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For some five hundred years, down to the sixteenth 
century, medieval Hungary shared with Poland the 
role of decisive factor in the European balance of power. 

It was the kingdom of the House of Arpad, of the Angevins 
and Hunyadys, that first awoke to a consciousness of the 
superb geo-political unity of the Middle Danube Basin and 
as the practical reflection of that consciousness to organize 
a strong State which for nearly five centuries was a leading 
factor in the European concert of Powers, collapsing only in 
the unequal struggle against the Ottoman Empire. The force 
and virility immanent in Hungary proved to be so strong 
that certain parts of the Hungarian State which had collap
sed (for instance, during its 150 years of independent 
existence, the Principality of Transylvania) retained positions 
as members of the South-East European concert of Powers 
of such eminence that Great Powers separated from the 
country by great distances, such as France and Sweden, 
deemed it worth their while to make alliances with them. 
After 1526 —  the year of the Battle of Mohacs —  the Hun
garian State even in its fragmentary condition earned the 
respect of those who possessed the discernment enabling them 
to objectively weigh the balance of forces in the political 
globe of Europe.

So long as Poland and Hungary stood on a firm footing, 
the balance of power in Central Europe rested on firm 
foundations. These two States united by a common religion, 
by a common social structure and on more than one occasion 
by a common dynasty, provided far-reaching guarantees of free 
development in this part of Europe and, as a consequence of 
their political weight, formed a relatively powerful bulwark 
of peace. Historically speaking, there is nothing particularly
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audacious in establishing that the fall of Hungary in the 
sixteenth century was in its ultimate consequences disastrous 
to Poland too. The decline of Poland ensuing some hundred 
years later, towards the close of the seventeenth century, 
— the role played by Jan Sobiesky having been only the 
last flicker of the flame of Polish power and Polish glory — , 
was due to a very large extent to the circumstance that the 
Polish Republic had lost the support of the strong southern 
partner which had been its practically inseparable comple
ment in respect both of social and of political taste. So long 
as the Principality of Transylvania that had risen from the 
ruins of the Hungarian State to the status of a medium Power 
existed, Poland found a fairly firm bulwark of support in 
the South-East in the sovereignty and independence of that 
principality It is a striking fact that, when at the close of 
the seventeenth century the independence of Transylvania 
was overthrown, the international position of Poland began 
to rapidly deteriorate, a process leading to the dismember
ment and partition of that country in the second half of the 
eighteenth century. There can be no doubt that, had Hungary 
not fallen a victim to the global imperialism of the Turkish 
Empire, — had Hungary not lost her independence — , it is 
not likely that the international situation would have ensued 
which encouraged empires in quest of booty to undertake the 
dismemberment of Poland. Had the German-Roman Empire 
been shattered by the Turkish armies and its power dimin
ished and in consequence rendered incapable of aspiring to 
the possession of Hungary, the whole development of Central 
and South-Eastern Europe would have followed a tendency 
far sounder than that in evidence today, seeing that Hungary 
and Poland, protecting one another's backs, would probably 
have brought an entirely different constellation into being. 
It is quite certain that in this event the Central European 
area would not have so readily become the scene of a contest 
between imperialistic endeavours originating from the East 
and the West respectively.

Unfortunately it is a thankless task and a waste of 
energy to indulge in dreams of what might have happened 
in the past. On the other hand, however, it is possible to 
draw from what might have happened in the past conclusions
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of value in respect both of the present and of the future. 
If we include the recent past in the category of the present, 
we cannot fail to be struck by the circumstance that the 
Powers victorious in the first Great War were evidently 
inspired very largely by the considerations discussed above 
when by the Paris treaties of peace they called into being a 
Greater Rumania created by the annexation of Transylvania 
and Bessarabia, —  their object being to enable that country 
to act as a bulwark of support and security for a Polonia 
Restituta. But, in the light of the latest historical experiences, 
this shifting of the policy of support and of the political 
balance of power eastwards, in favour of Rumania, appears 
lamentably out of place and mistaken!! The Rumanian State 
thus brought into being, instead of strengthening, weakened 
the geopolitical situation of Poland (in any case a difficult 
one) by reducing the superb geopolitical unity of the Middle 
Danube Basin, so well adapted for the organization of a 
strong State, as a consequence of the dismemberment of 
Hungary, to a condition of political debility and disunion 
more serious even than that in evidence in the days of Turkish 
occupation. An artificially aggrandized State-formation 
patched together at the expense of Hungary —  a State- 
formation the eastern and south-eastern and Lower 
Danube Basin parts of which belong geopolitically to the 
Russian Lowlands and which is cut in two in two directions 
(E.-W. and N.-S.) by the mighty chain of the Carpathians 
— cannot under any circumstances fully compensate for the 
utter political debilitation of the Middle Danube Basin. A 
State of this kind which is a patchwork formation embracing 
such a conglomeration of geopolitically incoherent areas and 
which for that very reason must inevitably exercise an 
almost superhuman centripetal influence paralysing the unity 
of its diverse territories, must without fail act as a source, 
not of strength, but of weakness. This was shown to be the 
case most strikingly in 1939, the crucial year of the modern 
history of Poland, when, owing to the weakness resulting 
from her being shifted eastwards to an excessive extent and 
from her geopolitical situation, the Rumania chosen to play 
the role of bulwark of support in Southern and South- 
Eastern Europe proved able to exercise only a negative
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influence on the development of the destiny of her Polish 
partner.

After the first Great War the Allied and Associated 
Powers committed the grave mistake of sacrificing historical, 
geopolitical and economic considerations which had stood 
the test of time and long proved their practical value, —  
considerations which, cannot be ignored for any length of 
time without such procedure leading to chaotic situations — , 
for the sake of a principle of romantic adjustment of dubious 
character, the nationality principle, which had never during 
the course of history had an opportunity of showing its 
suitability for the purpose.
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