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X. T h e S tru ggle  fo r  T ra n sylva n ia .1 

part from the precarious peace of Soviet Russia,
Rumania was the only one of the belligerent States
for whom, after the Treaty of Bucharest, the war 

was over. Although she had been defeated and had suffered 
territorial losses, she ultimately emerged from the struggle 
the gainer of territory four times as large as , the regions 
she had lost. Before the peace negotiations had begun, the 
union of Bessarabia and Bukovina was an accomplished 
fact. On the other hand, the peace treaty and the foregoing 
military defeat had frustrated the annexation of Transylvania.

But October 1918 brought a complete change in the 
situation.

On the last day of September Bulgaria gave up the 
fight, and on October 7 the Central Powers proposed an 
armistice. In so far as the future structure of the Austro- 
Hungarian Monarchy was concerned, Vienna’s peace endea
vours culminated in the fateful imperial Manifesto of 
October 17, which promised the transformation of Austria 
into a federative State in which the various nationalities 
would form self-governing units. Hungary was not included 
in this programme; Austria's new organisation —  stated the 
Manifesto — “ should in no wise affect the integrity of the 
lands belonging to the Hungarian Crown.”

The time had come for the nationalities to throw off 
the mask of pretended loyalty and to reveal themselves in 
their true character.

To the Rumanians, the peace offer of the Monarchy

1 Sec previous articles under the same title in earlier numbers 
oft his Review.
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seemed to furnish the proper moment for an organised 
revolt.

Eight members of the executive committee of the Ru
manian National Party, L. Goldis, Dr. Alexander Vaida- 
Voivod, St. Pop-Csicso, A. Vlad, A. Lazar, Th. Mihali, I. 
Suciu and Dr. Ciordas, joined by Sever Dan, Gh. Popovici 
and Gh. Crisan, assembled in Nagyvarad on October 12, 
and there passed a resolution to the effect that the Ruma
nians of Hungary wished to use their right of self-determina
tion and to be represented apart from the Hungarians at 
the coming peace negotiations. They commissioned Dr. 
Vaida-Voivod, then a member of the Hungarian Parlia
ment, to lay this resolution before the House, and appointed 
a permanent sub-committee of six members, with its seat 
in Arad, to direct further developments.

Dr. Vaida read the resolution in the Hungarian House, 
prefacing it with a lengthy speech full of accusations against 
the Hungarian State and against the Prime Minister, Dr. 
Wekerle, and Count Stephen Tisza, on whom he laid the 
blame for the present state of affairs. The speech itself was 
the usual jumble of invectives, but the resolution was of 
historical importance. It ran as follows:

"In view of the situation created by the Great War, the 
Executive Committee of the Rumanian National Party states 
that the results of the war have justified the secular de
mands of the Rumanian people for complete national 
freedom. On the strength of the natural right of every na
tion to determine its own fate —  a right recognised by the 
Hungarian Government in the Monarchy's request for an 
armistice — , the Rumanians of Hungary and of Transylvania 
demand for themselves the right to decide, freely and inde
pendently of every foreign influence, their situation among 
and their relations with the free nations of the world. The 
national organ of the Rumanians of Hungary and Transyl
vania does not recognise the right of this Parliament and 
this Government to regard themselves as the representatives 
of the Rumanian nation, nor does it recognise the right of 
any other alien factor to represent the interests of the Ru
manians of Hungary and Transylvania at the Peace Con
ference, for they can only entrust the safeguarding of these
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interests to factors appointed by their own national as
sembly. None but this assembly, or organs delegated by it, 
is entitled to negotiate or to take decisions concerning the 
political situation of this nation, and we declare all decisions 
and agreements made without their consent as null and 
void. After centuries of sufferings and struggles the Ru
manians living in the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy 
demand and expect the recognition of their prescriptive and 
inalienable right to a complete national life.”

This was a sufficiently revolutionary document, the 
repudiation of all constitutional community, parliamentary 
as well as administrative, with Hungary.

The Hungarian Prime Minister, Dr. Wekerle, answered 
in dignified terms. “We shall” , he said, "follow a policy 
of understanding, while maintaining intact the integrity of 
the State.” He repudiated the attack against the unity of 
the State and the idea that the Rumanians of Hungary 
could be represented at the Peace Conference by a delega
tion separate from that of Hungary.2

Dr. Vaida was answered, not only by the Hungarian 
Prime Minister, but a few days later also by a Rumanian, 
one who was no renegade but an esteemed member, at that 
time, of the Hungarian Parliament, Peter Mihaly. Subse
quently Mihaly was to play a distinguished role in Rumania 
as the leader of the Liberal Party in Maramaros and was 
elected a member of the Rumanian Parliament on the same 
list as Dr. Vaida.

In a speech delivered on October 23, Mihaly energe
tically protested against the assumption that Dr. Vaida 
was entitled to speak in the name of the entire Rumanian 
population of Hungary. The Rumanians, he said, had always 
maintained as a leading principle of their minorities policy 
that "the satisfaction of racial interests must never interfere 
with the interests of the Hungarians or the unity of the 
Hungarian State, because such tendencies cannot be har
monised with the patriotic sentiments of the Rumanians. . .  
We have always recognised, not only in words but also by

2 A magyar orszaggyules kepviseSohazanak naploja (the Hun
garian Hansard) vol. 41 p. 315 sq.
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acts, the principle of the national Hungarian State, and we 
stand on that basis also to-day . . .  In the new world about 
to be created we wish to be the members of a rejuvenated, 
strengthened, independent and happy Hungarian nation. ,, 
We stand” , he concluded, “ loyally and faithfully, with 
not a single hidden thought, side by side with the Hunga
rians in their terrible struggle."3

On the same October 18 when Dr. Vaida read the 
National Party's resolution in the Hungarian Parliament, 
a meeting took place between the Rumanian political 
leaders and certain Hungarian radicals. Since it seemed a 
foregone conclusion that as a result of the collapse of the 
Monarchy the power in Hungary would pass into the hands 
of the Left Wing parties, Count Michael Karolyi, the leader 
of the radicals, invited the leading Rumanian Members of 
Parliament to discuss with him the line they proposed to 
take. At 9 o'clock in the evening of October 18, eight men, 
four Rumanians and four Hungarians, gathered together for 
this discussion. The Rumanians were: Dr. A. Vaida-Voivod, 
Aurel Vlad, I. Erdelyi and A. Lazar; the Hungarians were 
all members of Karolyi’s party and included Karolyi him
self and O. Jaszi, a future Minister in Karolyi's Govern
ment, of whom we shall hear later on.

The meeting was opened by Count Karolyi, with the 
statement that in all probability the king would entrust him, 
Karolyi, with the formation of a new government. Nothing 
definite was known as yet, but he was quite aware that if 
such a contingency were to arise, he would be unable to 
undertake the mission without the support of the Social 
Democrats and the nationalities, in the first place of the 
Rumanians. The latter were the determining factor. The 
first question, however, concerning which he would like to 
have the opinion of the Rumanians present was “whether, 
in the event of a plebiscite, the Rumanian people would vote 
for remaining with Hungary or for joining the Rumanian 
kingdom?"

Some minutes of silence followed this question; broken, 
at last by Aurel Vlad.

3 Ibid pp. 425— 427.
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He began his discourse with the remark that forty years 
of German domination had been unable to make good 
German patriots of the people of Alsace; they had remained 
French to the end. “ You Hungarians", he continued, “have 
governed this country for a thousand years, having in your 
hands all the means, administrative, financial, cultural and 
social, with which to make the non-Magyar peoples content 
with their lot. I will not criticize the past; I only state the 
fact that they are not content, that they are hostile to the 
Magyars. We Rumanians have been in permanent touch 
with Rumania. We have a common language, a common 
culture, a common national sentiment. . .  I believe that 
in the case of a plebiscite the Rumanians would vote, if not 
unanimously then very nearly so, for union with the King
dom of Rumania.”

Another silence followed; then Count Karolyi turned 
to Dr. Vaida:

“ And your opinion, Mr. Deputy?”
“ I have nothing to add to the words of my colleague” , 

replied Dr. Vaida curtly, —  “ I entirely share his opinion.”
"And you, Mr. Erdelyi?”
"So do I."
“And you, Mr. Lazar?”
“ I do the same.”
I have quoted the above from an article entitled 

“Difficult Times” by Dr. Vaida,4 who concludes his account 
with the assertion that the conversation ended in a hot 
discussion in which “nothing more was said as to what the 
Rumanians would or would not do or how they would 
vote, but in which we (the Rumanians) explained why we 
could not remain in Hungary and they (the Hungarians) 
made every effort to convince us that it would be to the 
Rumanian interest to vote against the union with Rumania.”

In the end it was agreed that a “ National Conference” 
representing all the Rumanian districts should deal with 
and definitely settle the question.

* "Din vremuri grele” , first published in the review Transylvania 
and reprinted in the March 17, 1934 issue of the Adeverul.
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Count Karolyi's Memoirs contain a wholly different 
account of this meeting in his mansion.

According to him, “ the Rumanians demanded a very 
extensive autonomy for Transylvania, which would have 
meant a much looser connection with Hungary than we 
thought desirable. But even the most extreme demands 
stopped short of the idea of a separation, and their (the 
Rumanians') policy had a decidedly Hungarian orienta
tion.” 3

It would be hard to decide which of the two versions, 
Dr. Vaida's or Count Karolyi’s, corresponded with the facts. 
Subsequent developments might be taken to corroborate 
either of the Rumanian attitudes. In December 1918 the 
complete separation was declared, but only after many 
painful heart-searchings, and the Resolution of Union 
stipulated for autonomy. But in 1934, when Dr. Vaida- 
Voivod's Memoirs appeared, intransigent irredentism had a 
better sound in Greater Rumania than nostalgic longings for 
self-government.

While the Rumanian deputies were lending themselves 
to these discussions in Budapest, Julius Maniu, the con- 
ducatorul or Fiihrer of the Transylvanian Rumanians, was 
starting in Vienna an enterprise destined to lend force to 
their oratory.

In the autumn of 1918, Maniu was serving as a lieute
nant of artillery in Transylvania. After the collapse of 
Bulgaria he was sent to the Italian front, where, however, 
he only remained for a short time, being given a few days' 
leave of absence through the intervention of a Czech superior 
officer. Fully equipped, he left for Vienna, firmly resolved 
not to return to the front.

Arrived in Vienna, he immediately set about organising 
a Rumanian military force.

He convened to a secret conference all the army officers 
of Rumanian origin then in Vienna —  about a hundred 
altogether —  and established a Rumanian Military Council 
which decided to take over the command of the 64th in
fantry regiment; this regiment, stationed at that time in 5

5 M. Karolyi: Egy egesz vilag ellen. p. 388.
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Vienna, was recruited from among the Rumanians of 
T ran syl vania.

At the same time Maniu arranged with C. Isopescu- 
Grecul, Bukovinian Rumanian member of the Austrian 
Reichsrat and President of the Rumanian National Council 
in Vienna, to enlist all the Rumanian soldiers of the Monarchy 
under a common command.

On October 13 —  narrates Isopescu-Grecul, in describ
ing these events later on —  he and Maniu called on the 
common Minister for War, Baron Stoger-Steiner, and de
manded that he should transfer the command of all the 
Rumanian troops in the Monarchy to the Grand Rumanian 
National Council. The Minister politely explained to them 
that, although the Imperial Manifesto had conferred certain 
rights on the nationalities, the common army was an 
organic whole which could not be disrupted.

The Lieutenant was not impressed by the Minister’s 
exposition.

The question at present, — he told him —  was not 
one of constitutional rights or such things. He, Maniu, had 
already assumed command over the Rumanian regiments 
with the consent of the National Council. It would be much 
wiser, were the Minister to recognise the actual state of 
affairs.

The Minister, a most amiable person, begged the two 
men to wait for a few minutes in the hall while he took 
his decision. As they went out, Maniu whis.pered to his 
companion: “ In five minutes it will be decided whether we 
shall gain the upper hand in the revolution or be court- 
martialled and possibly shot.”

They were not shot. In Vienna the revolutionary exces
ses were growing more menacing every hour, and the 
German troops were not to be relied on. In these circum
stances Stoger-Steiner was compelled to make a bargain. 
He consented to have the command of the Rumanian troops 
transferred to the National Council; the Rumanians pro
mised to maintain order both among the Rumanian troops

* Ion Clopotel: Revolutia din 1918 ?i unirea Ardealului cu
Romania pp. 53— 58. — Sever Stoica: Juliu Maniu, pp. 112— 118.
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and in the streets of Vienna; in return for which services 
they were to receive the entire military equipment of the 
big military barracks in Wiener-Neustadt.

The bargain made, the Rumanian troops were placed 
under the command of General I. Boeriu, and order was 
re-established in Vienna. When, at the end of October, a 
similar situation developed in Prague, things took the 
same course. In that town there were three regiments 
recruited from Rumanian territories, which were organised 
into a “ L egiun ea  rom ana din P ra g a ". The Czech National 
Council appealed to this body for help, and got it without 
delay.

Having crushed the revolutionary movements both in 
Vienna and in Prague, the Rumanian troops were ordered 
to return, via  Serbia, to Transylvania.

Maniu not only laid the military foundations of the 
Rumanian revolution; he also took the first steps towards 
a future foreign policy. He began to establish contacts with 
all the discontented races of the Monarchy, — Czechs, Slovaks, 
Croats; and although the Little Entente sprang from other 
beginnings, its motives and aims were identical with his. He 
also sent V. V. Tilea and Ionel Mocioni to the Allied 
Powers with a Memorandum concerning the future demarca
tion-line.7

At this time propaganda had to a certain extent suc
ceeded in improving the prospects of the Rumanian aspira
tions. Already before the war the irredentist Rumanians, 
hand-in-hand with their Slovak associates, had launched a 
noisy propaganda, especially in the direction of the 
Latin countries; but this propaganda had never been 
taken seriously in Hungary, and it would have remained 
without appreciable results, had Hungary not been found 
among the defeated countries.8

During the first two years of the war Rumania, being 
as yet uncertain on which side she was going to fight, had 
been unable to put up an effective propaganda. As soon,

7 Ion Clopotel: op. cit. p. 57.
8 G. Moroianu: Les luttes des Roumains Transylvains pour la 

liberte et l'opimon Europeenne.
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however, as she had made her choice and had attacked 
Austria-Hungary, the road had been clear for a propa
gandist campaign against Hungary. Its first documentary 
evidence was the text of the Declaration of War itself.

In April 1917 the Rumanian Government sent three 
Transylvanian Rumanians to the United States with the 
mission of organising troops for the French front from among 
their fellow countrymen there. These three men were L. 
Stoica, who subsequently became a member of the Ruma
nian diplomatic corps, and two priests, L. Lucaciu, ex- 
member of the Hungarian Parliament ,and Ion Mota.9

They arrived in Washington in June and were amically 
received by Mr. R. Lansing, who regaled them with such 
complimentary phrases on Rumania as are customarily 
applied to friendly foreign States. But their offer to form 
a Rumanian Legion was not received with the enthusiasm 
they expected.

Mr. Baker, the Minister for War, refused to introduce 
into the American army military units with a distinct na
tional character. The Americans, he said, expected the 
various races to amalgamate in one great and united 
nation; this applied particularly to the army, which must 
be American and imbued with an American spirit. He 
suggested that the Rumanians should join up with the 
American army.

Their interview with the French Ambassador was just 
as unsatisfactory.

The three propagandists had to realise that President 
Wilson's lofty ideals in regard to irredentism and self- 
determination were not shared by his people, and that they 
were unwilling to sacrifice for their sake the unity of their 
army. The goodwill of the Government was not to be won 
by the easy offer of a Rumanian legion. ‘ ‘Anyhow” , — 
writes Stoica, — “we had to concentrate our efforts on 
making our nation known to the American people. This work 
was as difficult as it was necessary, for the Americans were 
in a complete state of ignorance concerning us. Men in the 
forefront of political life hardly knew the whereabouts of 8

8 Vasiie Stoica: In America pentru cauza romaneasca.
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Rumania, and they knew even less about Transylvania and 
the ideals for which we were shedding our blood."

Stoica admit® that for such a mission the delegation 
was but ill equipped. He soon discovered that “ English was 
the only language spoken in the States; no member of the 
President’s Cabinet knew any other. In our delegation, on 
the other hand, neither Mota nor Lucaciu spoke that tongue. 
Although Lucaciu was looked up to at home, I must con
fess that at this time his powers were already waning, and 
in a country so given to precision as the States his romantic 
enthusiasm, which took no account either of facts or of 
scientific data, did more harm than good to our cause."

The three men soon parted company, and Stoica alone 
remained in Washington with his onerous task.

He realised at once that the press was not only indif
ferent towards Rumania, but downright hostile. The Hears! 
press depicted her in the most unfavourable colours. The 
N e w  Y o rk  T ribun e  criticised her sharply; the N e w  Y ork  
T im es  took no notice of her; the W a shington  P o s t  and the 
P hiladelphia  L ed g er  referred to the Rumanians as “ certain 
uncivilised Balkan tribes” . There was no word as to the 
justice of their war. Specially harmful were the reports of 
Carl Ackerman, the American war correspondent attached 
to the German Headquarters, who to illustrate, for example, 
the inefficiency of the Rumanian army officers, described 
how at the beginning of the battle of Arges a Rumanian Staff 
officer had been taken prisoner with the entire plan of battle 
on him.

But the greatest difficulty was caused by the favourable 
opinion which seemed to prevail everywhere concerning the 
Austro-Hungarian Monarchy.

“ The Americans cannot grasp the problem of the 
nationalities"; — writes Stoica, — “ for them the vitality of 
and necessity for the Habsburg Empire is an axiom. Austria, 
the land of the arts, of the Viennese musical comedies and 
of the violinist Kreisler; Hungary, the land of the csardds, 
of Louis Kossuth and of picturesquely costumed magnates, 
the wooers of American girls: these were countries in which 
liberty, well-being and complete harmony reigned. They were
14
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regarded as the victims of Prussian brutality, which had 
dragged them into a war against their will.” 10 11

And not only the Great Power Austria-Hungary —  even 
little Bulgaria was accorded greater respect than Rumania. 
Professor lorga narrates, without mentioning any names, 
that a Rumanian living in the States who tried to win a 
friend of President Wilson's for the Rumanian cause, 
received the following reply: ‘ ‘If you were a Bulgarian, I 
should listen to you, because I know that the Bulgarians are 
a serious people, but you are not.”11

Yet it was not so very difficult to convert American 
ignorance into sympathy. At first both Th. Roosevelt and 
Hoover talked of ‘‘the civilisatory mission of the Austro- 
Hungarian Monarchy and the necessity of its maintenance” ; 
but thanks to Stoica's powers of persuasion, after some 
conversations both recognised “ the admissibility of Ru
mania's aspirations." Their only anxiety concerned the fate 
of the minorities, but Stoica reassured them on this point. 
The Saxons, he said, are few and docile; the Szekelys are 
poor and will be much better off in Rumania than in Hun
gary; as for the Magyars, they are a mere fluctuating 
element which will disappear with the Hungarian domina
tion. And he is not ashamed to set down in black and white, 
and that in 1926, when his book appeared, —  after seven 
years, that is, of the most ruthless and flagrant oppression 
of the minorities, — that in September 1918 he told Colonel 
House that "the Rumanian problem can have only one solu
tion — the union of all Rumanians. He too (Colonel House) 
was anxious about the Szekelys and other minorities, but I 
re-assured him by saying that we shall not follow the policy 
of the Hungarians, but shall grant them complete religious, 
educational and administrative autonomy.” 12

In those days Hungary was cut off from America; and 
the Rumanian propagandists had it all their own way.

On November 5 the American Government declared that 
“ seeing the struggles, sufferings and sacrifices of the Tran

10 V. Stoica: In America pentru cauza romaneasca pp. 10— 12,
11 N. Iorga: Propaganda in strainatate p. 262.
12 V. Stoica: op. cit. pp. 16— 41.
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sylvanian Rumanians in their fight to liberate themselves 
from oppression, they are benevolently inclined towards the 
idea of a union of all Rumanians and shall not neglect to 
use their influence in the interest of the political and 
territorial rights of the Rumanian people.”

By this time the war was over, and the Rumanian 
Government as well as the Transylvanian revolutionaries 
could establish a free and unhindered intercourse with the 
victorious Powers. Their centre of activity became Paris, the 
seat of the Peace Conference.

( T o  b e  co n tin u ed .)
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