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—  have been harassed by the worry of these lan
guage tests, hut this year things have reached a 
climax, the institution of language examinations 
having developed into an actual crusade against 
the Magyar minority civil servants. On the pretext 
that their knowledge of the official language of the 
country was inadequate, the Magyar employees of 
the C. F. R. (Rumanian State Railways) were again 
subjected to an examination in Rumanian in the 
spring of this year, at which from 60 to 70 per 
cent, of them failed. Those who failed w’ere han
ded their dismissal dating from 1st September wi
thout any pensions or compensation. The army of 
several thousands of Magyar railway employees thus 
thrust into the direst distress will be reinforced by 
the victims of the recent language examination 
which the minority employees of the Post Office 
and Telegraph Service were forced to undergo on 
July 15th, the sad results of which have not yet 
been made public. In the first fortnight of August 
Magyar secondary and elementary school teachers 
and the teachers of infant schools had again to pass 
an examination, not only in Rumanian, but also 
in political science, sociology and economics. The 
final results of their language examination are un
known, for M. Anghelescu has reserved the right 
to decide himself. There is no doubt, however, that 
the Magyar teachers who failed in Rumanian will 
be ruthlessly dismissed and that this measure of

the Rumanian Government will be instrumental 
in adding thousands to the crowded ranks of the 
Magyars who have been plunged into poverty. Treat
ment of this sort was unknown in pre-war Hungary, 
where quite a large number of civil servants were 
recruited from the minorities. In 1900 9% and in 
1910 6%  of the railway as well as of the Post Of
fice employees in Hungary could not speak the 
official language of the country. The railways had 
4636 minority employees belonging to the lower ca
tegories in 1900, and 5366 in 1910, who could not 
speak Magyar, while the number of Post Office mi
nority employees with no knowledge of that lan
guage was 683 in 1900 and 769 in 1910. On the 
educational staff, in 1890, there were 1994 teachers 
who could not speak Magyar, 223 of these belon
ging to Transylvania. In 1900, 802 teachers in the 
15 Transylvanian counties could not speak the of
ficial language of the country. Most of them were 
Rumanians. The Hungarian State nevertheless ne
ver thought of subjecting the railway and Post Of
fice employees and the teachers who could not 
speak Magyar to a language test, or of dismissing 
them from the civil service.

This is what M. Titulescu’s statements look like 
when held up to the mirror of facts. The reader 
may safely be left to judge whether the mirror 
shows a true picture or a distorted one.

COUNT STEPH EN  B ETH LEN ’S A R TIC LE  ON  
TH E IN T E R N A T IO N A L  SITU ATIO N

ituation of Hungary on the Eve of a Political 
Rapprochement between France and Italy” , -— 

« J  this is the title of an article by Count 
Stephen Bethlen published in the Septem

ber 8th. issue of the ’ ’Pesti Naplo”  which to a certain extent 
is of historical importance and an event in the political life, 
not only of Hungary, but also of the whole of Central Europe.

First of all Count Bethlen shows that the development 
of the present international situation in Europe is being 
decisively influenced by two factors —  the endeavour of the 
principal usufructuaries benefiting by the Treaties of Peace 
to institutionally ensure the new order created by the Great 
War against all eventualities, and on the other hand the inner 
political events in Austria, which threaten to disturb the 
status quo of the Danube basin. The first of these tendencies 
has been given fresh impulse by the failure of the Disarma
ment Conference and by the decision of Germany to leave 
the League of Nations, as also by her military preparations. 
Today France feels more impelled than ever to weld into a po
werful alliance those countries which are threatened by the re
vindication endeavours of either of the vanquished States. Count 
Bethlen reviews in succession the steps taken by France 
for the purpose of bringing such a block into existence 
—  from the establishment of the Little Entente through 
the Rhine Locarno Treaty and the Balkan Pact right down 
to the proposed creation of an Eastern Locarno. —  down to 
that Eastern Locarno the objects of which are conside
rably more far-reaching than those embraced in the pre
vious agreement of the kind, it being proposed that the 
Contracting States should guarantee reciprocal military 
assistance in the event of either of them being attacked by any 
European State. Count Bethlen believes that this Eastern 
Locarno is merely a cloak to disguise a new Franco- Russian 
Entente aimed principally against Germany. The search

light concentrated on international politics reveals the 
incipience also of a Mediterranean Locarno still wrapped 
in obscurity, —  the only reason why this agreement cannot be 
spoken of as yet too seriously being that there are still impor
tant points of dispute between France and Italy.

Bethlen then shows that France's system of alliances 
ensures those States which have combined to maintain 
the ’ ’orthodox”  status quo —  for the moment at least an 
inconceivable power and predominance in Europe —  a 
hegemony not possessed by any Continental combination of 
States since the days of the Holy Alliance.

W e Hungarians must make no mistake about this: and 
Count Bethlen reminds us of the ruthless campaign which 
this hegemony encourages our neighbours to carry on against 
those of our Magyar brethren who have been torn from us. 
This campaign of extermination is being carried on exclu
sively against the Magyar minorities; not against the German 
minorities, seeing that the uncertainty of the situation as 
between Austria and Germany warns those neighbours to be 
careful.

The former Premier’s article then points out that Austria 
and Hungary —  particularly the latter —  occupy the position 
of corner-stones in the Danube valley. Should Austria come 
under the control of Germany economically and politically, 
not only would German influence become far more powerful 
in Hungary, but the value to France of the alliance of the 
Little Entente would also become very problematic.

” In that case it is to be expected” —  continues Count 
Bethlen —  ’ ’that Yugoslavia, for instance, will look to 
Germany for support against Italy, while Czechoslovakia 
will as a result of her ” investment”  prove incapable of action, 
and Rumania, left to her own resources, will not —  with the 
unsettled question of Bessarabia threatening her from behind 
—  venture to continue unaided an anti-German policy. ”
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Bethlen believes that any shifting of the present situation 
must produce disintegration in the anti-revisionist camp too. 
And after all the world cannot possibly be divided into 
two camps —  of revisionists and anti-revisionists. For there 
are States which in certain points are ready to accept a 
revision, while in other points they refuse to listen to any 
such suggestion. ’ ’And after all revision is life, and life is 
nothing hut a continual revision".

According to the opinion of Count Bethlen the develop
ment of the international situation has not been favourable 
to Hungary. Dismembered Hungary must unite all her for
ces to ward off the formidable attacks on the very existence 
of the Magyars living in severed territories. Hungary’s situa
tion has been aggravated further by the fact that the 
Austrian question has produced a conflict between Italy —  
to whose friendship we have clung, and shall in the future con
tinue to cling,loyally and faithfully —  and Germany, with 
which country it is Hungary’s vital interest to maintain good 
relations.

The former Hungarian Premier then deals exhaustively 
with the Franco-Italian negotiations and stresses the point 
that, should these negotiations lead to any serious agree
ment in respect of the Danube basin question without 
however putting an end to the minority policy aiming at 
the extermination of the Magyars in the severed terri
tories, there will be a grave breach in the Hungarian-Italian 
friendship, —  an issue which must be avoided at all costs. 
The Hungarian nation cannot however play the role of a 
mere inventory item, but must be given the minimum neces
sary to compose its outraged national feelings, for otherwise 
it will he unable to acquiesce conscientiously in any agree
ment whatsoever. It is the duty of the Hungarian Government, 
on the eve of these negotiations, to draw the attention of the 
Italian Government to this circumstance. Count Bethlen 
has no doubt that, if the Hungarian Government does so, 
such a step will be fully understood by Mussolini, the great 
friend of the Hungarian nation.

"Hungary has nothing to fear from a politicai rappro
chement between Italy and France; indeed, under certain cir
cumstances such a rapprochement may actually be bene
ficial and of advantage to Hungary, particularly if no 
obstacle is placed in the way of our political endeavours 
in the future. W e regard the restoration of cordial relations 
between Italy and Germany and an abatement of the storm 
evoked by the events in Austria, to be in the general 
interest of Europe. On the othet hand the preservation 
of our racial brethren must be a cardinal demand of Hun
garian politicians of all parties —  a demand which cannot 
—  and must not —  be sacrificed for any economic or o\her 
advantages whatsoever."

Count Stephen Bethlen’s article evoked the greatest 
interest all over the world, though in several cases the 
conclusions drawn therefrom were quite erroneous. For 
instance, the "L e Tem ps", the ” Germania”  and the 
”  Reichspost" endeavoured by the aid of mistaken logic to 
interpret the article to mean that in the event of the 
minority rights being guaranteed the author renounced 
the idea of revision. Au contraire!!

But Count Bethlen himself declared a few days later

-—  in a statement published in the "8  Orai Ujsdg" —  that 
it is the duty and mission of Hungarian society unceasingly 
to further the cause of revision.

W hat Count Bethlen thinks of the matter m ay be seen 
from the following abstract of the statement referred to 
above: ’ ’There can be no doubt”  —  he said —  ’ ’that 
during recent years the neighbouring States have been pursu
ing, in their dealings with the Magyar racial minorities, 
a policy tending to make their subsistence impossible, to des
troy their eceonomic and cultural institutions and their 
schools, and to outrage their political rights".

He then pointed out that this persecution of the Magyar 
minorities was not an answer to the Hungarian revisionist 
propaganda, for he was convinced that the endeavour 
to exterminate the Magyars had always figured —  ever since 
the conclusion of the Treaty of Trianon —  among the political 
aims of our neighbours.

’ ’Under present conditions”  -—- continued Count Stephen 
Bethlen —  ’ ’the most important duty devolving on the 
Hungarian Government and Hungarian society alike is to 
concentrate all energies on in some way impeding this 
endeavour of our neighbours.

"W e  must never, under any circumstances, allow our 
duty to occupy ourselves with the question of revision to thrust 
into the background our other duty of interesting ourselves 
continuously in the fate of our racial brethren subjected to a 
foreign yoke, of endeavouring to improve their lot and 
of doing our utmost to defend them against hostile 
attack” .

’ ’Neither the Hungarian State nor Hungarian society 
is entitled to look on at the situation of the Magyars with 
folded arms. Despite the very slight prospect of any re
sults being achieved, the time has come for the Hungarian 
Government to submit to the League of Nations most 
energetic representations disclosing the situation that has 
developed. There cannot be friendly relations between 
Hungary and her neighbours —  or even a normal state of 
things —  until the present grave conditions have been 
eliminated, either through the agency of the League of 
Nations or by some other means. The Hungarian Govern
ment must avail itself of all the diplomatic means at its 
disposal to relieve the situation of the Magyar minorities on 
all occasions when we are called upon to make sacrifices or 
when we are required to take into account general European 
points of view.

’ ’The Government must make an investigation as to the 
available means of retaliation, and —  even if those means 
do not prove particularly efficacious —  must not shrink 
from employing them. And the Hungarian Parliament 
must support and encourage the Hungarian Government 
in its activity to this end.”

’ ’There can be no doubt —  so runs the concluding pas
sage of Count Bethlen’s statement —  ’ ’that even so we 
have a long and difficult task to face, —  though we must 
not shirk the struggle if we desire to live and if the Hunga
rian nation wishes seriously to continue the mission which 
it has fulfilled for more than ten centuries in the Danube 
basin” .




