
P O L I T I C A L  M O S A I C

ARTICLE BY EDITOR OF “AKSAM” ON SITUATION 
OF HUNGARY

Deputy Nezhmed din Sadak, Editor of the Turkish paper 
“Aksam", who for a long period, in his capacity as Minister 
Plenipotentiary, was Chief Delegate of Turkey attached to the 
League of Nations and who is today a leading Turkish politician 
and publicist, in the February 8th. issue of his paper published 
a leading article entitled "The Situation of Hungary".

In the introductory part of his article Deputy Sadak writes 
that, while the situation on the eastern front is approaching a 
climax, the United Nations keep addressing to Germany's allies 
warnings of an increasingly energetic character calling upon 
them, if they would avoid punishment after the War, to enter 
the field of action. The countries thus threatened include 
Hungary too.

"It would be difficult to conceive" — writes Sadak — 
"that this amiable country was actuated by any desire for ex
pansion when entering the war. Hungary is convinced that 
she was made the victim of unjust treatment after the previous 
Great War, having for that reason sought the defence of her 
interests in the camp of the malcontents. Her political situation 
in Europe was therefore determined by the Treaty of Trianon; 
and Hungarian policy was also decisively influenced — during 
the course of the development of the war situation — by the 
entry into the war of Italy."

The question as to whether, after Germany had penetrated 
into the Balkans and Rumania, Hungary's geographical situation 
would have allowed of her following a different course, must 
be left to the judgment of history. But, however things may 
stand, the United Nations are including Hungary too among 
the war criminals without regard for the postulates of history, 
geography and politics.

The writer of the article then continues as follows: —
"Though in the political field there is no direct identity
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of interests as between Hungary and Turkey, the historical and 
racial connections have created friendly feelings between the 
two countries. We believe that in the Europe of the future Hun
gary will be the most stable factor at the point of contact 
between the Balkans and the Danubian region. And we desire 
that Hungary should as rapidly as possible come triumphantly 
through the ordeal to which Fate has subjected her. We too 
desire to see an independent and strong Hungary after the war 
is over."

WHAT ARE THE GROUNDS FOR CROATIA’S CLAIM TO 
BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA?

One of the chief causes of the antagonism and feuds 
between Serbians and Croatians is undoubtedly the question of 
the claim to the possession of Bosnia and Herzegovina. Both 
peoples — or rather nations — claim the possession of this 
territory, which has now for over three years been the scene of 
conflicts with bands of insurgents.

The Serbians have formulated a claim to these two pro
vinces ever since their occupation by Austro-Hungarian troops 
in 1878, — that claim dating therefore from a period long before 
the formation of the Yugoslav State, — urging as their ground 
for the claim that, apart from considerations of power politics, 
as well as economic and communications postulates, the relative 
majority of the inhabitants of the provinces are of Serbian 
nationality.

The Croatians, on the other hand, base their claim on 
historical rights, on geopolitical conditions and on economic 
considerations of equally vital importance, and —  last not least 
—  on the fact that together with the Mussulmans declared by them 
to be Croatians they form an absolute majority, the result 
being that ethnically too this territory belongs to them.

As to the relative quotas of the three ethnic elements 
living in this disputed territory, we find the following figures 
in a book entitled "Narod i Zemlja Hrvata” (The Croatian 
People and its Country) by Mladen Lorkovic (formerly Foreign 
Minister and at present Minister for the Interior) published in 
1939 by the Matica Hrvatska: — According to the Census 
taken in 1879 (i. e. when the provinces were already under the
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control of Austro-Hungarian authorities), the population of Bosnia 
and Herzegovina numbered altogether 1.158.000 souls, — 496.000 
(42.88%) being adherents of the Orthodox (Greek Oriental Church,
448.000 (38.73°/o) Mussulmans, and 209.000 Roman Catholics. 
It should be noted that the quotas of Orthodox inhabitants 
and Roman Catholics reespectively correspond almost exactly 
to the quotas of Serbians and Croatians respectively. According 
to the 1921 Census, of the 1.889.929 persons registered as 
inhabitants of these provinces 829.162 (43.9°/o) were members of 
the Orthodox Church, 588.247 (31.1%) being Mussulmans and 
443.914 (23.48%) Roman Catholics. The Yugoslav Census taken 
in 1931 showed a total population of 2.326.673 souls, of whom 
1.030.498 (44.29%) were members of the Orthodox Church,
717.599 (30.84°/o) being Mussulmans and 549.579 (23.62%)
Roman Catholics.

The results shown by all three Censuses alike reveal the 
presence of a relative majority of Serbians and an absolute 
majority of Croatians and Mussulmans combined, though this 
absolute majority shows a decline ensuing with the process of 
time from 13.93%> to 10.68% and 10.17% respectively. And now 
let us see on what grounds — apart from the ethnic prepon
derance •— the Croatians base their territorial claim to Bosnia 
and Herzegovina, — a claim which for the moment they have 
succeeded in enforcing within the framework of the independent, 
sovereign Croatian State? An answer to this question was given 
in an article published last autumn, in one of its issues, by 
the Croatian paper “Za Dom" (For Hearth and Home). From 
this article — which entered into a controversy with the Yugo
slav “Refugee” Government then still in London and with the 
henchmen of that Government — we cite the following 
passages:

"Bosnia and Herzegovina are situated literally on the 
extreme outskirts of Western Europe and were at all times 
exposed to great pressure and formidable attacks from the East, 
— inter alia, to the inroads of the Turks. However, despite all 
the influence exerted upon them by the East, these territories 
have remained essentially Western. Already in 395 A. D., in 
the days of Theodosius the Great when the partition of the 
Roman Empire was effected, Dalmatia and Bosnia constituted 
the frontier of the Western Roman Empire. This frontier ran
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from the village of Budva situated on the shore of the Adriatic 
in a north-easterly direction over the Montenegrin hills, 
following the course of the upper reaches of the Drina as far 
as the point where that river joints the Save. A glance at the 
map of the Croatian State of today suffices to show that this 
ancient Roman frontier, which in the period referred to served 
to divide the world into East and West, is precisely the same 
as that which today divides Croatia from Serbia. The demarca
tion of this frontier was of decisive importance for centuries 
—- down to thee present day —, not only for political, but also 
for religious and cultural reasons; for in those ancient days 
too frontiers were demarcated already on the basis of the same 
geographical and cultural conditions as those in force today.

"Those political forces which during the course of the 
centuries made their influence felt in this area, have not always 
been the same. One thing is however beyond doubt, -— viz. that 
with its hill-slopes descending towards the Save and its rivers 
gravitating towards the same river, Bosnia is indivisibly united 
with Croatia and Slavonia, while Herzegovina is united with 
Dalmatia by the valley of the Beretva, so that these four 
provinces form a historically welded and indivisible unit.

"On the banks of the Drina the spheres of interest of the 
Adriatic and the Black Sea intersect; and to the east of the 
Drina there begins a new geopolitical area, — the Central 
Balkans, the nucleus of which is formed by the Rhodope 
Mountains and by the valleys of the Morava and Vardar. The 
Drina is therefore predestined, not only by historical, but also 
by geographical considerations, to form the eastern frontier of 
Croatia. The Drina is the boundary line between two worlds, 
—  between East and West.

"Croatia’s right to Bosnia, Herzegovina, Dalmatia, Slavonia 
and Syrmia is incontestable. Only in times of chaos and on the 
basis of false political calculations can there be any question 
of disputing the cogency of these facts!”

This is in brief the attitude of Croatia.
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