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SHOULD OUR CLAIMS FOR REVISION 
BE MORE PRECISELY DEFINED ?

by

Dr. Tibor Eckhardt
late Chief Hungarian Delegate to the League o f Nations.

In her fight for a legitimate revision of the 
Treaty of Trianon, Hungary is often faced with the 
accusation, raised now and then even by her 
friends, that her claim for a revision is somewhat 
obscure, its ultimate object never having been 
properly defined. Sometimes Hungary is charged 
with duplicity in this respect, it being alleged that 
she uses revision merely as a cloak covering her 
extensive imperial and irredentist ambitions. We 
have repeatedly met with the imputation that 
Hungary, once her claims for a revision are ful
filled, will go on —  strengthened in power — in 
her political struggle for a further revision. This 
serious charge is at present (so to say) the only 
objection against revision, unbiassed public opinion 
having by now fully recognised Hungary's moral 
right to demand a redress which, at the same 
time, seems to be supported by general political 
reasons too. All the world is aware that, of all 
the peace-treaties framed in Paris, the Treaty of 
Trianon was the most crxiel, amounting almost to 
a sentence of death passed upon the Hungarian 
people without Hungary having been heard, and 
that the provisions it contains not only sacrifice 
Hungary’s interests but also seriously impede 
peaceful co-operation within the Danube Valley. 
However, there are factors who, to this day, refuse 
to accept revision, led by opportunism and by the 
mistaken belief that a redress would be followed 
only by a temporary alleviation without, however, 
solving once for all the problem of the Danube 
Valley. In view of this mistaken belief, I propose 
to reveal below the real state of affairs, which is 
just the opposite of the suggestions made by the 
opponents of revision.

As a consequence of the peace-treaties con
cluded in Paris, political circles were faced, after 
the war, with three serious groups of problems: 
the question of reparations, the problem of the 
equality of armaments and, lastly, revision, these 
problems following upon eachother successively. 
A  great deal of unnecessary harm has been done 
to our old Continent by these unsolved problems, 
which no earthly power can eliminate except by 
an adequate settlement. Reparations kept Europe 
in agitation for a full decennium, leading even to

armed intervention, and the lack of confidence, 
caused by constant suspense, demanded much 
greater sacrifices in material values from the 
victors than the total sums derived from repara
tions. These proceeds kept on decreasing, until 
the thumbscrew, intended to work for ever, had 
finally to be abandoned. In default of a sensible 
solution, this problem solved itself "via facti", 
succumbing to a natural death; and now it would 
be impossible to call it to life once more. Then the 
second problem was brought forward: the equality 
of armaments and the invalidation of the pro
visions of the peace-treaties relative thereto. This 
political action has been accompanied by serious 
diplomatic conflicts, growing distrust and an ex
pensive competition in armaments. However this 
problem too is now approaching a solution, again 
"via facti". The Disarmament-Conference having 
been unable to reach the much-desired compro
mise, this problem will no doubt be adjusted by 
the actual relative forces of the different States, 
regardless of international juridical constraints. So 
soon as a natural development, in accordance 
with the prevailing conditions of strength, has 
taken the place of artificial arrangements, the 
conclusion of an agreement restricting further 
armaments will become possible. The method, 
adopted lately by Great Britain, of negotiating 
direct with Germany, seems much more to the 
point than the proceedings followed hitherto; and 
it is reasonably to be hoped that it will be possible 
to solve this most serious problem of all by peace
ful means, without running any risk of war.

After the question of the equality of arma
ments has been solved, Europe's only really im
portant political problem — however hotly some 
people may contradict this statement —  will be 
the problem of revision, which must needs be 
solved if we seriously desire to preserve peace in 
Europe. It will have to be tackled, not only in 
the interests of the defeated, but also for the sake 
of the victorious nations, because a general re
laxation and an honest co-operation —  most com
mendable, indeed, when we consider the events in 
the Far East and the economic crisis! —  cannot
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be realised until the peace-treaties, which were 
forced upon the peoples, have been changed into 
treaties based on mutual agreement. The Hungarian 
policy of revision is patiently preparing for this 
task, having already scored signal successes in 
international life. All true adherents of peace are 
bound to recognise that Hungary, weighed down 
as she is by the cruel provisions of the Treaty of 
Trianon, has refrained from throwing herself into 
the arms of an extreme irredentist policy, but has, 
in making revision the focus of her foreign policy, 
created for herself an ideal which, avoiding all 
exaggeration, does not clash with the new order 
in Europe and does not demand the unchanged 
restoration of pre-war conditions, expecting the 
fulfilment of Hungary's legitimate claims from 
international co-operation and from a better un
derstanding gaining the upper-hand. Hungarian 
revisionism seeks to assert itself within the limits 
of the League of Nations, not confronting the 
world with one-sided, arbitrary actions, not de
sirous of creating trouble and disturbances, but 
endeavouring to obtain Hungary's claims through 
the efficient legal channels of international life. 
Hungary did not turn against the League of 
Nations’ system, rooted in the peace-treaties, even 
when Germany's procedure facilitated her doing 
so. So far she has even refrained from submitting 
in a definite form her claims, because, when de
manding revision, she does not wish to follow a 
subversive political course but proposes to attain 
peace by way of a constructive policy —  a last
ing, honest peace, founded upon mutual concord 
between the peoples.

Signor Mussolini once said that, in contrast 
with decadent peace-policy, i. e. pacifism, there 
existed no constructive peace-policy, trying to pre
clude trouble by rational changes: that is what 
Hungarian revisionism aims at. Without any 
mental reservations, this policy not only honestly 
accepts the principles proclaimed by the makers of 
peace in 1919 upon which Europe's new map was 
elaborated; it demands that these principles be 
not merely proclaimed but also carried fully into 
effect. Now which are these principles? One of 
them is the principle of nationality, which, applied 
to Hungary, would mean that the Hungarian 
people, living in a united territory, has the un- 
disputable right to incorporate its racial brethren 
within the boundaries of our State. To be more 
accurate: this principle means that the regions 
adjoining the frontier-lines fixed by the Treaty of 
Trianon, with a large proportion of Hungarian in
habitants, will have to be restored to the mother
land. The other principle, equal in importance to 
the first, is the right of selfdetermination which, 
applied to Hungary, would mean that the popu
lation living in the parts severed from pre-War 
Hungary, must be accorded the right to decide of 
their own free will which State they wish to belong 
to or whether they prefer independence. These

are the principles proclaimed by the victors them
selves which served as basis of the peace- 
treaties. Hungarian revisionism accepts these 
principles bodily, demanding that they be honestly 
carried into effect. This is our policy of revision 
— no more and no less. Once this claim is satis
fied, the problem will be settled once for all be
cause the fair application of these principles will 
preclude the possibility of further discussion and 
of a further revision. Revision will remain an un
solved question only so long as marked deficiencies 
are to be experienced in the application of the 
above fundamental principles.

Now, should anybody invite Hungary to point 
out the exact limits which, in the eyes of Hun
garians, would cover a fair application of the 
principles referred to above, our answer is this: 
on the one hand, we are not competent to take a 
decision independently of others, while, on the 
other hand, the time for taking a decision has not 
come yet. We have no right to utter a declaration 
in the name of other peoples, though it is our 
duty to enter the lists in defence of the right of 
selfdetermination of those smaller peoples with 
whom we lived in brotherly union for centuries, 
especially if they themselves are not in a position 
to defend their rights before international bodies. 
It is not for us, alone, to establish the exact 
frontier-line of the regions inhabited by Hun
garians: this question must be solved ultimately by 
an unbiassed international Body. No doubt we 
have a right to voice our claims: when the moment 
comes it will not only be our right, but also our 
duty to do so. However, I regret to say, the mo
ment has not come yet. So far Hungary has not 
been asked by competent international factors, or 
by the League of Nations, to submit her claims, 
Obviously this problem will have to be solved by 
way of a compromise. Hungary, however, is not 
going to definitively formulate her legitimate 
claims, until direct negotiotions, with a fair pro
spect of success, have become possible. A  pre
mature move on Hungary's part might look like 
irredentism, causing trouble and agitation in the 
territories severed from her, creating an atmo
sphere of distrust in international relations with
out, however, improving the situation. Such a move 
would prove detrimental for us too, without afford
ing any hope of our deriving any advantage from 
it. Therefore it would be neither to the point, nor 
advantageous, to define more precisely the ultimate 
aims of the policy of revision, because this might 
lead to unnecessary complications. In the above 
I have openly expressed my views on the subject; 
and I trust thas the unprejudiced foreigner, read
ing these lines, will fully appreciate my viewpoint.


