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Nol long ago the Budapest University celebrated 
— with a brilliance in keeping with the inter
national gathering present — the Tercentenary 
of its foundation. From the University of Iceland 

to the University of Cape Town, from the Stanford 
University in California to the Pendsal University in 
India, most of the universities and academies of the 
world were present at our celebrations either in the 
person of a delegate or in the form of addresses. Car
dinal Peter Pazmany founded our university at Nagy- 
szombat, whence Queen Maria Theresa transferred it to 
Buda in 1777, Last Sunday the Czechs also celebrated 
the foundation of the university at Nagyszombat in the 
presence of the Prague Minister of Education, the Rect
ors of the Prague, Briinn, Olmiitz and Pozsony univer
sities, representatives of the French, Polish and Yugo
slav Legations, the Bulgarian Consul and Bishop Jan- 
tauch. A memorial tablet was placed on the wall of the 
old university building and was unveiled. The Czecho
slovak Minister of Education himself — Dr. Krcmar — 
made a temperate speech, in which he admitted that 
the principle of legal continuity did furnish a 
historical basis for the celebrations of the Budapest 
University. On the other hand, he said, the Czechs 
too were entitled to celebrate, seeing that during the 
hundred and forty-two years of its existence the 
Nagyszombat University had laid the foundations of 
the intellectual development of Slovakia.

However, these Nagyszombat celebrations once 
more gave the Czech Press an opportunity to 
emphasise practically in chorus that Cardinal Peter 
Pazmany had not the remotest intention of founding 
a Hungarian university. In the beginning — the Czech 
Press asserted — both the professors and the students 
of this university were Slovaks and Czechs. "In the 
Nagyszombat University” — so writes the ’’Ndrodni 
Listy", M. Kramar's organ — "the work done was 
to further Slav intellectual co-operation. At that time 
the cultural connections between the Slovaks and the 
Czechs were infinitely closer than those between 
Slovaks and Hungarians. The University Press pro
duced far more books written in a Slav language 
(Slovak, Czech, Croatian, Slovene and Ruthenian) than 
books written in Hungarian, This place was the scene 
of co-operation between the Slavs and the Rumanians 
(sic!).” According to the "Lidov6 Noviny" "the first 
professor who lectured from a professorial chair in 
the Nagyszombat University was a Slovak named 
Palkovics".

How much truth is there in all this when judged 
in the light of historical facts that can be proved, and 
not in that of a fantasy busy to falsify history and 
adjust it to the political exigences of the moment?

It is a grave calumny to assert that the pure 
Magyar Pazmany, who devoted his whole life to serv
ing the cause of the Hungarians with the zeal of 
race-consciousness and who was the founder of lite
rary Hungarian, had any wish to found a non-Magyar 
university. In his charter of foundation he emphasises 
the fact that the scheme of founding a university 
sprang from the endeavour on his part "to serve the 
dignity of the noble Hungarian nation" ( ”nobilissimae 
gentis Hungaricae”) He stresses the fact that in 
making this decision he "was inspired by a pure and 
sincere desire to further the Catholic faith and to 
advance his dearest country” ( ’’patriae charissimae 
sublevandae”). What nation can he have been think
ing of, if not of the Hungarian, when he tells us in 
his deed of foundation that he desired to lay the 
foundations of a university "in which the soul of this 
warlike nation may be softened and made fit to ad
minister Church and State” ? Why does he emphasise 
with particular point that he was establishing this 
university "for the development of Hungarian culture" 
( ’’ad culturam Ungariae”), if his object was to found 
a Slav university?

In the days when Pazmany lived there was no 
such thing as a "nationality question” in the modern 
sense of the term; Magyars, Slovaks, Croatians and 
Germans lived peacefully side by side. Pazmany's 
ward, Nicholas Zrinyi, a Croatian, was the most de
voted Hungarian, his motto being ’’beware of injuring 
a Magyar!” But Pazmany even in those early days 
took good care to safeguard the primacy of the Ma
gyars, In the deed of endowment of the Pazmaneum 
in Vienna he provided that the bulk of the students 
should be Magyars, though Slovaks and Croatians too 
might be admitted, and those Germans only who had 
been born in Hungary. As a true shepherd of souls, he 
was naturally attached to the honest Slovak people. 
When the Slovak church in Nagyszombat proved too 
small, he ordained that Slovak services should be 
celebrated in the Franciscan Church as a mark of his 
affection for the Natio Sclavonica, thus enabling the 
latter to satisfy its spiritual needs in its own tongue. 
Is not this fact a further proof that the other (non- 
Magyar) peoples living in Hungary have never been 
oppressed even by representatives of the Magyars with
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such vehement racial feelings as Pazmany? Or today, 
under existing political conditions, can we beiieve our 
eyes when we read that Pazmany, the Magyar prelate, 
on the occasion of a sojourn in Pome, wrote a letter 
to Pope Urban Vlil. earnestly requesting the Holy 
Father to restore to the Prague University the right 
of graduation which had been suspended for seven 
years as a consequence ot the religious wars in 
bohemia? (Pazmany’s Correspondence, Vol, Ii„ 
p. 285),

Nor can the fact that it was founded at Nagy- 
szombat be utilised for the purpose ot documenting 
the blav character or spirit ot razmany's university. 
It was oniy natural that the Hungarian Primate who 
had been driven out ot tsztergom, then in Turkish 
hands, should establish his university at Nagyszombat, 
where he had provisionally taken up his residence, 
seeing that buda, the old Capital of vne country, was 
also occupied by the lurks, that he aid not choose 
Pozsony, was probably due to his being deterred by 
the fact that the character of that city was at the time 
predominantly Protestant, Bu he himself, in his deed 
of foundation, emphasised that in the event of the 
liberation of the country from the Turkish yoke the 
university might transfer its seat to a "more suitable 
town" ( ”opportunioris urbis J. Peculiar interest attaches 
to the historical tact — a characteristic moment in 
this connection — that when, alter it had been opened, 
the university was still without a separate building, 
Canon George Soos (a Magyar) ottered the university 
the use of his house.

Were the professors of the university really 
Slavs? In those days the Jesuit Order in Hungary 
consisted predominantly of nobles — indeed, of 
aristocrats. This fact is emphasised by Pazmany in 
his speech at the 1608 Parliament in opposition to the 
Protestant Estates who proposed to expel the Jesuits 
from the country, — asking them how they would de
prive of their privileges — without a decision of a 
court of law — the Jesuits, who were Hungarian 
nobles? To do so would be to undermine the very 
foundations of the Hungarian Constitution. Such large 
numbers of scions of Hungarian aristocratic families 
entered the Jesuit Order that Pazmany in his attach
ment to his race actually feared that the eminent 
Hungarian Catholic families would become extinct, 
for that reason begging the Pope to forbid the Jesuits 
to admit into their Order sons of Hungarian aristo
crats without first consulting the Archbishop of 
Esztergom.

Who were the first persons with whom the Card
inal exchanged views respecting the foundation of the 
university? In a letter from Vienna on May 6th,, 
1635, Pazmany wrote to George Dobronoki (now 
slavised by the Czechs and called "Dobrovsky”) , 
Rector of the Jesuit House in Nagyszombat in Hun
garian: — "By the grace of God I too shall leave this 
place for Pozsony on Tuesday or Wednesday, for 
there are certain important matters I must discuss 
with Your Honour and with Father Forro". — We 
see, therefore, that two Magyars — Dobronoki and 
Forro — were present at the birth of the university. 
The first Rector of the university was George Dobro
noki; the first Dean of the Faculty of Arts — Thomas 
J&szberenyi — being also a Magyar, On the occasion 
of the opening of the university (November 13th,, 
1635) the latter savant spoke, in the presence of Paz
many, of the role and significance of the university 
in the life of the nation. The first professors — 
Stephen Goszthonyi, George Forro, Andrew Wesse- 
lenyi, Sigismund Kattai, Stephen Peto — were all 
Magyars, — the only possible exception being the 
Father Martin Palkovics mentioned by the Czechs,

id

whose name sounds Slav. From the fact that the 
lectures were delivered in Latin only persons with the 
intention ot deliberately falsifying history can con
clude that the university was not Hungarian (Magyar) 
in spirit; for — as is well known — at that time the 
international language ot the whole scientific world 
was Latin. In Hungary Latin remained the language 
of administration and education until the incorporation 
of Act 11. of 1848.

Or is it really true that the bulk of the students 
were Slavs — that meaning that the university was 
Slav too? It we examine the "Matricula” (Matricula
tion Register) of the university at the time of its 
foundation, we find that register proving that the 
students of the university were nearly all Magyars. 
On the very first page the first name is that ot Fdz- 
many's nephew, Nicholas Pazmany. In the registers 
for the first four years we discover the names of 
a large number ot sons of Hungarian magnates; 
among the students there enrolled we find Erdodys, 
Pdlttys (three at a time), Perenyis, Eorgaches, (Jzo- 
bors, Eszterhazys (five at a time), Kdrolyis, Doczys, 
Kohary’s, Baliniffys, Andrassys (three at a time), 
Balassas, Kevays, Pongrdczes, Zays, Kegleviches, 
Liptays, Bossanyis, Senneys, Czirdkys, Lippays, Itles- 
hazys, Csakys, Barkoczys, Hommonai-Drugeths, Ber- 
csenyis, Zicnys, Korlathkoys, Amades, Nyaris, Maj- 
theenyis, etc. In the school year 1635/36 the Nagy
szombat College had 194 students: of this number 70 
were non-Magyars (45 Slovaks or Slavus, 16 Croat- 
ians, 1 Dalmatian, 2 Poles, 1 Rumanian, 7 Germans). 
Of these students 43 in the first year attended the uni
versity courses in logic (28 Magyars — 3 from Tran
sylvania; 7 Croatians, 11 Slovaks, 1 German, 1 Aus
trian). Of the 68 students attending the university in 
the year 1638/39 36 were Magyars, 23 Slovaks, 1 a 
Moravian, 4 Croatian, 2 Germans, 1 a Pole, and 1 a 
Silesian. How was the university able to foster the 
Czech-Slovak brotherhood with the intimacy so 
proudly referred to today by the Czechs, when the 
Slovak students had only a single Moravian to 
fraternise with? As is shown by the case of the Zri- 
nyis, the Croatians by that time were already ab
solutely Hungarian in feeling: it was only the Illyr
ian movement started early in the nineteenth century 
that gradually estranged them spiritually from us. 
Pazmany's university was a studium generate in the 
old medieval sense — i. e. it was a universal inter
national college open to students of all nationalities. 
The great political service rendered to the Hungarians 
by the university of Nagyszombat was just that it 
provided the means to enable the younger generations 
of Magyars, Slovaks and Croatians to be brought up 
together to respect and value the common traditions 
of Hungarian history. Only the political fantasy of 
the Czechs of today has proved able to project into 
the Nagyszombat University — without any facts to 
support the theory — the idea of Czech-Slovak fra
ternisation and of that university having been the seat 
of a conscious Slav culture. And the assertion of the 
Czechs to the effect that the Nagyszombat University 
was "the seat of Slav-Rumanian co-operation as far 
back as the seventeenth century”, is historically ab
solutely comical. The university registers but rarely 
mention a stray "valachus". Is it conceivable that any 
serious political or cultural importance attached to 
such sporadic cases? At that time the Rumanians 
were historically living a merely vegetative existence. 
There is nothing strange about the University Press 
having published many Slav books; at the time it 
was the only press in Hungary which possessed Slav 
type. As late as the early years of the nineteenth 
century too the cyrillic-type books of the Serbians 
were all published by the Buda University Press. This
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is not due to the university possessing any "Slav 
spirit", but simply to the technical efficiency of the 
press and also to the exceptional political toleration 
shown by the Magyars towards nationalities of other 
tongue and to their liberal attitude towards the cult
ural development of those nationalities.

According to one of the Czech dailies (the "Na- 
rodni Listy") "Pazm&ny had no intention of founding 
a Magyar university; indeed, the Magyars never play
ed a leading role in the life of the university, it being 
on the contrary a historical fact that the Magyars 
were opposed to the Nagyszombat University, as may 
be seen from the cases of George Rakoczi and 
Francis Rakoczi, who levied war contributions on the 
Chapter responsible for the maintenance of the 
university.” In the light of historical facts just 
the opposite is true. The leading professors of the 
university were always Magyars. When Nagyszombat 
fell into his hands, George Rakoczi issued a special 
decree for the protection of the university. Under the 
year 1645 the Annals (litteraturae annuae) of the Jesuits 
speak in terms of the highest praise of George Rako
czi having commanded the troops who were plundering 
the town not to touch the Jesuit College." "Not one" 
— continues the writer of the Annals — "of all the 
persons of note, leaders, soldiers, priests — Calvinists, 
Lutherans and Aryans — failed to visit the College, 
the church and the "convictus" or to study our life 
and look at the equipment and ceremonies, or failed 
to show emotion, respect and affection when he left". 
According to the Jesuit Annals Rakoczi issued a

special patent of protection in which he forbade the 
soldiers under pain of capital punishment to injure 
the Jesuits either in their persons or in their property.

Early in the eighteenth century Nagyszombat was 
taken by Nicholas Bercsenyi, one of Francis Rakoczi's 
generals. But Rakoczi at once issued an order that 
the university should be left in peace, for he wished 
the university to be able to continue its work undis
turbed. And it is a fact that the lectures continued 
without a break during the "Crusades" against the 
Austrians from 1701 to 1705. Later on Bercs6nyi re
moved a few non-Magyar Jesiuts owing to their at
tachment to the imperial cause. Even if he did levy 
a contribution on the Chapter, that cannot in any way 
have effected the university; for the Nagyszombat 
Chapter was not responsible for the maintenance of 
that institution.

The key to the systematic Czech falsification of 
history initiated in connection with Pazmany's univer
sity is supplied by the speech made by the Serbian 
Professor Rishtakovitch at the Nagyszombat celebra
tions: — "As we have already — he declared with 
malicious pathos — "de-magyarised the Magyar 
nationality living in the territories of the Succession 
States severed from pre-War Hungary, so we must 
de-magyarise also the history of the Hungarian 
State". Our neighbours have ruthlessly and unjustly 
deprived us of our present: now they would filch from 
us our past too. Hungarian historical science must be 
on its guard in international scientific forums against 
this campaign of intellectual theft.

W AS FRANCIS LISZT A  HUNGARIAN?* *
by

D r . G a b r ie l  TJgron, P. C.,
former Minister

The appreciation of Francis Liszt's musical 
genius is the business of competent authorities. 
The object of the writer of the following article 
is to prove that the Master was a Hungarian, —  
a fact which cannot be justly called in question 
at all, but which is being obstinately disputed by 
a political tendency that is not particularly con
cerned with the truth. Although the discussion of 
this question has already been closed by the Hun
garian musical critics and by that section of mu
sical literature which may be taken seriously, it 
will perhaps be opportune to summarise the 
arguments bearing on the question.

That Liszt was a Hungarian, is proved by his 
origin, his birthplace, his writings and confessions, 
as also by his Hungarian compositions and finally 
by the spirit of his creations.

The eminent historian Alexander Takats 
establishes the fact that Francis Liszt's family was 
ennobled already by King Sigismund (1387— 1437),

• In connection with the hundred-and-twentylifth anniversary of 
Francis Liszt's birth we have repeatedly had occasion to deal with 
the German claim to the effect that Liszt was not a Hungarian but 
a German, — as also to reduce that assertion to its proper value. 
Nevertheless we consider that we are not doing anything superfluous 
in publishing the above article of an illustrious writer, which is
* happy summary and supplementation of the arguments so far adduced 
in these columns.

and that the family was related to the powerful 
clan of the Thurzos. Manv proofs in confirmation 
of this fact were published in the Hungarian press 
when —  on December 23rd, 1839 —  a deputation 
of Hungarian patriots tried to persuade the king 
to grant Francis Liszt Hungarian nobility. A ccord 
ing to available data the first member o f the Liszt 
family whose name is recorded was Lieutenant in 
the Hussars George Liszt, the Master's great
grandfather. Concerning Liszt's grandfather and 
father we have recently obtained fairly exhaustive 
data. His grandfather —  Adam  Liszt —  was born 
in Raggendorf in 1755. From his twentieth year 
he functioned as elementary school-teacher in the 
villages situated in the domains of the Eszterhazy 
family. He played both the violin and the organ. 
In the year 1794 he was a rich man, leaving 
Kopcseny (Hungary) in that year for Szentgyorgy, 
where he was shoemaker and parish clerk. He 
died on August 8th., 1844, —  an old man of 89. 
He had been married three times, the three 
marriages giving him a family of altogether 27 
children. He devoted the greatest care to the 
musical training of his children; and he had his 
son Adam  —  the future father o f the great 
Francis —  taught the piano and composition.


