THE CAUSES OF THE TENSION BETWEEN
THE SCIENTIFIC W ORLDS OF HUNGARY AND
RU M AN IA
BY

PROFESSOR LOUIS TAMAS
Editor of the periodical “Termes” has interviewed
lr. Louis Tamas, the eminent professor of Romance
languages in Kolozsvar University, concerning the
causes of the tension between the scientific worlds of Hun
gary and Rumania. The Editor asked the professor also
whether the objective procedure followed by Hungarian
science — the disclosure in keeping with the facts of the
past of the Rumanian people and the clarification of the
facts showing the relations between the two peoples (Magyars
and Rumanians) in the past — served to relieve the existing
sentimental and political tension, or whether it was uninten
tionally leading to the opposite result?
“The basic cause of the antagonism existing in respect
of the questions referred to — an antagonism which seems
to be absolutely unbridgeable — ", answered the professor,
“is the regrettable fact that the majority of the Rumanian
research students engaged in the work of exploring the
history of the Rumanian people still show an endeavour to
obtain results in keeping with the postulates of the so-called
“Daco-Rumanian” ideology. This endeavour is by no means of
recent date; for, already at the end of the eighteenth century,
the Transylvanian Triad, the founders of Rumanian historio
graphy and philology, seized avidly and with a definitely
practical purpose on the memorials then available of the past
of the Rumanian people. They created a national myth to
embellish the intellectual history of the Rumanians then
awakening to nationality and eventually to national conscious
ness; and at its very birth this myth became a political creed
still serving as the main source of the Pan-Rumanian idea.
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What those who proclaimed and propagated this myth were
interested in, was not whether archaeological, historical,
ethnological and linguistic truth is reflected in this “DacoRumanian" ideology; they did not attempt to analyse it in
the light of reason, but admitted it into their world of senti
ment and strained every nerve to believe it. That was why
their faith could not be shaken even by Sulzer, who before
the end of the eighteenth century attempted by adducing very
weighty arguments to militate against the theory which
regarded the Rumanians as the autochthonous inhabitants of
Transylvania; for the Rumanians already insisted obstinately
upon a system of humanistic teaching very favourable to
their political aspirations. “Daco-Rumanian” ideology is
therefore a national myth conceived in the original sin of
political bias which has always played — and still plays —
a powerful and decisive role in the development of the
results obtained by Rumanian national science. Every
Rumanian savant finds himself sooner or later faced
with the following dilemma: — either of becoming
an objective scholar accepting the international ethics
of science or of accepting the dictatorship of ‘‘DacoRumanian” ideology and abandoning the strictly scientific
attitude. As the most productive and most passionate of
Rumanian historians has said, “ What business have I with
truth, when it is a question of my country?”
“Hungarian science, on the other hand, which has re
cently concentrated more and more on the work of exploring
the past of our south-eastern neighbours, is engaged in in
quiring into the past conditions, not only of the Rumanians,
but also of all the neighbouring peoples, in a spirit entirely
free of all ideological bias and of the strictest objectivity,
methodically basing its conclusions on a mass of histori
cal data which it spares no pains to accumulate. In this field
there has been an intensive upswing, particularly in the last
ten years. It is a characteristic fact that the Hungarian
research students use every endeavour to utilize all the
results shown by Rumanian science which can possibly be.
turned to account, duly taking cognizance of and critically
sifting the same and not adopting the convenient attitude of
*‘Rumenica non leguntur"; whereas the Rumanian scholars
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very frequently simply ignore the works by Hungarian au
thors dealing with the questions which they happen to be
discussing. And in innumerable cases it would be possible
to point to the deliberate ignoring also of works by Hun
garian authors which have appeared in Western languages.
And, even when the Rumanians take cognizance of any
Hungarian work, they usually also take care to pass over
the most important arguments; polemical writings of the
kind originating from Rumanian authors startle us by their
excessive use of the methods of crafty propaganda, while at
the same time revealing a complete lack of scientific methodicality and the entire absence of any systematic discussion
of counter-arguments. Today it would appear quite impossi
ble to expect Rumanian and Hungarian scholars — if ne
cessary, through the medium of one or other of the Western
languages — to co-operate whole-heartedly in discussing any
of the problems of common interest to both peoples. To that
end it would be necessary that the majority of the Rumanian
research students too should reveal a readiness to accept
arguments endorsed by scientific evidence and that scholarly
modesty which is prepared to acknowledge the truth, even
if that truth is discovered by some one else. However, the
Rumanian science of today is on the contrary only too ready
to initiate a campaign of extermination against every scien
tific truth — however clearly proved — which runs counter
to the aims of Pan-Rumanian ideology, whether that truth
is proclaimed by a Hungarian or by the son of any other
nation. And the most absurd theories are greeted with
boisterous acclamation if they appear suitable to support th&
national aspirations of the Rumanians. Any one who, for
instance, speaks in favour of the “continuity" theory,
immediately and unconditionally achieves popularity among
the Rumanians, who ask no questions about his scientific
qualifications or his competence. Critical statements are
veritable “rarae aves"; but such statements are not permitted
anything like the publicity accorded to desultory observations
in keeping with the desires, feelings and instincts of the
masses.
“All in all, the fact may be established that at present
there are insurmountable obstacles in the way of an elimi6
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nation of the tension existing between Hungarian and Ru
manian science. Rumanian science shows no appreciation
whatsoever for the endeavours of Hungarian scholars to
scientifically disclose the past of the Rumanian people, but
on the contrary regards the activity of those scholars as
work undertaken with the object of demolishing the Ru
manian national myth. That is naturally the view taken by
Rumanian society too, which already in the elementary
schools imbibes the traditional elements of that myth. We
cannot however abandon the work of inquiring into the past
of the Rumanian people; for Hungarian science regards it
as its traditional duty to study scientifically and without
bias the peoples living in symbiosis with the Magyars and
the neighbouring peoples, and to inquire into every manifes
tation of life of those peoples, into their past and their
present. Sincerely as we may regret that the Rumanian
national myth contains many elements which the searchlight
of scientific research proves to he nothing more or less than
false illusions, we cannot possibly for that reason — whether
we regard the matter from the Hungarian or from the general
scientific point of view — refrain from including the Rumani
ans too among the subjects of our objective research, —
particularly if we accept as correct the thesis that the best way
to acquire a sincere respect for one another is that marked
out for us by the lessons of one another's true history. Now,
it is extremely difficult to co-operate with those who withdraw
to the seclusion of the ivory towers of ideologies that have
been stereotyped into dogmas. And that is particularly
regrettable in view of the fact that in Hungarian and Ruma
nian history there are innumerable points of contact the
conscientious clarification of which is the bounden duty
of
the
science of both nations
alike.
Rumanian
science has apparently not yet awakened to a consciousness
of its European mission, refusing obstinately to shake off its
heritage of chauvinism; it still lacks the courage to look the
truth in the face. It feeds on the idea of a past invented by
romantic enthusiasm which would appear to exercise a great
educative influence over the nation, so that every Rumanian
is fain to believe in its being the only means of salvation. The
sporadic attempts to induce the Rumanians to adopt a more
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rational outlook on history have all been doomed to a
lamentable end as the result of the savage attacks launched
against them. Yet there have been Rumanian scholars who,
for instance, have declared that the possession of Transyl
vania does not depend upon whether the ‘‘continuity” theory
is correct or not.
“If we were to refrain from studying the Rumanian
past — in particular in connection with Transylvania — ,
that would mean that we too tacitly acknowledged the dic
tatorship of “Daco-Rumanian” ideology. Now, we can never
do that, even if our refusal to do so induces nervousness in
many quarters on the other side of the frontier. That is not
our fault. We do not wish to excite any one; what we
wish is to be able to live a free scientific life in keeping with
the international ethics of science. We are at all times ready
to accommodate ourselves to the ethics of international
science; but we are not prepared for the sake of any one to
overlook fallacies when engaged in scientific work, — particuraly when those fallacies are exploited to consistently
misrepresent Magyar-Rumanian relations, that being done
always at the expense of the Magyars.
"There can be no doubt that in most cases — though
through no fault of ours — a clarification of the facts of
Hungarian-Rumanian history is not likely to induce a relief
of the existing political and sentimental tension. It must
however be added that this tension is only in a very trifling
measure to be attributed to the serious scientific works
written exclusively for the purpose of revealing the
truth. This tension is to be ascribed to the activity of those
writers — in many cases incompetent, ignorant and malicious
writers — who remove the problems discussed by them from
the field of science and degrade them to the position of
political Istraments."
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