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KING FERDINAND OF RUMANIA
B Y

ZSOMBOR DE SZASZ

XII. Preliminaries of the National Assembly of Gyulafehervar'

T he failure of the Arad negotiations meant a rupture 
with the Hungarian Government. But that did not take 
the Rumanians very far. Following the example of the 

Soviet, they, too, addressed a manifesto “To the peoples of 
the World’ accusing the Hungarian Government of destroy
ing Trajan's people and denying it the right of self-determina
tion. But this did not take them much further either. It was 
not so certain that the manifesto would be read by the 
peoples of the world.

After the breakdown of the Jaszi negotiations the Mare 
Sfat- discussed the situation day by day at Pop-Csicsos 
house in Arad. The atmosphere was pessimistic. The country 
was in a state of turmoil. The arming of the Rumanian Na
tional Guard was progressing slowly, and there was no 
guarantee that those who were armed would be on the side 
of order. On the contrary. The Rumanian Soldiers of the 
Austro-Hungarian army who returned from the front were 
infected with Bolshevism. They had been promised decent

' S ee  p re v io u s  a rt ic le s  u n d er  the sam e title  in  e a r lie r  n u m bers 
o f  th is rev iew .

- T h e re  r e ig n e d  th e g rea test c o n fu s io n  co n c e r n in g  th is o rg a n  in 
A ra d . T h e  re a d e r  w ill  rem em b er  th at the Executive Committee o f  th e  
R u m a n ian  P a r ty  a p p o in te d , o n  O c t o b e r  12, a su b -co m m itte e  in  A r a d , 
th e P r e s id e n t o f  w h ich  w a s  L . G o ld i§ . A f t e r  a  w h ile  th is  co m m itte e  
ch a n g e d  its  n am e fo r  n o  p a lp a b le  re a so n  a n d  b e ca m e  Consiliul National 
Central. S u b se q u e n tly  to  th e  J a sz i n e g o tia t io n s  a n ew  n am e a p p e a re d : 
Marete Staf National Roman, o r  G re a t  N a tion a l C o u n c il, w h ich  w as 
n oth in g  m o r e  th an  th e fo rm e r  su b -co m m itte e  w ith  an in cre a se d  n u m b er  
o f  m em bers, 36 fr o m  th e  R u m a n ia n  N a tio n a l P a r ty  a n d  6 S oc ia lis ts . 
F o r  a  tim e L . G o ld i$  c o n tin u e d  to  b e  P res id en t , b u t as a resu lt o f  
ce r ta in  a n ta g on ism s h e  w a s  a fte rw a rd s  r e p la c e d  b y  S . P o p -C s ic s o .  It 
w ill b e  seen  that o n e  tread s h ere  —  in  th e  w o rd s  o f  M ateiu  —  o n  som ew h a t 
“ n eb u lou s  g r o u n d ” . —  J. Mateiu: In  ju ru l a d u n a re i d e  la  A lb a -J u lia ,  
in  th e Generatia unirii, v o l. I, N o . 2 p . 14.
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pay -— 24 crowns a day — , but the local National Councils 
had no money and the men were not paid, so they plundered 
and pillaged. There were rumours of an invasion of Tran
sylvania by Hungarian troops. The men of the Arad Com
mittee or Sfat discussed the possibility of a national assembly 
of the Rumanians in Gyulafehervar, the town which for a 
few months had been the seat of the Rumanian Hospodar, 
Michael the Brave. But anxious voices were raised against 
this. Would it i e  wise, it was asked, and would it be safe? 
Might it not prove a fiasco? Or, on the other hand, might it 
not be drowned in blood? Goldis, always timid, counselled 
prudence: ‘ ‘If we have no confidence, we had better abandon 
the business”. Th. Mihali declared that he had received a 
message from Bratianu, the Rumanian Prime Minister, to the 
effect that, although he, Bratianu, could not gauge the situa
tion in Transylvania, he was of opinion that it would be 
better to give up the idea of an assembly rather than expose 
the Rumanian population to bloodshed.3 Ladislas Goldis 
disappeared for a time from Arad, because, as he said, “he 
had no wish to be an exploded hero in Greater Rumania” .4

3 "C o n tr ib u t ie  d - lu i  G o ld i?  la  u n ire a  A r d e a lu lu i " ,  an  a r t ic le  in 
Romania, D e c . 5. 1926. —  T h e re  is  a  ' c u r io u s  co n fu s io n  a ls o  in 
r e g a r d  t o  th e  m essa g e  o f  th e  P r im e  M in is te r . In  v o l. I, N o , 3, 1929 o f 
th e  Generatia Unirii th e re  is an  a r t ic le  b y  M ih a li in  w h ich  h e w rites  
th at h e  c o m m is s io n e d  a ce r ta in  C a p ta in  I z id o r  P o p o v ic i  to  tra v e l to  
B u ch a re s t  a n d  to  o b ta in  in stru c tio n s  fr o m  th e  P r im e  M in is te r  as to  
th e  a tt itu d e  to  b e  ta k en  u p  b y  the R u m a n ian s  o f  T ra n sy lv a n ia . H a  d o e s  
n o t  m e n tio n  th e  d a te , bu t it m u st h a v e  b e e n  in  th e  la s t  d a y s  o f  O cto b e r  
o r  e a r ly  N o v e m b e r . P o p o v ic i  re tu rn ed  w ith  a  le tte r  fro m  B ratian u , 
d a te d  N o v . 5, 1918. —  In  N o . 11 o f  th e sam e r e v ie w  P r o fe s s o r  I. B o rd e a  
o f  B u ch a re s t  re la te s  th at ju st a b o u t th is tim e  B ra tia n u , w ish in g  to  get 
in fo r m a tio n  c o n c e r n in g  T r a n s y lv a n ia  in  o r d e r  to  “ ta k e  m ea su res  a c 
c o r d in g ly " ,  d e s p a tc h e d  h im , B o r d e a , to  th a t cou n try . H e  gave  h im  a 
le t te r  f o r  th e T r a n s y lv a n ia n  le a d e rs  w h ich  B o r d e a , o n  a rr iv a l, s h o w e d  
to  M ih a li a n d  V a id a -V o iv o d  a n d  th en  sen t o n  to  A r a d . T h e  te x t  o f 
th e  tw o  le tte rs  as p u b lis h e d  in  th e  a r t ic le s  is id e n t ic a l e x c e p t  th a t the 
le t te r  in  M ih a li ’ s a r t ic le  is  d a te d  N o v e m b e r  5, w h ile  th a t in  B o r d e a 's  
a r t ic le  b ea rs  th e  d a te  N o v e m b e r  1. N e ith er  o f  th e  le t te rs  co n ta in s  a 
s in g le  w o r d  a b o u t a  fu tu re  n a t io n a l a sse m b ly ; th e y  b e a r  n o  ad d ress , 
b u t th e c o n te n ts  s h o w  th a t th e y  w e re  in te n d e d  to  g e t in to  M ih a li ’ s 
h an ds.

4 Cuvantul, D e c e m b e r  6, 1926 a n d  Romania, D e c . 5, 1926. S ee  a lso  
Clopotel: R e v o lu lia  d in  1918, p p . 101— 102.
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KING FERDINAND OF RUMANIA

In the second half of November, however, there came 
news that the Rumanian army was recovering and was 
preparing to break into Transylvania; the Rumanian troops 
were already in the Carpathians. It was with great relief 
that the Transylvanian Rumanian papers of November 21 
published the proclamation of the Rumanian general staff to 
the effect that the Rumanian army had "crossed the Carpa
thians in the name of the sacred national idea ’ and was 
coming to protect the security of life and property "without 
distinction of race or religion." There was no need for further 
fear.

After the failure of the Jaszi negotiations it had been 
suggested in the sfat that a declaration of the union might 
be made, not at a big assembly, but at a conference of the 
leaders. It was the two socialist members of the council, I. 
Flueras and I. Jumanea, who conceived and proposed the 
idea of convoking a big mass meeting. The idea was accep
ted,5 and on November 21, the very day on which allayment 
had arisen between the Rumanians and the Serbs over the 
partition of the Banat, a part of which was inhabited by a 
Rumanian majority, while in the other part the Serbs pre
dominated. The Rumanians demanded the whole of the Banat 
on the plea that it had been promised them by the Allies in 
the secret treaty of August 1916. But in November 1818 the 
Banat was under Allied, that is, under French and Serb, 
occupation, and the civil administration, in contravention of 
international law, was in the hands of the Serbs.

The Serbs did all they could to hinder the Rumanians 
from travelling to Gyulafehervar. The Serb authorities in 
Versecz pretended up to the last moment that the necessary 
travelling permits would be issued, and then refused them. 
In the valley of the river Krasso only women were allowed 
to travel by rail for three days. Rumanian meetings were 
prohibited, and leading personalities were arrested.

The first day of December arrived at last, and the Ru
manians streamed in masses to Gyulafehervar. "From Pan- 
csova to Maramarossziget and Brasso, the entire Rumanian

5 A n  in te rv iew  g iv en  b y  I. C lo p o te l  to  th e  Keleti Ujsag X V I . N o  
290, a n d  1. Flueras: C u m  am  a ju n e  la  A lb a -Iu lia ,  Adeverul, D e c . 4, 
1936.
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DANUBIAN REVIEW

population was in Gyulafehervar," writes I. Clopotel with 
pardonable patriotic exaggeration. 'About a hundred thou
sand peasants, the flower of the villages, came in holiday 
attire, under their national flag, marching with music and 
song from every quarter of the country towards Gyulafeher
var, the golden city of their desires.” There were 1228 official 
delegates elected by the constituencies, and 548 sent by 
various bodies and organisations.

No agreement had been arrived at by the leaders be
forehand, so that the assembly could not be opened at once. 
There was a prolonged discussion at a preliminary meeting 
at which there were present Pop-Csicso, Maniu, Goldis, 
Cosma, A. Vlad, A Lazar, I. Ciordas, I. Suciu, C. Iancu. I. 
Marsieu, R. Veliciu, N. Ivan and the two Socialists, I. 
Flueras and I. Mihutiu, with Sever Miclea as secretary.

Goldis laid before the conferense a draft of the Resolu
tions which were to be submitted for acceptance to the Assem
bly. The first Article declared the union of Transylvania 
and the territories of Hungary inhabited by a Rumanian 
majority, with the Rumanian Kingdom. It declared at the 
same time the inalienable right of the Rumanian people to 
the whole and undivided territory of the Banat. The second 
Article enumerated the ‘ ‘fundamental principles ’ which must 
underlie the organisation of the new Rumanian State: national 
autonomy of the different peoples and Churches; universal, 
equal and secret suffrage for both sexes; freedom of the 
press and of association, agrarian reform and rights and 
advantages for industrial workers such as are enjoyed by 
them in western countries. Articles III provided for full 
administrative autonomy for Transylvania. Articles IV to VII 
contained rhetorical phrases concerning victory, the sympathy 
felt by the Rumanians towards the other liberated peoples 
of the Monarchy and so forth.

These were not originally nor solely Goldis’s ideas. All 
the time while the Rumanians had professed to be an oppres
sed people they had played with ideas of national and reli
gious liberty and equality for the peoples living in Tran
sylvania. Traces of these ideas are already to be found in 
the Supplex libellus romanorum, in the declarations of Ba-



KING FERDINAND OF RUMANIA

lazsfalva and in ail the programmes of the Rumanian Natio
nal Party.11

Curiously enough, Goldis prepared his draft just about 
the time when Bratianu's afore-mentioned letter must have 
arrived in Arad. In this letter the Rumanian Prime Minister 
recommended exactly the same principles as a basis for the 
union as were contained in Goldie's draft: complete union of 
all Rumanians and all Rumanian territories, with the King 
of Rumania as the symbol of this union; freedom and 
justice for all the peoples of the land, of whatever nationa-

* S . Stocia: A lb a - I u l ia  in  u m b ra  T r ia n o n u lu i, p p . 14— 19. Iu liu  
M an iu , p p . 138— 149 b y  th e sam e a u th or . T h e  S o c ia lis ts  c la im  f o r  th e m 
se lv es  the a u th orsh ip  o f  th ese  d e m o c r a t ic  p r in c ip le s . Io n  F lu e ra s  
w r ite s : „ A t  th e  firs t  m ee tin g  o f  th e  (R u m a n ia n ) N a tio n a l C o u n c il  I 
p r o p o s e d  in  th e n a m e  o f  th e S o c ia l  D e m o c r a t  P a r ty  th e c o n v o k in g  o f  a 
b ig  n a t io n a l a sse m b ly  f o r  th e  p u r p o s e  o f  co n su lt in g  th e  e n tire  R u 
m a n ia n  p o p u la t io n  as to  i t s  w ish es  c o n c e r n in g  its  fu tu re  d e s t in y . M y  
p r o p o s a l  w a s  a c c e p te d , a n d  th e  a sse m b ly  w as c o n v o k e d  fo r  D e ce m b e r  
1 . . . A t  th ise  sa m e  m e e t in g  w e r e  v o te d  th e  fa m o u s  R e s o lu t io n s  the 
g rea ter  p a rt o f  w h ich  w e re  th e w o r k  o f  us S o c ia lis ts . I m u st adm it, 
h ow ev er , th at th e m em b ers  o f  th e N a tio n a l P a r ty  d id  n ot, in p r in c ip le , 
o p p o s e  th e p r o v is io n s . T h e y  m e r e ly  d id  n o t  th in k  th em  o p p o r t u n e "  
(A r t ic le  e n tit le d  "C u m  am  a ju n s  la  A lb a - I u l ia "  in  Adeverul. D e c . 
4, 1936) —  B o th  P o p -C s ic s o  a n d  G o ld i? ,  th e  tw o  s u c c e ss iv e  ch a irm en  
o f  the A r a d  sfat d e n ie d  at th e  tim e the tru th  o f  th ese  sta tem en ts . " W e ”  
d e c la r e d  P o p -C s ic s o ,  n ev er  n e g o t ia te d  w ith  th e S o c ia l  D e m o c ra ts  o f  
th e  M o n a rch y , n o r  w ith  th e ir  R u m a n ia n  b ra n ch . T h o s e  w h o  a re  a w a re  
o f  th e n a t io n a l a n d  h is to r ic a l m ea n in g  o f  th e A lb a - I u l ia  m e e t in g  w ill  
u n d ersta n d  th at w e  c o u ld  n o t d e a l w ith  a P a r ty  o f  in te rn a tio n a l 
ch a ra cte r . It is  tru e  h o w e v e r  —  "h e  b e la te d ly  a n d  s tra n g e ly  adm its , 
—  “ that w e  c o n c lu d e d  an  a g reem en t w ith  th e  S o c ia lis t s  in  o r d e r  that 
w e  sh o u ld  p r esen t a co m m o n  fr o n t  w ith  th e m ."  G o ld i?  c u r t ly  d e c 
la re d : " I  a m  th e  a u th or  o f  th e  a r t ic le s  o f  A lb a - I u l ia  a n d  th e y  w e r e  in 
n o  w ise  in flu e n c e d  b y  th e  S o c ia l  D e m o c r a ts ."  H e  w en t so  fa r  as to  
d e c la r e  in  re g a r d  to  th e p r o v is io n s  c o n c e r n in g  the r ig h ts  o f  the m in o 
r it ie s : " T h e y  a re  m y  o w n  p r iv a te  G o s p e l, th e y  w e r e  so  in  th e p a s t  a n d  
w ill rem ain  so  in fu tu r e " . B o th  in te rv iew s  a p p e a r e d  in the Keleti Usag, 
F eb ru a ry  24, 1934.

In  on e  q u e s t io n  a lo n e  G o ld i?  a d m itte d  to  h a v in g  d e fe r r e d  t o  the 
S o c ia lis ts  —  in  th e  term  a p p lie d  t o  R u m a n ia , H e te lls  us th at the 
o r ig in a l te x t  o f  th e d e c la r a t io n  o f  th e  u n ion  ran  th u s: “ T h e  R u m an ian ! 
te r r ito r ie s  o f  H u n g a ry  a re  u n ite d  w ith  th e R u m a n ia n  K in g d o m " . T h e  
S o c ia l D e m o c ra te s  t o o k  e x c e p t io n  to  th e w o r d  " K in g d o m ” . G o ld h j 
d e fe r r e d  to  th e ir  o b je c t io n , a n d  th e  f in a l w o r d in g  o f  the te x t  ra n : "T h e  
R u m a n ian  te rr ito r ie s  o f  H u n g a ry  a re  u n ited  w ith  R u m a n ia " . (Ibid.)
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lity or religion; far-reaching democratic progress, electoral 
and agrarian reforms; improved conditions of existence for 
the workers which would meet their legitimate demands and 
allow them a share in the profit derived from their work.7

The Rumanians on both sides of the Carpathians were 
anything but parsimonious in their promises of freedom and 
democracy.

The discussions at the conference reveal not only the 
attitude taken up by the leaders in regard to these great 
principles and their intentions in regard to their application, 
hut also their hopes and fears in regard to the union of 
Transylvania with the kingdom.

The first question, raised by Aurel Cosma, was that of 
the Banat, he himself being a native of that region.8 He 
protested vigorously against the annexation by Serbia of 
even a part of this region. Should this be inevitable, he pro
posed by way of retaliation the application of the Wilsonian 
principles to the Rumanian population of the Timok valley in 
Serbia.

A. Vlad said that the Transylvanian Rumanians were 
hardly entitled to speak in the name of the Rumanians of 
Serbia, and I. Maniu endeavoured to allay Cosma’s anxiety 
by two fantastic assertions. The first of these was that he 
bad absolutely authentic information to the effect that the 
Peace Conference would recognize Rumania's right to the 
whole of the Banat; the second, that there was already an 
agreement concerning the exchange of the Banat Serbs with 
the Rumanian population of the Timok valley. There was, of 
course, not the slightest foundation for either of these state
ments; at the Peace Conference the Banat was divided be
tween Rumania and Serbia, and the exchange of the Rumanian 
and Serb populations was never even mentioned.

L. Saftu, an Orthodox priest, proposed the elimination of 
all the Articles from II to VII inclusive, lest they weaken 
the importance of the declaration of union. This would have 
meant the renunciation of all the fundamental principles 
contained in Article II, and the abandonment of democracy.

7 A m in t ir i p o l i t ic e  d e s p r e  u n ire , in  th e  Generafia unirii, I, p . 3.
8 S ee  l o r  th e f o l lo w in g  I. Clopofel: R e v o lu f ia  d in  1918. p p . I l l —  

118, a n d  S . Stoica: Iu liu  M an iu , p p . 131— 157.
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But the democratic conviction of the Rumanians was always 
a rather surface affair, worn for appearance's sake; liberty 
and equality, minority rights, universal suffrage, agrarian 
reform, were conveniently forgotten when the time came to 
realize them. In an interview Ion Clopotel revealed that "one 
section of the leaders of the National Party would not hear 
of cooperation with the Socialists or of inserting the rights 
of the minorities in the draft proposal, and at the last moment 
serious discussions took place".”

Unmistakable traces of anti-democratic tendencies were 
apparent already at the preliminary conference.

The proposed concellation of Articles II—VII was drop
ped after a brief intervention by the Socialist I. Mihutiu and 
Maniu. But a long and stormy debate was raised by Article 
III, which dealt with the question of autonomy. The text of 
this Article ran as follows: "Led by the aim of avoiding 
social upheaval and desirous of awaiting the time when the 
differences produced by historical evolution between the 
Rumanian territories of Transylvania, the Banat and Hungary 
on the one hand and the Rumanian Kigdom on the other will 
have been effaced, the National Assembly proposes to give 
full autonomy to the former territories, the scope and limits 
of which autonomy shall be fixed by a Constituent Assembly 
composed of the representatives of all the inhabitants of the 
said territories, without distinction of race or religion, in 
proportion to their quotas of the population.” The time 
limit set for the duration of this autonomy, as appears from 
the text, was that required to efface the existing diffe
rences, and a member of the subsequent Consiliu Dirigent, 
the first Rumanian government of Transylvania, believed that 
this would take at least thirty years.10

The discussion11 was opened by A. Cosma, who proposed 
that the Magyars and Saxons be excluded from the Consti
tuent Assembly, but he did not press his proposal after A. 
Vlad had declared that the Rumanian people must not follow 
a revengeful policy.

0 Keleti Ujsag, N o . 290, 1931.
10 I. Mateiu: In  ju ru l a d u n a re i d e  la  A lb a -Iu lia ,  Generatia unirii 

v o l. I, N o . 2, p . 15.
11 S ee  th e  w o rk s  o f  Clopotel a n d  S . Stoica.

7
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J. Suciu proposed to reduce Article III to the simple 
declaratior “ the right of autonomy is maintained” , while he 
opined that the only thing of importance was the declaration 
of union and that the other provisions, including the one 
concerning autonomy, were of secondary, domestic importance 
and had better be set aside.

Dr. Vaida was also opposed to the idea of autonomy, 
which, he said, could in any case not be maintained longer than 
the convocation of the Constituent Assembly. What confidence, 
he asked, could the Powers and Rumania have in a union in 
which the annexed regions had a separate legislature and 
administration? Replying to Pop-Csicso’s objection that if 
the idea of autonomy were abandoned the Wilsonian prin
ciples would cease to be respected, he declared that the 
ciocoii, the plutocracy of the Old Kingdom, would be unable 
to arrest the progress of democracy, because the Bessara
bians, Bukovineans and Transylvanians would form so great 
a majority of the population of united Rumania that there 
would be no means of curbing them. "I have only one fear” , he 
said, “and that is that we may go too far in our radicalism' .

The Socialist I. Mihutiu protested against the chauvinis
tic attitude that “we (the Rumanians of the dismembered 
Monarchy) come with open arms and unconditionally” . "The 
peasant', he said, "who is here has come with the thought of 
obtaining rights and land and because of that thought is for 
the union; the oppression which he suffered drove him to 
come here in order that he might become a free man and not 
like those beyond the mountains (i. e. the kingdom) where 
the peasant is regarded as an animal . . . This does not 
mean that we do not desire the union, it simply means that 
we meant it under conditions which exclude the possibility of 
oppressing the peasantry” .

S. Dragomir, who was later to become a Professor at 
the university of Kolozsvar, made the painful admission that 
in the administration of an autonomous Transylvania “the 
Rumanians would he at a disadvantage as compared with 
the greatly superior other nationalities (Magyars and Saxons) 
and it would take ten or perhaps even more years before 
they could hope to obtain a majority” .

Mahiu, as the last speaker, summed up the debate.
8



KING FERDINAND OF RUMANIA

He began by slating that the Assembly had been con
voked for the purpose of declaring the union of all the Ru
manians. Some of the speakers had asserted that Article 
III contained a condition, whereas it merely expressed a 
principle. In the government of a State it was impossible to 
set aside old arrangements and to replace them with new 
ones from one day to the other. We are in accord, he said, 
in that we do not want to hinder the accomplishment of the 
union nor to make it dependent on conditions, but only to 
settle the conditions under which the transition should be 
effected. We are all equally inspired by the idea of the 
union, but it is not our business to work out the details of 
the question. Yet it is by no means superfluous to be mindful 
of oertain principles while we secure our aim of national 
unity.

Maniu proposed appointing a sub-committee which 
should formulate the provisions in accordance with the above. 
The proposal was accepted and the committee advocated a 
provisional autonomy and a great national council —  Mara 
Sfat National -— until the convocation of the Constituent 
Assembly.

Complete agreement had been reached, and there was 
no longer any obstacle to the opening of the National 
Assembly.

(To be continued.)
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THE “BALKANIZATION” OF CENTRAL 
EUROPE

BY

GEORGE PARRAGI

A great stir has been caused everywhere by the attitude 
displayed in a recent article by the British weekly, 
the “Observer”, which condemned the adjustment of 

Central Europe brought into being, in 1919, by the Treaties of 
Trianon and Saint-Germain. The authoritative British weekly, 
which has maintained its leading position in British j ournalism 
despite the withdrawal of its former Editor, Garvin, the most 
eminent of British publicists, stated roundly and without 
beating about the bush that “as a result of the events ensuing 
between 1938 and 1941 London had come to the conclusion 
that the “Balkanization” of Central Europe consequent on the 
adjustment of 1919 was the real source of the unrest and the 
instability of the situation in evidence there. So long as unity 
and agreement had existed between the Central European 
States, those States had for centuries been the sources of 
European stability; whereas in recent times political dis
ruption had in many respects led to a state of uncertainty 
and political asthenia”.

This article in the “ Observer” is a frank admission that 
the Treaties of Trianon and Saint-Germain, not only upset, 
but actually annihilated the equilibrium in Central Europe 
which had for centuries been maintained by the prestige of 
the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy. This dislocation of the 
equilibrium of Central Europe was due primarily to the 
agitation of two men — Benes and Wlison. Benes, the fa
natical apostle of Czech imperialism, in his infatuated 
enthusiasm for Czech imperialistic aspirations, failed to 
realize that, though an independent Czecho-Slovak State 
brought into existence out of the ruins of the disruption and 
collapse of the unity of Central Europe might remain above 
water for a time, as a result of the inexorable laws of history 
and geography Czecho-Slovakia would be incapable of
10
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preserving permanently its independence and keeping pos
session of its territory artificially augmented by the aid of 
false memorandums in a forcibly atomized Central Europe. In 
1917 this most dangerous enemy of a united Central Europe 
proclaimed his slogan —  “Detruisez VAutriche-Hongrie”, —  
“Austria-Hungary must be shattered". In November, 1918, at 
the time of the collapse of the Monarchy, the “Temps”, the 
mouthpiece of the Quai d'Orsay, made a vain attempt to warn 
the leaders of the Entente of the danger latent in this cath- 
word; the “ peace-makers" refused to listen to the warning 
and in the Treaties of Trianon and Saint-Germain committed 
the greatest crime against the equilibrium of Europe and the 
unity of Central Europe.

Bainville, the greatest French historian of post-War 
times, admitted already in 1920 that the Treaty of Trianon 
conceived in the petit-bourgeois hatred and the vindictive 
spirit of Clemenceau was, not only a crime, but an irreparable 
mistake too the bitter price of which —  he said, with an 
astounding instinct suggesting the inspiration of a prophet —  
would one day have to be paid by France. Not only the 
great French historian, but Sorel too, the sociologist of last 
century who has come into vogue in our days, —  the original 
propounder of the modern theory of dictatorship — , a good 
many decades ago already proclaimed that any disruption 
of the unity of Central Europe would shake the very founda
tions of Europe and would lead to the creation of he
gemonies brought into being on a racial basis and to the 
running amok of imperialistic aspirations; for as a result of 
such disruption the natural check on hegemonic endeavours 
would cease to exist.

The “Big Four" —  Clemenceau, Lloyd George, Wilson, 
Orlando — spellbound by Benes’s witchcraft, failed to realize 
this truth, thereby lighting the quickmatich that eventually 
blasted the unity of Central Europe. In their infatuation and 
their short-sighted reaction to Benes's instigations these men 
went to the length, not only of disrupting the unity of 
Central Europe, but of allowing themselves to subject 
to the most ruthless dismemberment that State which by 
virtue of its great historical past, of its geographical 
position and its internationality structure alike had been
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—  and still is —  designated by Providence too to act 
as the focus of a new Central-European unity to be placed 
on new foundations. Benes s magyarphobia succeeded in 
shifting the centre of gravity of Central Europe from Buda
— which according to Bismark too is the natural centre — 
to Prague. Thereby, however, Benes violated a law of nature; 
and this action of his bore its inevitable fruit in the collapse 
of the Golem-State created by him.

In 1938 Benes —  who had imagined that his whole policy 
was a means of counteracting the Drang nach Osten, the 
expansional endeavours of the German Empire —  was 
impelled to realize to his bitter disappointment that that 
policy had in reality been on the contrary the harbinger and 
the starting-point of German expansion. He realized when it 
was already too late the truth of the thesis propounded by 
Palacky, a compatriot of his with a far greater grasp of re
alities and a far wider political horizon, —  the thesis that, 
if the historical unity of Central Europe did not exist, it 
would have to be invented.

The other statesman of the years 1914—-1918 who was 
primarily responsible for the collapse of the unity of Central 
Europe, was Woodrow Wilson, then President of the United 
States of North America. Wilson no doubt acted in good 
faith —  but in utter ignorance of European affairs and in a 
doctrinaire spirit —  when he drafted his Fourteen Points 
first made public in his Message to Congress dated January 
8th., 1918. The publication of these Fourteen Points gave 
the world a new slogan —  that of the right of self-deter
mination of the peoples. On paper this slogan looked attractive 
enough; in practice, however, it led to the anarchization and 
Balkanization of Central Europe. It is worth noting that the 
eruptive and disruptive substance of the slogan relating to 
the right of self-determination was realized first by Wilson’s 
own Foreign Minister, Secretary—of-State Lansing, a states
man of no mean calibre, who already in 1919 prophesied that 
the right of self-determination would prove to be the ex
plosive destined to blow to atoms the historical and economic 
units. That the American Press is today lamenting the an
nihilation of the equilibrium in Central Europe and that 
certain American publicists are found speaking of Transyl
12
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vania as a new Alsace-Lorraine, is a result that must be 
attributed very largely to the activity of Wilson.

The dangers latent in the disruption of Central Europe 
were realized first in Great Britain, —  though in that country 
too only by those politicians who had not allowed themselves 
to be carried off their feet by the sterile conception of the 
maintenance of the status quo brought into being by the Paris 
treaties or by the illusion of collective security, and who 
even after the “victory”  won in the Great War still clung 
tenaciously to the conception which for three centuries had 
been the guiding principle of British policy — - the conception 
of a European balance of power.

These politicians very soon observed that an irreparable 
breach had been made in the system of the balance of Euro
pean forces by the elimination of Central European unity: 
for the system of forces had been crippled by the loss of an 
important counteracting force which the pitiable, unhistorical, 
politically and economically irrational construction of the 
Little Entente was quite incapable of replacing. The “Euro
pean balance of power" conception had been mortally woun
ded by the Treaty of Trianon; and that meant, in other words, 
that the political idea which Great Britain had for centuries 
insisted upon had suffered a reverse and been thrown on 
the dust-heap.

This is shown also by the fact that, whereas in previous 
centuries British policy had consisted essentially in waging 
war —  by political or financial weapons or even by armed 
force — against the development of any European hegemony, 
in the post-War period Downing Street contented itself 
with watching —  to all intents and purposes with arms 
folded — the development and expansion of French 
hegemony on the European Continent. And the authors of 
this French hegemony, in the intoxication of the glut of power, 
actually believed that the decease of Central European 
unity involved only advantages to France, and for that reason 
supported the Little Entente in the conviction that the road 
to Berlin led via Prague. It was only the events of 1940 that 
compelled the French to realize the real meaning of the 
destruction of the unity of Central Europe, of the dismem
berment and parcelling-out of Central Europe and of the
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consequent weakening of that region. Then the French were 
forced to realize that the road via Prague led, not to Berlin, 
but to Paris, —  just as in 1870— 71 Koniggratz had opened 
the way for the German army to Sedan and Paris.

Among those British politicians who never for a moment 
lost sight of the “balance of power” principle and as a 
consequence realized that the elimination of the Central 
European force of counteraction involved a deadly danger to 
the European balance of power in general, special mention 
is due to Winston Churchill, who on several occasions — 
speaking from the Government benches but in the key of a 
Member of the Opposition —  warned the British Government 
of the dangers to Britain latent in a Central Europe writhing 
in the agony of economic anarchy due to the state of dis
solution through which it was passing. Churchill observed 
that from the point of view of general European policy Cent
ral Europe had become balkanized politically too; for, apart 
from the fact that the un-European mentality and low stan
dard of the Balkans had taken deep root there, that region 
had become a gunpowder barrel and a storm-centre resemb
ling that in evidence in the Balkans prior to 1914.

Wells had written with the inspiration of a prophet that 
the next Great War would break out on account of Danzig; 
and Churchill and those who supported him realized that the 
next Great War was being hatched in the territory of disrup
ted Central Europe.

That was why, as far back as 1932, Churchill, in a speech 
made in the British Parliament, suggested that the problems 
of Danzig, the Polish corridor and Transylvania should be 
adjusted peacefully while the odds were still on the side of 
the victorious Powers and before Europe had become divided 
into two strong hostile coalitions. Already in 1932 Churchill 
saw that one of the greatest obstacles to the concilation of 
Central Europe and thereby to the restoration of the Euro
pean balance of power was the injustice of the provisions of 
the Treaty of Trianon relating to Transylvania.

His views on this point were expressed by him even more 
clearly and unequivocally in December, 1937, when, during 
the debate on the Estimates in the House of Commons, he 
spoke of the question of colonies and declared that Great
14
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Britain was prepared to treat respecting the restoration of 
the colonies acquired in the Great War, provided every other 
country which had received such acquisitions was ready to 
treat under similar conditions respecting the question of 
restoration. “ If sacrifices have to be made for the purpose of 
eliminating the spirit of hatred originating from the previous 
war, every one must be prepared to make sacrifices” .

In the same speach Churchill openly told the House 
also which States had been called upon to restore territories 
acquired in the War, —  those which had gained by the 
Treaty of Versailles and by the Treaty of Trianon, a treaty 
far more justly condemned than the former”. That was plain 
speaking. And Churchill demanded that ‘‘those who had 
gained by the “far more justly condemned’’ Treaty of Tria
non should restore to the unjustly injured Party the territori
es acquired by them in the War. At the same period a dis
cussion was carried on for two weeks in the columns of the 
“Manchester Guardian’, one of the leading British dailies, 
respecting the Treaty of Trianon. During this discussion ten 
British Members of Parliament entered the lists in favour of 
of a revision of the Treaty of Trianon. It is of interest to 
note that of these ten Members of Parliament seven were 
Conservatives —  these being headed by Sir Robert Gower, 
well-known also for his magyarphile attitude —  and 
three were Labour Members — J. Rhys Davies, Ben Riley 
and D. Quibell. The Labour Members did not allow them
selves to be deterred even by the false charge brought against 
them by Czech and Rumanian circles that “ they had under
taken the defence of Magyar landowners and Magyar feu
dalism” .

And, finally, we must not omit to mention the book 
(“ Warnings and Predictions’)  published by Lord Rothermere 
in 1939, which contained articles and letters written by the 
magyarphile peer and in which we find many details relating 
to the Hungarian question in particular and the Central 
European question in general that today are of a most thrilling 
character. In 1934 Lord Rothermere foretold the fate of 
Austria and Czecho-Slovakia. The longest chapter in the book 
— the eighth —  is devoted exclusively to the Hungarian and 
Central European question. These are the opening words of
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this chapter: — “ In 1927 I started a campaign to ensure the 
raising of Hungary from the misery and distress inflicted 
upon her at the end of the Great War” . The writer establishes 
that Stephen Tisza opposed the war and then continues as 
follows: —  “During the whole course of the War Hungary 
displayed chivalry at the front and chivalry behind the front. 
Not a single British man or woman was interned. And the 
treatment of prisoners was exemplary” .

In his famous article published on June 11th., 1927. 
(“Hungary's Place in the Sun” ), Lord Rothermere spoke of 
the dismemberment of the former Austro-Hungarian Mo
narchy as a grave mistake on the part of the treaty-makers. 
Thereby discontented minorities had been created in half-a- 
dozen places in Central Europe. Every one of these regions 
might prove the starting-point of a fresh conflict. Of the 
three treaties which had re-adjusted Central Europe, the 
Treaty of Trianon was the result of the worst counsels, in
stead of simplifying the existing network of nationalities, it 
had made that network even more complicated. The discontent 
thus brought into being was so deeply-rooted that no object
ive traveller could fail to see the necessity for a reparation of 
the wromgs committed. The present frontiers (i. e. as in 1927) 
of the European States were arbitrary and anti-economic. 
They contained, however, the germs of graver consequences. 
Their injustice was a constant menace to the peace of Eu
rope . . . All the dried leaves and rotting trees must be torn 
from the Treaty of Trianon before they were set on fire by 
some unexpected change. Once the conflict had broken out, 
it would be too late. . .

On August 30th., 1927, Lord Rothermere wrote another 
article on the Central European question entitled “ The 
Powder Magazine of Europe” . In this article he told his 
readers that the launching of the slogan of self-determination 
had resulted in the creation of a Central Europe teeming 
with material likely to produce a conflict. The responsibility 
for this lay chiefly with the Treaty of Trianon, which had 
divided Hungary among her neighbours. In a later passage 
the writer prophesied that this adjustment of Central Europe 
had sown the seeds of a future war.

The situation created by the Treaty of Trianon Lord
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Rothermere described as an outrage on an ancient and glorious 
people with a past of a thousand years. This situation was 
fundamentally bad and could not be maintained. “ If we 
continue to remain blind to the evil" —  he continued — 
“ the spirit of hatred and antagonism will come to the surface 
in Central Europe; and that must inevitably lead to a terrible 
war. Are we so blind as to allow the elements of a new and 
horrible conflict to accumulate unimpeded? —  I repeat: 
Hungary is the natural ally of Great Britain, France and 
Italy in Central Europe. Even during the Great War Hungary 
maintained the friendly disposition towards Great Britian 
and the United States which is natural to her, refusing to 
intern the British subjects and American citizens living 
there, who were all allowed to continue their ordinary 
occupations. Hungary was only technically the enemy of 
these two countries” .

In the “Daily News' Lord Rothermere inter alia wrote 
as follows: —  “The new Central European frontiers are not 
justified either ethnographically or geographically or econo
mically. They have reduced Central Europe to a condition 
which must inevitably lead to war”. We could cite from Lord 
Rothermere's book passages galore of a peculiarly instructive 
and interesting character at the present juncture, — in evi
dence of the grasp of realities and the foresight with which 
the noble writer surveyed the Central Europe divided against 
itself by the Treaty of Trianon and in particular the cruel 
situation so unjustly inflicted upon the Hungarians by the 
treaty.
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TWENTY-FIFTH ANNIVERSARY OF 
GYULAFEHERVAR RESOLUTIONS

BY

DR. LADISLAS DE FRITZ,
Justice of the Supreme Court of Judicature

On December 1st. Rumania celebrated the twenty- 
fifth anniversary of the Gyulafehervar Assembly and 
of the resolutions passed by that Assembly. At the 

Bucharest celebrations, which were attended by representa
tives of the Rumanian dynasty and by the Members of the 
Rumanian Government, and at the Gyulafehervar celebra
tions, which were attended by the Rumanian Minister, M. 
Petrovici, speeches and harangues were delivered and vows 
made with the approval and sanction of the highest and most 
responsible factors of Rumanian life concerning which M. 
Nicholas Kail ay, Prime Minister of Hungary, at a meeting of 
the Hungarian Lower House held on December 4th., made 
the following statements: —

‘ Speeches of a violently irredentist character were made 
and the Vienna Award made at the request of and accepted 
by the Rumanians was criticized, —  I repeat, the Vienna 
Award which was made at the request of and accepted by the 
Rumanians. I cannot help being surprised" —  said the Hun
garian Premier —  "at any one criticizing something received 
by him; for after all it was the Vienna Award that gave the 
Rumanians Southern Transylvania. I can regard these spee
ches, seing that they were not offensive in character, 
with a certain political understanding: but the flood of fal
sifications of history set in motion beyond the frontier on a 
so called scientific basis, reminds me of children singing in 
the dark to disguise their fear“. The Hungarian Premier 
employed exceptionally mild terms and displayed the utmost 
indulgence when branding the events that occured in Ruma
nia on December 1st., when the anniversary of the "union" 
was celebrated in that country by a campaign of lies against 
Hungary and incitement to hatred, —  when the speakers
18
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referred to "thousand-year-old rights", to “the dawning of 
the day of justice” and “everlasting union”, — when the 
papers published maps of Greater Rumania showing also the 
towns of Transylvania, —  when, at the celebration arranged 
by the "ASTRT" in Bucharest, Professor Stefan Pop de
scribed the Vienna Award —  which was made by the request 
of and accepted and carried into execution by Rumania —  
as a fresh “alienation" of Transylvania.

And, after all, what was actually done at Gyulafehervar 
on December 1st., 1918? What did the leaders of the Ru
manians of Transylvania decide on that occassion? and what 
part, if any, of that decision was actually carried into effect? 
Before proceeding, it should be noted that the Magyar in
habitants of Transylvania never acknowledged the decision 
taken at Gyulafehervar as binding on or as taken in the name 
of Transylvania as a whole. For three weeks later —  on 
December 22 nd., 1918 — , at the Magyar National Assembly 
held at Kolozsvar, the Magyars of Transylvania protested 
against the detachment of that province. Whereas at the time 
the Hungarian Government placed at the disposal of those 
taking part in the Gyulafehervar Rumanian National 
Assembly special trains, which arrived safely at their desti
nation, only two of the 20 special trains reserved for the use 
of those desirous of attending the Kolozsvar Magyar Nati
onal Assembly were able to get through to their destination, 
the rest having been “held up” , while the Magyar National 
Assembly had to be held within a ring made by the guns of 
the approaching Rumanian army, that army having two days 
later (on December 24th.) marched into Kolozsvar.

The Gyulafehervar Rumanian National Assembly, which 
according to the testimony of Rumanian sources was attended 
by 40000 persons, approved the “ Gyulafehervar resolutions” 
containing nine clauses drafted previously by a council of the 
leaders of the Rumanian National Party. Clause I. proclai
med the “union and amalgamation with Rumania” (“unirea... 
cu Romania") of Transylvania and the areas of Hungary 
proper inhabited by Rumanians. Clause II. guaranteed the 
inhabitants of the said territories a provisional autonomy 
(“autonomia provizorie” ) , to be in force until the convening 
of a constituent assembly elected on the basis of universal
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suffrage (pana la intrunirea Constituantei aleana pe baza 
votului universal"). Then followed the proclamation of the 
"fundamental principles" ("ca principii fundamentale” ) 
underlying the formation of the new Rumanian State, the 
Greater Rumania of the future, that being accompaneed by 
a host of promises formulated for the benefit of the national 
minorities not a single one of which was ever fulfilled. The 
‘'fundamental principles" in question were the following: — 
“unrestricted national liberty for the nations living in the 
new State; each nation to govern itself in its own mother- 
tongue, by means of a public administration of its own to be 
in the hands of persons from its own ranks, and to provide 
its own system of education and its own administration of 
justice; each nation to be entitled to representation in 
the legislature and to participation in the government of the 
country in proportion to the relative numerical strength of 
its quota of the population". The other points of the dec
laration stressed also —  as "fundamental principles" —  
religious liberty, democratic government, absolute freedom 
of the press, the right of assembly and association, a radical 
land reform, and a pro-labour policy for the benefit of the 
industrial workers. A  few days later a deputation carried 
the resolutions to Bucharest; and on December 15th., 1918. 
they were published in full in the Rumanian Official Gazette 
in the form of an Emergency Order (Decret-loge No. 3631).

At the outset the political parties of the “ Regat” (Old 
Rumania) regarded the Gyulafehervar resolutions as of use 
as a means of throwing dust in the eyes of foreign countries. 
The Rumanian Prime Minister of those days, Bratianu, him
self distributed copies of the resolutions printed on fine vel
lum paper among the Members of the Paris Peace Conference. 
After the Peace Conference — which, despite the enormous 
territorial aggrandizement obtained there, disappointed Ru
mania’s hopes by compelling her to accept the Paris Minority 
Protection Treaty dated December 9th., 1919 —  the Gyula
fehervar resolutions lost their importance; or, to be more 
exact, the only part of those resolutions still of any impor
tance was the clause proclaiming the unconditional union.

In its January 1st., 1920, issue the Rumanian Official 
Gazette (Minitorul Oficial) published the text of an “ Act of
20



ANNIVERSARY OF GYULAFEHERVAR RESOLUTION

Union' (“Legea de uni re” ) which incorporated in law only 
the first of the Points of the Gyulafehervar resolutions, the 
Rumanian Parliament having once more solemnly proclaimed 
the union. This “Legea de unire” —  a single clause —  runs 
as follows: —

“ The Decret-lege published in the Moniturul Oficial in re 
the union with the Kingdom of Old Rumania, of Transyl
vania, the Banat and the other areas, is herewith ratified and 
given the binding force of law in the following terms:—

“ § 1. Those territories which are designated in the Gyu
lafehervar resolution of December 1st., 1918, shall be united 
for all time with the Kingdom of Rumania".

The other clauses of the Gyulafehervar resolutions were 
not referred to either by the Parliament or by the King and 
never received legal sanction, never having been ratified.

The political parties of the “Regat” —  in particular the 
Liberal Party headed by Bratianu and the People’s Party 
under the leadership of Averescu and Goga —  openly re
pudiated Gyulafehervar. They stressed that the Rumanian 
people had nothing whatsoever to do with the promises for
mulated there, which had been the invention of a few crack- 
brained Transylvanians. During the debates in the Rumanian 
Parliament too reference was frequently made to the Gyula
fehervar resolutions; and the storm brewing in the matter of 
the Gyulafehervar problem burst most violently and most 
passionately during the debates in 1923 on the new Rumanian 
Constitution and in 1925 on the Public Administration Bill.

At a meeting of the Rumanian Senate on March 12th., 
1925, the Rumanian Premier, Bratianu, made the following 
statements:—

“There is one point that must be stressed, —  viz. that 
it is being continually stated that the Gyulafehervar resolu
tions possess an authority superior to the Constitution. This 
misapprehension must be dissipated, that there may be an 
end to all misunderstanding in the matter: the Rumanian 
State and the integrity of the Rumanian nation do not owe 
their origin to Gyulafehervar. The Gyulafehervar resolutions 
undoubtedly contain a manifestation of importance in its 
bearing on the question of integrity; but the basis of that 
integrity —  the one reality —  in the treaty (videlicet, the
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secret treaty concluded in August, 1916, with the Entente, 
Ed.) sealed with the blood of 800,000 soldiers. If that is in 
their power, let them change the foundations of the State 
and its whole political life; but for them to demand that the 
resolutions should be given the priority over the Consirituti- 
on, —  that is a course in which I cannot follow them: and, 
I repeat, the basis of our State is that treaty and those 
soldiers” ( Desbaterile Deputatilor 1924— 25, p. 742),

According to Chirculescu the resolutions have no force 
in law, seeing that they could not devolve any obligation on 
the “ Regat” , on Bukovina or on Bessarabia. Another moment 
characteristically illustrating the attitude of Bratianu's Li
beral Party towards the Gyulafehervar resolutions is the 
statement made by Vintila Bratianu, the Minister of Finance, 
during an address delivered by him at a meeting of the Ru
manian Sociological Society (Institut Social Roman) held on 
December 25th., 1921, to the effect that “the Gyulafehervar 
resolutions were promises which luckily were not fulfilled” .

The People's Party under the leadership of Averescu 
and Goga never admitted the legal authority of the Gyula
fehervar resolutions, which Goga referred to as “the freak 
of a few individuals”.

Even the National Peasant Parly, the vast majority of 
which was recruited from among the Rumanians of Transyl
vania, failed to realize a single jot of the Gyulafehervar 
resolutions either in 1919— 20, when that Party was respon
sible for the government of Transylvania, or later on, when 
it was in power; though, as the authors of the resolutions, 
they kept continually stressing that those resolutions were 
the basis of their policy. In his manual of public law publis
hed in 1920 (“Dreptul constitutional roman” , pp. 29— 30) 
Professor Romulus Boila, the authority on public law be
longing to the Party, writing of the Gyulafehervar resolutions, 
declares that “although the law proclaiming the union of 
Transylvania speaks only of unconditional union, Part III. 
of the Gyulafehervar resolutions has nevertheless not been 
cancelled. These Points embrace certain principles the signi
ficance of which cannot be left out of account when organizing 
the Rumanian State, the result being that they possess an 
authoritative character in constitutional law". In an address
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delivered on May 11th., 1924, before the Bucharest Sociolo
gical Society, Julius Maniu, speaking of the Gyulafehervar 
resolutions, declared that ‘‘the Gyulafehervar National 
Assembly voted these minority rights as to be enforced, not 
only in the trans-Carpathian territories, but in the whole of 
Rumania, requesting that Rumania's new Constitution should 
be drafted on the basis of the principles contained in these 
resolutions” . This means that Julius Maniu in 1924 still held 
that the demand for “ full national liberty” should be enforced 
in the whole of Rumania and that the relevant stipulations 
should be incorporated in the Constitution. However, the new 
Rumanian Constitution drafted in 1923 took no cognizance 
whatsoever of the “ fundamental principles” laid down in the 
Gyulafehervar resolutions. It is true, indeed, that the Ru
manian National Peasant Party under the leadership of 
Julius Maniu declared as invalid the 1923 Rumanian Con
stitution, which — to quote the words of the Party’s resolution 
— the Party intended to cancel the moment it came into 
power; the reason why the Party made this proclamation 
was not, however, because the 1923 Constitution has forgotten 
all about the Gyulafehervar ‘‘fundamental principles” . In 
1928 Julius Maniu came into power; but he did not amend 
the Constitution. The 1929 Public administration Act drafted 
by the Maniu-Vajda Government makes no mention what
soever of the minorities; nor is there any mention in the Act 
of the minorities being allowed to carry on their public ad
ministration in their own languages through the medium of 
persons recruited from their own ranks. And. when the Ma
gyar Party of Rumania withdrew from the Rumanian Par
liament, Alexander Vajda, Minister for Home Affairs, was 
so overcome with indignation that he exclaimed:—  “The Ma
gyars need not be surprised if the new Rumanian generation 
tears the Gyulafehervar Points to pieces like so many scraps 
of paper".

We consider it worth noting that at their National A s
sembly held at Medgyes on January 8th., 1919, the Saxons 
of Transylvania passed a resolution declaring that “ the 
Saxon people regards itself as a Member of the Rumanian 
Kingdom and its sons and daughters as citizens of the Ru
manian State” , but at the same time emphatically recalling
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all the promises relating to the full national liberty of the 
minorities contained in the Gyulafehervar resolutions. The 
Saxons were just as disagreeably disillusioned as were the 
other national minorities; for the Rumanian Government 
failed to accord them too the benefits foreseen in the Gyula
fehervar resolutions.

In conclusion we would refer to the observation contained 
in the work entitled “ The International Protection of Mino
rities" (published 1920) by Professor Arthur Balogh, to the 
effect that "however much people may call in question the 
validity in law of the contents of the Gyulafehervar reso
lutions other than the mere proclamation of the union (the 
ground for this attitude being that those other contents were 
not incorporated in the Act of Union), it is quite out of the 
question to deny the moral obligation respecting the acknow
ledgment of the rights of the minorities contained in those 
resolutions, though that obligation was left out of account 
when the new Constitution was drafted —  an obligation with 
which the attitude of the Government is so often out of 
harmony", — and, we might add, has indeed never been in 
harmony.
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YUGOSLAV” INSURGENTS 
FORM COMMITTEE OF LIBERATION AND 

GOVERNMENT
B Y

IMRE PROKOPY

On December 4th. last, —  i. e. just at the time when the 
official communique relating to the Teheran discussions 
of the leaders of the three Allied Great Powers was 

made public — the “ Free Yugoslav Radio Service” announced 
the undoubtedly sensational item of news that Tito —  the 
supreme leader of the partisans recruited for the most part 
from Communists and the rival of General Drazha Mihay- 
lovitck, War Minister in the refugee Serbian Government 
now functioning in Cairo, who has already been indentified 
as an individual of the name of Josip Broz —  had convened 
the leaders of the insurgent bands operating under his 
supreme command to meet at the town of Jajce in Bosnia, 
where some 120— 140 delegates —  after having first decided 
to form a “ committee of national liberation” and a provision
al Government —  for the purpose of reassuring the three 
Southern Slav peoples (Serbians, Croatians and Slovenes) 
“ united" in the Yugoslavia of former days, designated federa
tion “ on the basis of the equality of all the nations living 
within the territory” as the basis of the new Yugoslav State 
to be established.

As President of the partisan “committee of liberation ’ 
formed to play the part of a national assembly the delegates 
elected Dr. Ivan Ribar, one-time Speaker of the Belgrade 
Skupshtina. By way of symbolizing the federative character 
of the prospective State system the“ Committee of Liberation” 
elected also three vice-presidents —  a Serbian (Mosa Piade, 
a Communist and champion chess-player professing the Je
wish faith formerly figuring as a publicist in Belgrade), a 
Croatian (Ante Augusiinovic, a Zagreb sculptor who is a 
pupil of the world-famed Mestrovic)  and a Slovene ( Josip 
Rus).
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The head of the provisional Government is Broz-Tito 
himself, who in his capacity as newly-appointed “ Marshal' 
is War Minister too. The War Minister's deputies are a 
Croatian journalist of the name of Bozidar Mlagovac, Editor 
of the Slobodni Dom’’ (Free Fatherland) and a Serbian jour
nalist of the name of Vlada Rionikar, former Editor and 
proprietor of the defunct Belgrade daily “Politika” , —  as we 
see, two first-rate military experts!! The post of Commissary 
for Foreign Affairs has been allotted to Josip Smodlaka, who 
for several years represented Yugoslavia as Minister to the 
Vatican and during the first Great War was a Member of 
the London Committee functioning under the leadership of 
Ante Trumbic. Many of the members of the Croatian Ush- 
tasha movement and of the Croatian Peasant Party catego
rically deny that Smodlaka was ever in any way connected 
with the real Croatian national cause. He was always regar
ded by them as the servile henchman of Belgrade. The dir
ection of internal affairs has been entrusted to Vlada Zet- 
zeritch, a Serbian archdeacon of the Greek Oriental (Ortho
dox) Church; while the control of all matters relating to the 
re-construction of the country have been placed in the hands 
of Dr. Rada Pribitchevitch, a Serbian lawyer from Petrinye 
who was formerly a Member of the Skupshtina. The forestry 
and mining department has been entrusted to the care of 
Colonel Suleiman Filipovic, a former Ushtasha officer of 
Bosnian origin professing the Mohammedan faith who not 
long ago, during the Tuzla fighting, went over to the partisans 
at the head of a small group of soldiers. The “Committee" 
has also appointed heads of the departments of Agriculture, 
Social Policy, Public Education, Public Health and Comm
unications —  in all cases alike men who in the Yugoslavia 
of former days never played any role at all.

In one of its broadcasts the Belgrade radio made public 
also the names of 53 members of the “ Yugoslav Committee of 
Liberation” ; these include 24 persons belonging to the edu
cated classes, —  three university professors, a few lawyers, 
priests, publicists, poets and staff-officers. The list includes 
also 4 former deputies belonging to the Croatian Peasant 
Party; while the others have been recruited from the rank 
and file of “viri obscuri". This list is not yet complete; for
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it includes only the lesser half of the members of the Comm
ittee. But it is hardly likely that the others will include any 
persons of distinction whose names are known to the country 
at large.

Any one who objectively surveys and weighs the events 
connected with the so-called “Yugoslav” question will in the 
ligtit of the facts be impelled to establish that the formation 
of this Broz-Tito Government —  this latest of all the many 
artificial growths of the kind —  has made the situation far 
more complicated than ever. For— if we leave out of account 
the independent and sovereign Croatia established on April 
10th., 1941, and the Montenegro and Slovenia now under 
German occupation — there are at present no fewer thau 
three rival Governments each of which claims to be the sole 
representative of the Serbian and Yugoslav "national” interests 
respectively. The Puritch Government which has removed its 
headquarters from London to Cairo was formed at the time 
— to the exclusion of politicians —  by the recruiting of so- 
called “experts” or service men; as a result it suffers from 
the original defect that it does not include representatives 
either of the Croatians or of the Slovenes. In this connection 
the question arises as to whether such a Government may 
claim the character of “ Yugoslav” Government? And in any 
case this Government has so far regarded only the Chetnik 
troops fighting under the command of General Mihaylovitch 
as true champions of the “national cause” , looking upon the 
insurgents under the leadership of Broz-Tito as disturbers of 
public order and dangerous elements of vandal destruction. 
And now —  evidently by the encouragement and with the 
assistance of Moscow —— the Broz-Tito Government has been 
formed as the supreme executive organ of the liberation 
movement. This Government has been dignified with the title 
of “ national” Government; and as such it is regarded as the 
counterpoise of the Cairo Government. How these two rival 
and opposed Governments can be united and reduced to a 
common denominator, is for the moment a moot point. And, 
lastly, there is the exclusively Serbian Government functio
ning in occupied Serbia which is headed by General Neditch 
as Prime Minister, who early in November, in order to re
store and more effectually ensure internal order, took over

27



DANUBIAN REVIEW

the direction of the Department of Home Affairs and the 
supreme command of the volunteer armed formations — the 
Serbian Guard, the Serbian State and Frontier Guards. 
Whatever the opinion of the Puritch and Broz-Tito Govern
ments respecting the functioning of the Neditch Government 
may be, there is no denying the fact that that Government 
has already achieved notable results in connection with the 
re-construction of the country, with the advance of agri
culture and industry, with the furtherance of co-operative 
organization and with the consolidation of internal order; 
whereas Tito and his fellows have distinguished themselves 
exclusively as the authors of destruction and mass murders. 
According to a report from Cetinje published late in No
vember in the columns of the Belgrade daily, “Obnova”, for 
instance, in Montenegro alone the partisans have murdered
50,000 persons and converted all the monasteries and chur
ches into places of amusement,

The effect produced upon the Cairo “Yugoslav" Govern
ment and in Belgrade Government circles by the action 
taken by Tito and his fellows, is revealed by the statements 
published below. On December 5th. the Cairo “Yugoslav" 
Government of service men held a Cabinet Council, the fol
lowing official communique being published the next 
day:— “ This terrorist movement headed by Tito does not in 
any way represent either the democratic and social attitude 
or the national spirit of our people. Movements of the kind 
merely serve to sow the seeds of chaos among the "Yugoslav 
people” (?!), paralysing resistance to the enemy and inciting 
to murderous hostilities on an increased scale, and thereby 
furthering the object of our enemy's policy. In Yugoslavia 
this movement is the fruit of hostile propaganda (?!), due 
in large part unfortunately also to the Allies; while the Yu
goslav Government has not had any open means of maintai
ning intercourse with its people".

By way of illustrating the chaotic character of the si
tuation we may note further that he Yugoslav Committee 
recently formed in London sent a telegram, not to the Puritch 
Government functioning in Cairo, but to Broz-Tito and his 
fellows, at the same time notifying their complete agreement 
with the aims of the partisans. In an article dealing with the
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formation of the Tito Government the Belgrade daily, “Nouo 
Vreme”, inter alia made the following statements:—  “This 
pastoral play is highly amusing to the Serbian public. First 
London and then Moscow arranges plays of the kind which 
affect us like so many comedies. They set the whole world 
laughing at the expense of the Serbian people, when 
they make a Jew, Mosa Piade, the representative of 
the Serbian people. . . With a stroke of the pen Stalin 
liquidated General Drazha Mihaylovitch and raised Josip 
Broz, a locksmith, to the dignity of Marshal of the 
‘Yugoslav army” (?). Filipovic, who while still a member of 
the Ushtasha movement was notorious for his bloodthirsty 
treatment of Serbians, has now been made a minister — 
entrusted with the care of the mines and forests of Serbia. 
London has not only recognized this Government, but is 
actually supporting it, the result being that King Peter II. ’s 
Government has nothing to expect in the future from London. 
What will the "Yugoslav” Government residing in Cairo have 
to say to all this? . . . The Serbian people living in Serbia 
cannot help smiling as it watches this grotesque game, 
conscious as it is that all those who follow General Neditch 
have taken the best course” .

In an article published early in December in the columns 
of the “Novo Vreme’’ dealing with the organization and acti
vity of Tito and his fellows —  which is at bottom communistic 
in character — , Dragomir Jovanovitch, Lord Mayor of Bel
grade, inter alia made the following observations:—  "During 
the past 25 years the Serbian people has been waging open 
and uncompromising warfare against the communistic danger; 
and the events of recent years have strengthened that people's 
conviction that it will overcome this formidable enemy of its 
national life. It is only by overthrowing Communism that the 
Serbian people will be able to ensure a better and brighter 
future and to thrive. This struggle has demanded enormous 
sacrifices. . .. But, however great the sacrifice entailed, the 
Serbian people refuses to flin ch ... The Communists them
selves admit that their position in Serbia has become unten
able. That in itself is the greatest possible compliment to the 
public administration of Serbia. And, for the purpose of 
making the Serbian people better acquainted with the doings
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of the Communists and of “ Comrade” Tito, the Ministry for 
Home Affairs has placed at the disposal of the Press all the 
documents and data relating to the subject, —  documents and 
data serving as eloquent evidence of the horrors perpetrated 
by Tito and his fellows. I know that Tito and his accomplices 
are daily approaching nearer and, nearer to their annihilati
on; for the Serbian people is united in the struggle against 
Communism and repudiates the very idea of making any 
concessions whatsoever to Communism” (“Novo Vreme’’, 
December 5th., 1942, and “Delvideki Magyarsag’’, December 
Sth.,j. We would ask whether, in view of this bitter antago
nism, mutual hatred and differences which are apparently of 
an irreconcilable character, and in particular after these two 
and a half years of savage fratricidal warfare hetween Ser
bians and Croatians and of horrible carnage and destruction 
perpetrated by the communistic bands, there is the remotest 
chance that after the end of the present Great War — 
despite the complete fiasco of the first experiment made to 
that end after the first Great War —- the three Southern 
Slav peoples —  Serbians, Croatians and Slovenes —  will of 
their own accord, on the basis of the principle of self-deter
mination, once more desire to unite in a “unitary” Yugo
slavia? This is in any case a question which can only be 
answered —  a problem which can only be solved either one 
way or the other —  by the three Southern Slav nations 
directly concerned.
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HUNGARIAN PREMIER, NICHOLAS DE 
KALLAY, ON HUNGARY'S FOREIGN POLICY 

AND RIGHTS OF SMALL NATIONS

At the meeting of the Upper House held on December 
38th. Nicholas de Kdllay, Hungarian Prime Minister, 
made a speech, from which we quote the following

passages:—
“ I have already defined the basic principles of Hungari

an policy in its most important foreign and domestic politic
al aspects. My reason for referring to my previous speech is 
not that it denoted any change or any deviation as compared 
with my previous statements in respect of my direction of 
political affairs, but merely that that speech was comprehen
sive and categorical in character. The trend of our policy 
has naturally been unchanged since 1 made that speech, as 
it was before. Both the speeches made by me prior to the 
debate in Parliament and that subsequently made by me in 
Parliament reflect one and the same trend. They are naturally 
organically connected with the expose of the Foreign Minis
ter; indeed, it could not be otherwise. I would therefore 
once more establish the unchanged character of Hungarian 
policy, stressing the importance attached in the direction of 
our policy to the ultimate issue, to the furtherance of aims 
serving the country's cause and to the adaptation of that 
policy, stressing the importance attached in the direction of 
postulate of correctness.

"A  careful study of my words will show that from the 
very outset —  though perhaps, I repeat, most pregnantly 
since the spring and in the most recent declaration made by 
the Foreign Minister —  I have devoted more and more 
attention to the question of the fate of the small peoples, —  
a question in which we are primarily concerned from the 
point of view, not of our own country alone, but of Europe 
as a whole. It is perhaps in some measure to our credit that 
this question is already assinning a considerable importance 
and that it is being thrust more and more into the foreground 
among the important international problems of Europe. 1 feel
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gratified; for Europe belongs to the Europeans. Europe 
owes her character primarily to the small peoples, which 
in the common evolution of centuries have been subject 
to the same development as the Great Powers in culture, 
civilization and social matters alike and have produced out 
of their own resources all that counts in the light of the 
standard of values of the present world and has ensured the 
prosperity and upswing of other nations; l may therefore 
safely affirm that there can be no Europe without the small 
nations, as without Europe there can be no world — or at 
least no world worthy of man. The reason why I have so 
much to say —  why we are continually speaking — of the 
small peoples, is that I am convinced that they must have a 
part in the framing of the new world-peace; for otherwise 
that peace will be no peace at all. Naturally, the smaller and 
bigger nations of the world must be permeated with a 
consciousness of this fact; and the small peoples must above 
all look to it that they are worthy to occupy the high place 
to which their past has raised them.

"To that end it is indispensable that the small peoples 
should remain true to their past and to themselves and that 
they should preserve and develop the special values which 
Providence has allotted them. The value of the small peoples 
consists, not in a continual change of political attitude or in 
time-serving opportunism, but on the contrary in an inde
pendence of spiritual and political bearing, in the stability 
and unswerving defence of their institutions or possibly in the 
divergence of those institutions from those of others. The 
greatest service the small peoples can render is to remain 
true to themselves and to preserve intact even in the days 
of the most trying ordeals their own achievements and the 
fundamental values of humanity at large. The extinction or 
disruption of nations with a historical past would not merely 
result in creating havoc within the frontiers of the individual 
nations, —  it would decompose the synthesis of the world; 
to remove one of its colours from a rainbow must without fail 
result, not merely in the world being deprived of that one 
colour, but in the sun too shining differently with its life- 
giving power lacking one of its rays.

“The battle-fronts are approaching Hungary and the
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great offensive of the war of nerves has already reached out- 
country. Promises and threats are being made and uttered. 
—- though particularly threats menacing us with a terrible 
fate in the event of our abiding by the policy we have hi
therto pursued. And these menaces are being uttered to the 
accompaniment of a charge accusing us of allowing ourselves 
to be dragged into the war in the hope of acquiring easily- 
won spoils, —- of desiring to obtain possession of the property 
of others by force or stratagem. Hungary is not engaged in 
a war of conquest; she has no desire to obtain either easily- 
won or hard-won spoils: all she desires is to secure her own 
rights. It goes without saying that she regards as her own 
what has always been hers, —  what was taken from her by 
the Treaty of Trianon (she has never made a secret of that); 
but in the war now being waged she has never for a moment 
been actuated by a thirst for conquest or for expansion 
beyond her capacity. We merely desired —  and still desire 
merely — to live; we were unable to hold aloof the universal 
risks incidental to the war and could not isolate our country 
from the conflagration of war spreading in all directions. 
We did not light the fire; nor can we be blamed because the 
flames of the fire has scorched us too. And in any case Pro
vidence did not create the region between the Danube and 
the Tisza of the Basin of the Carpathians to figure as a 
Fairy Land: and the lot of the Magyars has never been that 
of those who live in insolent impunity or by cunning extortion.

“We undertook because we were compelled to undertake 
what our situation imposed upon us; but the responsibiity 
for the situation in which Trianon placed us does not rest 
with us.

“ And today, when the bitter struggle is still at its 
height, we must emphasise also that the Treaties of Trianon, 
Versailles, St. Germain and Neuilly claimed as their victims, 
not only Hungary, Germany, Austria and Bulgaria, but the 
whole of Europe and perhaps even the whole world. The 
havoc wrought by a war may possibly be restricted or at 
least repaired in a real peace following the war; but a bad 
peace —  which is merely the continuation of war in another 
shape and with other means —  poisons the whole world 
The human constitution is capable of overcoming a single
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acute infection; but chronic pyaemia must without fail prove 
fatal".

“ These reflections” —  continued the Prime Minister — 
“apply with particular force to the snail nations. We all 
know that the risks devolving upon small nations are quite 
different from those undertaken by the Great Powers. The 
small nations are practically incessantly faced with the 
problem of “to be or not to be”; this being particularly true 
of Hungary, whose very geographical situation exposes her 
to the dangers of a clash of great peoples and interests.

“The policy of small peoples owes its justification to the 
instinct of self-preservation. The policy pursued by small 
nations cannot be a power policy, but one of self preservation; 
for what they desire is not to dominate, but to survive and 
develop. Any deviation from this path is an offence against 
the small nations and thereby against the basic values of 
Europe, —  any endeavour on the part of a nation to assert 
its own imperialistic aspirations or to employ methods which 
have already proved a failure involving fatal consequences. 
There cannot be any element of stability or permanence in a 
State which relies for its survival, not on itself, but on outside 
support, which attempts to substitute international combi
nations for a synthesis of territory and people, a State which 
looks upon services rendered or to be rendered to the 
outside Power as its prime duty. The small peoples must 
endeavour primarily to bring about an understanding with 
one another and must depend for support upon one another, 
if they desire to survive. An understanding with one another 
and more particularly with the neighbouring countries is one 
of the chief safeguards of self-preservation. This understan
ding does not of course mean subservience, but must be 
based upon reciprocal respect for legitimate interests. The 
creation of good-neighbourly relations is a sine qua non of 
continued co-operation, being at the same time a manifest
ation of goodwill and of a sense of responsibility.

“The small nations cannot of course pursue a policy of 
provocation and must take into account, not only their own 
particular legitimate interests, but the legitimate interests of 
all nations; for the mere fact that they are small nations 
cannot be allowed to sanction a want of responsibility or to
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involve immunity. But things can never be allowed to go the 
length of allowing any Great Power to force a small nation 
into its sphere of interests. I dealt with this question already 
in the speech made by me on May 29th.; but certain recent 
events impel me to solemnly repeat the statement made on 
that occasion. To us these spheres of interest appear to mean, 
not the realization of security, but only the seeds of fresh 
conflicts; for, representing as they do the exclusive interests 
of individual States, these spheres of interest must sooner or 
later come into collision with other formations of a similar 
character. The only real guarantee of security is that pro
vided by a just peace allotting every State, great and small 
alike, the framework which is its due and is therefore 
calculated to serve as the basis of a fruitful and constructive 
co-operation of all interested Parties.

“There is one more point to which I should like to 
refer quite briefly in this connection, —  viz. to the revolu
tionary propaganda which is one of the chief means employed 
in the war of nerves. We are well aware that every war 
brings about changes in the social, economic and political 
organization, —  that at the end of a war it is impossible 
to continue in the old groove. But we are equally well aware 
that what a war can do is at most to speed up the rate 
of development and to accentuate the necessity of that 
development, —  but that it cannot simply eliminate that 
development altogether. A war may lead to peace; but 
anarchy must inevitably result in disaster and chaos: all 
anarchy is able to do is to aggravate the seriousness of the 
consequences of the war; but it cannot heal and does far 
more harm than gojod to the cause of the changes deemed 
inevitable.

"Some of the speakers have dealt with recent events, 
— with the speeches made by the leaders of the Anglo- 
Saxon Powers, with the Atlantic Charter and with the agree
ment between Benes and the Soviet. One of the speakers 
taking part in the debate spoke of the only saving character 
of the democracies. Unfortunately, however, profound as is 
our respect for the democracy of the Western European or 
Northern European States or indeed of the United States of 
North America and our appreciation of the epoch-making
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significance of that democracy, today, in the cold light of 
reality, I cannot see how the mere fact of democracy suffices 
in itself to infallibly solve questions of international politics. 
Why, Finland is really and truly the incarnation of 
democracy, —  a democracy in which there is no trace of 
the disturbing element of a so-called plutocracy. Such is the 
character assumed in their formation by the Baltic States 
too; yet there is no denying that their lot is by no means 
an enviable one: and, in order to justify their being treated 
as quantites negligeables from the point of view of power 
politics and from other considerations of selfish policy, 
people are beginning to call their democratic character in 
question, though Finland is a real democracy, if ever there 
was one, for in that country the pivotal element in the 
democracy is that wonderful thing known as honesty. The 
theses of the Atlantic Charter too are beginning to fade 
into the background, their place being taken more and more 
decidedly and —  to judge by the Russo-Czech treaty —  
officially too by the conception of spheres of interest.

“One speaker has referred also to the question of what 
is familiarly called unconditional surrender. I believe we 
all fully agree with what this speaker said, and we may 
remind the world that the small nations were all without 
exception formed as a result of struggles carried on for 
centuries for the vindication of their liberty and indepen
dence, adding that these small nations are ail prepared to 
resume the struggle, so that it wo’uld be folly to force them 
to do so.

"In my speech made in the House of Deputies I 
established that neither promises nor threats can possibly 
prevail upon us to abandon the objects of the policy so 
far pursued by us. We have never taken part in any poli
tical race and shall not do so in the future either; for 
the prime duty of the small nations is, not to take part in 
any such political race, but, as I have said already, to 
remain true to themselves. That is why I affirm and think 
it proper that we should follow our own path.

“Our value depends upon our significance, and our 
significance depends upon our self-respect and our honour. 
A traitor may be rewarded; but no gentleman will shake
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hands with him. And the Hungarian people is anxious to 
be able with head erect to shake hands with all the other 
peoples of the new Europe and the new world; it believes 
that its own values will ensure its existence and its perpe
tuity and for that reason follows its own path, thereby 
defending the cultural and human interests entrusted to its 
keeping; it believes that the recognition of these values will 
prove decisive for the fate of a nation, for, if these factors 
are not the deciding factors, this new world must involve 
our nation in a fresh struggle, to prepare for which is just 
as sacred a duty as it is to do everything in our power — 
as we are doing today —  to prepare for the coming of a 
better world, —  for the coming of understanding. This is 
the conception which for the past two years has inspired 
my direction of our foreign and domestic policy.”
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EXTRACTS FROM SPEECH MADE BY HUNGARIAN 
PREMIER DURING APPROPRIATION BILL DEBATE
In a powerful speech delivered in the Hungarian House of 

Deputies on December 4th., during the debate on the Appropria
tion Bill — a speech surveying the whole field of Hungarian 
foreign, internal, economic and social policy — the Prime Mi
nister, M. Nicholas Kallay, inter alia made the following state
ments: —

‘‘Neither threats nor promises will avail to make us deviate 
from the path we have entered, solely and exclusively (and 
that cannot be expressed otherwise) because that path is — 
the Hungarian path. We have no ears for any voice from outside; 
propaganda — from whatever quarter that propaganda may 
come — must hold its peace here among us. Today — so it would 
appear — we are once more to be exposed to a wave of the 
kind".

Speaking of Transylvania, the Premier made the following 
statements: —

"Transylvania has been split in two for the first time during 
the ten centuries of our history — by the Vienna Award. During 
the past twenty years it did not belong to us. And there were 
periods when owing to the force of circumstances it was an 
independent principality. But it has never before been split in two. 
Herein, at the present juncture, lies the gravity of the Transyl
vanian question. Nearly two millions of Magyars have been cut 
in half. One half — the lesser half — has been left in Southern 
Transylvania. The Vienna Award — which our Government 
acquiesces in and is grateful for, and on the basis of which that 
Government, despite all, still stands, that being its duty, having 
signed that agreement and undertaken the responsibility therefor 
— confronts the Government with a double task on the one 
hand of supporting the Magyars who have returned to us, the 
people of Northern Transylvania, of taking special care of them, 
of re-uniting them to us closely in spiritual in economic and in 
all respects, of affording them possibilities of development and 
of treating them as the nearest and dearest of our kith and kin. 
The other task facing Government is that of interesting ourselves 
in the Magyars of Southern Transylvania. What I have to say 
in this connection is anything but encouraging. Every diplomatic 
endeavour — all the support of our Allies repeatedly appealed 
for by us — all these efforts have suffered shipwreck on the 
blind hatred being artificially fostered on the other side of the
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frontier. I know indeed ol many cases in which the Rumanian 
people of Southern Transylvania has hastened to the assistance 
of the Magyars, when the authorities attempted to subject them 
to the most brutal dppression. In its actions and its decisions 
the Rumanian people itself has pronounced judgment on the 
Rumanian authorities.

"They would have us to be feudal. They themselves, however, 
belie the fundamental principles of democracy, refusing to grant 
political, economic, cultural or civil rights to citizens of non- 
Rumanian race. On the occasion of the celebrations commemora
ting the twenty-fifth anniversary of the Gyulafe! tervar Resolution 
speeches were made of a violently irredentist character; the 
Vienna Award made at their request and accepted by them was 
criticized, — I repeat, the Vienna Award made at their request 
and accepted by them. I cannot help wondering how any one can 
criticize what has been given him. For after all the Vienna Award 
did give them Southern Transylvania. These speeches, seeing 
that they were not insulting, I can regard with a certain degree 
of political understanding. But the torrent of falsifications of 
history let loose beyond the frontier on a so-called scientific 
basis, reminds me of children singing in the dark to disguise their 
fear. I beg the Deputies belonging to the Transylvanian Party to 
tell the people at home and, if possible, to proclaim to those 
beyond the frontier that all Hungarians (the whole Hungarian 
nation as one man) have espoused their cause and feel with and 
for them — with and for the Magyars of Northern Transylvania, 
ivith whom we have become welded and united for all time, and 
with and for the Magyars of Southern Transylvania, for whose exis
tence and Magyarhood it is our duty and our business to work” .

DR. LADISLAS RAVASZ, REFORMED BISHOP, SPEAKS OF 
WAR AND PEACE

On November 5th. the Association of Hungarian Reformed 
Ministers held a meeting, attended by all the bishops of the 
Church, at which the President, Bishop Ladislas Ravasz, delivered 
a lengthy address on War and Peace. He emphasised that human 
culture would be finally and irretrievably destroyed — and that it 
would be impossible to prevent the utter decay of human dignity 
—, if the spirit of the peace conference were not dictated by the 
truths of Christian ethics. For the source of all evils was that 
the nations had abandoned the foundations of pure Christian 
ethics and were unable to detect the deviation except — on 
the other side.

Bishop Ladislas Ravasz then stressed that the Hungarian 
Reformed Church was labouring continuously in co-operation 
with the Evangelical Church to strengthen its ties with foreign 
countries. In conclusion he explained that no stone must be left

39



DANUBIAN REVIEW

unturned to prevent the peace to be concluded after the second 
Great War being a hothouse for the cultivation of the germs of 
strife or of being indeed the direct source and beginning of a 
third Great War. This object could only be attained by banishing 
all idea of vengeance from the atmosphere of the peace negotia
tions. The peace to be concluded would not be a real peace, unless 
the dignity of the small nations was preserved. The biggest nation 
in the world was the federation of the small nations. The peace 
must include the proclamation of the great principle that histori
cal development cannot and must not be changed and interrupted 
haphazard, and that the most monstrous injury to the intellectual 
and moral assets of humanity as a whole must result from any 
attempt on the part of the Great Powers fighting against and 
bargaining with Asia to degrade Europe to the position of a 
political colony.

THE TREND OF HUNGARIAN FOREIGN POLICY
The trend of Hungarian foreign policy is unmistakable, Hun

garian foreign policy has no ulterior aims: its task is primarily 
to defend Hungarian interests, to enforce all legitimate Hungarian 
claims and after the war to ensure the Hungarian nation a just 
peace and secure that nation the position which, in its historical 
role as primus inter pares, it played for a thousand years in the 
Carpathian Basin in the defence of Europe and European inte
rests.

‘‘Hungarian foreign policy” — to quote the words spoken by 
M. Eugene Ghyczy, Hungarian Foreign Minister, in a speech made 
on November 26th. expressing views endorsed by all the small 
nations of Europe, Sweden and Switzerland too having adopted 
a particularly decided attitude in the question — “is imbued 
with the conviction that the small peoples are entitled to an in
dependent and sovereign existence and to an adjustment of their 
State life in keeping with their own traditions and wishes. They 
are entitled to expect that the big nations will respect their 
rights and that they will be enabled to provide for their welfare 
as they think best. Europe would not be what it is, if it had to 
dispense with the cultural, economic and political achievements 
of the small peoples; without the contributions made by the small 
peoples, — the small nations —, liberty and right would not 
possess the significance and the value which we today attribute 
to these ideals.

"But we must not for a moment forget either” — continued 
the Hungarian F'oreign Minister — “that the small nations have 
their duties too. Having only a restricted amount of physical 
power at their disposal, the small nations are often impelled, if 
only in their own interests, to cling with redoubled resolution and 
an enhanced loyalty to the chief ideals of humanity; they must
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cling obstinately to the eternal values of right, liberty and huma
nity and must apply stricter criteria in this respect to their own 
conduct too. They must respect the legitimate rights of others 
and must take cognizance of the duties devolving upon them as 
members of the community of nations. Today the war is still in 
full progress; all schemes for post-war days possess at most a 
theoretical character. One thing is certain, however: the Europen 
peace to follow cannot be built up on the ruins of the small na
tions; without free small nations there can never be real peace in 
Europe".

"Hungarian foreign policy has always proclaimed that the 
relations between Hungary and the neighbouring States (where 
those States are not functions of the war situation) are reflected 
in a readiness to tackle the questions requiring a solution and 
in the treatment meted out to the minority nationalities. The 
Hungarian Government is profoundly interested in the lot of 
those of our racial brethren who are living the other side of the 
frontier. The Foreign Affairs Department most scrupulously 
and closely watches the development of the condition 
of the Magyar minorities and, whenever it discovers 
that any Magyar or Magyars who are members of a minority are 
not being accorded equal treatment by the majority Government 
or by some organ of that Government, it immediately takes the 
necessary diplomatic steps to intervene with that Government. No 
war and no policy pursued with peaceful means can possibly 
change the fact that in the valley of the Danube peoples of 
diverse races are living side by side, — or the fact that as a 
consequence of centuries of living side by side or in symbiosis 
bonds have come into existence between these peoples which 
events — though they may be able to cause trouble — will never 
be able to tear asunder. As a consequence, every endeavour to 
set these peoples against one another, being merely artificial, is 
bound to have only very short-lived results. These peoples must 
eventually yield to the dictates of reason and — as the Prime 
.Minister has said — must assist one another. In South-Eastern 
Europe the small peoples will not be able to survive amid the 
augmented dimensions of post-war times, unless they understand 
one another".

GREAT ACHIEVEMENTS OF HUNGARIAN FAMILY 
WELFARE FOUNDATION

It is just twenty-seven months since the National Hungarian 
Family Welfare Foundation — probably the most important of 
the organizations engaged in furthering social development in 
Hungary —, which was called into being, on the suggestion of 
the Ministry for the Interior, by Act XXIII. of 1940, began its 
activity. As outlined by Dr. Francis Keresztes-Fischer, Minister 
for the Interior, in his preface to the report just issued, the object
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in view was so general in character, that it was only possible 
to give examples in illustration of the tasks of the Foundation. 
The programme embraced all the work of organization and relief 
calculated to wipe away the tears of the Magyar families reduced 
to a state of poverty. From the very outset it had been the 
conviction of the Ministry for the Interior that this work could 
not be accomplished except by dint of youthful energy and racial 
devotion inspired by an active, impulsive faith. New tracks had 
to be cut through the linches of Hungarian public administration, 
while contacts had to be established and efforts made to 
strengthen close co-operation with all the institutions and all 
the State or social organizations able by dint of their activity 
to contribute valuable bricks towards the construction of the 
splendid edifice destined to achieve the object outlined in the 
report.

Since then many have learned to appreciate the grand work 
of the Foundation, and the leading men of the country have 
joined the official and private institutions en masse to further 
the work which it was the mission of the Foundation to co
ordinate and render effectual. Today, twenty-seven months after 
the initiation of the movement, many hundreds of thousands of 
existences whose lot has taken a happy turn, a whole series of 
re-built villages and tens of thousands of warm homes, — a 
million and a half Magyars are giving evidence that despite the 
difficulties attending a pioneer enterprise and the wartime 
'obstacles looming large in the path of its progress, the work of 
the Foundation is being crowned with success, while
the results achieved — in view of the very difficulties which had 
to be taken into account — may reckon on arousing interest far 
beyond the frontiers of the country.

The Act in question merely determined the framework and 
merely outlined the tasks entrusted to the new social organization 
as a means of building up a happier, social Hungary. The ways 
and means for ensuring the realization of the objects in view 
were for the most part discovered during the process of 
implementation; and the first results in evidence, the objective 
and circumspect consideration of possibilities and the feverish 
efforts made with so much faith and enthusiasm — these were 
the moments responsible for prescribing in living reality all that 
the programme meant in practice.

During the process of this development the very first thing 
to be done was to organize the service of one of the spiritual 
objects of the Foundation, — the object of improving the general 
conditions of life, not only by economically and morally raising 
the level of the classes of the population most in need of 
assistance, but also by improving the intellectual standard of 
those classes. All those who were fitted to undertake special 
work of a social character had to be recruited to assist the
42



POLITICAL MOSAIC

activity of the Foundation. The first thing to be done was to pro
vide with adequate professional training alike the recruits just 
referred to and other active auxiliary helpers whose assistance 
was essential. At the same time, however, provision had to be 
made to establish also organizations destined to further the im
provement of the social situation of Magyar families. That was 
why the previous institutional family protection taking the form 
of "relief of want” was replaced by the establishment of public 
welfare co-operative societies intended to ensure the welfare of 
the lower classes.

This social institution is engaged in directly providing the 
needy elements of the Hungarian people with material and moral 
assets, — for the most part with the aid of the dynamic force 
of self-help and self-activity. The co-operative societies endeavour
— by grants of ready money and goods credit, by the provision 
of opportunities of work, by the organization of joint labour, by 
the establishment, where required, of productive plants, by the 
training of experts, etc., — in a word, by every possible means
— to enable the families to found an independent economic 
existence, and by the creation of favourable economic conditions 
to further an increase of population. New possibilities have 
opened in succession as the work proceeded. The Foundation 
having during its activity for the realization of its objects suc
cessfully extended its contacts with the existing social institutions, 
the experience gained is making its effect sensible also in the public 
welfare co-operatives. The work of the social visitors of the 
National Social Inspectorate, of their assistants and of the Green 
Cross nurses has developed into a living example; inquiries into 
environment, the granting of advice and the arrangement of 
courses in economic and household matters, seed actions, the 
provision of work for cottage industry, pauper relief, the system 
of day-homes, the supply of meals for children, the provision 
made for war widows, war orphans and the dependants of men 
called up for military service, etc., — all these branches of 
activity have struck out new paths to be followed by the public 
welfare co-operative societies functioning with the help of State 
subsidies, though partly also brought into being by the people 
out of its own resources.

As to the powerful contribution towards the work of the 
Foundation being made by the social activity of the public 
welfare co-operatives and the scale on which those societies have 
developed during the short period of the Foundation's existence, 
striking evidence is offered by the relevant figures: in the years 
1940/42 the budgetary estimates of the public welfare co-operative 
societies aggregated 87,000,000 pengo. The co-operative societies 
during that period appropriated roughly 15,000,000 pengo for the 
allotment of houses, 1.5 million pengo for house repairs, 
4.2 million pengo for the allotment of house-sites and land,
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12.000. 000 pengo for the distribution of domestic animals,
1.000. 000 pengo for the support of cottage industry, and almost
2.000. 000 pengo for the assistance of craftsmen and small 
tradesmen.

The report giving a detailed description of the many-sided 
and constantly expanding activity of the Hungarian Family Wel
fare Foundation fills a thick volume. Today the Foundation has 
extended its sphere of activity already to numerous new fields 
of particular interest to the younger generations, — marriage 
loans serving the purpose of encouraging young people to marry 
and of furthering the natural increase of population, the pro
vision of employment, the increase of wageearning possibilities 
and the support of cottage industry, the crafts and small trades
men, — all being means of ensuring Magyar families greater 
possibilities of earning a subsistence.

And when Acts of God and the shadow of war afflicted the 
life of the country, the Foundation immediately extended its 
activity as far as possible to the work of assisting those who had 
suffered from the havoc wrought by the floods and of supporting 
the dependants of men called up for military service. The families 
plunged by the floods into a disastrous situation were allotted 
new homes and new agrarian equipment, — the Foundation having 
thus provided a new basis of subsistence —, while by the 
organization of a comradeship service the Fund recruited the 
assistance of a spirit of mutual aid uniting home and fighting 
fronts for the purpose of building up the home front on a firm 
basis. One single fact will suffice to show the dimensions and the 
scope of this work, — the fact, namely, that in a relatively short 
period roughly 10,000 new family houses were erected to replace 
those destroyed by the ravages of the floods . . .

In terms of the relevant Act the Foundation serves primarily 
for the institutional support of families with many children 
Its activity is therefore restricted in principle to supporting those 
families which have at least four children. At the tme when the 
1941 Census was taken there were more than 400,000 families in 
the country with four or more children.

The Foundation appropriated 16 million pengo for child 
protection, 28,6 million pengo for the support of families, 26.8 
million pengo for the furtherance of the social activity of towns, 
1.6 million pengo for the assistance of charitable societies, 5.2 
million pengo for the purpose of enabling persons in need of 
assistance to establish an independent economic existence, 2.6 mil
lion pengo for the relief of Transylvanian sufferers from the 
ravages of floods, 1.5 million pengo for the assistance of persons 
called up for extraordinary military training. In a single year 
the Foundation provided immediate relief amounting to roughly
100.000. 000 pengo for the assistance of village families with many 
children. The number of persons benefiting from this assistance
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was sufficient to people 100 new Magyar villages. The total 
amount expended for the support of Magyar families is so 
enormous that it has justly aroused interest internationally too.

If we would realize the intrinsic value of the work done by 
the Foundation, it will perhaps suffice to note that in the course 
of the work covering a period of some twenty-seven months the 
assistance given to 2,000,000 Magyars involved in each individual 
case special consideration, a special inquiry into the particular 
problems of the case, the removal one by one of the many cares 
and worries weighing upon each particular beneficiary and the 
drying of each several tear. The measure and the quality of 
the work thus accomplished fully warrants our expecting still 
greater success to attend the activity of the Foundation in the 
future; and we have every reason to hope that the Foundation 
—as an organization labouring with devoted zeal and with every 

means at its disposal to build up the new social Hungary — 
will achieve the noble object which it was called into being to 
fulfil.
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B U L G A R I A

BULGARIAN WOOD-PRODUCTION
Last spring 42.300.000 foliaceous and coniferous saplings 

were planted in Bulgaria, over areas of 6500 and 4000 hectares 
respectively, to replace forests already in process of extinction. 
In the various Bulgarian nurseries 41.000 kilogrammes of seeds 
of foliaceous and coniferous trees have been sown. On the 
shores of the Topolnica, the Struma, the Iskar and the Danube 
100 hectares have been planted for the purpose of protecting 
the steep banks. In the course of these operations 7.000.000 
birch-layers were set in the riparian- districts in question. The 
costs involved by these operations were secured out of the credit 
of 120.000.000 leva appropriated for the purpose.

In order to reduce and eventually to entirely eliminate 
imports of veneering and parquetry wood, it is, proposed to 
assist the industrial undertakings engaged in the manufacture 
of such articles; and the Ministry for Agriculture has entrusted 
the institute of forestry to inspect the establishments in ques
tion. On the basis of the results of the investigation the authori
ties have earmarked the establishments employing suitable pro
cesses of manufacture, designating the same to act as models 
for the other industrial establishments. The factories have been 
advised in particular to undertake the manufacture of beech- 
wood and to prepare the wood for manufacture in the follow
ing manner: — the trees must be cut down between May 
and September and left lying in the forest, together with the 
branches and leaves, for 15—30 days, for during that period 
the trees lose 30—40% of their moisture content, so that in 
the case of the products manufactured from them there is a 
material decrease of the risk of rotting, bending, cracking or 
splintering.

CROATIA
CROATIA’S REQUIREMENTS IN OIL

The quantity of oil required by Croatia is 1400 truckloads a 
year; barely half that quantity being secured by inland production. 
The Government proposes to attempt to overcome the difficulties
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attending the supply of oil by offering producers in return for 
every quintal of sunflower-seed delivered a special premium of 
500 kuna or P/2 kilogrammes of sugar over and above the official 
purchase price of 800 kuna per metric quintal.

H U N G A R Y

LARGE-SCALE LAND POLICY ACTIVITY IN HUNGARY
Rapid progress is being made by the land policy aiming at 

a more proportionate distribution of land. In this connection, as 
a consequence of their social significance, the greatest importance 
attaches to the allotments of house-sites now being effected. The 
number of village houses needed in the territorially augmented 
country may be estimated at 120—130,000. The number of house- 
sities distributed by the end of last year was altogether 31,000, 
— a number ensuring the final and definitive adjustment of the 
housesite problems of 323 villages.

An important moment deserving special mention in connec
tion with the land policy is that the total area of lad comprised 
in estates allotted to the Order of Military Knights is at present 
roughly 160,000 cadastral yokes, of which total area 46,000 
cadastral yokes are to be distributed among the new owners next 
spring. Of the area finally taken into the possession of the Order 
(114,000 cadastral yokes) 19,000 cadastral yokes have been al
lotted to altogether 441 officers receiving “vitez" (military 
knight) tenements, 95,000 cadastral yokes being allotted to alto
gether 5200 military knights belonging to the rank and file who 
are in receipt of such tenements. The distribution of the 40,000 
cadastral yokes in the possession of the Order which have not yet 
been allotted and of the 80,000 cadastral yokes which may be 
expected to fall to the share of the Order, will be effected in 
similar proportions.

Of great importance is also the work being done by the 
National Land Mortgage Institute in its capacity as one of the 
organs entrusted with the carrying into effect of the State's 
land policy. The extent and significance of this work is shown by 
the fact that between 1936 and the end of 1942 no fewer than 
80,483 families were through the medium of the National Land 
Mortgage Institute allotted estates or small leases respectively 
of a total area of 322,813 cadastral yokes.
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RUMANIA
RUMANIA'S FOREIGN TRADE

Quite recently the Bucharest Chamber of Commerce published 
the figures showing the development of Rumania's foreign trade 
in the first half of 1943. According to this statement, in the period 
under review Rumania imported goods aggregating 678,000 tons 
in volume and representing a value of 31,180 million lei; while 
the volume and value of imports recorded for the corresponding 
period of the previous year were 701,000 tons and 38,120 million 
lei respectively, and in the previous year (1941) 391,000 tons and 
30,710 million lei respectively. Germany’s participation in Ru
mania's foreign trade is constantly on the increase. The goods 
imported from Germany by Rumania in 1941 aggregated 252,000 
tons in volume and represented a value of 22,540 million lei; 
whereas the volume of Rumania’s imports from Germany in 1942 
aggregated already 625,000 tons and represented a value of 
26,780 million lei. Rumania’s exports to Germany in the same 
two years aggregated a volume of 3,000,000 and 2,000,000 tons 
respectively, the respective values of those exports being 28,040 
and 27,720 million lei.
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BU D A P E S T .  
M U N I C I P A L  M I N E R A L  
B A T H S  A N D  S P R I N G S
ST. GELLERT MEDICINAL BATHS AND 
HYDROPATHIC ESTABLISHMENT

Radio-active thermal springs, 47° C. Firstrate hotel 
with 260 bedrooms. Special prices for full treat
ment. Effervescent swimming-pool. Medical treat
ment. Modern equipment.
Address: Szt. Gellert-ter 1., Budapest, XI. 
Telephone: 268-800.

RUDAS MEDICINAL BATHS AND HYDRO- 
PATHIC ESTABLISHMENT

Thermal pool and radium baths. Modern hydro
pathic establishment. Dietetic catering. Special 
inclusive terms. Indoors swimming-pool.
Address: Dobrentei-ter 9. Budapest.

SZECHENYI MEDICINAL BATHS
Sulphuric thermal water, 76° centigrade, springing 
from a depth of 1238 metres. Psychotherapy 
department with modern equipment.
Address: Varosliget Budapest.

DRINKING CURES
The Hungaria, Attila and Juventus radio
active springs in the Rudas Park. Splendid 
results in cases of kidney, stomach, intestine and 
gall troubles, high blood pressure and premature 
old age. Ask your doctor!


