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’ ’R E A L IT Y ”
OF H U N G A R IA N  R E V ISIO N IST  P O L IC Y

by
Emil Nagy

I.

Not only is our claim to a revision not an 
illusory endeavour; it is on the contrary far 
the most ’ ’real”  of all the questions of an 
international character still awaiting a sol

ution. It is just ten years since I began my fight 
for a revision —  during a long sojourn in England; 
since that time I have exchanged viewe respecting 
the real nature of this revision with all the best 
elements of almost every civilised country —  not 
merely with hundreds, but with thousands — , but 
have so far never come across a single peraon of 
good faith who, after familiarising himself thoroughly 
with the question, refused to admit that theHungarian 
nation could not under any circumstances renounce 
its claim to a revision of the frontiers fixed by the 
Treaty of Trianon. The vast majority of those with 
whom I discussed the question on the contrary 
expressed the conviction that the Hungarians would 
be the most contemptible people on earth if they 
consented to acquiesce in the decisions taken de 
nobis sine nobis in Paris in the spring of 1919, while 
Hungary was in the throes of communism run 
amuck. Today the whole civilised world is fully 
aware that the Trianon frontiers came into being 
as the result of deception and cajolery and of an 
extremely shrewd exploitation, by the use of false 
data, counterfeit maps and perfidious exposition, 
of the ignorance of those deciding our fate. That 
the Hungarian nation can never consent to frontiers 
brought into being in such a manner, is so sound 
a ’ ’reality”  that I cannot conceive of anything 
sounder in the life of any nation whatsoever. Con- 

- sequently it is not those who proclaim that there 
will he no peace in the Danube valley until these 
blunders have been made good by means of a rational 
and just revision, that indulge in illusions or pursue 
an unsound national policy out of touch with the 
facts; on the contrary, the persons entertaining 
ridiculous illusions and defying the postulates of 
sound and sober discernment are those who would 
have the world believe that the Hungarian nation 
can ever acquiesce in these frontiers. For in the 
life of a nation, as in the lives of individuals, not 
only that which is easily 'palpable in a material sense 
is ’ ’real” , but the elementary atmosphere of reality 
contains also things so inseparably bound up with 
the spiritual life of individuals and nations that they 
can never be severed therefrom.

II.
The ’ ’real”  character of our claim to a revision 

is shown by the fact that it is the only means of 
securing real peace in the Danube basin —  that real 
peace which today is the object of the most earnest 
endeavours of the Great Powers. As a consequence

an endeavour which is the sole means calculated to 
bring about peaceful conditions of the kind, must be 
the embodiment of a conception thoroughly ’ ’real”  in 
character. That this fact is not acknowledged today in 
the States by which we are surrounded —  or for 
the matter of that by France either —  is due partly 
to the circumstance that the public consciousness 
of Europe is not yet fully convinced that the ultimate 
object of revision as correctly interpreted by the Hun
garians is to create a basis for a real and genuine 
reconcilement with our neighbours in economic questions 
too and for a reciprocal respect for one another’s 
legitimate points of view, to be followed by a respect 
for one another’s culture, this to apply primarily 
to the minorities still left under foreign rule. No 
improvement in the lot of these minorities can be 
expected except as the result of the realisation of 
revision, which will lead to the suspension beyond 
the frontiers of the anxiety originating from a bad 
conscience. The realisation of revision will eliminate 
the motives driving our neighbours to persecute the 
Magyar minorities left in their hands. The opposition 
to the idea of revision beyond the frontiers involves 
a policy by no means ’ ’real”  in character on the 
part of our neighbours —  seeing that while on the 
one hand a fair and equitable revision does not involve 
any menace to the very existence of either of our neigh
bours, on the other hand the establshment of real peace 
is in the interests, not only of Hungary, but of the 
Succession States too; and that is admitted already 
by all thinking elements beyond the frontiers too, 
even though they do not dare to say openly that 
it is absurd, both morally and spiritually, to expect 
the Hungarians to become sincerely reconciled with 
their neighbours so long as the Trianon frontiers 
are in force. Consequently, if opposition to the idea 
of revision means a permanent continuation of the 
present ” cat-and-dog”  state of things —  and in view 
of the fact that such an attitude runs counter to the 
sincere endeavours of the leading personalities of the 
Great Powers — , there can be no doubt whatsoever 
that when we examine the question from the general 
European point of view the only possible ’ ’real”  policy 
appears at once to be the carrying into effect of revision, 
the only policy deserving the name of ’ ’unreal”  being 
opposition to the idea of revision.

III.
A solution on the basis of this ’ ’real”  policy is 

inconceivable in the Europe of today unless the 
reconciliation of Hungary with her neighbours is 
undertaken in the general interests of all the Danubian 
States alike by the same Great Powers whose Supreme 
Council was responsible for originally fixing the 
Trianon frontiers on the basis of erroneous informa



SEPTEMBER, 1934 R A N U B I A N  R E V  M E W 5

tion. Today the leading Member of this ’ ’Big Four”  
is indubitably France. The fact that M. Barthou 
quite recently did just the opposite, directly inci
ting our neighbours to repudiate the idea of revision, 
proves only that those responsible for the direction 
of France’s foreign policy are still suffering from 
spiritual infatuation. But in France too we see 
every day that clarity of perception is gradually 
gaining the upper hand; nor are we entitled to pre
sume that that sagacious nation will continue for 
long to foster the ideas propounded by men like 
M. Barthou.

The fact that the interests of France and Hungary 
in respect of revision are absolutely indentical, is — to 
use a popular phrase —  ” as plain as a pikestaff” . 
It is surely the vital interest of France to keep us from 
subservience to that German ’ ’national”  imperialism 
the earliest stage of development of which is regarded 
with such misgivings by the French. The only way to 
save us from falling victims to the renewed influence 
of Germanic predominance is that France should by 
means of a fair and equitable revision reconcile us with 
our neighbours, —  that being naturally in the interests 
of Hungary too, seeing that our common sense tells us 
that our first business must be to bring about friendly 
relations with our immediate neighbours, if they make 
such a procedure morally possible. Consequently the 
interests of France are absolutely identical with 
the eminent interests of Hungary; and I cannot 
possibly believe that people in Paris would not

realise the fact if our Government and our diplomacy 
were to devote their whole energy to convincing the 
French of the truth of that fact. With this in mind 
I feel particularly delighted to hear that France and 
Italy propose to unite forces for the purpose of sol
ving the European problems still awaiting a solu
tion, —  naturally with the co-operation of Great 
Britain. Mussolini I  regard as a really great man of 
such a calibre that even in my dreams I could not 
presume to believe that he would, in the course of 
the great task to be accomplished jointly by Great 
Britain, France and Italy, forget to enforce the 
generous view to which he has always given expres
sion in connection with the revision of the Treaty 
of Trianon. It would be a crime for anyone —  parti
cularly for any Hungarian —  to even presume the 
opposite. In our present wretched condition it is 
directly re-assuring that France shonld desire in the 
future to co-operate with the Duce in the work of res
toring the order of Europe; for this co-operation offers 
a far greater likelihood of an understanding of the 
Hungarian attitude than might be expected in the 
event of France following her own devices —  or 
rather (indirectly) those of our neighbours. It is 
absurd even to imagine that Mussolini proposes 
simply to recant all he has said respecting the Hun
garian claim to revision. And the fact that Great 
Britain will also be a member of the combine, must 
enhance our hopes and our trust.

A FEW  LINKS FROM 
THE CHAIN OF SUFFERINGS 

OF THE MAGYAR MINORITY IN RUMANIA
by

Ladislas Fritz

Quite recently, in an interview given to a repre
sentative of the ’ ’Petit Parisien” in Paris, 
Titulescu, the Rumanian Foreign Minister, 
made the following statement: ” In Rumania 

the minorities enjoy the fullest rights. Absolute 
equality prevails there in religious, educational and 
cultural matters. In Rumania every citizen pos
sesses the same rights, and, in respect of rights and 
duties, whether the person in question is a Ruma
nian or member of a minority makes no difference 
at all” .

Is this really true? Or is this merely dust thrown 
in the eyes of the world? We do not wish to preju
dice the reader in his judgment on this matter; and 
for that reason we shall confine ourselves to extrac
ting a few links from the long chain composed of 
the persecution and oppression —  already becoming 
institutional —  to which the Magyar minority of 
Rumania is being subjected and of the cases of 
inequal treatment manifested in dealings with that 
minority. We shall not include all the happenings 
of the fifteen years that have elapsed since the change 
of suzerainty, but shall restrict ourselves to giving 
a section of the months of July and August, 1934,

— of merely two months. Even then our readers will 
be able to obtain an idea of the policy of Rumania 
towards the Magyar minority over almost half a 
year, if they consult the information given on pages 
41 ff. of our previous issue (Nos. 1— 3), which afford 
an exhaustive survey of the minority happenings 
in Rumania between April and June of the current 
year.

*
” In Rumania the minorities enjoy the fullest 

rights”  —  thus runs the statement made by Titu
lescu, the Foreign Minister of Rumania. A  glance 
at the original of this reflected image will imme
diately reveal a few striking data relating to the 
protection of the life and liberty of the minorities 
in Rumania.

The brutalities committed by the gendarmes which 
have so far also been in evidence continued during 
the months of July and August too to seriously 
afflict the Magyar inhabitants. Of the cases occur
ring we would confine ourselves to just a few. 1. The 
brutality shown by the gendarmes in the village of 
Ujkisoda in Temes County, where Jiles Pavel, ser
geant of gendarmes, gravely injured the person of




