated by 
Hungary.

The eminent Oxford professor never tires of emphasis
ing the gravity of the error committed by the persons 
responsible for the policy of Great Britain and America 
when they agreed to the dismemberment of the Austro- 
Hungarian Monarchy. "There was, for instance, quite a 
strong movement among the allied countries", — so writes 
Gilbert Murray —  “until late in the war, for leaving Austria- 
Hungary intact (with the exception of Galicia and the 
outlying Italian-speaking districts), only stipulating for some 
form of autonomy for the minor nationalities. From the 
economic point of view, there was an especially strong case 
for leaving untouched the old Hungary — a country which 
possessed a remarkable natural economic unity. If, on the 
other hand, such units as this were to be broken up, where
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was the process to stop? Was Hungary to be disintegrated 
and Bohemia, a very similar but somewhat smaller natural 
unit, to be left intact? Again, if it was admitted that Hun
gary was to be resolved along ethnographical lines, how 
far was it justifiable to go beyond the strict ethnographical 
boundaries in order to ensure for the new unit, which 
consisted mainly of the mountainous territories along the 
periphery, some part of viability?” According to the writer, 
the realisation of Galician and Macedonian autonomy and 
of self-government for the Szeklers and Saxons in Tran
sylvania, would save the world very considerable oppression 
and unnecessary human suffering .. . "When the nationalist 
storm is over, one might hope to see much larger units 
formed on a more or less federal basis —  a great Balkan 
Federation, a large Danubian State round Hungary, and a 
big Baltic State in connection with Poland; but such pos
sibilities lie very far off” —  thus wrote Gilbert Murray in 
1933 —  “ and may perhaps only come about as part of the 
United States of Europe."

Hungaria Aeterna.

The name and work of C. A. Macartney are so well 
known everywhere that it would be superfluous to speak in 
detail of him and of what he has done. Since 1914 he has 
repeatedly been in Hungary; and since 1934 he has published 
several important works on our country. Five years ago a 
large monograph on Hungary was published with an intro
duction by H. A. L. Fisher, the eminent historian; while two 
years ago there was published his "Hungary and Her 
Successors” — a very large volume containing some 500 
pages. It was published by the Royal Institute of Foreign 
Affairs. Quite recently Macartney has written a booklet on 
the Danube Basin question; this booklet has been included 
in the “ Oxford Pamphlets" series. In Great Britain Macartney 
is regarded as the greatest authority on the Danube ques
tion. It should be noted that, though he offers us very 
stringent criticism on the ruling classes of our country, he 
possesses a profound social feeling; in this attitude too he 
may be actuated solely by his great love for Hungary.
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With nationalism running as high as it does today, 
Macartney finds Hungary's revisionist claims perfectly justi
fiable. But that would in itself by no means solve the pro
blem of the Middle Danube Basin; indeed, by making further 
concessions to the nationality principle (which in Central 
Europe could not possibly be carried into practice), the 
situation would be still further aggravated. Should the rela
tion between nation and State be adjusted, — and if the 
excessively nationalistic public opinion of the Danubian 
peoples makes the sacrifices required of it, —  then perhaps 
frontiers will lose their importance. The Danubian area must 
be transformed "into a true Eastern Switzerland in which 
every nationality alike can find national liberty and a na
tional home."

"If, in spite of this, I still hanker after seeing a unified 
territory re-established corresponding more closely to that 
of the old Hungary, this is because of geographic and eco
nomic considerations . . .  Broadly speaking, the old Hungary 
did form a natural unit which seemed to possess an inherent 
strength lacking in some of its successors. And a State 
established within these boundaries, but on a better political 
basis, should be able to secure for its inhabitants a higher 
standard of living than the new formations based on ethno
graphical considerations...” To Macartney the only possible 
ideal of the future would be a co-operation of equals. In the 
event of such a co-operation, however, as a consequence of 
their central position and of their great natural gifts the 
Hungarians”  — he says — “are destined to play a prominent 
— indeed, an exceptional — role.”

In the course of his travels from Deveny to Brasso and 
from Korosmezo to Zimony Macartney was captivated 
everywhere by the spirit of old Hungary and felt the spell 
of the vision of the solid fabric of the ancient Hungarian 
Kingdom. In the stones of mouldering churches and proud 
public buildings his affectionate eye searched for traces of 
the common Hungarian style, as it did also in the tiny mani
festations of life — in food and costumes, in the similarity 
of customs and faiths. As contrasted with the new State 
formations, this was no administrative unit painfully welded 
together, but a vital community, a never-ending series of
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historical monuments taking him back into the, mists ol the 
a g e s ..."  And this ancient unity may still serire a* guide 
to show the way . .

The natural centre of the Middle Danube Basin is royal 
Buda. “ Hungary has always been a monarchy; the republican 
wave owed its origin exclusively to social causes. A king 
with social leanings would probably espouse the cause of 
the people. . he adds; and then he devotes a whole 
chapter to an explanation of the institution of the Holy 
Crown.

"I believe" —  writes Macartney —  "that the forces 
making for unity will ultimately prove so strong that a 
way will be found to adjust the relationships between the 
different nationalities in such a manner that they will find 
it not merely possible to live together, but impossible to do 
otherwise. I think that it can fairly be said of Hungary what 
Palacky said of Austria in 1848, —  that if she did not exist, 
it would be necessary to invent her."

A  large volume could be filled with a discussion of the 
schemes propounded by British publicists in connection with 
Hungary. But the few examples given above will also 
suffice to prove how much more favourable to us than a 
certain propaganda would have us believe were the methods 
of solution put before the world by British political thinkers. 
It is noteworthy that even our greatest enemy, Dr. Seton 
Watson, who very shortly will find himself without sup
porters, after the Munich Agreement said that the only solu
tion left open to the Czecho-Moravia still remaining under 
Czech rule was to become absorbed by the German Empire, 
while the only solution for Slovakia was to join Hungary. 
The greatest British political thinkers propose a re-adjust
ment of the Carpathian Basin corresponding exactly to what 
Professor Gyula Szekfu calls the Great Hungarian Road.”
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