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should be held to decide to which State those ter
ritories wish to belong. The Hungarians expect the 
acceptance of these fundamental principles to 
result in the nationalities arbitrarily torn from 
Hungary without being consulted either returning 
to their former allegiance to Hungary or choosing 
independence and by living in peaceful co-opera
tion and on terms of equality with the Hungarians 
(Magyars) restoring the peaceful conditions once 
ruling in the Danube Basin which have been 
destroyed by the peace treaties and thereby ensur

ing, not only their own existence, but in all pro
bability also the security and the tranquillity of 
Europe generally, one of the strongest pillars of 
which —  a pillar which stood firm and unshakable 
for a thousand years —  the Basin of the Carpa
thians —  was thrown by the shortsightedness of 
the treaty-makers at the mercy of those miniature 
imperialisms which have replaced the “ Pax Hun- 
garica“ that for a thousand years held its own in 
that territory with a state of “ bellum omnium 
contra omnes“ that they would fain make perpetual.

ANGLO-SAXON PUBLIC OPINION AND 
THE HUNGARIAN WAR OF INDEPENDENCE

by

JElemer Szudy
This year too — as every year — all Hungary, 

even the remotest villages, celebrated with due pomp 
the Idus of March, the Day of Liberty connected so 
closely in the grateful memory of posterity with the 
names of Louis Kossuth, the great statesman, and 
Alexander Petofi, the world-famed poet. It is these 
two men and the figure of Francis Rakoczi II., Prince 
of Transylvania, that express most profoundly the 
Hungarian ideal of Liberty, which — apart from in
culcating respect for the ancient Hungarian Constitu
tion, a Charter of liberty as old as the Magna Charta
— comprises the totality of human rights and all the 
constructive substance created by a noble historical 
evolution.

The Hungarian idea — which to us Hungarians 
means at all times the political independence of our 
thousands-years-old Hungarian State — during the 
whole course of its stormy history probably came 
nearest to the almost inaccessible meridian of the 
understanding sympathy of the Anglo-Saxon peoples 
during the War of Independence of 1848/49 and the 
events that immediately followed that struggle. The 
generations of today probably do not realise what the 
name of Louis Kossuth meant in respect of liberty and 
democracy in the Great Britain and even in the United 
States of yore, — do not realise that the exiled Hun
garian champion of freedom already represented — 
in his opinions and in the speeches which he then made 
in England and America — a world tendency which is 
still the lodestar of the countries living under the pro
tection of a democratic constitution and still inspires 
the thought founded on the individual rights of man. 
We might have spoken of it as "view of life” ; but we 
have deliberately avoided that term, knowing as we 
do the practical attitude towards life of Englishmen 
and Americans,

No one in the pre-War period represented the 
Hungarian idea so forcibly in foreign countries as did 
Louis Kossuth. Who was this marvellously strong man 
endowed with such divine gifts? Louis Kossuth was to 
Hungary what perhaps Cromwell was to England, — 
the inspirer and representative of popular forces 
springing from gigantic depths which had slumbered 
for centuries in the depths of history and were sud
denly roused to life, consciousness and power by his 
genius and the irressistible pathos of his active spirit. 
Both these men entered the lists on behalf of liberties
— in both cases with a rigid majesty of selflessness

that makes their respective nations still raise them to 
a lofty pedestal of worship and adoration.

The century and a half of Turkish occupation de
prived Hungary of almost two-thirds of her population 
and thereby of the bulk of her vital energies; the Low
lands — formerly a veritable Canaan — were con
verted into a Sahara. And the losses in blood and 
force which Hungary had suffered were not in any way 
neutralised by the more than three centuries of Habs- 
burg rule that followed — a rule that indeed aggravat
ed and made more fatal in their ultimate effect those 
losses; for instead of using every effort to strengthen 
the Hungarian population still left in the country and 
to reinforce and re-construct the pure Hungarian 
territory liberated from the Turkish yoke, the lords 
of Vienna resorted to an incomprehensibly fatuous 
policy disastrous to the dynasty too and turned against 
the Hungarian nation which stood for the State and 
jealously guarded its ancient Constitution,

This tendency manifested itself in two directions. 
First of all it showed itself in an economic and 
political oppression of the Hungarian population left 
in the country; and secondly in the settlement in the 
Country of foreign elements whose chief object in life 
Was to be to oppose the historical development of 
Hungary and to defy the Hungarian cause. This was 
the policy initiated by Cardinal Kollonitch, the all- 
powerful Chancellor of the Monarchy, It was at this 
period that the most fertile and richest Hungarian 
territories were sequestered by hundreds of thousands 
of Swabian, Serbian and Rumanian settlers.

Louis Kossuths War of Independence raised these 
masses of foreign race also into full possession of the 
Hungarian national rights achieved by him. On March 
14th., 1848, the Pozsony Hungarian Diet of the Estates 
proclaimed the complete equality of all Hungarian 
nationals and within the short space of one hour 
renounced all its ancient privileges. There was no 
exception. All persons alike were given a share in the 
new Constitution — Magyars, Germans, Slovaks, 
Serbians, Rumanians and Ruthenians; and that the 
significance of the innovation was fully appreciated 
and grasped by the masses too is shown by the fact 
that when the new Constitution had to be defended by 
armed resistance against the resuscitated absolutism of 
Vienna, not only Magyars, but Swabians, Slovaks and 
Ruthenians too flocked to join the standards of 
Kossuth and Gorgey. Apart from certain exceptions
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the Serbians and Rumanians did not do so. They were 
in the service of the Vienna Cabal ("Camarilla” ), ris
ing in arms to interrupt the struggle for independence 
waged against Vienna by Kossuth.

The great international importance and influence 
of this struggle the same circles endeavoured then and 
are endeavouring today — proving that their historical 
sight suffers from a constant optical delusion — to 
obscure in the eyes of the public opinion of Europe 
and America alike. They are incapable of admitting 
that the Each—Schmerling system introduced after the 
overthrow of the Hungarian struggle for independence 
inflicted its oppressive methods just as much on the 
Rumanian and Serbian inhabitants of Hungary as it 
did on the Magyars. And indeed the former have 
continued to share in the Hungarians' fate in their 
post-Trianon situation too. Why is it out of the ques
tion in the Danubian territory to come to any economic 
or political agreement? and why is it that at the same 
time unceasing unrest is found to prevail, not only 
in Central Europe, but also in the international 
political situation generally? The laws governing geo
graphical symbiosis make it imperatively urgent to 
effect a change in the present situation of those peoples 
which have fed abundantly on the inheritance of St. 
Stephen, unless they wish to be swallowed up them
selves by the maelstrom of common annihilation and 
collective destruction.

The triumph won by the Hungarian War of Inde
pendence in 1849 was only an abstract one; for the 
"national defence" army which had always defeated 
Austria was overwhelmed. The hosts of Czar Nicholas' 
I. summoned to Austria's assistance numbered more 
than 200.000 men. Under the conditions then prevailing 
this v/as an enormous army; its overwhelming numeric
al superiority enabled it to force its way through the 
Carpathians for the common defence of the Dynasties 
united in the Holy Alliance and to compel the war
riors of liberty who had fought so heroically in the 
cause championed by Kossuth and Gorgey to surrender 
on the field of Vilagos.

The Austrian commander-in-chief, Haynau "of the 
bloody hands", who "wound up" the victory in Hung
ary after the departure of Prince Pashkievitz from that 
country, — and indeed in all probability the Vienna 
Court too — , believed that the idea of an independent 
Hungarian State had perished too on the field of 
Vilagos. They were mistaken. This, idea had always 
throughout the course of the centuries been a living 
reality, — even when it seemed for the moment to 
lack all appearance of reality. This was the idea which 
Kossuth took with him into exile;and it was this Hun
garian idea that was welcomed so solemnly in 1851 
by the inhabitants of Southampton, when Kossuth 
arrived in that town from Kiutahia in Asia Minor on 
a ship placed at his disposal by the American Govern
ment. And it was this idea that passed in triumph on 
the eloquent lios of Kossuth through London and 
Birmingham and Manchester etc., the Hungarian patriot 
everywhere receiving a reception usually accorded to 
sovereigns only.

For diplomatic reasons which it is easy to under
stand the British Government itself and official Eng
land were unable to take any part in the celebration 
of Kossuth and the Hungarian cause; but the annalists 
of history have recorded the feelings and the thoughts 
of that Government and of the opinion of the Hungar
ian question held by Lord Palmerston, the British 
Foreign Secretary.

The exceptional position enioyed bv Louis Kossuth 
in the exile is shown, not only by his having for years 
been permitted to freely continue his political activity, 
but also by the bearing of the British Government in

the so-called "Haynau Affair" (Haynau was insulted 
by the crowd when he landed in England).

When in 1852 Louis Kossuth transferred the scene 
of his activity for a short period to American soil, 
there was a repetition on an even more intensive scale 
(if that is really conceivable) of the demonstrations of 
sympathy for the great Hungarian. The Government 
of the Union waived all reserve and had Louis Kos
suth, one of the greatest heroes of liberty in the world, 
taken to the Capitol in Washington, where during a 
session of Congress he made a brilliant speech from 
one of the benches. His speech, recorded in the Minutes 
of Congress, had an exceptionally great effect; and 
afterwards the Hungarian patriot was taken in a 
veritable triumphal procession through the United 
States. Probably only General Lafayette, the French 
hero of the American War of Independence received 
such great honour, was shown so much respect in the 
territory of the Union as was Louis Kossuth.

At that time Hungary could justly say that 
through the person of Louis Kossuth she had been 
accorded the affection of the whole Anglo-Saxon 
world. And may be the Hungarian question would 
have become a European problem, had not the Crimean 
War intervened — a war in which Austria turned her 
back on Russia and thus made it easier for the 
Western Powers to wiin a victory over the Czar of' 
the North, Austria's defection had to be rewarded; 
and the bill was paid out of Hungary's pocket. That 
was not the first case of such procedure; nor was it 
the last. The heaviest bill of the Great War was also 
presented to Hungary — to that Hungary whose Prime 
Minister, Count Stephen Tisza, to the very last moment 
most vehemently opposed the outbreak of hostilities, 
since he saw that the only possible result of an armed 
conflict was a catastrophe that would shake the found
ations of the whole world.

What Hungary desired was peace; but she was 
nevertheless treated to a war still being waged against 
her with unrelating bitterness today — fifteen years 
after the conclusion of peace!! The means of warfare 
are different indeed; but the results are just as hor
rible. Hundreds of Hungarians are being ruined 
and annihilated today, not by shalls and bullets, but 
by- the blows inflicted by that pernicious minority 
policy which is raging with unmitigated violence in all 
the former Hungarian territories wrested by force from 
the mother country and particularly in Rumania, 
where an attempt is being made to deprive the Hun
garians. not only of their language, religion, schools, 
and political and personal liberty, but also of their 
last crust of bread.

The idea in the cause of which we appeal to the 
public opinion of the Anglo-Saxon peoples, is once 
more that of human liberty, — of the liberty of three 
and a half million Hungarians thrown into the most 
monstrous bondage and the most humiliating thraldom 
by the Treaty of Trianon.

We demand that they should be granted the same 
rights and the same possibilities of livelihood as are 
enjoyed by the other nationals of the States in which 
they live. We demand that the new rulers to whose 
control millions of Hungarians have been allotted by 
the new frontiers shall fulfil the obligations towards 
those Hungarians.

The carrying into effect of the provisions of 
the Minority Treatys was guaranteed by the Great 
Powers — including Great Britain too. The Hungarians 
feel that in the desperate situation of their racial 
brethren — particularly in view of the memories of 
Louis Kossuth still alive in England — they are not 
guilty of any want of tact in calling attention to that 
guarantee.


