POLITICAL MOSAIC
SITUATION OF M A G Y A R S IN OLD RUM ANIA
n pre-Trianon Rumania — known generally as the "Regat'r
— there are roughly a quarter of a million Magyars.
Their situation is the worst conceivable; there is not a
single branch of religious, intellectual, economic, administra
tive, legislative or juridical life in which they are not sub
jected to disadvantages and chicanery. It must be taken as
a result of the traditional intolerance of the Rumanians that
flourishing Magyar industrial and commercial centres —
indeed, whole Magyar districts and counties — are being
ruined in the “ Regat". In Moldavia (between the Sereth and
the PruthJ at the close of the eighteenth century one-sixth
of the population was still Magyar; today the number of
Magyars is only 100.000, In Muntenia there was a separata
Szekier county ( Sacueni) ; but by 1845 the very memory of
the county had been obliterated. Of many towns originally
established and inhabited by Magyars there is no trace today
except in historical records. In 1783 separate Magyar reeves
had to be appointed. Magyars have since then too continually
poured into Old Rumania; but they have been exterminated
by Rumanian intolerance, while during the same period
Rumanians found a home in Hungarian territory, ensuring
their cultural development by means of the spiritual impulse
afforded the "Regat" by that Hungarian territory. By way
of illustration we offer our readers a few data referring to
the campaign of extermination carried on by the Rumanians.
Of Moldavia the Bosnian Bandinus reports that “ the
thoughtless Prince (Lacko), who was inclined to be cruel,
becoming indignant, not only attacked the (Sereth Magyar)
monastery in a paroxysm of tyranny, but assailed also the
whole Catholic (Magyar) people too. A fter he had demolished
the m on a stery... he had every Catholic ( Magyar) church
in Moldavia destroyed.” This record — I repeat — is not
taken from the work of any Hungarian suffering under the
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outrage. Strikingly illustrative of conditions in Munlenia is
the evidence offered by Jorga: “ Prince Serban Cantacuzino
had the town constable of Campolung dismissed for clinging
to his Catholic (M agyar) faith” ( “ Cronicele Muntene").
The situation of the Magyars today is no better; indeed,
the injustice of that situation is even greater, seeing that at
present the rights of nationalities (here, the non-Rumanian
minorities) are guaranteed by international agreements, while
Hungary has granted the Rumanians living in her territory
every right; and we must not forget that Rumania keeps
continually stressing that the situation of the minorities living
in that country is satisfactory.
The Magyars — 250.000 souls — have not had even a
single representative in Parliament, though they are living in a
compact mass in a territory where they form 80% of the
population; and under the present one-party system they
are not represented at all either in the Central Committee
or in the local organisation. The situation is the same in
respect of the county and parish selfgoveming bodies. They
are not allowed to have any religious, political or social
organisations of their own. Persons andeavouring to effect
any organisation are expelled from the territory. Apart from
a single denominational school in Bucharest they have no
schools at all; and that school may be attended by only 250
pupils — roughly one tenth of the number of Magyar children
of schooling age in Bucharest. The 200.000 Members of the
Catholic Church have not a single Magyar priest, only some
4 or 5 of the priests knowing any Hungarian. Only the
Reformed Church has succeeded in organising in Muntenia
13 parishes; but the Rumanian State refuses to undertake
to subsidise these parishes, actuelly leaving no stone unturned
to prevent their activity. If it were in its power, the
Rumanian State would place this Church too under the
control of Rumanian elements, just as it has done in the
case of the Catholic Church with its 200.000 Members. The
religious and cultural organisations of Muntenia, which were
established by public subscription prior to the Great War, were
dissolved at a moment's notice. Churches, schools, cultural
homes were sequestered or closed, the organisations being
placed under a ban at the outbreak of the Great War and
37

DANUBIAN REVIEW

not having since then been allowed to resume activity. The
Magyars in the "Regat” are being persecuted; and if they
desire to ensure their being able to earn their daily bread,
they must deny their Magyar character, — though they were
living in this territory before the Rumanians, even according
to the testimony of Rosetti, the Rumanian historian, and
established towns and cultural institutions, before the
Rumanians appeared at all. A t the same time the badly
calumniated Hungarian State granted the Rumanians living
in Hungary seats in Parliament and in the county and parish
(municipal) representative bodies, and also autonomy, en
suring them in addition the right to have their language
taught in their schools. There was a larger number of
Rumanians in the service of the Hungarian public administra
tion — so we are told by the Rumanian Vaida-Voivod —
than there were Rumanians from Transylvania in the Ruma
nian public administration. The Rumanians of Hungary had
2985 public elementary and 228 secondary schools. And the
number of persons serving in the public administration who
professed to be Rumanians was 10.023. In addition, the two
Rumanian Churches enjoyed full autonomy and received sub
sidies from the Hungarian State.
There is no other nationality in the world in the position
of a minority exposed to oppression so severe as that under
which the 250.000 Magyars of the "Regat" are suffering.

EXPROPRIATION OF PROPERTY OF "HUNGARIAN
CULTURAL SOCIETY OF TRANSYLVANIA’’
The oldest and only large Hungarian cultural and people's
welfare society of the two million Magyars of Transylvania is
the ”Erdelyi Magyar Kdzmuvelddesi Egyesiilet” (abbr. E. Mi.
K . E.), which was formed half a century ago at Kolozsvar, then
the centre of Transylvanian intellectual life. Till the beginning
of the last Great War the E. M. K. E was engaged in the
establishment and maintenance of churches, schools, kindergar
tens, public libraries and co-operative societies. During the war
all its funds went to the establishment of Red Cross institutions
for the sick and wounded and for disabled soldiers, irrespective
of race or of whether they were friends or foes. The E. M. K. E.
was recognized as a fictitious person by the Rumanian Law
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Courts, but this purely Magyar cultural society was compelled
to extend its membership to non-Magyars, even to Rumanian
priests and teachers — to the latter without demanding the pay
ment of membership fees. The aim of this injunction was to
obtain a Rumanian majority in the Society, whose estates were
then expropriated for a song, its schools being either expropriated
or closed. In this way the Rumanian State tried to make the
existence of this old Hungarian cultural society impossible. We
are involuntarily impelled to draw a comparison between the
treatment meted out to this Hungarian society and that accorded
during the Hungarian era to the A. S. T. R. A, the great cultural
society of the Rumanians of Transylvania. Before the war this
society was free to carry on its activities, and there was no law
compelling it to accept non-Rumanian members. After Transyl
vania had passed into Rumanian hands the A. S. T. R. A.
received millions of lei in lieu of State grants, but the E. M. K. E.
has never received a penny from the Rumanian State.
The greatest blow to the E. M. K. E. was the “expropriation”
of its estate in Algyogy (County Hunyad). This expropriation
cannot be qualified as anything but a legal outrage perpetrated
by the Rumanian State, against which the E. M. K. E. has been
fighting for the past twenty years. That struggle was ended by
the judgment pronounced on 22nd May of this year by the
Bucharest Supreme Court of Appeal.
In 1889 a Szekler landowner of Algyogy, Count Goddard
Kun, by deed of gift conveyed his estate of 1813 yokes with
a two-storied mansion containing 48 rooms situated at Algyogy,
County Hunyad, to the E. M. K. E. with the stipulation that the
Society should convert the mansion into a Hungarian school of
practical agriculture for Magyars (Szeklers) and maintain it as
such. With the assent of the donor the E. M. K. E. made a
contract with the Hungarian State, leasing the usufruct thereof
to the latter for a term of 40 years. By power of attorney and
on behalf of he E. M. K. E. the Hungarian State took over the
management of the school of practical agriculture established
on behalf of the E. M. K. E. the Hungarian State took over the
E. M. K. E. from the revenue of the estate, doing so as the
mandatary of the E. M. K. E. The contractual obligations under
taken by the Hungarian State would have expired on 31st
December, 1930, on which date the E. M. K. E. would have
recovered the usufruct of the estate with all its equipments and
would have administered it itself from that time on.
Transylvania came under Rumanian rule, and on 11th
March, 1919, a delegate of the Rumanian Minister of Agriculture
took forcible possession of the school of agriculture on the
Algyogy estate belonging to the E. M. IC. E. From that time
on the Rumanian State, ignoring the contract concluded between
the E. M. K. E. and the Hungarian State, administered the
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Algyogy school of agriculture. Despite the fact that the Hun
garian State had not been the owner of the Algyogy property,
the District Court at Algyogy conveyed it to the Rumanian
State. On 25th November, 1925, the E. M. K. E. denounced its
40 years' contract concluded in 1891 with the Hungarian State,
and in consequence the Rumanian State should have restored
the property with all its appartenances to the E. M. K. E. on
31st December, 1930. Meanwhile, however, came the Land Reform,
in the course of which the Supreme Agrarian Committee (Comitetul agrar) on 13th December 1930 gave final judgment on the
question and expropriated the Algyogy estate with all its
buildings and woods. All that was left -— and that merely in
mockery — was the tomb of the founder, Count Goddard Kun,
with a plot of about 800 square metres. In terms of the judgment
given by the Supreme Agrarian Committee, the courts of the
first instance fixed the price to be paid for this estate —
expropriated after the Land Reform had been carried out — at
500.000 lei payable in State bonds at par, in other ords, at 275
lei per yoke. For 275 lei it would not have been possible even
at that date to buy a pair of trousers. The E. M. K. E. appealed
against this judgment, and on the finding of an inspection con
ducted on the spot, the Deva Law Court on 17th February 1934,
decided that State bonds of a nominal value of 3.280.173 lei
should be paid as compensation for the property. This sum was
raised to 4.013,273 lei by the King's Bench in a judgment given
on 11th November 1937 as the result of two inspections of the
property. This sum was considered too much by the State and
too little by the E. M. K. E., and so both parties contested the
decision before the Supreme Court of Appeal. This Court, the
highest in the land, against which there is no appeal,
sustained the decision of the King’s Bench, fixing the sum to
be paid as compensation for the property at 4,013,273 lei.
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