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dier serves his country as a volunteer. We shall 
certainly put these demands forward, and I trust 
that no exception can be taken to them in this 
form. I do not wish to presume that those who are 
our opponents in this question will persist foolishly 
in desiring to maintain the unjust situation prevail
ing hitherto on the plea of peace being endangered. 
A  self-respecting State like Hungary cannot pos
sibly agree to tolerate the coercion of fetters and 
the yoke of submission. The Hungarian nation is 
far too self-respecting to tolerate its present and 
its future subjection to thralldom. I am convinced 
that common sense will win the day; for that 
policy which is generally known as the policy of 
peace must triumph: and the final victory of that 
policy would seem assured if we desire to use it 
for the purpose of asserting the cause of justice. 
Those politicians who try to find justice are always 
in the right; but those politicians who would main
tain a situation one-sidedly deformed are a con
stant menace to the peace of Europe."

In his expose relating to the Foreign Affairs 
Estimates too Premier Gombos once more said that 
Hungary could not follow in Germany's wake in 
proclaiming "W e h r h o h e it" .

” W e  m ust’’ —  he said — ’’ trust in the victory  
of moral forces enabling us to obtain justice. A n d  
I believe that in the even t of any actual D anube or 
other C on feren ce assem bling, H ungary will have an 
opportunity there to su ccessfully advocate the idea  
and cause of equality. Should that not happen, w e  
should have to doubt the raison d'etre of inter
national forum s. F o r  w e m ust appeal prim arily to 
the G reat P ow ers to provide that, while w e are 
living our own life here in a condition of alm ost 
provocative d efen celessn ess in the Carpathian  
Basin, those who dem and the observance o f the 
treaties of peace should endeavour to protect us 
against those w ho m ay p ossibly attem pt to exploit 
their position on e -sid ed ly  ensured them  to the 
detrim ent of H u ngary.”

ECONOMIC CONNECTIONS BETWEEN GREAT 
BRITAIN AND HUNGARY DURING THE AGE

OF REFORM
by

Alexander Fest

The economic reforms in Hungary connected 
with the name of Count Stephen Szechenyi brought 
about a lively intercourse between Britain and 
Hungary which lasted for several decenniums. The 
highly developed economic life of Britain, her 
mighty industry and her world trade, had pre
viously too challenged the admiration and interest 
as a student of a prominent Hungarian — Count 
Francis Szechenyi, Stephen Szechenyi's father, 
who founded the Hungarian National Museum. 
Earlier in the century too British machines had 
occasionally been imported into Hungary, where 
the achievements of British technical science had 
been familiar and had been glorified and envied 
previously too: but it was Stephen Szechenyi who 
first drew public attention in Hungary to the eco
nomic life of the British Isles. He proposed to 
follow the example of England and encourage 
horse-breeding by arranging horse-races; he acqui
red from England plans for the technical creations 
which he desired to introduce and engaged British 
engineers and experts to carry those plans into 
execution. In the history of Danube navigation we 
often come across British names; the Budapest 
Chain Bridge was planned and built by Scotch 
engineers: while the diving bell used during the 
improvement works on the lower reaches of the

Danube was tested by an Englishman. Szechenyi's 
guiding spirit is to be seen everywhere.

Each several chapter of his work entitled 
,,Lovakrul" (Of Horses: 1828) betrays the sound 
practical sense of the Englishman. He has English 
examples always in his mind and constantly refers 
to them. In a separate chapter he deals with the 
,,condition" of horses in Great Britain, with the 
origin and history of English horses, and with ,,the 
profits on horse-breeding". The horse-races in Hun
gary were arranged on the British model; while 
from 1827 a ,,Gyepkonyv" (Turf Book) was issued 
on the lines of the Racing Calendar and the Stud 
Book. The British racing regulations were trans
lated by Anthony Tasner (1836), the preface to 
the translation telling us that those regulations had 
the binding force of law in Hungary too. In all 
questions relating to horse racing reference was 
made to British examples and precedents. Na
turally British horses were imported too; and 
British trainers also appeared on the scene. We 
are told that Baron Nicholas Wesselenyi sold his 
stud because he proposed to breed only ,,horses 
of English origin and race" (,,Magyar Kurir", II,, 
1828, pp. 154— 55). Wesselenyi's example was 
followed by others too. The descriptions of the 
older Pest horse-races contain many British names;
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the names of riders (jockeys) and horses being 
much oftener English than Hungarian. Of the 
trainers who settled in Hungary perhaps Edward 
Jackson is worth special mention. He went to Eng
land to buy horses on behalf of his master (Ladis- 
las Bartfay’s Journal for 1838— 39).

In connection with horse-racing must be 
mentioned also the fox-hunting then too fashion
able in Great Britain. Hunts of the kind had been 
arranged as from 1823 by Hungarian magnates in 
the Counties of Szolnok and Nyitra and at Foth, 
and later on also in the trans-Tisza District and 
in the Banate (South Hungary). Stephen Szechenyi, 
Michael Esterhazy, John Hunyady and Louis Ka- 
rolyi were the first to introduce the fashion of 
nfox bunting" from Britain into Hungary. Hunters 
and beagles were imported from England; the pack 
was trained by an English huntsman (William — 
later John —  Baldogh): in a word, the costly sport 
of the world of elegance was naturalised in our 
country too (,,Honmuvesz", 1833, pp. 498— 99). 
In Hungary proper and in Transylvania too (where 
hunting with hounds was introduced by an Eng
lishman, Mr. Paget) British usages were copied 
faithfully. A  long-lived excrescence of the anglo- 
mania then prevailing in Hungary was the slavish 
imitation of the externals ot British social life. 
This excrescence was often made the subject of 
ridicule and derision. A  satirical vein of mockery 
runs through a little verse („A  boldog szarvas" =  
,,The Happy Hart": ,,Pesti Divatlap", 1844, pp. 
120— 21) which ruminates naively on the great 
hunts at Csako and Korosladany:

,,In mud and rain it is no joke 
To run with the stag.
Maybe 'twould be better 
To roof in the ditches 
Than to ape A lb ion ".. J

The number of Englishmen visiting Hungary 
after the opening of steam navigation of the Da
nube showed a considerable increase. Sailors, en
gineers and passengers from England were to be 
seen frequently —  sometimes in large numbers — 
on the first steamers rim on that river. Danube 
navigation became the subject of a literature of its 
own. An Englishman of the name of Andrews who 
had settled in Vienna (I wonder whether it was the 
Andrews mentioned by Kazinczy in his „ Travels 
in Hungary” )1 2 was the first —  in 1829 —  to run 
a steamboat service on the Danube with another 
Englishman, Pritchard3 by name, as his partner. 
For three years —  so we are told by Elliott in a 
work of his (pp. 68— 9) to be referred to later on 
—  the service barely covered the cost of running 
it. Very often the boat had only a single passenger.

1 For the introduction into Hungary of fox and stag 
hunting as practised in Great Britain, see "Les chasses et 
le sport en Hongrie d'apres Mrs. les corates Eramau, And- 
rassy, Maur, Sandor, Bela Festetich, etc.", traduit par J.
B. Durringer, Pest. — In this book we read of a hunts
man of the name of Edney who came to Hungary in 1844,

3 Pannonhalma, Esztergom, Vacz, 1831, Chap. 3,
3 Alexander Lipthay, "Szechenyi's Technical Crea

tions".

No one had any confidence in the undertaking — 
not even Szechenyi himself. On one occasion 
Andrews shipped three hundred Pesters of an in
quiring turn of mind to the fair at Zimony. From 
that moment Szechenyi watched with the greatest 
interest the work of the enterprising British char
terer. To quote the words of Elliott, steam na
vigation became his hobby.

Szechenyi's sagacity enabled him to discern 
the economic importance attaching to the Danube 
waterway. The great river was a connecting link 
between West and East. Steam navigation on the 
Danube was in the interest, not only of Hungary, 
but of Europe generally and of Great Britain in 
particular. Constantinople would be brought nearer 
to Pest; but it would be brought nearer to London 
too. People in Great Britain watched with the 
greatest interest Szechenyi's efforts to make the 
Danube navigable at all points. And the Hungarian 
aristocrat enlisted the assistance of Englishmen to 
ensure the realisation of his schemes. The ship's 
engines were supplied by British industry. When 
the steam navigation company was floated,4 it 
ordered its engines from Boulton & Watt. British 
engineers were engaged; and the list of the first 
ship's captains includes British names too. And — 
as innumerable contemporary records prove —  the 
list of passengers also generally included travellers 
from the British Isles. One record (probably an 
exaggeration) tells us that scarcely a steamer 
arrived without some Englishman on board. How
ever that may be, in any case there can be no 
doubt that the British and their highly-developed 
technical science contributed in no small measure 
to the work of regulating the Danube and to finally 
start Danube navigation on its way. The ship's 
engines used on the boats engaged in navigating 
the Tisza and Lake Balaton at a later period were 
also mostly of British origin.5 And among the Brit
ishers who visited Hungary at the time we find 
many who after a few days' trip on the Danube 
daringly attempted to describe conditions in 
Hungary: though it must be admitted that there 
were also writers among them who really obtained 
a thorough knowledge of our country. W e hear 
also of an English traveller who was familiar with 
the Magyar language and used to read Hungarian 
newspapers in the Casino at Pest.0 In any case 
Danube navigation certainly caused Great Britain 
to take an exceptional interest in our country.

The planning and building of the Budapest 
Chain Bridge also brought numbers of British 
engineers to Hungary. Originally Count Maurice 
Sandor had consulted the engineer Brunei, of Lon-

1 On this point, see Szechenyi's articles in the ,,Tar- 
salkodo" (German translation: — "tlber die Donauschif- 
fahrt vom Grafen Szechenyi. Aus dem Ungarischen von 
Mich, v. Paziazi. Ofen, 1836).

5 "Pesti Divatlap", 1847, II., 1122. Stephen Szechenyi: 
"Lake Balaton Navigation."

3 This episode is mentioned by Paul Vasarhelyi. It 
was probably George Dewar, who was working on behalf 
Oif Szechenyi at the Iron Gate, "larsalkodo , 1837, pp. 
161—64. See also description of first test of diving bell in 
"Rajzolatok", 1837, II., 616. On that occasion Szechenyi 
was accompanied by Dewar and also by Clark,
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don, in the matter of the construction of a bridge 
to connect Pest and Buda. That scheme was never 
realised; but it was a letter of Sandor's that gave 
the impulse leading to the realisation of one of 
Szechenyi’s most eminent technical creations.' 
Szechenyi never again abandoned the idea. He 
visited England in 1832 accompanied by Count 
George Andrassy. It was in Britain that technical 
science had reached the highest point of develop
ment; and Great Britain had done more in the 
field of bridge-building —  we are told in the con
temporary report of the Budapest Bridge Society 
— than ail the other countries of Europe put to
gether. Szechenyi and Andrassy would have liked 
to study also American bridge-building; but the 
session of Parliament prevented them doing so. 
When in Britain they met engineers and famous 
bridge-builders (W. ‘fates introduced the Hun
garian magnates to W. T, Clark: and they also 
made the acquaintance of James Walker, the 
celebrated Telford, Hartley, Ogden and the 
American Wright), and were given exhaustive 
ansvers to all their questions. Their visit to Britain 
convinced them —  despite all opinions to the 
contrary —  that the most perfect type of bridge 
was the suspension bridge.0 In 1837 William 
Tierney Clark (1783— 1852)° came to Hungary 
accompanied by several other engineers (the latter 
includmg George Rennie and Black Croker) (see 
,,Honmuvesz", 1837, p. 590). After a very short 
sojourn in this country and after having finished 
his investigations, Clark returned to England. It 
was in England that he drafted the plans of the 
Chain Bridge. For some time it was doubtful 
whether he would come to Pest or would accept an 
anvitation to go to St. Petersburg. In 1839 he 
nevertheless decided to come to Hungary, Other 
British bridge-builders besides Clark also visited 
Hungary about the same time. John Plews and 
Slater came here for the purpose of investigating 
the Danube ice conditions. They remained here 
from February 4th to March 18th, 1838. Stephen 
Szechenyi tells us in a letter addressed to Baron 
Sina that for several days ,,they were veritably im
prisoned” in the Vadaszkiirt Hotel, and were al
ready out of provisions when he sent a boat to 
fetch them to his house. They were of opinion that 
British workmen would have to be imported to 
construct the dams and that the carrying out of 
the whole work should be entrusted to English
men.7 8 9 10 It would appear that for some time there 
were doubts as to who would build the Chain 
Bridge. In a letter to Baron Sina dated July 18th, 
1833, Szechenyi had said that ,,it was very annoy
ing that Clark was going to St. Petersburg; for if 
he were overtaken there by the same fate as had 
befallen the fat, muscular Slater, their game was

7 See story of the Chain Bridge in the work by 
Lipthay already referred to.

8 "Bericht der Grafen Georg Andrassy and Stephan 
Szechenyi an den Ofner-Pester Briicken-Verein nach ihrer 
Riickkehr vom Auslande." Aus dem Ungarischen iibersetzt. 
Pressburg, 1833.

9 For biography see "Dictionary of National Bio
graphy".

10 See "Szazadunk" 1838, pp. 595 and 617—22,

up. Luckily he was thin and sickly".11 As already 
stated, in the following year Clark came again to 
Pest. The work of construction was begun; on 
August 24th, 1842, in the presence of the Palatine 
Archduke Joseph the founnation stone of the Chain 
Bridge was laid. The ,,Pesti Hirlap” (on August 
28th) published an interesting description of the 
ceremony. Clark entrusted the personal control of 
the work of construction to his nephew, Adam 
Clark, an enthusiastic believer in Count Szeche
nyi.1* The work was for the most part done by 
British workmen. There must have been a large 
number of these workmen here. For when the 
ministers in charge of the Scotch Mission —  the 
Rev. N. Duncan and the Rev. William Wingate — 
began their activity, they figured as the clergymen 
acting as the chaplains of the British work
men engaged in constructing the Chain Bridge. 
While people were talking —  not only in Hungary, 
but in Great Britain too —  of the international 
economic importance of the Danube, the idea was 
broached also of economic connections between 
Britain and Hungary. Official circles in Great 
Britain began to take an interest in the building 
of the Danube waterway and at the same time in 
the political and economic conditions of Hungary. 
An appreciative interest was shown in the dev
elopment of our system of communications. Sir 
James Graham, for instance, assured Szechenyi of 
the support of Great Britain when the improvement 
works on the Lower Danube were commenced.13 
Sir Robert Gordon, British Minister in Vienna 
from 1841 to 1846, accompanied Szechenyi on a 
visit of inspection to the building of the bridge 
and to the shipyards in O-Buda, while British 
bankers ,,vied with one another in offering as 
cheap loans as possible” for the construction of 
the Fiume railway,14 and Metternich was accom
panied by Lord Benville on the occasion of the 
solemn opening of the Budapest— Szolnok railway 
line:15 in other words, British politicians had 
repeatedly shown an interest in the Hungarian 
system of communications, the development of 
which was a sine qua non of our economic 
prosperity. The international importance of the 
Danube waterway was explained exhaustively, in 
his work on Turkey,16 by Urquhart, Secretary to the 
British Legation in Constantinople.17 Hungary lay 
on the route to the East of the British Empire 
and the building of the Danube waterway gradually 
enhanced the interest shown in Hungary among

11 "Letters of Count Stephen Szechenyi: Contributions 
to the History of the Budapest Chain Bridge." Published 
by John Torok.

12 For his biography see Szinnyei, "Hungarian 
Writers" and the "Pallas Lexicon",

13 See Marczali, “Count Stephen Szechenyi and Great 
Britain", in "Magyar Figyelo", 1913.

14 See "Honderu", 1844, If., p. 45.
15 See “ Pesti Divatlap” , 1845, II., p. 32.
16 See "Honderu", 1847, II„ p. 196,
17 According to Szechenyi'® “Rajzolatok" (1837, I. p. 

400), Urquhart "has been staying for a few days in 
Pest". For his biography see Dictionary of National Bio
graphy. — A passage from his work entitled "La Turquie" 
was translated into Hungarian and published in the "Athe
naeum" (1837, I., pp. 193—94), His work "The Spirit of 
the East” was quoted in the "Tarsalkodo" (1839, pp. 
230—31).
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Britishers. In Hungary at the same time people 
were considering the possibility of obtaining the 
London market for Hungarian produce. The mar
keting in Britain of Hungarian corn depended 
upon the improvement of our system of communica
tions. This idea was first broached in the 
thirties.18 At the same time a company was 
established —  the ,,British-Hungarian Institute" — 
for the purpose of furthering the marketing of 
Hungarian wool and ,.other products" of agri
culture.19 In Hungary the principal spokesman of 
the idea of establishing commercial connections 
between Britain and Hungary was Paul Balogh de 
Almas, He desired to ,.thereby lift Hungary ouf of 
obscurity" and was bent upon stimulating the 
Hungarian producers to make agriculture a 
..national industry” . The Hungarian papers of the 
time often speak of the ..British-Hungarian In
stitute” , —  mainly in connection with the first un
successful experiment. Henry Kirk, representing

the firm of Abel Smith, of London, came to Pest 
with a letter of introduction from Prince Paul 
Esterhazy, Austro-Hungarian Ambassador to Great 
Britain, for the purpose of collecting and storing 
Hungarian produce.20 But Kirk came into conflict 
with Balogh; the Hungarian producers lost on their 
dealings with him: and shortly after he returned to 
London. At a later period John Gifford visited 
Hungary; and v/hen he left for England for a stay 
of two months, the management of the British- 
Hungarian Institute was taken over by L. Cunliffe 
Pickersgill,21 from whose activity apparently more 
was expected . . .  ,,The only thing left for us to do 
is to congratulate ourselves on the efforts of Mr. 
Gifford having resulted in establishing the first 
direct international commercial connections with 
the British nation" —  so writes Kossuth in the 
article in the ,,Pesti Hirlap" referred to above. 
The connections were unfortunately not so strong 
as Kossuth thought them to be . . ,

TERCENTENARY OF THE BUDAPEST 
UNIVERSITY OF SCIENCES

by
Arthur B. Yolland

Three hundred years ago the central part of 
Hungary was under occupation by the Turks. West 
Hungary had accepted the rule of the Habsburgs; 
and East Hungary — Transylvania —  was under 
the rule of native Hungarian princes.

The Canterbury of Hungary —  Esztergom — 
was also under Turkish occupation; and the 
Primate was forced to make Pozsony his seat. It 
was at Pozsony, on May 13th., 1635, that the 
Hungarian Cicero, the gifted patriot and noble- 
minded prelate then at the head of the Roman 
Catholic Church in Hungary, issued the diploma 
which was the real foundation-stone of the Uni
versity established at Nagyszombat in the West of 
Hungary.

Cardinal Peter Pazmany —  Archbishop of 
Esztergom and Primate of Hungary —  gave his 
University an endowment of 100,000 florins: this 
amount forming the nucleus of the fund for the 
maintenance of the university which still supplies 
the greater part of the money required to meet 
its expenditure.

On October 8th, 1635, the University of Nagy
szombat, was by Royal Charter given all the pre
rogatives and privileges enjoyed by the universities

18 See "Hasznos Mulatsagok", 1839, II., pp. 117—9. 
(“British-Hungarian Corn Trade").

19 See "Hasznos Mulatsagok", 1839, I., pp. 149—50.

of the German Empire and of the hereditary pro
vinces of the House of Austria.

The official opening of the University, which 
then comprised only two faculties, those of Theo
logy and Arts, took place on November 13th, 1635. 
At first the work of administration and teaching 
was entrusted to the Jesuit Order. A  third faculty, 
that of Law, was added later (in 1667) out of 
funds provided under the wills of two other Arch
bishops of Esztergom, George Lippay and Imre 
Losy. It was not until the reign of Maria Theresa 
that, by the advice of the Dutch Van Swieten, the 
Faculty of Medicine was established and the 
University was converted into a veritable ,,uni- 
versitas".

In 1777 Maria Theresa, the Empress-Queen 
who owed so much to the loyalty and heroism of 
the Hungarian nation, transferred the seat of the 
University to Buda. Some years later it was trans
ferred —  by Joseph II. —  to Pest.

In 1848 the Budapest Royal Hungarian Uni-

20 See "Tarsalkodo", 1840, p. 280. See also "Pesti 
Hirlap", 1841, Nos. 51 and 52. ("Hungarian Reflections on 
the British-Hungarian Institute"). — Cf. also leading 
article in "Pesti Hirlap", 1841, No. 37. In a letter to Dob- 
rentei dated March 15th, 1841, Miss Pardoe asked whether 
it was true that Kirk was to be married to Count Vay's 
daughter?

21 See "Pesti Hirlap", 1841, Nos. 41, 63 and 88.


