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revision, but the minority question, which must be 
adjusted urgently and without delay.

A  Transylvanian journalist interviewed M. 
Julius Maniu, former Prime Minister of Rumania 
and whilom leader of the National Peasants Party, 
who evaded the question in the following manner:

“The address given by Count Stephen Beth- 
len at Milan, his Christmas article and the argu
ments, conclusions and suggestions contained 
therein, cannot be answered in the form of state
ments. The eminence of the writer and the import
ance of the question alike demand a close investi
gation. And it is to be hoped that that investiga
tion will be made."

Professor Lupas too, professor of history in 
the University of Kolozsvar, and one of the chief 
leaders of the anti-revision movement, has also 
made a statement. “There is not denying” —  he 
said —  “ that a serious importance attaches to 
Count Bethlen's Christmas article. I consider 
direct negotiations not only possible, but also 
necessary. I admit also that no one is more quali
fied than Bethlen to initiate a rapprochement be
tween the two nations. My membership of the 
Anti-Revision League does not preclude —  and 
indeed actually facilitates —  my taking a leading 
part in an association for the purpose of bringing 
about seriously and bona fide a rapprochement 
between the Rumanian elements and the minorities 
of Rumania.”

We see how this professor —  an extreme anti
revisionist —  is able to nicely differentiate; he is 
perfectly conscious of the difference between re
vision and the minority question. The other Ru
manian politicians have really much to learn from 
him.

In conclusion we would note the strange 
opinion voiced by M. Madgearu, a former Min
ister of Finance, who has declared that the only 
object Bethlen had in view when writing the 
article was to create an atmosphere favourable to 
Hungary calculated to support her claim to a de
nunciation of the military clauses of the Treaty 
of Trianon. And that is all that need be said with 
reference to the effect produced so far in the 
public opinion of Rumania proper by Count Beth
len's article.

The Hungarian journals appearing in Trans
ylvania naturally endeavour to keep the question 
raised by Count Bethlen warm: but the suggestions 
have aroused equal interest also in the German 
press of that province. Particularly noteworthy in 
this connection is a leading article which appeared 
recently in the “ Kronstddted Zeitung“  from the 
pen of a Saxon who was a Member of the pre- 
War Hungarian Parliament. “There can be no 
doubt" —  he writes —  “ that the best way to 
bring about an understanding in the question of 
the racial minorities would be for the two neigh
bouring States to open up direct negotiations. No 
objection to the effect that the adjustment of the 
affairs of racial minorities is a question of the in
ternal policy of the country concerned, any inter
vention from without being in effect an unwar
ranted interference on the part of a foreign State, 
could today be taken seriously. After all, every 
question that may be or is made the subject of 
inter-State discussion is originally domestic in 
character; nevertheless, in matters of this kind 
treaties are concluded between the several States 
which are calculated to facilitate and further 
friendly intercourse between neighbours."

THE HUNGARIAN QUESTION FROM 
GEO- AND ETHNOPOLITICAL POINT OF VIEW

by
Dr. Andrew Moraveh

T
he Hungarian question is no mere con- 
junctural phenomenon; nor is it in its essence 
or in the problems to which it gives rise, a 
mere function of any political tendency. This 

question is rooted in the soul and in the whole 
world of feelings of the Hungarian nation and is 
based in the united will of that nation: the lapse 
of time will not change it; it cannot be removed 
except by a re-adjustment of the Basin of the 
Carpathians effected in a spirit of justice and 
equity, of liberty and equality.

This immanent character of the Hungarian 
question is comprehensible only to those who are 
familiar with Hungarian history. Apart from short 
intervals, the Basin of the Carpathians for ten 
centuries constituted a political unit in which the 
leading role was continuously played by the Magyar 
element —  even when the numbers of that element

were at their lowest figure; a political unit in 
which the Magyars represented political ability 
and State-forming capacity. The Middle Danube 
territory as a whole was kept from falling to 
pieces by that Hungarian State idea which has 
been so tellingly described by Ladislas Ottlik, the 
eminent Hungarian publicist, in the following 
passage:

"The “ Hungarian State idea" was the con
centration in a single political unit of the Basin 
of the Carpathians as a natural unit of life and 
the saturation of that territorial unit with the Hun
garian idea of liberty. . .  And when we interpret 
this idea in the form of "Pax Hungarica", we turn 
conciously towards the great Roman exemplar . . .  
The world rule of the Roman Empire —  the 
domination over innumerable foreign countries of 
a tiny people —  owed its existence to the spirit
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of Roman civilisation: similarly it was the idea of 
"Pax Hungarica" —  or Hungarian civilisation — 
that in the course of time proved able to recruit in 
its service the life and genius of the numerous 
"foreign” —  non-Magyar —  peoples which were 
living beneath the shadow of the Carpathians or 
had migrated to the country, utilising their assist
ance to create a flourishing oasis of Western 
civilisation and a strong outpost of Christian 
culture. . .  The offspring of the Roman "patres 
conscripti” as champions, defenders and re
builders of the Roman Empire and of Roman civil
isation were in time replaced by African, Spanish, 
Illyrian and even Germanic "barbarians” : in 
Hungary too we see in the roll-call of great 
names fighting for Hungarian civilisation the 
French Angevin kings, Hunyadi, the son of a 
Wallachian factor, the Italian Capistrano, the 
Croatian Utyeshenovitch and Zrinyis. In 1848/49 
we find German, Irish, Serbian and Polish heroes 
fighting for the same civilisation. . , Under the 
protecting shadow of this universal cis-Carpathian 
civilisation we find living together in brotherly 
peace and concord —• each people preserving its 
own spirit, faith and customs —  Magyar and Slovak 
agriculturists, Wallachian mountain shepherds, 
German burgesses, Serbian, Greek and Armenian 
merchants and traders ..

Today this "Pax Hungarica” is already a thing 
of the past: in the Treaty of Trianon Hungary was 
mercilessly torn to pieces. Nevertheless — deprived 
of 68°/o of its territory and 59% of its original 
population, its racial brethren scattered in five 
different directions and one-third subjected to 
foreign rule —  the Hungarian people, with its 
thousand years of unbroken independent State life 
behind it, has remained steady and firm in a dis
membered fatherland, though deprived of the 
elementary conditions of mere subsistence. This 
people regards its present downtrodden state as 
merely provisional and —  as so many times during 
the thousand years of its pre-Trianon history — 
identifies its cause with the causes of Europe, 
trusting unswervingly in the power of justice and 
convinced that when Europe once more follows a 
veritably European policy she will eventually re
store the Hungarian map of a united Basin of the 
Carpathians.

The history of that Hungarian people which 
the propagandists of Prague and Bucharest declare 
to be the enemy of European peace proves beyond 
the shadow of a doubt that the Hungarian nation 
is inseparably bound up with Europe, as may be 
seen from the general summary given by Count 
Paul Teleki in the following passages:

“ From the time when Roman law and culture, 
the energy and multifariousness of new peoples and 
the authority of the Christian Church created a 
Europe, the development of that Europe has been 
uniform in every field alike. The formation of 
national States in the eighth and ninth centuries, 
the strengthening of feudalism and the royal 
power, centralisation, the Crusades of the eleventh 
and twelfth centuries, humanism, the Renaissance, 
the Reformation, the development of ocean naviga
tion and of maritime trade, the trading companies

which almost all exercised a State sovereignty (e. 
g. the Hanseatic League and the India Company), 
the discoveries and conquests and colonisations, as 
also to some extent the methods of colonisation 
themselves, mercantilism, liberalism, parliamentary 
development —  all these movements and moments 
were universally and exclusively European move
ments and moments appearing everywhere at 
practically the same time or sweeping over Europe 
from West to East. This is true of the process of 
deforestation, which began in the West in the 
centuries following the great migration of the 
peoples and came to an end in the East in the 
eleventh and twelfth centuries; it is true also of 
the growth of frontiers demarcated by compromise 
with the older earthen rampart-boundaries. We 
see the same process also in respect of the found
ation of universities, which came into existence 
practically simultaneously all over Europe. And 
printing too, which spread all over Europe within 
fifty years, shows the same process at work. And 
these movements which extended over the whole 
Continent of Europe came to a standstill at the 
frontiers of that Continent. . .  In Europe I do not 
include the greater part of Russia or the Balkans, 
which a few decenniums ago were still under 
Turkish suzerainty. The reason why I do not in
clude Russia is that that country was not European 
either geo-biologically or geologically or in respect 
of the development of its surface, or indeed in 
respect of the social and political development of 
its people: and I omit the Balkans simply because 
they were absolutely parts of Asia in the most 
important and most characteristic periods of the 
peculiarly European development of our Continent 
. . .  All the historical processus and movements 
enumerated above —  whether intellectual or cul
tural or political, social or economic —  are ele
ments of one uniform development. To take a 
single element of this development and place it 
isolated in the foreground is impossible. That is 
why it was so fatally mistaken to effect the 
political re-adjustement of Europe exclusively on 
the basis of language and linguistic kinship, —
i. e. of only one of the multifarious elements 
forming races and families of peoples . . ."

Teleki also points to the causes which made 
the public opinion of Europe liable to make that 
mistake, — to the erroneous conclusions that in
duced European public opinion to begin to take 
the term "nation" to mean the community of 
persons speaking one and the same language and 
to regard as the only principle upon which to build 
up a State linguistic homogeneity, —  to the causes 
that led ultimately to the coming into being (and 
indeed to the excesses resulting in consequences 
which serve as warnings) of the ,,nationalisms" of 
today. According to Teleki "in every territory of 
a more or less mixed character there are antagon
isms and conflicts. In such situations it is only by 
a mutual reconcilement of interests and by effecting 
a compromise of those interests that we can bring 
about a solution and peace. , .  The necessity of 
these ethnic or linguistic compromises may be 
paralleled by the necessity for compromises in the 
economic field — e. g. for the adjustment by com-
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promise of industrial, agrarian and commercial 
interests. Why is it impossible to arrive at similar 
compromises in linguistic matters too, when in 
economic life such compromises between the 
various occupations is regarded as perfectly 
natural? Every day people are beginning to realise 
more and more fully that the purely ethnical 
distribution of nationalities has been overdone. 
This was the fault, not so much of scholars as of 
politicians, the latter having underlined the 
antagonisms in order to more thoroughly mould 
the political units or to better exploit the conflicts 
between the several nationalities. Thus, in many 
cases an endeavour was made to bolster purely 
political ambitions by the aid of some talk of a 
higher ethnic community or State, that being 
effected in complete defiance of geography, 
economic life and the customs of centuries . . . How 
is it that in our generation it has become so 
common a practice to give the term "nation" an 
ethnical or racial definition? how is it that race 
and nation has become identified with language, a 
factor of far inferior moment in respect of con
siderable historical periods? The main reason is 
that in certain places —  particularly since the 
middle of last century —  the ethnical definition of 
nation has been deliberately thrown into relief and 
particular importance attached to language as a 
criterion of race. —  I would in illustration of this 
thesis point out that the two greatest national 
movements leading to the formation of large State 
units resting on ethnic foundations —  those of 
Italy and Germany —  were both quite as economic 
and geographical as they were racial in character; 
those movements were just as much directed by 
geographical situation and just as much furthered 
by economic interests as by the idea of racial unity. 
It was economically only natural that the in
numerable insignificant customs barriers should be 
demolished and geographically just as com
prehensible that the innumerable tiny districts 
constituting the Italian and German areas should 
be merged in the well-defined —  and in the case 
if Italy in particular racially motivated —  large 
territories which today form those States. But the 
national idea, which then began to make headway, 
proved strong as a slogan; so it was chosen as the 
leading motto. Nevertheless, the fact that one or 
two nationality movements based on ethnical 
foundations were backed by historical logic and 
did not clash with the economic interests, does not 
justify our concluding that economic situations 
may be subordinated everywhere to ethnical or 
geographical considerations."

*
It was this one-sided point of view that was 

responsible for the Treaty of Trianon, The drafters 
of that Treaty took into account only the ethno
graphical element —  not consistently, as we shall 
see later, but superficially, in many cases guided 
by mere malice or absolutely misguided — , whereas 
in Europe we have often to reckon with other 
forces which are often more binding and more 
effective as connecting links than are mere agree
ment in externals (citizenship, language, class) — 
viz. forms of life, identical or similar religions,

6

traditions, common history, the influence of a 
common milieu, development of a common culture, 
etc. ..

Now if we compare historical Hungary with 
the Succession States of today in the light of these 
connecting forces, a mere cursory glance will show 
us at once that there is no denying the existence 
of an enormous balance in favour of the former. 
Let us take first the geographical unity was such a 
commonplace of geographical science that every 
respectable text-book of political geography or of 
geopolitics cited as the classical example of a 
natural State unit the Hungarian Basin —  that 
territory which according to Maull,1 the authority 
on geopolitics, from 375 A. D. remained for more 
than fifteen centuries and a half a united political 
unit. The centre of the Basin of the Carpathians 
was a huge plain —  the Great Lowlands of Hun
gary —  surrounded by hilly regions beyond which 
there were high mountains (the Carpathians and 
the eastern spurs of the Alps) forming an almost 
perfect circle shutting Hungary off practically 
hermetically from the outside world. The same 
unity and detachment characterised pre-Trianon 
Hungary hydrographically too. The larger rivers 
all ran from the mountains towards the Lowlands, 
the valleys of the rivers offering natural highways 
of communication leading towards the Capital city 
of Budapest, the natural centre of traffic lying in 
the heart of the country. The favourable geo
graphical conditions furthered the establishment of 
an ideal economic community. The situation of 
Greater Hungary was of a transitional character: 
the country was situated at the point where the 
three chief territorial regions of Europe (the mild, 
rainly climatic region of West Europe, the dry, 
cold climatic region of East Europe, and the warm, 
dry climatic region of South Europe) met. It was 
this climatic peculiarity that caused the economic 
life of Greater Hungary to be so many-sided and 
brought into being the harmony which is one of the 
most important postulates of an ideal political 
territory. A  territory is harmonious naturally when 
it consists of regions possessing a varied, not 
monotonous, structure, climate, surface and veget
ation and when the regions of varying character 
are not contradictory but self-complementary."1 2

Well, in this respect Hungary was a model of 
variety. In the centre of the Lowlands was the 
staple and the chief market, with a population of 
craftsmen, traders (merchants) and officials 
(clerks). That staple was surrounded by belts de
voted to the cultivation and production of veget
ables, fruit and cereals, with a well distributed 
agrarian population: the peripheries consisting of 
regions devoted to forestry and sheep-farming, 
with a population —  constantly decreasing in 
denseness — of herdsmen and forest labourers. 
The Great Lowlands were the heart of the country:

FEBRUARY, m i

1 S ee  Maull, Otto: "P o lit is ch e  G e o g ra p h ic "  (B erlin ,
1925), p . 196.

2 S ee  Fodor, Ferenc: " A  trianon i szerzod es  fo ld r a jz i  
m egv ilag itasb an " (in  the w ork  en titled  "Ig a zsd g o t M ag ya r- 
o rsza g n a k " —  J u stice  fo r  H ungary  —  B u dapest, 1928) —  
p. 364.
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the central situation of these Lowlands lying sur
rounded by hilly regions provided a natural 
cementing force of incalculable importance both 
economically and politically. The Lowlands secured 
the State economic autarchy in respect of agrarian 
produce; while the outlying regions were of 
importance from another point of view, expanding 
that agrarian autarchy into a general economic 
autarchy by the aid of their natural resources and 
their raw materials (coal, salt, iron, water power, 
etc.) and creating possibilities for a flourishing 
economic exchange of goods the Lowlands having 
continuously exchanged their agrarian products 
for the raw materials of the peripheries.

In an excellent monograph3 to which an 
English summary has been annexed Andrew Ronai 
has made calculations relating to the ten chief raw 
products of Hungary (wheat, rye, barley, maize, 
potatoes, sugar, salt, wood, coal iron) for the 
purpose of showing the volume of those materials 
grown or produced respectively in the Basin of the 
Carpathians and the quota of the requirements of 
the inhabitants living in the respective areas of 
production suppled by the said output —  thereby 
testing the autarchic value of pre-War Greater 
Hungary. According to the results obtained by 
him, the territory occupied by the Hungarian Basin 
proved able to produce surplus supplies of eight 
of the said ten raw products, the yield of the tenth 
(coal) showing any noteworthy shortage. Ronai has 
shown, further, in the same work, that in keeping 
with the harmonious economic structure of Greater 
Hungary the distribution of the other predominant 
element of States —  viz. population —  was as 
harmonious as was that of the land. For according 
to the theses of political geography the distribution 
of the population of any given political area or 
State is ideal where the population is densest in 
the vicinity of the centre and becomes thinner and 
thinner as we approach the outlying regions, —  a 
circumstance of extreme importance particularly 
in respect of public administration, economic con
ditions and educational policy, though most 
particularly in connection with the defence of the 
country. Concerning the distribution of population 
of Hungary, Ronai says:

“ If we draft cross-sections of the map 
of the Basin of the Carpathians in several 
different directions, we find the result to be 
in all cases that the density of population 
increases to a surprising degree as we approach 
the centre of the State from the two peripheries. 
But we may go farther still. If we investigate the 
actual and natural increase of population re
spectively in the several regions of the State 
territory and the direction of the inner migration 
resulting therefrom, we find that in this respect 
the Hungarian Basin is a classical example of an 
ideal State territory. The increase of population is 
intesive in the central areas, decreasing in intensity 
as we approach the peripheries. And that this

3 "E g y  harm onikus a llam teriilet statisztikai k e p e ' 
(B u dap est, 1936: R ep rin t from  "F o ld r a jz i  K o z le m e n y e k "). 
C on ta in s very  in teresting d iagram s.

Fodor, Francis: “ T h e T rea ty  o f  T rian on  in the light 
o f G e o g ra p h y ."  B udapest, pp . 327— 360.

regular development cannot be explained as due 
to biological or other similar causes (e. g. the 
degree of prolificness of the several racial, 
linguistic, religious elements of the population 
living in the various sections of the country varying 
in degree), is shown by the degree of natural 
increase, which is often very high actually in the 
outlying regions. Only a large proportion of the 
additional population of the peripheries drifts to
wards the centre, thereby increasing the stability 
of the density of population of the State territory.”

We would add to the above conclusions 
ascertained by Ronai that this same phenomenon 
was one of the main causes of the natural absorp
tion of the non-Magyar nationalities which resulted 
in the relative proportion of Magyars in the 
country as a whole advancing from year to year. 
This inner migration —  the circumstance that the 
peoples of foreign tongues living in the nationality 
districts near the frontiers, in obedience to the 
laws of economic life, migrated in masses towards 
the purely Magyar centre and there became 
naturally Magyarised —  was the chief cause of 
the assimilation of a large scale of the non-Magyar 
nationalities, not any Magyarisation by force such 
as is being tendentiously thrown in the teeth of 
the Hungarians by the Magyarphobe propagandists. 
This is proved also by the words written some 
time back concerning the interdependence of the 
process of assimilation and the inner migration by 
Oscar Jaszi, the former Hungarian publicist now 
living in America who is there carrying on a 
campaign against his native land and cannot surely 
be accused of prepossession in favour of Hungary:

“The absorption was for the most part an un
conscious process and followed the direction of 
superior economic and cultural development. The 
increased surpluses of agrarian produce of the 
fertile Magyar plains and the enhancement of 
industry, commerce, traffic and cultural life result
ing attracted continually increasing numbers of 
persons, who in dress and mind, in customs and 
standard of life, in cultural values and finally in 
language too accommodated themselves (that being 
more agreeable for them and increasing the suc
cess and the warmth of life!!) to the standards of 
the higher economic and intellectual culture. And, 
seeing that this advance of culture ensued during 
the past century in the agriculturally wealthier 
Hungarian Lowlands and in our big towns, it is 
only natural that this centripetal tendency should 
have asserted itself in the direction of this centre 
of Magyar culture —  the movement being in 
evidence in keeping with the law of "least re
sistance” also from the direction of the starving 
and illiterate "nationality” peripheries which were 
terriblly behind the times in respect of civil 
liberties too. The only negative quality of Hungary 
as an ideal State was the nationality dis- 
homogeneity of that country."4

*
We do not of course agree that nationality 

(racial) homogeneity is a sine qua non of a sound

4 " A  nem zetisegi a llam ok  k ia lak u lasa  es a nem zeiiseg i 
k erd es”  (B u d ap est: pu b lish ed  b y  the "H u sza d ik  S z a za d ” ). 
T h e  ita lics  as those o f  the orig ina l text,
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State; indeed, we are convinced that no natural 
State units can possibly develop without the in
clusion of elements of other tongues. We are 
equally convinced that the presence within a State 
of even a very considerable proportion of elements 
of foreign race need not necessarily cause any 
disturbance; the well-known example of Switzer
land is not the only instance of this phenomenon: 
the thesis is proved also by the case of Hungary, 
where for more than ten centuries multifarious 
ethnic elements lived in peaceful symbiosis — 
alike when the Magyars formed the dominant 
majority (as in the Middle Ages) and when —  in 
the days of Turkish devastation and during the 
subsequent period when foreigners were settled in 
Hungary in large numbers to replace the Magyars 
who had perished in the continuous struggle 
against the Ottoman invaders —  the Magyars were 
temporarily converted into a minority, —  or when 
(after the opening of the twentieth century) the 
Magyars continually and consistently increased 
their numerical superiority over the Hungarians of 
other race. Until about 1830 the "nationality ques
tion” was unknown in Hungary; and later on too, 
when certain nationality "leaders” provoked a 
linguistic struggle and made foreign public opinion 
believe that the quarrels which had brought mere 
fractions into action were mass-movements, though 
the masses knew nothing of any "nationality fight". 
In the economic field there could naturally be no 
question of pressure; while the non-Magyar 
nationalities were able to freely use their own 
languages at home and in the administration of 
justice and to a rather far-reaching degree also in 
schools too.

With very few exceptions Hungarian public 
opinion and Hungarian statesmen never thought of 
depriving the non-Magyar nationalities of their 
languages. The Hungarians (Magyars) have always 
realised that the mere fact of a person's mother 
tongue being Hungarian (Magyar) was no criterion 
of loyalty to State and country and therefore at 
all times endeavoured to make the non-Magyar 
nationalities attached by feeling to the country 
and the Hungarian nation. This circumstance alone 
explains why though exposed almost continuously 
and uninterruptedly to attacks from without the 
Hungarian State never suffered serious internal 
upheavals and in consequence proved able to 
undertake and to play that role in world history 
for which its geographical situation had predestined 
it —  viz. on the one hand to act as an outpost on 
the border line between West and East, stemming 
the tides of onslaught from the East (Mongol in
vasion, Turkish occupation, pan-Slavism etc.) and 
defending the culture of the West, and on the 
other hand to ensure the rule of organised political 
order and public security in the Basin of the 
Carpathians, thereby creating and maintaining 
possibilities of moral, economic and cultural 
development. This mission the Magyars fulfilled 
honourably for a thousand years; and their ful
filment of that mission —  apart from ensuring 
the Magyar people progress, welfare and a high 
standard of culture — enabled the other nationali
ties living in Hungary also to advance (an advance

varying in degree with the varying natural sur
roundings which is however undeniable in the case 
of all those nationalities alike) both economically 
and culturally to a standard of life which in the 
opinion of all unbiassed observers was in every 
respect higher than that of their racial kin living 
beyond the frontiers of Hungary.

In this respect what has the balance-sheet of 
the Treaty of Trianon to show? The answer to this 
question given by Count Albert Apponyi was as 
follows:

„The Hungarian nation had and has a lofty 
world-historic mission, determined by the achieve
ments and tendencies of a thousand years, in the 
fulfilment of which it has been obstructed and 
weakened by the catastrophe of Trianon, This mis
sion was, and still is the defence and the peaceful 
extension of the higher standards of Western life, 
by political and military, as well as cultural efforts, 
according to the requirements of the age. The 
Trianon mutilation has detached from the West 
territories it had already conquered, and thrown 
them back into semi-oriental conditions, imperilling 
thereby eixsting Western culture in these territo
ries, and slackening the progress of those who do 
not yet possess such culture, because they no 
longer feel the stimulus of its rural power. The 
mutilation of Hungary, the weakening of the Hun
garian nation, is a loss to the great intellectual 
and moral interests of mankind, a loss without 
compensation. —  It is difficult to discover any 
humanitarian mission in* the States which were 
expanded to the detriment of Hungary, although 
the nations whose rule has thus been extended, 
undoubtedly possess such missions. These nations 
have, however, not gained, but lost energies for 
their fulfilment by the unhealthy territorial ex
pansion granted to them. True, it united politically 
kindred groups formerly severed; but, on the 
other hand, the annexation of many alien elements 
standing on a higher cultural level has disturbed 
the newly won racial homogeneity of the States, 
and driven their activity into a wrong direction. 
It has fostered in them a bellicose, imperialistic 
spirit, thereby paralysing the development of 
native culture for an incalculable space of time, 
or at least making it useless for humanity at 
large. They are fated to destroy more cultural 
values than they ore able to produce."5

*
This is the result shown by a comparison be

tween pre-War Hungary and the new States 
created by Trianon when we examine them on the 
basis of their places in world history. But the 
comparison would show results in favour of the 
former in every respect and in all fields alike, 
from whatever point of view —  geographical, de
mographic, economic, traffic conditions, etc. —  the 
comparison is made. Unfortunately the space at 
our disposal does not permit of our solving this 
very attractive problem: so we must content our

5 A p p o n y i, A lb e r t  C ount: T he h istoric  m ission  o f  H un
gary  an d  o f  the states a ggra n d ized  to  h er detrim ent. (In : 
Ju stice  fo r  H ungary, R ev iew  and criticism  o f  th e  e ffe c t  o f 
the T rea ty  o f  T rian on . L on d on , 1928. Longm ans, G reen  
and  C o. p p . 19— 20.)
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selves with pointing out briefly —  in the words of 
some non-Magyar scholar in each case if possible
—  at least the most striking geopolitical defects 
and deficiencies of the Succession States. Let us 
begin with Czecho-Slovakia, the most absurd 
structure among the Succession States both geo
graphically and demographically. Of the geogra
phical character of this State Machatschek, Pro
fessor of Geography in Vienna says:6 “ Owing to 
the purely political motives underlying the crea
tion of this State it does not form a natural and 
harmonious structure either geopolitically or in na
tionality and cultural respects. The total length 
of its frontiers —  4092 kilometres —  is more than 
three times the circumference of a circle of the 
same area; owing to this veritably monstrous 
shape the Czecho-Slovak State has been character
ised as a "miscarriage“ even by Czech authorities. 
As a consequence of that monstrous shape there 
is no natural grouping of the several sections of 
the territory round a natural centre. The situation 
of the Capital is central only in respect of Bo
hemia proper; in respect of the State as a whole 
the situation of Prague is practically peripheric. 
, . .  There is an absolute lack of unity in respect 
of the Carpathian sections, which are merely 
arbitrary slices cut out of the well-rounded eco
nomic unit formed by pre-War Hungary which 
possessed a complete unity also in respect of com
munications, —  slices which necessarily gravitate 
towards the centre of that unit. The said sections 
are in no natural conection whatsoever with the 
Sudeta regions, from which they are indeed sepa
rated by mountain walls . . .  Quite removed from 
the control of the Moravian Basin lies Carpathian 
(Little) Russia or Ruthenia, the Capital of which
— Uzhorod or Ungvar — cannot be reached from 
Prague except by a twenty hours' journey by quick 
train. All these conditions naturally involve very 
serious difficulties in respect of the technique of 
public administration and of military geography."

The whole world knows of the nationality 
multifariousness of the Czech State. The “ State
forming" people, the Czechs, do not represent 
even 50% of the total population; and in the west
ern half of the Republic the high standard of their 
culture and their being territorially in immediate 
contact with German linguistic territories belong
ing to both the German Empire and Austria makes 
the importance of the three and a half million 
Germans far greater relatively than that of their 
considerable numerical preponderance. Their im
posingly united front postulates the necessity of 
Sudeta-German autonomy; but the Czechs do not 
dare to grant them that autonomy, because they 
would in consequence be unable to continue to re
fuse to grant autonomy to their “ brothers", the 
Slovaks, with whom during the Great War Dr.

0 Machatschek, Fritz: „Die Tschechoslowakei." (Ber
lin, 1928: Zentral-Verl.), pp. 41—42.

Masaryk actually made a treaty (the Pittsburg 
Convention) guaranteeing full self-government, (It 
is true, of course, that when Head of the new 
State Dr. Masaryk called in question the validity 
of that treaty.) The Czechs cling desperately to 
the fiction that the Czech and Slovak peoples are 
only two branches of one and the same nation, 
though the Slovaks insist with equal determination 
that they are a separate nation and repudiate the 
idea of a “Czecho-Slovak national unit".

“The question of the ethnographical position 
of the Slovaks" — says Professor Machatschek — 
“is of great importance in internal politics too, 
Without doubt the Slovaks are closely related to 
the Czechs; but linguistically there can be no talk 
of any “dialects of a common language", the two 
languages being, as Czech students themselves 
have admitted, entirely different. The so-called 
“Czecho-Slovak State language" is a mere ab
surdity, if only because at the same time an or
dinance was issued providing the measures taken 
by both the Czech and the Slovak authorities 
“were to be considered as having been drafted in 
the State language". Completely divergent are 
however the political and historical traditions of 
the two races; the Slovaks are sharply differen
tiated in particular from the Czechs of Bohemia 
proper by their severely religious and conserva
tive attitude: while a decisive importance attaches 
also to the question as to whether the Slovaks are 
really anxious to become absorbed in a Czecho
slovak nation controlled by the Czechs. So far the 
great bulk of the Slovak people have energetically 
repudiated the suggestion and cling to the pecu
liarities and the independence of their race ..  ."7

If we add to the question of the Sudeta Ger
mans that of the Hungarian (Magyar) minority of 
nearly a million souls the cultural and historical 
importance of which far exceeds that incidental 
to their numerical strength, — a minority which 
is quite unable to feel at home in Czecho
slovakia — , and if we take into account the con
stantly growing dissatisfaction of the Ruthenians, 
a people of great importance owing to its geo
political situation which is not sentimentally in the 
least agreement with the Czechs, — a dissatis
faction due to the Czechs having failed during 
fifteen years to realise a single letter of the auto
nomy promised Ruthenia under the Treaty of 
Peace — , we shall have some idea of the most 
important geopolitical and ethnopolitical difficult- 
ties confronting the new Czecho-Slovak Republic, 
— difficulties which contribute very largely to 
impede the development of a consolidated State 
life and indeed continuously threaten to under
mine the very existence of the State.

7 Op. cit., p, 30.

(To be continued.)


