
“ PEACE IN THE DANUBE VALLEY"
by

E lem er S z u d y

Herr Henry Mataja, Austrian Minister of 
Foreign Affairs, recently delivered a striking 
address on this subject in the Industriellen Klub 
in Prague. What lent importance to the address, 
besides the personality of Herr Mataja and the 
weighty nature of what he had to say, was the 
fact that Dr. Benes, Czecho-Slovak Minister of 
Foreign Affairs, with his understudy Herr 
Krofta, v/as among the audience, following the 
lecture from beginning to end with expressions 
of approval. I do not wish to draw far-reaching 
conclusions, but so much is sure, that Herr Mataja 
spoke of Hungary in the hostile Prague atmo
sphere in an unusually friendly and understand
ing tone, and that his arguments were not contra
dicted.

Herr Mataja began his lecture by saying that 
seeing that the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy had 
been broken up as a result of the Great War, it 
was necessary to create a modus vivendi for the 
new state-building races in the Danube Valley 
which would not only provide a way out of the 
present grave economic impasse, but would also 
serve as the basis of a final settlement. He con
sidered it absolutely necessary that these histori
cally interdependent States should take steps to
wards an economic and cultural rapprochement, 
the pre-requisites and guarantees of which are to 
be found in their previous co-existence. But above 
all —  said Herr Mataja —  outraged Hungary 
must have her peace of mind restored.

After Herr Mataja’s address in Prague the 
“ Wiener Wirtschafts-Woche“  called a meeting to 
discuss the serious problems broached, and the 
writer of this article took part in the noteworthy 
debate, which covered a wide range, and gave his 
views on the subject as follows:

"In its effects the question of the Danube 
Valley is much too far-reaching, and in its con
tents much too highly charged with dynamic histo
rical forces, to allow of its being treated either as 
a purely local question, or as the domestic pro
blem of certain Danubian States, to be settled 
among themselves. In this historical danger-zone 
of Europe new territorial, political, economic, and 
cultural units have arisen, partly out of the coun
tries which were under the suzerainty of the 
Austro-Hungarian Monarchy, partly out of others 
which even before the Great War were free and 
politically independent. Hitherto these units have

not been able to find their own internal equi
librium, or to regulate their relations with one 
another definitively. This is so true that today, 
fifteen years after the peace treaties were con
cluded, the same chaos and insecurity prevails in 
the Danube Valley as in the period immediately 
following the War. True, political frontiers have 
been drawn; to outward appearances a certain 
order has been established; experiments, more or 
less doubtful in their results, have been, and are 
being, undertaken to regulate economic and cul
tural life. But how far off all this is from the day 
when the peoples and nations, instead of living 
beside one another, shall live together, and the 
feelings of insecurity and transition shall be re
placed by those of security and permanency.”

The spiritual structure of the co-existence of 
the races in the Danube Valley presents an ex
tremely loose appearance. Primarily for this very 
reason the creation of peace and understanding 
among the Succession States ceases to be a local 
question and becomes a problem affecting Europe 
as a whole. For, should we fail to achieve what 
alone can produce ultimate peace of mind, namely 
moral and political consolidation, no amount of 
good-will or exertion spent on transitory solutions 
will be of any avail, because, unless political dif
ferences are done away with, all other solutions 
are bound to be abortive.

The mutually antagonistic parties must be 
made to understand that no results are to be ex
pected either from formulas or from a resort to 
brute force. What we need is an honest compro
mise, which, however, cannot reach the degree of 
vitality and resistance upon which the foundations 
of a common future can be laid except through 
a blunt sincerity of facts and truths.

The European policy of the Great Powers 
has reached a stage in which it recognises the full 
gravity of the situation. The Stresa resolutions 
actually directed the States concerned to hold a 
conference in Rome; but at present two matters 
of importance prevent its being convened. The one 
—  a non putarem —  is the sudden conflict be
tween Italy and Abyssinia. The other is a question 
of principles; namely, the difference between the 
standpoint taken by the Little. Entente and that 
of the signatories of the Rome Pact, of Italy, 
Austria and Hungary.
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Hungary's thesis is quite frank and clear.
In the first place she cannot enter into any 

agreement that would involve her abandoning the 
peaceable propaganda which aims at obtaining 
the fulfilment of Hungary's legitimate territorial 
claims. Nothing is more- alien to Hungary than a 
spirit of aggression, the intention to attack; but 
there is a wide difference between an insistence 
on certain irrefutable truths and threats of war. 
By and by this must be recognised even by those 
who today are most intolerant of any peaceable 
manifestation of that sort, and are still firmly 
determined to defend the letter of the peace 
treaties against the demands — elemental in their 
force —  of life and evolutional progress.

Neither can the twelve and a half million 
Hungarians living in the Danube Basin acquiesce 
in three and a half millions of their race (25%) 
being simply spirited away by the denationalising 
efforts of the Succession States’ governments. 
There is no nation in the world willing to resign 
itself to accepting such a state of things as the 
unalterable dictate of destiny, the less so since 
the peace treaties themselves have made it legally 
possible for nations to keep watch over the lot 
of their racial kin living, deprived of their rights, 
under an alien yoke, and to carry their complaints 
and wrongs before the judgment-seat appointed 
to deal with them, viz. the League of Nations. 
How can we expect to find an atmosphere con
ducive to good-will and friendship among the 
peoples of the Danube Valley when in some of 
the Succession States the Hungarians are deprived 
of equality of rights as citizens, and are not even 
allowed to enjoy the rights to which they would 
be entitled not only because of their separate 
linguistic and cultural individuality, but also on the 
basis of the great principles of human dignity and 
human liberty? A  speedy settlement of the mino
rity question is therefore one of the most impor
tant primary conditions of an evolution of forms 
of life consistent with an honest and frank eco
nomic and political co-operation.

Then again if Hungary demands —  as she is 
entitled to demand —  equal rights for her kin in 
other lands, she is also entirely within her rights 
if she asks the same for herself in international 
relations. Naturally this refers not only to equality 
in armaments, but also to her sovereign right to 
choose the form of political State she prefers; that 
is to say, to decide for herself the question of the 
Hungarian throne. For surely there is no more 
purely internal affair than the question of the 
constitutional forms in which a nation desires to 
live and of the person by whom it wishes to be 
ruled. So long as the Hungarian nation has to 
fight against external prohibitions in those matters, 
it is vain to say that Hungary's sovereignty has 
been recognised and that she can avail herself 
of it.

The statements contained in Herr Matajas 
address on the Danube Valley are of extremely 
great value. His excellent study has opened up 
new and wide perspectives, and he has frankly 
and honestly pointed out the aspects which un
doubtedly form the crux of the question. It is not

only that his opinions have given an added mo
mentum to the political, economic and cultural 
issues of the problem. Besides that —  and this is 
what in my opinion is the point of greatest value 
in his address —  his reasonings are grounded in 
human nature, and he brings not only objective 
but also subjective arguments to their support. 
This by no means detracts from the scientific 
value of his statements, nor does if prevent his 
reducing to their elements with analytic skill 
hitherto obscure aspects of the problem. Had the 
problem of the Danube Valley met in the past 
with the same kind of treatment, I am convinced 
that we should not be so far off from a solution 
as, unfortunately, we are today.

In the "Wiener Wirtschafts Woche" Herr 
Mataja replied to my statements.

It cannot be affirmed today —  he said —  that 
every peaceable manifestation made by Hungary 
meets with the greatest intolerance on the part 
of her neighbours. There are signs to show that 
in this respect a change has come. In his Prague 
lecture he had expressly stated that the restora
tion of peace of mind in Hungary was now a need 
of European importance. In connection with this 
he had pointed out that it was not always ne
cessary to find out whether certain wishes lacked 
formal justification; on the contrary we must 
make a point of discovering wishes that deserved 
to be noticed, considered and granted. Those pre
sent at his Prague lecture had welcomed that point 
of view with sympathy and applause. The Czecho
slovak press had given due publicity to his 
address, and, so far as he was aware, no objec
tions had been raised anywhere. In his opinion 
these were phenomena which could not be dis
regarded, especially as it was not a usual thing to 
give immediate expression to a mood, or put it 
into immediate action. Unnoticed and spontaneous 
phenomena of that sort, however, had the advan
tage of being quite genuine, and were therefore 
very significant symptoms.

Then again Hungary would never be able to 
reconcile herself to relinquishing over 25% of her 
racial kindred in the Danube Valley to the tender 
mercies of the denationalising policy of the Suc
cession States. Could the ultimate conclusion be 
drawn that Hungary's demands did not extend to 
the restoration of pre-War non-Magyar districts? 
Were it possible to ascertain definitely and make 
it clear that there were legitimate Hungarian de
mands that would have to be granted, it would 
be possible to fix a certain area of investigation 
in connection with the questions involved. This 
area of investigation, and the matter supplied by 
it, would provide suitable items for the programme 
of a conference later on, which would not evade 
the discussion of genuine and serious differences.

Besides this, the Danube Valley had important 
and positive aims which were well calculated to 
facilitate and give elasticity to the programme of 
a conference. Besides trade links, currency busi
ness and tourist travel — all of which help to 
further co-operation and harmony — , there were 
other things well-fitted to spread and consolidate 
good understanding once it had been achieved.
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And how many opportunities presented them
selves in the sphere of culture! . . .

The rest of Herr Mataja’s statements do not 
belong strictly to this subject; and I do not wish 
to digress. As to the substance of his remarks, 
particular stress must be laid on two things. The 
first is that perhaps he attaches too much im
portance to certain elements, indicative of the 
mood of the moment, which undoubtedly often 
play a role in international politics. But Hungary, 
made wise by experience, cannot afford to trust 
them, and must find a more definite basis upon 
which to rest her policy.

Of greater importance by far was Herr 
Mataja's startling query which, dealing with the 
minority problem, seemed to establish a connec
tion between territorial principles and the ques
tion of the rights of the minorities. Frankly speak
ing, I have never thought of the two in conjunction. 
I could not do so, for the protection of the 
minority rights of three and a half million Hun
garians is guaranteed in the peace treaties and 
cannot be endangered by any territorial demands 
Hungary may possibly make upon her neighbours. 
The fulfilment of the obligation undertaken to

protect the minorities is a question of carrying the 
peace treaties into effect, while the territorial 
demands belong to the sphere of revision. We 
cannot emphasise too strongly that the question 
of territorial readjustment and that of the pro
tection of the minorities are two entirely distinct 
and independent problems. Hungary can never 
consent to allow the one to be played off against 
the other to the disadvantage of either. I feel con
vinced that the establishment of this illegitimate 
relation between them must be an unwitting error 
on Herr Mataja’s part, and that on closer inspec
tion he will surely be willing to revise his 
opinions.

Finally, as regards the possibility of a con
ference: Hungary was never against friendly con
versations. Officially or unofficially she has always 
been present at meetings of that nature. Her 
suggestions have always been made with a view 
to bridging over difficulties. It is not her fault 
that she has no tangible results to produce. I can 
scarcely believe that in the future, if the other 
side discloses a sympathetic attitude, she will 
alter her attitude and refuse to meet a rapproche
ment half-way.

..............  — y—

THE BATTLE OF MOHACS 
A HISTORICAL EVENT OF DECISIVE

SIGNIFICANCE*
by

Alexis Mdthe

Four hundred and nine years ago, in the year 
of grace fifteen hundred and twenty-six, on August 
29th., which in the Christian Calender figures as 
the day of the martyrdom of St. John the Baptist, 
Hungary was routed decisively on the field of 
Mohacs, a small town (at that time a village) ad
joining the southern frontier of the country situated 
on the shore of the Danube. The battle was a 
catastrophe, not only for Hungary, but for the 
whole of Europe too. It was after this battle that 
the Turks began their formidable penetration west
wards which advanced as far as the walls of 
Vienna. During the century and a half which 
followed Hungary was the chief sufferer: indeed, 
the central part of the country, together with the 
Capital, Buda, remained in the hands of the bar
barian conquerors until the end of the seventeenth 
century.

* On August 29th, the four hundred and ninth anni
versary of the terrible disaster which left Hungary at the 
mercy of the Turks, Admiral Nicholas Horthy, Regent of 
Hungary unveiled a monument to the memory of the heroes 
who fell on that fateful day. This event lend peculias 
interest to the above article.

Prior to the fatal day of Mohacs Hungary had 
been an integral part of the West of Europe. Her 
cultural and political and social life during the 
peaceful period from the eleventh century onwards, 
when the national dynasty of the House of Arpad 
was ruling the country, v/as as advanced as that 
of any of her Western neighbours. Towards the end 
of the Middle Ages, when a French-Italian dynasty, 
the Anjous, who had obtained the throne by marri: 
age, reigned in Hungary, that country lived in per
sonal union with Poland, —  Buda being the Capital 
of the two united kingdoms; and when the great 
Anjou king, Louis I., conquered the whole of the 
Balkan Peninsula, the Hungarian Kingdom ex
tended from the shores of the Black Sea and the 
Adriatic coast as far north as the Baltic.

Later on, in the fifteenth century, Hungary 
was ruled by her great Renaissance king, Matthias 
Corvinus. Eight years before his accession to the 
throne Byzantium had been conquered by the 
Turks; but the Ottomans, who still remembered 
the heavy blows inflicted upon them by the mailed 
fist of John Hunyadi, Matthias' father, respected 
and feared Hungary; and .Europe might have been 
left in peace.


