
PREMIER NICHOLAS KALLAY’S SPEECHES 
DURING DEBATE ON ESTIMATES

speech delivered by Premier Nicholas Kallay opened
the debate on the 1944 Estimates which started on
November 12th.; and on the same day he replied also 

to to the speeches made during the debate on the Estimates 
of the Prime Ministry.

In his opening speech the Premier inter alia made the 
following statements: —

“For my part I would merely declare that we are 
pursuing unchanged our traditional foreign policy —  the only 
foreign policy in keeping with the interests and the honour 
of the nation, and that we continue to hope that thereby the 
struggle now being waged will end with a victory of our 
arms and our ideals .However trifling a plaything we may 
seem to be in the struggle of the Great Prowers of the 
world, — a mere speck of dust in the mighty dimensions of 
that struggle — , our fate, I believe and profess, lies largely 
in our own hands. That is why I am struggling and worrying 
and not allowing myself to be dragged into decisions which, 
though convenient perhaps and simplifying the situation, are 
all the more calculated to lose sight of or to jeopardize the 
nation. I refuse to budge an inch from the only safe and 
honourable rocky foundations, the only true path of the Hun
garian idea, of Hungarian aims and the Hungarian future.

“Three things are needed to enable us to remain on this 
path, —  first, a realization of the fact that sooner or later 
we may find ourselves in the focus of the three Great 
Powers fighting in Europe; the military forces of the German, 
Russian and Anglo-Saxon worlds are drawn up around us, 
and the great conflict is approaching us on every side. But 
the psychic and spiritual influence of our enemies may affect 
us too; the “ was of nerves" has already become a household 
word everywhere and may easily impress those who are 
easily impressionable. We cannot dream of defying these
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colossal armed forces out of our own resources; all the more 
essential is it, however, that hostile propaganda and foreign 
influence should not disrupt our unity, affect the clarity of 
our vision, introduce a spirit of defeatism among us. It is the 
duty of the political leaders of the country to take due 
account of these unmistakable facts and to prepare the 
country in every respect to meet the danger.

“The second essential postulated by the present situation 
is that we should increase to the utmost possible measure, 
with the aid of the forces at our disposal, our military 
preparedness; it is our duty to spare no sacrifice or effort 
to enable us to achieve that end. For, although I herewith 
solemnly declare that we do not entertain any aggressive 
ideas whatsoever, we shall nevertheless —  and let the whole 
world take cognizanice of the fact —  defend our frontiers; 
that is a point on which we shall never yield; that is a point 
which cannot be made the subject of political consideration 
or even a question of military capacity: it is a national duty, 
a question of "to be or not to be” . Provocation would be mere 
foolish bravado; and it would be equally foolish and reckless 
not to economize our forces to the utmost possible measure: 
but those are cowardly and abject traitors who refuse to 
defend our frontiers, our country and our liberty, — who in 
such an event were even to weigh the odds of forces and to 
appraise possibilities. Noone should imagine that this task 
can done for us by any one else. This is our duty, and cannot 
be the duty of any one else. These are then the two great 
facts which must be fully realized by the nation, — two 
things for which we must be prepared and which will decide 
our fate.

“The third essential providing any possibility whatso
ever of this decision being a favourable one, is the main
tenance and securing under all circumstances of our own in
ternal order. The decision of the two great questions referred 
to above does not rest solely and exclusively with us. In the 
first —  the conflict of the Great World-Powers — mili
tarily we can have nothing, and politically very little, to say. 
But that little too will become nothing, and our existence and 
our fate as Hungarians will be decided against us and without 
consulting us, if in the third essential —  internal order —
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we fail to ensure our nation, the Hungarian future, the 
possibility of showing at the time when the settlement of the 
conflict comes intact political, military, economic, social and 
spiritual forces enabling the country to face the chaotic prob
lems of Central Europe and assert its own will and make 
its voice heard.

“ Should the gigantic conflict of the Great Powers sweep 
us out of existence, or should we be attacked by forces 
numerically so superior that even the greatest Hungarian 
heroism must fail to cope with them, we may be exonerated 
in our own eyes and in those of the world generally. But if 
the factor mentioned third by me — our internal order —— 
fails to work and we thereby aggravate our situation and 
deteriorate our prospects, — if that decides our fate against 
us and if we ourselves renounce our life, — then there will 
be no excuse for us, no indulgence shown by the tribunal of 
Hungarian history towards this present generation, It will be 
impossible to urge in exoneration even that we could not have 
known what was going to happen —  that we could not have 
known that this would be the issue; for the warning example 
of 1918 — of the rising to power of disunion, cowardice and 
meanspiritedness — once already showed that that too is 
possible —  that what we never imagined was possible could 
ensue. That situation must never recur. I myself shall use 
all the strength and the resolution given me by God to 
prevent such a recurrence".

Premier Kallay on the Nationality Question

In his reply to the various speeches the Prime Minister 
energetically protested against the charge of inconsistency.

“A  few weeks ago” — he said —  "I consented to the pub
lication in print of my speeches. I did so in the consciousness 
that I was thereby offering far greater opportunity for a 
comparison of my work of more than eighteen months and 
of the various statements — drafted with the utmost scru
pulousness —  made by me during that period; but in my 
first speech, in which I said that we had to take an active 
armed part in this campaign, I was unable to insert the 
statement that I had taken over a fait accompli, — a fact
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well known to you all. And the whole House must also be 
fully aware of the proportion of that army of 300,000 men 
which we lost, —  must be conscious of the fact that we lost 
practically the whole of our equipment, — facts from which 
it was my duty to my conscience und to my sense of obligation 
as a Hungarian to draw conclusions. It is events that have 
changed. I cannot bring myself to declare that the second 
Hungarian army —  all that was sent there by us —  must be 
thrown into the struggle in which -— and that is my firm 
conviction — the fate of Hungary will in large measure be 
decided; for in the speech made by me today too I have 
declared that we should not for a moment imagine that any
one will defend us. We are a mere speck of dust in the 
gigantic struggle; but in our own struggle we need all the 
forces at our disposal. And those I am placing in reserve. 
The contradiction is therefore only an apparent one.”

Later in his speech the Prime Minister continued: —  ‘‘I 
would now proceed to deal with the grave and important 
questions which have engrossed the interest of us all — 
questions with which the House has dealt most intensively. 
The first of these problems is the nationality question. From 
my first appearance before the House — last year, in the 
statements made by me at Ungvar and the other day at Huszt 
—  I have endeavoured to outline Hungary's nationality policy. 
In all these declarations of mine I have always emphasised 
the grandeur of the Hungarian State system in being able to 
exercise control and rule over a nationality country, to enlist 
non-Magyar nationalities in the national work and to assimi
late nationalities — never by compulsion, and indeed showing 
a decided aversion to the use of compulsion.

"Respecting the question of retorsion, I would make the 
following observation. That same mentality throws obstacles 
in the way of a policy of unrestricted retortion. That l should 
bully my own fellow-citizen because the other mand maltreats 
my fellow-Magyar, is absolutely out of keeping with the Hun
garian intention and the Hungarian idea, —  with our na
tionality policy: but in default of other means this too must 
be resorted to. It is an expedient which I endeavour to avoid, 
making every effort to prevent such measures being taken; 
but, if compelled to adopt the expedient, —  if driven to
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resort to this to my mind —  I would repeat —  incorrect 
means — , I do so, not for considerations of nationality policy 
(God forbid!), but simply for the purpose of endeavouring 
thereby to alleviate the bitter and atrocious sufferings inflic
ted in South Transylvania, particularly on our racial brethren.
— simply for the purpose of doing something to improve 
their lot.

“ I have used the word “assimilation". I cannot cenceive 
why the Germans of Hungary at times speak so disparagingly 
of the matter, or why they appear to regard it as a problem 
of the nationality question not at all to their liking? In the 
first place, I cannot find in our historical past any sign 
whatsoever of active assimilation; for in this connection the 
fact must be established that the German elements in Hun
gary which have become assimilated are primarily members 
of the intelligentsia, not the masses. Those elements have 
become assimilated, therefore, upon which no pressure of 
any kind could be brought to bear. This assimilation is a 
remarkable manifestation of that Magyar power of attraction 
which created and has maintained this State. We Magyars 
are the only elements entitled to struggle against this process; 
we might justly say that we are not prepared to allow non- 
Magyars to enter Magyar life or to grant them high offices. 
We might say that we will not allow these non-Magyars to 
occupy the positions we ourselves need. But that is not how 
we Magyars think. To those who are here and live among 
us, everything is open that is open to every Magyar.

“That is the difference in attitude between us. I see no 
trace of assimilation among the lower classes. In the case of 
(he Calvinistic Slovaks and of the oft-stressed crowds of 
persons with Magyar names in Transylvania who today 
belong to the Greek Catholic (Uniate) or Greek Oriental 
(Orthodox) Churches —  in a word, to the Rumanian Church
— for I know many fine Magyars belonging to both the 
Uniate and the Orthodox Churches and I should not like my 
words to be misunderstood — , there are no traces of Ma
gyar assimilation. On the contrary. And this too has its 
historical reason. It is connected with the development of the 
noble class (Estates). Admission to the order of nobility 
exercised an attraction of its own; and that was the cause
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of the assimilation: and there is no truth in the allegation 
of those who assert that we oppressed our non-Magyar na
tionalities, —  the Slavs and the Rumanians. Nothing of the 
kind; the lower classes of those nationalities were excluded 
from the order of nobility in exactly the same way as our 
Magyar peasantry. Like the latter, they too had no share in 
the brilliant side of life, which was reserved for the nobility. 
I do not wish to draw any conclusions now from this fact, — 
merely to reduce the question to the establishment of facts.

“Nor could 1 conceive of the future of the Germans of 
Hungary otherwise than on the basis of a revision —  in ab
solute friendship and in the spirit of a common mentality and 
outlook on life resulting from many centuries of symbiosis 
—  of these standpoints. We have no desire to assimilate. 
But we shall in the future too glady welcome the co-operation 
of all willing to collaborate with us.

“ There are of course difficulties and hitches in respect 
of our treatment of our non-Magyar nationalities. This is 
due in reality to two fundamental circumstances. In the 
first place, large blocks of these nationalities returned to us 
during the present Great War and are now comparing the 
conditions under which they lived in pre-War days with 
those now prevailing in Hungary. They do not realize that 
this is how things stand everywhere in the world —  maybe 
the matter does not even interest them; their simple, primitive 
logic tells them that the “ Bata shoe" era was better than 
the present. That is no fault of ours. To my mind this is one 
of the causes of the trouble. However, if we survey the 
complaints put forward by our non-Magyar nationalities as 
a whole — as I have done — , we cannot but realize that the 
matters at issue are only of a trifling character."
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