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THE FATE OF ..ROMANIA MARE“
BY

ANDREW BAJCSY-ZSILINSZKY

Greater Rumania was brought into existence by Ru
manian greed and megalomania and by the unscru
pulous recklessness of the Great Powers which were 

victorious in the Great War. We have not yet forgotten the 
astounding statement made a few years ago by Andr6 
Tardieu, a former French Premier, to the effect that it was 
only by his forcible insistence that it proved possible during 
the peace negotiations to reinstate Rumania as ally of the 
Western Powers. At that time the leading statesmen of 
France and Great Britain insisted for long on declaring that 
owing to the separate Peace of Bucharest made with the 
Central Powers Rumania had forfeited her rights as their 
ally. In the end, however, —  as in so many other Central 
European questions then adjusted —  the victory rested with 
the attitude — that of Tardieu —  which was less intelligent 
and less logical, less natural and less defensible.

These "behind the scenes" secrets were revealed by 
Tardieu when infuriated by Rumania beginning to betray 
signs of disloyalty to France, actually almost straying into 
the other orbit during the short-lived regime of the Goga 
Government.

And since then the world has been treated to the mar
vellous jugglery of Rumanian policy in the face of the 
menaces of the Soviet Empire. First the Rumanians accepted 
British guarantees and then, during the German-Polish war, 
cautiously wriggled out of them. They first made a military 
alliance with Poland and then, in the hour of danger, turned 
their backs on the alliance and left Poland in the lurch. 
They first encouraged the ambitions of the Iron Guards, 
chiefly in order to have at their disposal terrorist detach
ments to frustrate the Hungarian revisionist movement, and
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then exterminated the leaders of the same Iron Guards, now 
finally endeavouring to govern with the aid of the Iron 
Guards left alive. When there were signs of a menace of 
a French-British action in the Near East and these "Pan- 
Rumanians” felt they were under the protection of the 
British and French armies, they once more began to adopt a 
swaggering attitude towards Germany; and then, when 
there was no longer a possibility of having protectors near 
them, they again had recourse to a policy of coquetting 
with the Third Empire. First they sold their oil to the 
British and then they sold the same oil to the Germans and 
attempted to trim their obligations to fit the fluctuations and 
"daily quotations” of European politics, leaning first to
wards the one and then towards the other Party. Bucharest 
developed into a veritable Political Exchange. The Ruma
nians displayed conciliation and more or less suppleness in 
every direction, even towards Bulgaria too; and practically 
the only "securities" not quoted on the Bucharest Political 
Exchange were the political and economic "securities" of 
Hungary. They pursued the same policy as the Czechs 
pursued two years ago, —  the lower they bowed and cringed 
before their mighty neighbours, the greater the oppression 
meted out to the poor Magyar minorities. Titulescu of old 
pursued a Russophile policy simply in order to save Bes
sarabia, while at the same time he courted the friendship 
also of the victorious Great Powers, playing fast and loose 
with the guarantees of the latter in order thereby to ensure 
his country's spoils on the other side. Titulescu's policy was 
already directed chiefly against Hungary and the Hunga
rians. This Magyar phobia has been the only stable and 
unalterable element of Rumanian policy ever since the 
creation of Greater Rumania ( “ Romania Mare” ). And yet the 
mountebank quackery of the Bucharest Exchange has failed, 
— as indeed usually happens with political jugglery which 
entirely lacks a basis and natural forces and relies exclus
ively on machinations and terrorism.

It seems as if it were only yesterday that King Carol 
visited Bessarabia and made that hectoring speech in Kis- 
henev in which he vowed energetically that Rumania would 
not give up one single square inch of Bessarabia. Our Finnish
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brethren protested indeed much less, but when they had to 
defend themselves they showed an unparalleled courage. 
The world of course knows that the Rumanians are not 
Finns; but the two months which passed between the making 
of that vow and the recent submission seem somehow to be 
a rather short period. For it is a fact that the Rumanians 
yielded in absolute submission to the Soviet Russian ultima
tum! Sic transit gloria mundi! . . .

We do not wish to offend the honest and well-meaning 
Rumanian people, particularly in the grave situation in 
which that people finds itself today; but it would on the 
other hand be difficult for us when speaking of the Ruma
nians to pass over in silence that shameful series of abject 
cringings before their more powerful neighbours, of everlast
ing intrigues and betrayals of allies, of oppressions and 
hectorings in dealings with small peoples like themselves 
which began fully two centuries ago, when — early in the 
eighteenth century —  the Russian Czars first seized hold 
of Bessarabia, and has lasted down to the present, to their 
restoration of Bessarabia, which even the 1878 Berlin Con
gress left in the possession of Russia, though at the same 
time very seriously damaging the laurels and curtailing the 
claims of the Russian Great Power that had been victorious 
in the last Turco-Russian war. Yet history does hold a 
mirror up to every intelligent people. That is why it sounds 
almost incredible that Rumania should ever have been able 
to conceive that Russia would really renounce her claim to 
Bessarabia, which has the justification of history.

The only question remaining now is how the problems 
of Hungarian-Rumanian and Bulgarian-Rumanian revision 
respectively will be solved. We cannot for one moment ima
gine that the recovery by Russia of Bessarabia and North 
Bukovina has closed the question of revision. Today there 
is not a single victorious or defeated or non-belligerent 
Great Power or indeed nation or country in Europe —  or 
for the matter of that in the other Continents either —  
whose interest would impel it to obstruct the realisation of 
Hungarian or Bulgarian revision. No thinking person can 
surely have any doubt today that Rumania in herself does 
not represent any independent or important force. It is no
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mere accident that Rumania — even the Lesser Rumania 
of earlier days —  was established, not by the Rumanian 
nation, but by the will of the Great Powers. Lesser Rumania
— "historical" Rumania —  was created by the mighty 
Members of the Berlin Congress; Greater Rumania by the 
Powers victorious in the Great War —  as a reward for the 
betrayal of Hungary and the insidious attack against that 
country. And we must remember that the Paris Treaties of 
Peace show the traces of unlimited falsification of history 
by the Rumanians and of lying propaganda. The new order 
of the Danube Valley must certainly not be built upon a 
moral, political and military desert —  upon sand —  such 
as “ Romania Mare” has proved to be.

The new order of the Danube Valley cannot possibly be 
good, profitable and lasting unless it first and foremost —  
apart from and irrespective of the ethnographical principle
—  yields their due places to geography and history.
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WHY HUNGARY IS ENTITLED TO DEMAND 
THE RESTORATION OF TRANSYLVANIA

BY

ANDREW FALL

The second Great War which began in the autumn of 
1939 opened all those bleeding wounds which the 
Paris Treaties of Peace that ended the first Great War 

inflicted on the body of Europe. One of these festering sores 
was the Rumanian question. For under the Paris Treaties 
of Peace Rumania despoiled all her neighbours. From 
Russia she took Bessarabia, from Bulgaria Southern 
Dobrudja, and from Hungary Transylvania, together with a 
part of the Banate and the outlying peripheries of the Great 
Hungarian Plain. In addition she was given a slice of 
Austria —  Bukovina. Her pre-War territory of an area of 
137, 903 sq. kilometres was enlarged by the Paris Treaties 
to 295.049 sq. kilometres — that being an augmentation of 
114%, the increase being 157.146 sq. kilometres. Her pre- 
War population of 6.966.000 souls was increased by the 
addition of the 8.736.000 inhabitants registered by the 1910 
Census in the territories allotted to her, the latter including 
nearly 5.000.000 Magyars, Russians, Ruthenians, Germans, 
Bulgarians, Turks, Tatars and others of non-Rumanian 
nationality. This gigantic augmentation of population and 
territory set the dynasty and the successive Governments of 
Rumania superhuman tasks. The States concerned never 
renounced their claim to the three most valuable of the 
provinces thus acquired — Transylvania, Bessarabia and the 
Dobrudja.

During the last twenty years Rumania insisted obstina
tely on her status quo policy, proving quite incapable of 
coming to terms with any of her neighbours on the basis of 
justice and equity. And she aggravated her relations with
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her neighbours still more by meting out the most inhuman 
treatment to the national minorities subjected to her rule. 
For that very reason, during the last twenty years the rela
tions between Rumania and her neighbours have always 
been strained; and this tension has been still further inten
sified during the present Great War. The great German and 
Italian victories have already begun the re-adjustment of 
Europe; and the unerring logic of historical justice was 
asserted when the dissolution of Greater Rumania began. 
Soviet Russia was the first claimant to appear on the scene 
when the liquidation of Rumania entered the phase of 
materialisation: on June 26th, the Bucharest Soviet Minister 
presented to the Rumanian Government a Note containing 
the Soviet Russian demands in which Russia insisted that 
Rumania should immediately evacuate Bessarabia and North 
Bukovina. The Rumanian Government accepted the terms of 
the ultimatum; and in a few days the Russian troops 
occupied the territories thus demanded. But that is not the 
final solution of the Rumanian question; for Bulgaria and 
Hungary both immediately put in their claims for territorial 
restitution.

The Party most seriously concerned in the liquidation 
of Rumania is Hungary. Under the Paris Treaties of Peace 
Rumania wrested from Hungary territory of an area of
103.000 sq. kilometres with a population of 5.200.ooo souls. 
The territory severed from Hungary and given to Rumania 
alone represented 31.7% of the total area of the thousand- 
year-old Hungarian Kingdom, — an area exceeding that left 
in the possession of Hungary by the Peace Edict of Trianon. 
The territory in question was for a thousand years included 
in Hungary and complemented that country perfectly alike 
historically and geographically, economically and culturally; 
for that reason the public opinion of the whole world regards 
it as quite natural that the Hungarian people should now 
claim this territory on those grounds.

*
The historical right of the Hungarian people to the 

possession of this territory is beyond dispute. The Magyars 
came to Europe towards the close of the ninth century,
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gradually occupying the territory comprised in pre-War 
Hungary. The Magyar conquerors of Hungary at the very 
outset took possession of the whole territory of Transylva
nia — occupying first the valleys watered by the rivers. At 
the time of the conquest of Hungary by the Magyars the 
population of Transylvania consisted — apart from the 
Szeklers — of a few peoples of mixed origin possessing a 
Slav character. The Szeklers are racially related to the 
Magyars; but originally they were a Turcoman people 
belonging to the Turanian cultural community with a separate 
organisation of its own which had entered its present 
home from the East prior to the occupation of Hungary by 
the Magyars, occupying both the eastern and the western 
slopes of the Carpathians. At the time of the Magyar con
quest of Hungary they joined Prince Arpad's army, leading 
the van in the battles fought by that army. The line of the 
Carpathians held by the Szeklers marked clearly the extent 
to which the sphere of interests of the Magyar conquerors 
spread eastwards; and though there may have been at this 
period also territories in Transylvania which were still 
uninhabited, there can be no question that the whole of 
that principality was under Magyar rule. This has been 
proved also by antiquarian researches. Towards the end of 
the nineteenth and early in the present century very large 
numbers of Magyar weapons and articles of equipment 
(sabres, stirrups, arrows, etc.) dating from the period of the 
Magyar conquest of Hungary were discovered in Transylva
nian graves containing relics of burials of horsemen. There 
are also records of the eleventh and twelfth centuries show
ing the continuity of the Magyar occupation of Transylvania.

The work of populating the uninhabited parts was begun 
by King Geza II. in the middle of the twelfth century, when 
the first group of Saxons from Flanders and the districts 
flanking the southern reaches of the Rhine were settled in 
the territory lying between Szaszvaros and the “ Barcasag" 
district, another group being later settled in the environs of 
Beszterce. As is shown by the famous Charter (Andreanum) 
issued by Andrew II. in 1224, these Saxons were granted
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a far-reaching autonomy in respect beth of civil and of church 
matters.

It was in the eleventh and twelfth centuries that large 
numbers of Petchenegs were settled in various parts of the 
country; thus, inter alia, also in Transylvania, on the 
northern slopes of the Persany Mountains and sporadically 
in Szeklerland too.

From the middle of the twelfth century Transylvania 
has therefore been inhabited by three separate ..nations” . 
The territories inhabited by the Magyars were formed into 
counties, which developed side by side with the administra
tion of the other Magyar counties under the leadership of 
the royal reeve placed at their head who was given the 
name of “waywode” (voivode) and administered the terri
tory subjected to his control in his capacity as royal officer. 
The Szeklers enjoyed a far-reaching autonomy; the Szekler 
"manors" formed nationality settlements with self-govern
ment in their internal affairs. The reeve of the Szeklers 
(Comes Siculorum) was an official subordinate to the king. 
Autonomy was granted also to the Saxons who settled at 
a later period, this autonomy being exercised under the direc
tion of a separate reeve ( Comes Saxonum) who was also a 
royal official.

The peculiar structure of this machinery of government 
must be attributed to the conditions then prevailing and to 
the defensive organisation. In the regions adjacent to the 
frontiers, which were exposed to outside attacks endanger
ing the security of this part of the country, the central power 
was assured more far-reaching rights and the inhabitants a 
greater number of privileges. That was why the tribal (clan) 
organisation of the Szeklers was left untouched; in view of 
the necessity of providing for the defence of the frontiers 
the Saxons who settled in Transylvania later were also 
granted special privileges. But it would be a mistake to 
conclude from this machinery of government that either of 
these privileged nations constituted a State within the State; 
for the Hungarian Constitution acknowledged within the 
frontiers of the Hungarian State only one State —  the Hun
garian —  as sovereign. In the middle of the thirteenth cen
tury, after the Tatar inroad, the necessity of re-constructing
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the country and of defending the eastern frontiers made it 
imperative that the jurisdiction of the Transylvanian voivode 
should be extended; it was then that there developed the 
waywodeship as a legal authority which by royal mandate 
gradually became the representative of the power of the 
Crown in the whole territory of Transylvania. This was 
however exclusively a measure of government; it could 
indeed not have been anything else, seeing that Transylvania 
did not possess any separate political status as a State.

There was not a single trace of the Rumano-Wallachs 
in Transylvania prior to the Magyar occupation of Hun
gary; nor was there any trace of them in evidence in the 
territory of Hungary subsequently right down to the early 
years of the thirteenth century. Nor do we find any trace 
of them in the territories lying south and east of the 
Carpathians —  in the Wallachia and Moldavia of later 
times, —  where in the tenth century and in the first half 
of the eleventh century the Petchenegs and from the latter 
period onwards the Cumanians appeared on the scene. Ru
manians first appeared in Transylvania early in the thirteenth 
century. These Rumanians (or Wallachians) are spoken of 
as a nomadic, pastoral people which in its wanderings in the 
Balkans, on the southern and eastern slopes of the Car
pathians, fed flocks of sheep and in the summer months 
ascended the mountains of Transylvania in order to drive 
the animals emtrusted to its care to the Alpine pastures. 
Of the many thousands of documents dating from the period 
between 1210 and 1294 there are only 16 altogether that 
make mention of Rumanians (Wallachs, Olahi, Valachi, 
Blacchi) and refer to certain Rumanian settlements. The 
most important of these documents is the ordinance issued 
in 1293 by King Andrew III. giving instructions that all the 
Wallachian immigrants ( universos olachos) shall be assem
bled on one of the royal domains, —  that indicating that 
even at the end of the thirteenth century the number of 
Wallachian (Rumanian) immigrants was so small that they 
could all be accomodated on a single estate.

The Wallachians who filtered into Transylvania at first 
lived on royal domains and paid taxes to the king; King 
Ladislas IV. was the first monarch to allow the Church and
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private landowners to settle on their estates Wallachians 
without being required to pay any fees to the king, — that 
meaning that they were allowed to retain their whole income 
for their own purposes. These Wallachians were also not 
freemen, but were subject to the control of the landowners. 
Not all Wallachians remained in a condition of subordina
tion. From the fourteenth century onwards — as a reward 
for their military and other services — a number of Wallachian 
"factors" were raised to noble rank by King Louis the Great 
and King Sigismund, though John Hunyadi (the father of 
Matthias Corvinus)  was even more liberal in bestowing that 
privilege.

In the fourteenth century the population of Transylva
nia was thinned by the devastations following on the 
Cumanian and Tatar inroads; and that principality was 
flooded by a fresh wave of Wallachian settlers, whose 
immigration was due to the headway being made in the 
Balkans by the Turkish Power. The Turkish danger was 
responsible also for the three nations of Transylvania — 
the Magyars, the Szeklers and the Saxons — making a 
union (Unio trium nationum) in 1437 for the purposes of 
defence against the danger threatening from without. This 
Union was renewed in 1438, in 1459, in 1506, in 1541, in 
1567, in 1605, in 1607, in 1613, in 1630, in 1649, in 1691, 
in 1744 and in 1791, — that proving that these three na
tions formed the pivot of the public life of Transylvania.

*

The Union of the three nations proved of peculiar 
value after the disaster at Mohacs in 1526, when the Turks 
occupied a part of Hungary, and the Hungarian Kingdom was 
split into three parts. The most important role (from the 
Hungarian point of view) played at that period in the country 
thus divided into three parts was undoubtedly that played 
by the Principality of Transylvania. The independent prin
cipality of Transylvania was established under the protecto
rate of the Turkish Sultan. It was however able to freely 
administer its internal affairs. The Transylvanian Estates 
were able freely to elect their Prince, who was confirmed 
in his dignity by the Sultan. The Constitution of Transylva-
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nia was a constitution of privileged Estates. Three Estates 
— the so-called "three nations", the Magyars (nobles), 
Szeklers and Saxons —  had control of the political power. 
The Wallachians had no part in the political power; and 
that circumstance was due to the political position (status) 
of the four nations of Transylvania. The Magyars and Szek
lers — the conquerors of the country — formed the govern
ing and State-building element — the nobility; they were 
joined by the Saxons, who formed the burgher element. It 
was these three peoples that constituted the foundations of 
the political organisation of Transylvania; these three peo
ples were the three free nations each of which had a separate 
constitution of its own founded on a far-reaching autonomy 
and embracing an independent public administration and an 
independent administration of justice. In the earliest period 
under the kings and later on under their own princes these 
peoples formed a political unit — the Union of the three 
nations.

The development of the Churches shows a similar 
tendency.

Protestantism spread rapidly in Transylvania; and in 
the days of the independent princes practically the whole 
country became Protestant. The Diet of 1557 already 
declared a general liberty of conscience; and the Diet of 
1571 established the status as legally accepted denomina
tions of the Reformed, Lutheran, Roman Catholic and Uni
tarian Churches. These denominations lived side by side in 
peace and harmony, and when the whole of Europe was 
being devastated by religious wars, there were very few 
traces of religious persecution in evidence in Transylvania. 
Transylvania became the classical home of political and 
religious liberty.

In this political and religious development the Ruma
nians had no part. Being nomadic immigrants who had ent
ered the country at a later period, they remained in the 
state of serfs, they had no political organisation of their own, 
did not belong to the "Union of nations", while their Church 
was not a „recepta religio” . But the situation of the Ruma
nian peasant was the same as that of the Magyar peasant.
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People rose from their ranks too to the rank of noble if they 
deserved the privilege; and they were thus enabled to join 
the ranks of the Magyar nobility. Their status was based, 
not on distinction of nationality, but on distinction of class. 
The reason why they had no rights was not that they were 
Rumanians, but that they were serfs. It was to this political 
development that they owed their lack of political rights; 
and the non-recognition of their Church as an accepted de
nomination was the result of their lack of political rights.

The principality of Transylvania pursued a policy, not 
of oppression, but of the furtherance of liberty and of possi
bilities of advance, towards all the nations alike. This little 
country in many respects fulfilled the mission previously 
performed in political and cultural respects by the mighty 
Hungarian Empire of the Middle Ages. In the depth of their 
souls the Transylvanians never proved able to reconcile 
themselves to being under the protectorate of the Turks, the 
fetters of which they did everything in their power to remove. 
Situated between the two great antagonistic Powers (the 
German and Turkish Empires) the small principality of 
Transylvania was on the West politically under the over
lordship of the Habsburg monarch who had obtained the 
Hungarian throne and on the East paid tribute to the Su
blime Porte. Apart from these two formalities Transylvania 
preserved its own right of self-determination and defended 
the universal interests of the Hungarian nation. As contrasted 
with the oppressed and persecuted Magyars living in the 
territorities subjected to Habsburg and Turkish rule, the 
nations of Transylvania were able freely to live their own 
lives and to develop their own culture, as also to strengthen 
their own economic structure. It was Transylvania that pre
served the independence of the Hungarian people through 
a century and a half of Turkish oppression; and the history 
of the Transylvanian principality provides some of the most 
glorious pages of Hungarian history.

The princes of Transylvania per sued a Danubian and 
European policy and never for a moment allowed the unity 
of the Hungarian State to be obscured. It was as King of 
Hungary and as the successor of John Szapolyai, that the
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first Prince of Transylvania, John Sigismund, obtained the 
dignity of Prince of Transylvania. The Transylvanian prin
cipality also consisted of three parts — of the territory 
circumscribed by the rivers Maros, Tisza and Danube, of 
the trans-Tisza counties, later on known as "Partium", and 
of Transylvania proper. Of the princes and statesmen of Tran
sylvania the Bathorys, Rakoczis, Gabor Bethlen and 
Michael Teleki were nobles from the trans-Tisza region; 
this is also evidence that it was the principality of Transyl
vania that symbolised Hungarian resistance both to the 
Habsburgs and to the Turks and the grand Hun
garian co-operation of forces to secure the restoration of 
the country plit in three. The whole history of the principa
lity of Transylvania proves that it concentrated its efforts 
to achieve this higher object. It waged war with Turkey or 
against the oppressive policy of the Habsburgs as the interest 
of the Hungarian people demanded.

The princes of Transylvania proved great also in the 
art of political organisation and in that of directing foreign 
policy. Gabor Bethlen stabilised the foundations of the Tran
sylvania principality, while by his foreign policy he won 
glory the world over both for himself and for his country. 
He made an alliance with the enemies of the House of 
Habsburg and in the Thirty Years' War achieved brilliant 
successes in three campaigns. In the second and third 
campaigns he had as his allies England, Holland, Venice, 
Denmark and Brandenburg. By the Peaces of Nikolsburg, 
Vienna and Pozsony he secured the safety of the Constitu
tion of Hungary and the liberty of conscience of the Pro
testants of Hungary living under Habsburg rule. His reli
gious policy was everywhere characterised by a spirit of 
tolerance.

Both Gabor Bethlen and the Transylvanian princes of 
later times showed considerable understanding for the 
cultural development of the Rumanians (Wallachians), 
furthering and encouraging that development in every 
respect. They strove to convert the Rumanians to the Pro
testant faith; but their endeavour failed. The last of the great 
princes of Transylvania was George Rakoczi II., who fell in
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battle. The weakness of the princes who succeeded him was 
the source of innumerable troubles; and Transylvania was 
ravaged at one time by German and at another by Turkish 
armies. Another great change in the life of the Transylvanian 
principality resulted from the decline of the power of the 
Turks and the united effort of the Christian world to 
overcome the Turkish Empire. On September 2nd., 1686,
under the command of Charles of Lorraine and the Elector 
of Bavaria, Maximilian, the Christian forces recaptured the 
fortress of Buda from the Turks. Soon afterwards the whole 
of Hungary and Transylvania too was liberated from the 
yoke of Turkish dominion.

The last Prince of Transylvania was Michael Apafy 
(1663— 90); he proved to be incapable both as statesman 
and as ruler, so that his Chancellor, Michael Teleki, directed 
the public affairs of the country with practically plenipoten
tiary powers. Michael Teleki very soon realised that a de
cisive change had ensued in favour of the House of Habs- 
burg in the Central European struggle between the Habsburgs 
and the Turks which had lasted for a century and a half. 
His sense of political realities made him without hesitation 
take the side of the Habsburg dynasty. After the recovery 
of Buda he allowed the Habsburg soldiers to enter the fort
resses and castles of Transylvania on condition of the rights 
of the Estates being guaranteed.

The Habsburgs refused to hear of the existence of an 
independent Transylvanian principality; but — as the wielders 
of the political power —  they allowed the Transylvanians to 
retain their internal civil government within the framework 
of the Empire. In the Diploma Leopoldinum (1691) the House 
of Habsburg also acknowledged that Transylvania had come 
under its rule, not by right of conquest, but as a dominion 
of the Hungarian Holy Crown. The ancient Constitution of 
the Estates was left untouched —  that Constitution still 
continuing to be based upon the fundamental principle of 
the equality of rights of the three nations or Estates (the 
Magyar or noble, the Szekler and the Saxon) and of the 
four received religions or Churches (Catholic, Lutheran, 
Reformed, Unitarian). As supreme organ of civil govern-
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ment the Habsburgs established the “ Gubernium" or Regency 
Council. The head of the Regency Council was the 
Governor (Gubernator). The Governor and the Members of 
the Govrening Conucil (Regency) were appointed by the 
King on the nomination of the Diet from among the members 
of the three nations and of the four denominations respecti
vely, the respective ratios being in proportion to the 
respective strengths of the nations and denominations. 
In the field of judicature the supreme forum in Transylvania 
was the King's Bench at Marosvasarhely. The commander- 
in-chief of the troops in Transylvania figured as the 
supreme forum of military administration. The com
position of the Diet remained unchanged. The number of 
official delegates of the sovereign ( “ regalists” )  and of those 
who were ex officio Members of the Diet (high officials of 
the country) was considerably exceeded by that of the 
elected Members — representatives of the counties, ,,ma
nors” and boroughs and towns.

Transylvania passed through a far-reaching political 
transformation. There was no longer that dissipation of the 
internal forces in evidence in the days of Bocskay, Bethlen 
and the Rakoczis. The House of Habsburg placed the govern
ment primarily in the hands of the Catholic Church, which 
had so far tried in vain to give voice to its grievances against 
the predominance of the Calvinists. The Habsburg Emperors 
also attempted to convert the Rumanians of Transylvania 
to the Roman Catholic faith. This endeavour did indeed 
succeed to a certain extent, resulting in the establishment 
at the end of the seventeenth century of the Greek Catholic 
(Uniate) Church —a Transylvanian invention — and in the 
consequent contact with Rome of a section of the Rumanians 
and in their coming into immediate political touch with 
Vienna and Buda, both channels of intercourse bringing 
these elements nearer to the West. The establishment of 
the Greek Catholic Church was of decisive importance for 
the political and cultural development of the Rumanians 
of Transylvania. The Greek Catholic Bishop became Member 
of the Transylvanian Diet, where he was able to make his 
voice heard on behalf of the Rumanian Greek Catholic 
priests and of the Rumanian people. The cultural develop-
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ment of the Rumanians of Transylvania had begun already 
in the days of the Transylvanian princes; and from the first 
half of the eighteenth century that development made rapid 
strides. The Magyars in every respect encouraged and fur
thered the cultural advance of the Rumanian people.

A  change in the relations between the peoples of Tran
sylvania was brought by the nineteenth century. From the 
point of view of the Hungarian State the relation between 
the ruling classes and the serfs — that meaning in reality 
the relation between the ruling Magyar race and the non- 
Magyar nationalities —  found its solution by the liberation 
of the serfs in 1848. The Parliament of 1867 went farther 
still, acknowledging the non-Magyar nationalities and the 
Rumanian Churches and incorporating their rights in law. 
The Nationality Act proved to be a model of legislation 
relating to the solution of this question.

The Hungarian War of Independence of 1848— 49 was 
therefore an effort, not only for the vindication of the liberty 
and independence of the Magyar race, but for the cultural 
and social emancipation of the non-Magyar nationalities too. 
These nationalities achieved complete liberty and equality 
of rights; but Hungary also ensured the future integrity of 
her liberty and independence. The union of Hungary and 
Transylvania was effected already in 1865; and the Com
promise of 1867 concluded between Hungary and the Habs- 
burg dynasty laid the foundations of the free development 
of the Hungarian Kingdom.

We have offered a rough outline of the historical and 
legal development of Transylvania. This brief survey also 
suffices to demonstrate to our readers clearly the fact that 
Transylvania was for a thousand years an integral part 
of the Hungarian Kingdom and that the legal status of the 
several nations was the consequence of the historical deve
lopment and of local conditions. The organic connection 
between Transylvania and Hungary and the historical right 
of the Hungarian people to the possession of Transylvania 
cannot be made a matter of dispute, particularly in view of 
the fact, manifest even from the sketchy survey given here,
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that in the most critical days of the Hungarian Kingdom — 
as, for instance, during the century and a half of Turkish 
occupation —  Transylvania was the last line of defence of 
the universal aspirations of the Hungarian people; and it 
was the Transylvanian principality that preserved intact 
Magyar life and the liberty and independence of the Hun
garian people in the days of Turkish oppression.

There is no evidence suggesting that the Rumanian 
people has any historical claim to this territory. In parti
cular there is no historical justification for the vague and 
misty Daco-Rumanian theory which would have us believe 
that Transylvania was inhabited by Rumanians when the 
Magyars first entered the country, —  these Rumanians be
ing the descendants of the Roman soldiers and settlers of 
the Emperor Trajan who after the short-lived Roman 
occupation of the country remained in Transylvania, where 
they intermarried with the autochthonous Dacian inhabitants. 
Hiding for a thousand years in the great mountains —  we 
are told —  these Rumanians suffered all the havoc wrought 
by the migration of the peoples and survived all the migrat
ing peoples, which all disappeared from the province of 
Transylvania without leaving a single trace behind them, 
whereas the Rumanians remained and after the Magyar con
quest of Hungary, in the twelfth and thirteenth centuries, 
emerged from their hiding-places as a “Daco-Romanian” 
race which had for so many centuries preserved the ancient 
tongue and traditions of the Romans and is therefore entitled 
to formulate against the Hungarians a claim to the land of 
T ransylvania.

This is the so-called “Daco-Rumanian continuity" theory 
invented in 1800 by Peter Major, a Transylvanian, which 
has ever since been uncritically endorsed by most Ruma
nian historians. It is on this vague and misty theory that 
the Rumanians base their historical claim to Transylvania. 
The historical truth, on the other hand, is however that the 
first historical records of Rumania and of the Rumanian 
people are extremely chaotic. It is nevertheless beyond 
dispute that the first settlements of the ancestors of the 
present Rumanian people were in the Balkan Peninsula, on
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the seaboard of Serbian Albania. From this region they 
moved inland to Balkan territories inhabited by Greeks and 
settled in Thessaly and Macedonia. It was from the Greeks 
that they received their name of "Blacchos" or "Vlacchos”
— a word meaning shepherd. The Greeks forced the unrelia
ble "Vlacchos” pastoral people to move on; and they 
withdrew to territories inhabited by Bulgars. With the help 
of the Wallachs the Bulgars rose in insurrection against 
Byzantium and in 1186 established the Bulgar-Wallach 
Empire. The Bulgar-Wallach symbiosis was short-lived; and 
the Wallachs wandered off northwards and gradually settled 
at the foot of the South-Eastern Carpathians — i. e. to the 
south of presentday Transylvania —  and later on passed 
up into the region watered by the Pruth and the Sereth. In 
these territories the Wallachs lived at first together with 
the Petchenegs and then with the Cumanians, being generally 
subject to these peoples' overlordship. The Wallachs there
fore chose as their definitive place of settlement the terri
tories lying to the south and east of the Carpathians. These 
territories were inhabited by the Petchenegs, a people ra
cially akin to the Magyars, whose overlordship was followed 
by that of the Cumanians, the founders of Cumania, the 
empire of the Cumanians. In 1227 the Cumanians of Walla- 
chia acknowledged the King of Hungary as their feudal lord; 
and King Bela IV. adopted the title of "King of Cumania". 
The first Wallach "factorships” were established within the 
territory of Cumania —  i. e. within territory subject to the 
sovereignty of the Hungarian King.

It was out of the “ factorships” established within terri
tory subject to the overlordship of the King of Hungary that
—  about 1290 —  the Wallach waywodeship of Wallachia 
(Muntenia) was formed. According to Rumanian historians, 
in 1325, in the region watered by the rivers Pruth and Sereth, 
there was in existence a Wallachian "factorship", from 
which there developed later, under most hazy circumstances, 
the waywodeship of Moldavia, which according to some 
Rumanian historians was established in 1349 and according 
to others in 1360.

The only thing that is beyond dispute is that the 
Wallach waywodeships of both Wallachia (Muntenia and
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Moldavia) were called into being — or rather their develop
ment permitted —  by the Hungarian kings as marches. Both 
Wallach waywodeships were therefore feudal dependencies 
of the Hungarian kings — with short interruptions — right 
down to the period of the Turkish advance. On the field of 
Mohacs in 1526 Hungary fell before the Turkish onset; and 
this catastrophe finally sealed the fate also of the two 
Wallach waywodeships. It was not until 1878 that the two 
Wallach waywodeships were freed from subjection to the 
Turkish Empire.

In 1861 — while still under Turkish rule —  the two 
Rumanian principalities were united, and the united Rumanian 
State was established; the Berlin Congress acknowledged its 
independence, and in 1881 it became a kingdom. These data 
therefore prove beyond a doubt that the Wallachs 
(Rumanians) established their waywodeships under the over
lordship of the Hungarian kings, that those waywodeships 
were for centuries feudal dependencies of the Hungarian 
Crown and that in consequence, far from the Rumanians 
being entitled to claim a historical right to Transylvania, it 
is Hungary that would be entitled to formulate a historical 
claim to the territory of pre-War Rumania. “ We must respect 
Hungarian history”  — was the observation made in 1924 in 
the Chamber by M. Ghibanescu, a Rumanian Deputy —  “ in 
which our people too has its share, and the Hungarian kings, 
to whom we owe our political, cultural and economic 
development” .

After the establishment of the Rumanian Kingdom, 
however, the irredentism of the Rumanians became intensified 
both in Hungary and in Rumania; in Hungary in secret, but 
in Rumania openly and undisguisedly. It is true, indeed, that 
the irredentism of the Rumanians of Hungary was never 
absolutely enthusiastic. Until the very last moment, in 
October, 1918, at Arad, and in December, at Gyulafehervar, 
they hesitated to unconditionally endorse a union with the 
Kingdom of Rumania. Yet that union was effected. A  freak 
of fortune and the arrogance of the victorious Great Powers 
tore from the body of the thousand-year-old Hungarian 
Kingdom Transylvania and without the justification of a 
historical right threw that province into the arms of the less
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highly cultured Rumanian people. However, there was no 
checking the greed of Rumania; and besides wresting Tran
sylvania from Hungary she took Bukovina from Austria, 
Bessarabia from Russia and the Dobrudja from Bulgaria. 
Bessarabia and part of Bukovina she has already been com
pelled to restore; but her claim to Transylvania must be 
liquidated too, for Hungary is entitled to claim the restoration 
of that territory, not only by virtue of a historical right, but 
also on geographical, national defence, economic and cultural 
grounds, the legitimate character of her demand — with 
which we shall deal in our next issue — being unquestionable.
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ZSOMBOR SZASZ

Between the thirteenth and the nineteenth centuries, 
when Moldavia and Wallachia still formed separate 
Principalities, Bessarabia belonged to Moldavia, and 

when, in the fifteenth century, these territories passed under 
Turkish suzerainty, it shared their fate.

In the course of the eighteenth century Russian expan
sion reached the frontier of Bessarabia, and in 1812, after 
the defeat of the Turks by the Russians, the Treaty of 
Bucharest awarded the province to Russia. The Paris 
Congress returned the southern counties to Moldavia, but 
after the Russo-Turkish war in 1877— 78 the Russians, not
withstanding the fact that Rumania had been their ally in 
the war, reoccupied them and retained them until the end 
of the world war.

The ethnic situation in the province was fairly com
plicated.

In the days of the Roman Empire this region had been 
a penal colony to which criminals and political offenders 
were sent as in later days they were sent to Siberia. Subse
quently this population became mingled with the various 
ethnic elements which drifted into the country with the 
migration of the peoples in the Middle Ages. No reliable 
data are available as to the distribution of the present popu
lation. According to the Russian census of 1897, 47.6 per 
cent of the inhabitants were Rumanian, 27.8 per cent, were 
Russian or Ukrainian, and the rest Jews, Tartars and 
Gypsies. Rumanian writers, on the other hand, set the num
bers of the Rumanians at 66 per cent, and some even as 
high as 75 per cent. These figures are probably fictitious, 
invented in order to provide an ethnical justification for 
Rumanian domination.

BESSARABIA ^  %
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In 1917 the Russian revolution broke out and the popu
lation of Bessarabia was roused to activity.

In October of the same year there assembled in Kisheneff, 
the capital of the province, a conference of one thousand 
members which declared Bessarabia to be an autonomous 
province and appointed a National Council, the Staful Tarei, 
consisting of 120 members, of whom eighty-four were 
Rumanians, while the other thirty-six were Ukrainians, 
Bulgarians and Jews.

Meanwhile the Soviet Republic had been formed in 
Russia, and in November the Sfatul Tarei declared its 
adherence to it, advising the people of the province to 
"work for their common country, the Russian Soviet Repu
blic, where their true salvation lies."

However, only two months later, in February 1918, the 
Council changed its mind; it declared the union with Russia 
to be dissolved and Bessarabia an independent republic. At 
the same time it found itself unable to cope with the 
unsettled conditions, "bordering on anarchy” , which prevailed 
throughout the province, and appealed for assistance not, 
strangely enough, to Russia, but to Rumania. This country 
was just then at its last gasp, with two thirds of its territory 
occupied by the Central Powers; nevertheless it collected 
all its available troops and marched into Bessarabia. The 
Soviet Government protested at first, but on March 18 an 
agreement was reached under which Rumania undertook to 
withdraw her troops, with the exception of 10.000 left to 
maintain law and order. Needless to say, this obligation was 
not fulfilled.

There ensued, under the protecting wing of the Ru
manian forces, a violent propaganda for union with Ruma
nia. The non-Rumanian members of the Sfatul Tarei were 
arrested and many of them, including Pantzir, Rudev, Vronov, 
Tchumatchenko and Mme. Nadejda Grinfeld, were shot.

On March 27 the Sfatul assembled for the purpose of 
deciding the ultimate fate of the province.

On the previous day M. Marghiloman, the Rumanian 
Prime Minister, had arrived in Kisheneff. Martial law was 
declared, and on the day of the meeting the building in 
which the Council was sitting was surrounded by Rumanian
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military. The SfatuI at this time comprised 160 members, 
but only forty-two were present. Thirty-eight voted for union 
with Rumania, on the understanding that the province would 
be granted self-government, with not only a separate admi
nistration but also a separate legislature. M. Marghilomart 
was sent for, and he accepted the Sfatul's decision in the 
name of King Ferdinand.

At the end of November 1918 the SfatuI Tarei was once 
again convened, ostensibly to discuss the agrarian question. 
Quite unexpectedly, late at night, the President of the A s
sembly laid before it a proposal to the effect that Bessarabia 
should renounce her autonomy and become a part of the 
Rumanian kingdom. Only forty-six members were present 
at the time. The Peasant Party tried to protest but to no 
avail. The President announced the Council’s resolution, 
which declared the union of the province with Rumania and 
expressed the conviction that it would mean forming part 
of a country which was being governed in a democratic man
ner, —  after which General Vaitoianu, the Rumanian Com
mandant, appeared in the hall and dissolved the assembly.

The union of Bessarabia with Rumania was recognized 
in October 1920 in a treaty concluded between Great Britain, 
France, Italy and Japan; only Great Britain and France 
ratified this treaty immediately, however; Italy’s ratifica
tion was delayed, while Japan’s took place only a few 
years ago.

The Soviet Republic, as was only to be expected, re
fused to recognize the transfer. The Rumanian Government 
made repeated attempts to induce the Russian Government 
to renounce their claim to the province, but without success.

In March 1924 a Russo-Rumanian economic conference 
took place at Vienna, at which the Rumanian delegates re
vived the Bessarabian question, making Russia's acceptance 
of the transfer a condition of their acceptance of the pro
posed terms. The Russian delegates did not meet this with 
a point-blank refusal; M. Krestiensky, the leader of the 
delegation, proposed that a plebiscite should be held. “ The 
Rumanian claims on Bessarabia", he said, “have no historic 
basis, for in 1812, when Bessarabia was annexed by Russia, 
Rumania did not as yet exist as a State. If the Rumanian
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Government is convinced that the majority of the popula
tion is honestly in favour of a union with the kingdom, let 
us have a plebiscite."

The Rumanian delegation, however, refused this sugges
tion, on the ground that the union had been recognized by 
the Great Powers and was thus a fait accompli which could 
not be subjected to revision.

During the last twenty years Rumanian diplomacy re
newed its efforts to obtain the Soviet's sanction to the an
nexation. But the latter proved obdurate, and finally, at 
the end of June of the present year, it announced its inten
tion of occupying not only Bessarabia but also the northern 
portions of Bukovina. At the time of writing these lines, 
on July 3, the occupation of these territories is probably 
completed.

“ Greater Rumania" is a thing of the past.
In these days of mourning the Bucharest Professor, N. 

Iorga, wrote in his own paper, the Neamul Romanesc, "The 
red flag flies over Czernowitz and Kisheneff. How and why? 
The moment is not propitious for seeking an answer to these 
questions. Let us rather turn our eyes to what is left in 
that region which we were privileged to open up to civili
zation. There have been left three million tillers of the 
soil whose forefathers settled there in prehistoric times. 
There have been left in the towns the sacred memories of 
liberty and the generations we have reared, whose ideas and 
sentiments are our own. There have been left all the im
provements we have been able to effect in a country where, 
when we came, we found only ignorance, Jews and rabble. 
And there has been left the expelled intelligentsia, which 
will never for a moment abandon the thought of recovering 
its rights."

These are fine words, but they are hardly borne out by 
Rumania’s behaviour in Bessarabia during the past twenty 
years. In 1923 M. Pan Halippa, who had been President of 
the Sfatul Tarei in 1918, spoke these words in the Ruma
nian Parliament:

“ For five years Bessarabia has lived, and still lives, 
under a regime for which no analogy can be found in the 
past, not even in the darkest pages of the administration of
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an African colony. Outside the law, without the most ele
mentary human or civic rights, the citizens have to see their 
property and their honour at the mercy of the meanest 
agent of an irresponsible and all-powerful Administration. 
Extortions, violence, even executions without any previous 
legal procedure, occur day by day on the pretext of public 
security, and remain unpunished. And in this grave-yard no 
cry of protest can be raised; the press is in chains, no mee
tings are tolerated; every sign of civic life is extinct; the 
local autonomous institutions which flourished even in the 
days of the Tsars are suppressed."

Thus was civilization brought to Bessarabia. May not 
the manner of its introduction account, in a measure, for the 
dissolution of Greater Rumania?

25
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BY

GEZA RUBLETZKY

he belligerent and non-belligerent Powers have
repeatedly expressed their desire to maintain the peace
of the Balkans and of South-Eastern Europe at all 

costs. A  similar desire for peace has been repeatedly stressed 
also by the leaders of the small countries of the Balkan 
Peninsula and South-Eastern Europe. There was every reason 
to believe that in order to avoid the oppressive menace of 
war they would leave no stone unturned to eliminate the 
antagonisms dividing them against one another.

Unfortunately, in the tenth month of the war we are 
faced with the fact that —  though the small peoples of the 
Balkan Peninsula have succeeded in keeping aloof from the 
conflict —  we are just as far removed from real reconciliation 
in this part of Europe as we were in the early weeks after 
the outbreak of hostilities. It is true indeed that there has 
nevertheless been a certain improvement. The States with 
opposing interests have either adjusted their mutual relations 
or have progressed so far that the adjustment of their conflicts 
is about to be effected on the basis of mutual understanding.

Among the States of South-Eastern Europe there is only 
one which, instead of striving to achieve a peaceful and just 
agreement with its neighbours, has chosen the alternative of 
political conjuring tricks performed for the purpose of being 
able for a short time at least to retain possession of those of 
its territories which are crowded with minorities. We mean 
Rumania.

Rumania gained most of all by the illstarred Paris treaties 
of peace which followed the Great War of 1914— 18. Her 
territory was more than doubled, the result being that she 
had to face the hostility of almost every one of her neighbours. 
These neighbours have manifestly refused to acquiesce in
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their mutilation. And now, when the Paris treaties of peace 
are being torn to pieces, it would seem only natural that 
Rumania's three neighbours should once more broach the 
question of the territories illegally wrested from them. 
Hungary demands Transylvania, Bulgaria demands the 
Dobrudja and Soviet Russia demands Bessarabia. The failure 
to settle these questions was strikingly shown by the 
demonstrations made last week in Sofia, where the 
demonstrators demanded the restoration to Bulgaria of the 
Dobrudja. And in any case the world press published 
exhaustive information respecting these demonstrations. In 
the event of it proving possible to adjust the unsettled 
territorial problems of South-Eastern Europe by peaceful 
means, this part of the world would never again have to fear 
the demon of war penetrating this region too.

In our last issue we dealt with the question of 
Transylvania; we should now like to offer our readers a 
brief explanation of the Dobrudja problem.

The question of the Southern part of the Dobrudja was 
a problem even prior to the outbreak of the Great War in 
1914. Bulgaria — weakend by the efforts of the Balkan War 
— was forced by Rumania, who cited purely strategic reasons 
for her action, to surrender Southern Dobrudja. This state 
of things was confirmed by the 1919 Treaty of Neuilly; and 
the Bulgarian territory which during the Great War had 
come into Bulgarian possession was once more incorporated 
in Rumania. It was her stressing of her European mission 
that enabled Rumania to obtain possession of South Dobrudja, 
a territory the overwhelming majority of the inhabitants of 
which are Bulgarians. In reply to this pretended mission we 
would quote some passages from a book by Ivan St. Penakoff 
(“Probleme de la Dobrudja du Sud” , p. 14): —  “ Rumania 
has always posed as Europe’s outpost of defence against the 
barbarism coming from the East —  i. e. from Russia. Yet 
no other State has ever yielded so readily and so slavishly 
to the invasion of Russian imperialism as Rumania. She has 
always ensured the Russian armies a free passage; indeed, 
in 1916 she turned her back on the Central Powers, with 
whom she had contracted an alliance of defence against 
Eastern barbarism, entering the war on the side of Russia
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in order to be able to retain the Dobrudja and to occupy 
Transylvania. But Rumania was not satisfied with obtaining 
territories at the expense of her enemies, filching certain 
regions also from her own allies."

That would seem to dismiss the idea of even conceiving 
of Rumania as a defender of Europe with a definite mission 
to perform!

Frederick the Great once said that what was needed for 
the conquest of a territory was an army and —  historians. 
The historians would unearth from somewhere some kind of 
right entitling the conquering State to occupy the conquered 
territories. The Rumanians are not able to produce even 
historians; for according to a record dating from 1595 which 
Rumanian historians are fond of quoting as the first of its 
kind Southern Dobrudja was occupied by a Rumanian army 
under the leadership of Albert Kirali acting by command of 
Sigismund Bathory, Prince of Transylvania. Though the con
quest may not have been very longlived, the region in question 
was thoroughly ransacked. A  Rumanian propaganda pamphlet 
issued quite recently —  “La Dobrudja terre roumaine — 
emouvantes temoignages d’un passe lointain", with foreword 
by Professor Jorga — deals with the inroad of the Rumanian 
army into the Dobrudja and would fain prove “ the glorious 
continuity of the Rumanian occupation of the Dobrudja". It 
is strange, however, that the leader of the Rumanian troops 
should have been a Hungarian and that the supreme war
lord of these troops, Sigismund Bathory, should also have 
been a Hungarian. This is the first vague record; probably 
all the Rumanians had to do with the event referred to, is 
that they fought in Albert Kirali’s army. And what happened 
prior to the period here referred to is lost in the mists of 
history. We may also refer to the many Rumanian politicians 
and historians who have never denied the Bulgarian character 
of the Dobrudja and have indeed protested against the 
incorporation of that territory in the Rumanian State. Perhaps 
it will suffice to quote from Professor Jorga's work — 
“Romania vecinii sai si cheatiunea orientului” , Bucarest, 1912 
— in which he writes inter alia as follows (pp. 245— 47): — 
“ I oppose the idea of a war against Bulgaria for the purpose 
of acquiring possession of Southern Dobrudja. And I am still
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more opposed to the idea of our acquiring possession of 
Southern Dobrudja even without a war". In the “Revue 
Periodique” (No. 7 — December —  1912) C. Costa Fora, 
a Rumanian politician, wrote as follows: —  "The Rumanians 
will be made exclusively responsible for this attack and will 
have to bear all the shame of this cowardly act and of this 
crime, which will involve the shedding of blood and has no 
other object than the filching of a Bulgarian territory." We 
might cite the names of numbers of other representatives of 
the political and scientific world of Rumania who endorsed 
the views of Jorga and Costa Fora.

Another moment proving that Southern Dobrudja is 
Bulgarian territory is offered by the 1910 statistical data, 
which show that in this region of extremely mixed population 
47.6% were Bulgarians and only 2.3% Rumanians. Indeed, 
even the heroic efforts of the Rumanian statisticians in 1930 
failed to show the Rumanian quota of the population of 
Southern Dobrudja to be more than 20%. It is therefore 
indubitable that ethnographically Southern Dorbudja is 
Bulgarian.

As for the economic side of the question, it will suffice 
to point out that this region does not supply Rumania with 
any product of indispensable importance in any branch of 
Rumanian economic life. As for its corn and live stock, its 
importance is very trifling; for the area of land suitable for 
cultivation represents only 1.7% of the total area of the arable 
land of Rumania. So the loss of this territory would not 
cause any particular disturbance even in the inner life of the 
Rumanian State. Bulgaria, on the other hand, by the loss of 
Southern Dobrudja was deprived of 12.5% of the total area 
of land suitable for cultivation in her possession, the area 
thus lost comprising in particular those territories in which 
her agrarian cultivation was mo6t highly developed. We 
might put it in this way too; by the loss of Southern Dobrudja 
Bulgaria lost her granary. In illustration of the effects 
exercised upon the economic life of Bulgaria by the loss of 
Southern Dobrudja, we would refer once more to St. 
Penakoff's book, in which (p. 73) we find the following 
passage: —  “ It may be declared most decidedly on the basis 
of the relevant statistical data that the social misery,
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unemployment and discontent in evidence since 1913, which 
have brought about profound and grave upheavals, and the 
extreme socialistic tendencies, are merely the consequences 
of the fact that in 1913 Southerh Dobrudja was wrested from 
Bulgaria", But the havoc wrought by the loss of this territory 
did not affect Bulgaria only. Probably the inhabitants of 
Southern Dobrudja were themselves much more seriously hit 
by that event. Being thereby cut off from its natural harbour, 
Varna, that territory is unable to find a proper outlet for its 
products, the result being that its agriculture has declined. 
As a consequence of the decline of agriculture, the most 
important stimulating influence of this region, the money 
circulation, has been reduced to a mere minimum, the result 
being that want and destitution have assumed alarming 
dimensions.

To Rumania Southern Dobrudja means nothing beyond 
triflingly insignificant strategical advantages; on the other 
hand, however, the prosperity of this region and the vital 
interests of Bulgaria alike demand that this ancient Bulgarian 
territory should once more be Bulgarian and that by a 
peaceful adjustment of this question we should be a step 
nearer the stabilisation of peace in South-Eastern Europe.
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CHANGE OF TREND IN RUMANIA'S 
INTERNAL AND FOREIGN POLICY

BY

LADISLAS FRITZ

Surprising changes of policy have been frequent in the 
Great Rumania created by the Paris Peace Treaties 
of 1919. The reason lies in the fact that Rumania is 

an artificially constructed State. On the side of the Entente 
Rumania emerged from the World War of 1914— 1918 as 
a victor surrounded by all sides by hostile neighbours. Her 
foreign policy until recent years was based on the so-called 
Little Entente. Her situation in international politics, thanks 
to the revisionist aims of the adjacent countries, is anything 
but auspicious, for any upheaval in Central Europe or the 
Balkans may set the most diverse factors in action against 
her. Since 1936 Rumania has been vacillating between a 
French and a German orientation, according to which best 
suited her interests at the moment. After the downfall of 
her apparently permanent Foreign Minister, the pro-French 
Titulescu, Antonescu became Minister of Foreign Affairs in 
the reconstructed Tatarescu Cabinet. At the time the French 
Press wrote that the new Tatarescu Government was the 
greatest victory Germany had ever won in the Balkans 
("Ouvre” , September 1. 1936). On 10th February 1938, 
following Goga's short-lived Government (44 days, from 
28th December 1937 to 10th February 1938) Christea Miron 
formed a Cabinet under a Royal Dictatorship, in which, 
when, after a short period in office, Tatarescu fell, the ex
pressly pro-German Commen Petrescu became Minister of 
Foreign Affairs. The Paris Press established the fact that 
a change in Germany's favour had again taken place in 
Rumania's foreign policy. In Christea Miron's third Cabinet 
(1939) the Francophile Gregor Gafencu was appointed 
Foreign Minister, and during his term of office Rumania
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pursued a pro-French policy. Gafencu has French blood in 
his veins; as an officer of the Air Force he fought on the 
side of France in the Great War; and his wife is a French
woman. On 1st June the King appointed Ion Gigurtu (Mi
nister of Communications and Public Works) to succeed 
Gafencu, since it was necessary that Rumania's foreign 

‘ policy should turn towards Germany, or rather the Axis 
Powers. It was not bad health that made Gafencu's retire
ment imperative; he had to go because as the fanatic 
advocate of a pro-French and pro-British policy he would 
not have been the proper man to make a victorious Ger
many understand what Rumania's interests were. This is 
why the portfolio of Foreign Affairs was given to Ion Gi
gurtu, Germany's most loyal supporter, who is also a personal 
friend of Marshal Goring. Besides this, Gigurtu was one of 
Goga's most intimate associates, Goga himself being also 
an ardent supporter of a German orientation. In Goga's 44 
days’ Cabinet Gigurtu held the portfolio of National Eco
nomy and was Minister of Communications in the 1939 
Tatarescu Government. Ion Gigurtu's appointment as 
Minister of Foreign Affairs, the immediate recall of Ru
mania's Ministers from Paris and London at the beginning of 
the month and the substitution of mere charges d’affaires, 
are in themselves evidence that Rumania — as soon as Ger
many’s victory was sure — at once hastened to turn her 
foreign policy towards a German orientation. After the events 
in Bessarabia the Rumanian Government was once more 
re-constructed, M. Vajda-Voivoda being appointed State 
Minister and M. Argetaianu Minister for Foreign Affairs.

There has also been a change of front in Rumania’s 
internal policy. A  reconciliation between King Carol and 
the Iron Guards is in process. This would appear certain 
from the fact that the King has received in audience Zelea 
Codreanu’s successor as leader of the Iron Guards, Simia 
Horia, a former university professor, and has proclaimed a 
further amnesty to the members of that organization. It even 
seems probable that King Carol will appoint a representative 
of the Iron Guards to a seat in the Government. On 23rd 
June the King broadcast a speech to his people in which he 
announced that he had established a new organization, the
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"National Party” , to replace the "National Renaissance 
Front” , the only existing Rumanian political party, and that 
he himself had agreed to accept the office of Supreme 
President. According to the "Porunca Vremil", a Bucharest 
daily, this had become imperative because today the whole 
world stood in need of a totalitarian system of government, 
now that the totalitarian Powers had seized control 
Europe. Rumania — writes this newspaper —  must als®%, 
show her acceptance of this political creed by organizing ^  
the whole nation in one political party. By 1st August next 
every public employee must apply for admission to this 
party on pain of dismissal. No undertaking may tolerate on 
its board of directors men who are not members of the 
National Party. Although so far no mention has been made 
of the national minorities, who constitute about a quarter 
of Rumania's inhabitants, it is quite indubiatable that they 
will not be allowed to re-form their dissolved political 
organizations, but will be forced to join the only authorised 
political party, the Rumanian National Party,
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OBSERVATIONS ON PARISH COUNCIL 
ELECTIONS IN CROATIA AND THE 

VOIVODINA
BY

IMRE PROKOPY

In our June issue we published an account of the Parish 
Council elections held in the Banate of Croatia on 19th 
May. These elections, as stated, ended with an over

whelming victory for the Croatian Peasant Party and its 
allies the Serb Independent Democrats. No elections were 
held in the villages of the districts near the Italo-Albanian 
frontier, and for various reasons the elections in 20 other 
places were held only on 26th May and in 13 on 2nd June. 
All these elections resulted in the victory of the two above- 
mentioned Parties.

But the Parish Council elections in the Banate of Croatia 
led to extremely awkward side-issues and developments 
very nearly causing a Cabinet crisis. For on 30th April 
Premier Tsvetkovitch issued an appeal to the Serbs of 
Croatia in which he urged them to co-operate and show a 
united front at the Parish Council elections. The upshot of 
this appeal was that the various Serb Parties did join forces, 
but everywhere against the Croats and their allies the Serb 
Independent Democrats, thus making the Parish Council 
elections in the Banate of Croatia appear to be a trial of 
strength between the Serbs and the Croats. Thus the ad
herents of the Government Party (the J. R. Z.) did not enter 
the campaign on a joint list with the Croats, with whom 
they had concluded an agreement and who are represented 
in the Government, but on the side of the Serb Opposition 
Parties, which have always opposed the Serbo-Croatian 
compromise and consider the "concessions" made to the 
Croats excessive. This behaviour of the J. R. Z. party 
organizations in Croatia brought matters to such a pitch
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that, in order to clear up misunderstandings and compose 
differences, Premier Tsvetkovitch was constrained to inter
vene more than once personally both in Zagreb and in Bel
grade. His efforts —  for the moment at least — have been 
crowned with success, and any need of reconstructing the 
Government or of appointing a concentration Cabinet with 
the inclusion of the Serb Opposition, has passed.

There was, however, another interesting side to the 
Parish Council elections. Yielding to the insistence of the 
Croatian Ministers, the Government agreed to hold Parish 
Council elections in 3 villages of the so-called "Baranya 
Triangle" in the Danube Banate and in 7 villages properly 
belonging to the Bacska which have also been attached to 
the Danube Banate. In 5 of these villages the Bunyevatz and 
Sokatz nationals and the Croats form an absolute majority, 
while in the other 5 they form a considerable proportion of 
the inhabitants. Here the elections were held on 9th June. 
In 6 villages, supported by local Magyar and German votes, 
the Croatian Peasant Party was victorious. In 4 the Govern
ment Party acquired a majority of the seats. The striking 
thing was that only 54.15% of the people entitled to vote 
polled. The rest did not avail themselves of their franchise 
rights, less perhaps because they were indifferent to the 
result than from an aversion to polling openly.

If these results can be regarded as a test of popular 
opinion concerning the question of Voivodina autonomy, we 
may safely conclude that, given secret ballot —  one of the 
indispensable conditions of a free plebiscite reflecting the 
real will of the people — the majority of the population 
would join the camp of the autonomists. This was the great 
surprise and lesson of the Voivodina Parish Council 
elections.
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PARLIAMENT DISCUSSES GRAVE SITUATION OF 
MAGYAR MINORITY IN TRANSYLVANIA

On June 2nd M. Kozi-Horvath (independent) made the 
following speech in Parliament:

“The wheels of God grind slowly but they grind exceeding 
small. After the dissolution of Czechoslovakia we have now come 
to face the dissolution of Rumania. I know that the Hungarian 
Government is fully conscious of its duty and will fulfil it 
accordingly. Nevertheless, we are compelled to remind the Govern
ment of the fact that the Magyar minority in Transylvania is at 
the mercy of the terroristic methods of the Rumanian administra
tion. We have at our disposal reports to the effect that large 
crowds of refugees are being sent from Bessarabia to Transyl
vania, no doubt with the intention of settling them on what little 
land had been left in the possession of the Magyar owners. We 
have also received reports confirming the fact that the Rumanian 
authorities have distributed weapons among the Rumanian in
habitants and are persuading them to brutalize their Magyar 
fellow citizens. A few more days and there may be absolute 
disorder and a complete lack of public security in Rumania."

M. Kozi-Horvath then pointed out that everybody expects 
the Government to to be firm at this moment. Never has the 
public opinion of Hungary been so unanimous, nor has every man 
in the country ever felt so keenly that he is prepared for any 
sacrifice, even if he had to give his life.

The speaker ended his speech wit the following words:
“We would remind the Rumanians that every single tear 

and every single drop of Hungarian blood will be avenged a 
hundredfold. Let the cities of Nagyvarad, Arad, Kolozsvar and 
Szatmar feel, let the most hidden little Szekler village feel, that 
this country stands behind them with all its power and energy, 
up to the moment which brings us that most magnificent festi
val of reunion!”

The speaker was cheered from all sides of the House; at the 
end of the sitting the National Anthem was sung by the entire 
House.

WHY ARE NEW ETHNOGRAPHICAL MAPS BEING 
PREPARED IN RUMANIA?

According to a report appearing in a Rumanian daily the 
geographical section of the Rumanian Sociological Institute 
proposes to draft an ethnographical map of the country. The
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cartographical survey is being carried out b y  p r o v in c e s  on the 
basis of the latest official ethnographical data. The maps are to 
offer comprehensive information respecting the frontiers of the 
country, as also respecting the domicile of the autochthonous 
inhabitants and their number.

This announcement in itself suffices to enable us to establish 
that the new ethnographical maps are b ein g  d ra fted , n o t fo r  the  
p u rp o se  o f  re fle c tin g  th e  origin a l e th n ogra p h ica l situ a tion  in 
R u m a n ia  in k eep in g  w ith  th e  fa c ts , b u t fo r  p rop a ga n d a  p u rp o ses . 
The reason why it has been regarded as opportune to take the 
provinces as units for the drafting of ethnographical maps, is 
that the new division into provinces effected under the provisions 
of the new Rumanian Public Administration Act of August 14th., 
1938, involved the splitting up of the historical unity of Transyl
vania and the ignoring of its historical frontiers, the result being 
that the strongest block of Magyars — Szeklerland —- has been 
dismembered and the counties of H a r o m s z e k  an d  B r a s so  incor
porated in the "Bucegi” province formed exclusively of territory 
belonging to Old Rumania (the Regal). The object hereby- 
attained is that the historical, united Transylvania has been 
removed as a unit from the map of Greater Rumania, the ratio 
of the Magyars and of the minorities generally being on the 
other hand reduced to a minimum in the several provinces.

With the aid of these propaganda ethnographical maps now 
in preparation the ratios of the Magyars of Rumania — 
altogether roughly 2.000.000 in number — will be "spirited away” 
in the 10 provinces and shown in the following reduced pro
portions by the new Rumanian statistics:

Quotas of
Province Rumanians Magyars
1. on 97.5 0.2
2. B u ceg i 87.5 5.4
3. L ittora l 55.6 0.3
4. D a n u be D istr ict 80.0 0.5
5. D n ie ste r 59.9 —

6. P ru th 82.8 0.7
7. B u cia va 47.3 0.8
8. S o m o s 61.5 24.4
9. M u r o s 54.6 30.0

10. T im is 61.4 12.8
And if we take into account also the fact that the 1930 

Census serving as the basis of the new ethnographical maps was 
also not carried out without bias — every possible endeavour being 
indeed made to reduce the number of Magyars —, it will be 
fully appreciated that there will be every reason to question 
the reliability and authenticity of the new provincial ethnogra
phical maps on this ground too.
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COUNT JOHN ESTERHAZY ON THE GRAVE SITUATION OF 
THE MAGYARS IN SLOVAKIA

At Pozsony, on June 21st, the central committee of the 
United Christian Socialist and Magyar (Hungarian) National 
Party held a meeting at which Count John Esterhazy, President, 
made a speech from which we quote the following passages: —

“The peace treaties that ended the Geat War were most 
ruthless in their treatment of two nations — the Hungarian and 
the German. The losses suffered by Hungary were more serious 
even than those of Germany. The victors attempted to condemn 
Hungary to death. That that attempt has failed, is due to our 
unyielding will to live. In addition, the understanding support of 
two great nations contributed to prevent the Hungarian people 
perishing under the weight of the fetters by which it was bound. 
These two great nations are the Italian and the German. The 
Hungarian nation owes them an eternal debt of gratitude. In the 
course of the general adjustment the decisive influence of these 
two nations and of their leaders will surely repair the wrongs 
committed by the international treaties of peace that followed 
the Great War."

In the concluding part of his speech the Count said: — 
"During the last half-year the Magyars of Slovakia have had to 
pass through serious ordeals such as they experienced previously 
over a period of some eighteen months. If I ask why, I am unable 
to give a reassuring answer. The Magyars of Slovakia might well 
serve as models of self-discipline, calmness and longsuffering, so 
peacefully and so calmly have they faced the situation. We have 
never uttered even a word offensive to anyone; we observe the 
laws and conscientiously contribute our share of the public imposts 
and of military service. And yet — notwithstanding all this — 
officially and in every field hostile feelings are being aroused 
against us, — a procedure absolutely running counter to the 
Christian fundamental principles upon which the Slovak State 
has been built and an open defiance also of the fine ideas to 
which expression has been given in the Slovak Constitution. We 
have learned how to wait. We know how to wait and we shall 
wait; for we have no doubt that ultimately discernment will gain 
the upper hand. Nor do we doubt — indeed, the events in France 
too prove — that hatred and vindictiveness and malice bear very 
bad fruit and in the end strike back at those who start them on 
their way. I would beg my Magyar brethren, who, though steeled 
by their many sufferings, are often in danger of losing their 
patience, not to lose heart for a single moment. We cannot 
deserve a better future except by endurance and sufferings. This 
is our destiny — our Magyar destiny; and that destiny involves 
enhanced sufferings.”
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RUMANIA

MILITARY COURT SENTENCES
The military court of Temesvar (Timisoara) sentenced M. 

Gy orgy Pall, secretary of the local branch of the former 
Hungarian Party and, subsequently, of the Hungarian Community. 
The defendant, whose alleged offence was that he had held a 
political meeting without permission, was sentenced "in contu
maciam", as he had become a Hungarian subject in the meantime. 
On July 30th M. Pall had placed a wreath on the monument of 
Petofi, the great Hungarian poet, in a village not far from the 
city, on the 90th anniversary of the poet's death. This solemn 
act was witnessed by a number of spectators, though the 
authorities had previously prohibited the arrangement of the 
Petofi commemoration. — M. Laszlo Biro was sentenced to six 
months’ imprisonment by the military court of Brasso in 1939. 
At the new hearing of the case evidence was given that M. Biro 
did not speak depreciatively of the State; witnesses declared that 
they had signed the protocol at the Gendarme station because 
— not knowing Rumanian — they did not understand the words. 
The military court reduced M. Biro's punishment to a fine of 
2.000 lei. — The Protestant minister in the village of Ottomany 
(County of Szilagy) refused to hold a religious service on 
December 1st — Rumanian national holiday — declaring that it 
was not an official holiday, although — no doubt — he was 
instructed by the authorities to do so. The clergyman was 
sentenced to six months' imprisonment for refusing to observe 
the officially prescribed holiday. The district court of appeal in 
Nagyvarad reduced the minister’s punishment; the latter sentence 
was also maintained by the Court of Appeal, where it was 
declared that the minister was to be considered as a civil servant, 
as he receives a salary (subsidy) from the State, (Keleti Ujsag. 
May 31.)

POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANK DEPOSITS NOT YET PAID 
OUT BY RUMANIA

A few years ago the Hungarian Government paid the 
Rumanian Ministry of Finance 66 million lei, the equivalent of 
131.509.500 crowns, to be paid to the former depositors of the 
Hungarian Post Office Savings Bank who still live in the
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occupied territory. The Rumanian Government was to satisfy the 
demands of the depositors who had deposited their money before 
the Rumanian regime began in Transylvania. According to the 
original plan the process of re-payment was to have commenced 
on the 1st of May this year. The payment has been postponed, 
however, because — it was officially declared — the number of 
clerks has decreused considerably owing to the recent military 
operations.

PROHIBITION OF CHURCH PSALMS AND HYMNS
The Ministry of the Interior has ordered the cancelling of 

certain passages of the Protestant hymn book in Transylvania. 
Two old psalms, "0, in the days of yore" and “Don't despair, 
litte army", are to be left out altogether. Other hymns, such as 
"The prayer of Rakoczi" and "Prayer for the country”, are to 
receive a new title; the latter contains the word "Magyar", but 
without any political meaning. This order charges the Protestant 
church to withdraw all psalm books and publish new ones. The 
church authorities have applied to the Ministry of the Interior 
to allow the use of the old psalm book until the new ones are 
published and to instruct the subordinate authorities accordingly.

DISPUTE CONCERNING "ADEQUATE" SUBSIDY OF 
MINORITY CHURCHES AND CHURCH SCHOOLS
It will be remembered that on August 4th, 1938 the Cabinet 

Council passed a decree (jurnal al consilului de ministri) called 
"minority statutes”, which provides for the creation of a 
Royal Commisariat for Minority Affairs and, in this connexion, 
for the "adequate subsidy" to be granted to minority schools 
and churches. How this principle is carried out in practice may 
be seen from the following case. Two Lutheran parishes in the 
county of Brasso (Brasov) received from their respective 
parishes 5.000 and 15.000 lei respectively for their own purposes 
and for the maintenance of their schools. The same parishes, 
however, allotted 80.000 and 50.000 lei respectively for the 
maintenance of the Greek Orthodox church and the State 
school. The Lutheran church appealed against this decision, 
pointing out that the population of the parishes concerned being 
80—90% German, the grant should be divided fairly — according 
to the proportion of nationality — or at least half and half. The 
case was decided by the Court of Administration at Bucharest, 
where it was pointed out that the division of such grants is the 
exclusive privilige of the parish councils in question, so that 
there is no possibility of appeal against such decisions. The case 
was, therefore, dismissed. The Supreme Court of Administration, 
however, accepted the appeal and decided that grants have to 
be divided according to the proportion of nationality. Another
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Council of the same court, again, dismissed the case, declaring 
that it was not entitled to decide in cases concerning local 
budgets. The final judgement will have to be pronounced by 
the Supreme Court of Appeal. In this connection we would point 
out that the minority churches and schools have always suffered 
from this inadequate and unjust treatment, because the State 
has invariably treated the State church and its own schools 
infinitely more favourably than the others. (Aradi Kozlony.)

TRIFLING RESULTS IN FREE USE OF HUNGARIAN 
Formalities of the courts of arbitration in Transylvania were 

regulated in 1911 within the framework of the Hungarian system 
of civil jurisdiction. Since Transylvania had been annexed by 
Rumania, the only language that could be used in connection 
with the courts of arbitration was Rumanian. In a case recently 
heard by a court of arbitration one of the parties concerned 
demanded that the president of the court should posses an 
adequate command of Hungarian, so that he may be able to 
understand evidence given in Hungarian. As his demand was 
not attended to, the case was brought before the law court of 
Kolozsvar (Cluj), where it was decided that it was allowed to 
speak Hungarian before the courts of arbitration, so that it was 
possible to demand that the president of the court should know 
Hungarian. (Nepujsag, May 26.)

25% PLOUGHED IN FINAL EXAMINATIONS IN 
TRANSYLVANIA

One of the weapons employed by the Rumanian Govern
ment against the minorities is to prevent minority children from 
progress in education. Ever since M. Anghelescu was Minister 
of Education the Magyar students have been examined by a 
completely strange board of examiners. The percentage of 
failures was invariably abnormally high; in one school-year the 
percentage was as high as 80%. This year, however, the 
percentage was surprisingly low: 25 in Kolozsvar. Out of 167 
pupils belonging to two Magyar secondary schools in that city, 
150 passed the writing tests, while 121 passed the oral examina
tion successfully. The final results of the examinations all over 
the country will only be known after all the schools have sent 
in their reports.

SLOVAKIA
SLOVAKIZATION OF MAGYAR NAMES 

We have already reported that the extreme nationalist 
elements in Slovakia have started a campaign the aim of which 
is to induce Slovak citizens with Magyar names to adopt Slovak
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ones. This movement very soon lost its unofficial character, for 
the Government hastened to issue a decree giving it official 
authority. In this decree it was announced that every Slovak 
citizen with a Magyar name must by a certain date, — viz. by 
the end of the current year, — adopt a Slovak one. To under
stand the question thoroughly the following facts should be 
remembered. Centuries of symbiosis have linked the Slovak people 
with the Magyars. During those centuries the two peoples lived 
in a state of economic and social interdependence in the territory 
where the mountains join the plain. A natural result of that 
symbiosis was that Magyar elements filtered into the Slovak 
race and vice versa. This is why we find many Slovaks with 
Magyar names in the northern border regions, but, to be quite 
objective, it must be noted that there are also many Magyars 
there with Slovak names. This was a natural development. The 
important question is to determine who is to be regarded as of 
Slovak nationality. As regards the census methods employed by 
the young Slovak Republic, we know that Magyars with Slovak 
names were forced by the scrutineers to register as Slovaks, as 
were also numerous pure Magyars who speak Slovak fluently and 
use that language in social intercourse. This means that a number 
of pure Magyar nationals with Magyar names have been included 
in the register of persons of Slovak nationality. And now we 
have a Government decree which aims at depriving these ex
propriated Magyars of their Magyar names. But the Slovaks and 
Magyars living side by side in Slovakia regard the matter in a 
totally different light. The two peoples are accustomed to this 
symbiosis and are as tolerant of one another as the hills are of 
the plain. Nobody in Slovakia wants to Slovakize his Magyar 
name. This has been commented on more than once by the Press 
organs of the extreme nationalists. Twice by the "Narodnie No- 
viny". In its issue of 25th May we read: — “The decree ordering 
the Slovakization of all non-Slovak names was issued a long 
time ago, but so far no signs of its having been obeyed are in 
evidence. On the contrary, far from Slovakizing their names, 
people write them with Hungarian orthography even where there 
is no need to do so.” At the end of the article we find the 
following passage: — "And to come to the point, it would 
certainly do no harm if some of our most prominent men in 
public life were to begin to Slovakize their names. There has 
been no instance so far of any of them having done so." Another 
issue of the same newspaper contained the following passage: — 
“No response to the Government's decree re the Slovakization of 
Magyar names has been forthcoming even where we expected a 
vigorous reaction. In our opinion decrees are issued in order that 
they should be obeyed, Oltherwise they are superfluous. We 
expect effective measures calculated to give a living impetus to
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the dead letter of the Slovakization decree." From this we are 
fully justified in concluding that the people of Slovakia are not 
of the same mind as their hot-headed politicians. It is also 
evident that the leading politicians themselves are in no hurry 
to exchange their Magyar names for Slovak ones.

THE READING OF HUNGARIAN NEWSPAPERS: GROUND 
FOR PERSECUTION

An article published in “Uj Hirek” of Pozsony (Bratislava) 
reports that detectives have visited several newsvendors in the 
town of Besztercebanya, asking them for the names of those 
who read Hungarian newspapers. Some of the newsvendors 
refused to furnish the detectives with lists of their Hungarian 
customers. This event has aroused loud protest not only on the 
part of the Magyar inhabitants of Besztercebanya, but among 
the Magyar citizens of Slovakia in general. It is with great 
difficulty that a small number of Hungarian newspapers are 
still able to appear in Slovakia, nevertheless the provincial au
thorities disturb those people who read these few Hungarian 
papers.

YUGOSLAVIA
UNEQUAL TREATMENT

At a general meeting of the officially appointed Town 
Council of Zombor held on 7th June a motion was passed grant
ing considerable sums of money to the Serb cultural societies and 
the Sokol Society, but no adequate financial assistance was 
granted to the Magyar and German cultural societies, despite 
the fact that the Magyars and Germans form at least one-third, 
or even more, of the total population of the town and are forced 
to pay a disproportionately large part of the municipal superrates 
and taxes.
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HUNGARY
GREAT CHANGES IN HUNGARY'S EXPORTS AND IMPORTS 

CAUSED BY WAR
In consequence of Italy's entering the war and of the French 

armistice and Germany’s war with Britain, E a ste r n  E u r o p e ,  
in c lu d in g  H u n g a r y , is  c o m p l e t e l y  is o la te d  fr o m  G r e a t  B rita in  
a n d  th e  o v e r s e a s  c o u n tr ies . We cannot buy from or sell to 
Britain and America, and all possibilities of transport to those 
countries have ceased. T h is  n a tu ra lly  in v o lv e s  a r ea d ju s tm e n t  
o f  th e  e c o n o m ic  a rra n g em en ts  in th e  c o u n tr ie s  o f  E a stern  
E u r o p e . So long as this situation lasts, these States cannot do 
business except with Germany, Russia and Italy, and among 
themselves. It is possible that economic contacts with the coun
tries occupied by Germany may soon be restored, but it is ques
tionable whether, owing to their changed financial circumstances, 
they will be able to maintain them to the old extent, or at all.

The most pressing problem in connection with Hungary’s 
agricultural exports is the question of finding a market for 
our surplus vegetables and fruit. F o r m e r l y ,  a lth ou g h  G e r m a n y ,  
A u s tr ia  an d C z e c h o -S lo v a k ia  w e r e  th e  c h ie f  c o n s u m e r s  o f  our  
fru it a n d  v e g e ta b le s , la rg e  q u a n titie s  o f  e a r ly  fru its  w e r e  e x p o r 
te d  to  B rita in , H o lla n d , B e lg iu m  a n d  S ca n d in a via . The first 
strawberries, for instance, used to be sent by aeroplane to 
Britain. This year, of course, these exports have ceased, and 
almost all out surplus of fruit, valued at 15.600.000 marks, 
is being sold to Germany. Of what is left Slovakia imports 363 
wagonloads and Switzerland 250 wagonloads. Two years ago 
Poland imported 250 wagonloads of grapes and 500 of melons 
from Hungary. Last year, because of the war, the greater part 
of those quotas went to Germany instead of Poland. N o  g rea t  
ch a n g e  is  l ik e ly  to  ta k e  p la c e  in H u n g a r y ’s  w h ea t e x p o r ts . Last 
year Italy bought 5.500.000 quintals, Germany 2.200.000, Switzer
land. 1.100.000, Greece 600.000 und Holland 100.000. These quotas 
will hardly be affected by the changes due to the war. Germany 
was the consumer of the greater part of our surplus flour 
(1.026 quintals last year and 9.459 the year before). In the last 
few years two-thirds of our rye and barley exports went to 
Italy and Germany. Of the remainder the bulk was imported 
by H o lla n d , N o r w a y  a n d  G r e a t  B rita in , in th is o r d e r  o f  s e q u e n c e . 
Great Britain's dropping out of the market will therefore not
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cause much difference in our grain exports, nor in those of 
potatoes, of which Italy last year bought 38.970 quintals, Ger- 
many 18.647 and Switzerland 36.227.

The maize crop was so poor last year that Hungary was 
obliged to import. More important is the change in our exports 
of poultry (killed), tor after Germany our biggest market for 
that commodity was Great Britain, which bought large quantities 
of spring chickens, and especially many turkeys in the winter 
season. The chief buyers of live poultry were Italy and former 
Austria. Hungary’s exports of eggs were divided among former 
Austria, Italy and Great Britain. Our wool went mostly to 
Great Britain; feathers to Great Britain and France, Beef and 
pork found markets chiefly in Germany and Italy, though a 
considerable quantity of meat, mostly mutton, was exported to 
France and Great Britain. In the last peace year — 1938 — 
France imported 21.1% of our mutton surplus. That year most 
of our lard exports were bought by Great Britain and the U. 
S. A. Hungarian roll-hams found a large and steady market in 
Great Britain. In 1938 Germany absorbed 40.7% of our wine 
exports, Switzerland 32.8%, and as the vintage in France was 
poor, that country also imported Hungarian wines (7.3%); Bel
gium's share was 6%, former Czecho-Slovakia’s 4.2%, former 
Austria's 3.5% and Poland's 2.1%. Of Hungary's total exports 
in 1938, 40.5% went to Germany, 8.5% to Italy, 7.9%> to Great 
Britain, 4.2% to Czecho-Slovakia and 4%> to Rumania. On our 
list of imports Germany figured with 40.9%, Rumania with 10.1%, 
Italy and Great Britain with 6% each. The United States of 
America bought commodities, chiefly industrial articles, from 
Hungary for 12.700.000 pengo, Egypt for 14.400.000 and Palestine 
for 1.100.000. In recent years the exportation of Hungarian 
industrial articles (the products of crafts) had made surprising 
strides, not only in the Balkans, but also in Great Britain, Bel
gium and Holland.

There is no question of having to look for markets as long 
as the war lasts. There is such keen competition to secure all 
surpluses that it will be more than easy to sell what Great 
Britain and the western markets used to absorb. It is no cause 
of anxiety either that because of the disastrous falling off of 
tourist traffic, — Switzerland one of Hungary's best customers 
— will not be able to buy so much, and that the same is probably 
the case in the northern and north-western States owing to their 
changed circumstances. One result of these changed circum
stances is that relations between Hungary and the Balkan States 
on the one hand and Germany on the other are much closer — 
in certain fields they are practically exclusive — and that the 
former must establish more lively contacts with Russia. Russia 
in any case is of great importance so far as our imports are 
concerned, for there will be a great need of industrial raw
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m a ter ia ls , in p a rticu la r  o f  th o s e  w h ich  H u n g a r y  a n d  th e  B a lk a n  
S ta te s  u se d  to  o b ta in  fr o m  th e  o v e r s e a s  c o u n tr ie s , th e  c o lo n ie s  
a n d  p a r t ly  fr o m  G r e a t  B r ita in . This is a problem more difficult 
of solution than the question of exports, which so long as the 
war continues will not present any difficulties.

RUMANIA
RUMANIA'S EXPORT TRADE IN FIRST QUARTER OF 1940

An article published in the Rumanian economic review 
“ E x c e l s i o r ”  before the recent occupation of Bessarabia by Russia 
draws the balance of Rumania's export trade in the first quarter 
of 1940, on the basis of Ministry of Finance records, as follows:

In the first quarter of 1940 the total quantity of goods 
exported from Rumania was about 25% less than in the first 
quarter of the preceding year, but the value of this quantity was 
more than 40% higher than a year before. This was due to the 
fact that while in the previous year the value of the goods 
exported amounted on the average to 295 lei p. quintal, in the 
first quarter of this year the average value was as high as 600 lei
p. q. Similarly, the average value of imported goods amounted 
to 3.000 lei p. q. in 1939 and rose to 5.330 lei. In other words, 
the value of exports, rose by 200% p. q., while that of imports 
shows only a rise of 70%. These facts are to borne in mind when 
the balance of the country's trade is drawn.

In 1940 Rumania exported 14,287.217 q. to the amount of 
8.807,373.000 lei, while in the same year she imported 1,222.503
q. of the total value of 6.614,243.000 lei; in 1939 her exports 
amounted to 18,970.825 q. in the value of 5.622,180.000 lei, while 
her imports totalled 2,008.923 q. in the value of 5.973,832.000 lei. 
The balance of Rumania’s export trade for this period, therefore, 
shows an excess of exports of 2.293,130.000 lei against an excess 
of imports of 351,652.000 lei in the same period last year, although 
the country’s exports have decreased since last year.

In respect of the weight of the goods exported, Great Britain 
takes the first place on the list of Rumania's customers, the total 
weight amounting to 3,850.170 quintals in the value of 2.160,196.000 
lei. In the total amount of Rumania's exports Great Britain 
figures with 26.98% and its total value with 24.53%, (In 
Rumania's imports, on the other hand, Great Britain stands very 
much lower: her total imports to Rumania amounted to 31.260 q. 
in the value of 214,303.000 lei. This represents 3.29% of the total 
weight of imports and only 2.56% of the total value.) Rumania's 
trade relations with Great Britain resulted iii an excess of ex
ports of 1.945,893.000 lei.

The second place in Rumania's imports — in respect of 
quantity — was taken by Germany (including the Protectorate):
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2,798.000 q. in the value of 3.082,177.000 lei, which is equal to 
19.59% of the amount and 35% of the value of Rumania's exports. 
On the import list Germany stands first: 680.652 q. in the value 
of 3.996,119.000 lei, shis represents 55.68% of the total weight 
and 61.05% of the total value of Rumania's imports. Trade 
relations between Germany and Rumania in the first quarter of 
this year showed an excess of imports amounting to 913,942.000 
lei. —

Rumania's trade relations with Italy show a marked advance. 
In 1939 Rumain exported to Italy goods of the value of 505 
million lei, while in 1940 this amount rose to 1.008 million lei. 
Her imports from Italy in 1939 amounted to 405 million lei, while 
in 1940 it reached the figure of 601 millions, that showing an 
excess of exports amounting to 407 million lei.

In respect of total volume of imports and exports, the list 
of Rumania's customers may be drawn up as follows:

Germany and the Protectorate: 40 %
Great Britain 16 %
Italy 10 %
Turkey 4.2%
Egypt 3 %
France 2.8%
U. S. A. 2.2%
Palestine 1.8%
Hungary 1.5%

YUGOSLAVIA
FIRST YEAR OF "YUGOSLAVENSKI CSELIK” ; PRODUCTION: 

572.1 MILLION DINARS
A detailed report concerning its work in the first year has 

been published by the Yugoslavenski Cselik. The report deals with 
the work of 17 months; three months have to be deducted, that 
being the period spent in taking over various establishments, so 
that the actual time covered by the report is not more than 
fourteen months. The work of the Jugo-cselik comprised, in the 
first place, commercial and administrative reorganization, 
modernization of the equipment of old establishments and the 
establishment of new plants. The company has suffered con
siderably from the effect of the present economic situation, mainly 
in respect of the purchasing of raw materials and equipments. 
In the standardization of prices the Jugo-cselik has played an 
important part, as it was always the last to raise prices. Thus, 
for instance, it did not raise coal prices in 1939, and even in the 
current year there has been but a slight rise in these prices, 
owing to the raising of workmen's wages. The same happened in 
the case of iron, where the rise this year amounted to the
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negligible sum of 45 paras. The figures of the Jugo-cselik's 
production in the first year are the following: 589.613 tons of coal, 
830.263 tons of iron ore, 1.999 tons of wire, 6.455 tons of foundry 
products, 3.259 tons of nails, and 2.324 tons of other material. 
The total value of production was 572.1 million dinars. The 
company worked, on the average, with 9.536 hands, but at the 
end of last year 483 more hands were engaged. The average 
amount of daily wages was 41.86 dinars in the first half of 1939 
and 46.36 dinars at the end of the same year. During the first 17 
months the company paid out 194.3 million dinars in wages, 26.1 
millions in taxes and dues. The active capital amounts to 500 
million dinars, while the claims of creditors total 231.9 millions. 
The balance is thus 758.6 million dinars.

YUGOSLAVIA'S EXPORT TRADE BALANCE
In the first four months of this year Yugoslavia's export 

trade balance showed a considerable improvement. During this 
period Yugoslavia's exports represented a value of 2451 million 
dinars, 1026 millions (67.75%) more, than in the same period of 
last year. Her imports amounted to 2054 million dinars, i. e. 379 
millions (22.62%) more than last year. The excess of exports is 
487 million dinars, as against an excess of imports of 160 millions 
iast year. The leading export articles were: wood, food stuffs, 
live stock and various ores.

The Danubian Review is published monthly. — Editorial Offices and 
Management: Zrinyi-utca 1, Budapest V. — Responsible for the
publication: Dr. ANDREW FALL. — Issued and printed by Sark&ny 

1M36 Ltd. — Responsible for the printing: A. and J. Wessely.
P r ic e  s ix  p e n c e , —  S u b sc r ip t io n  fo r  o n e  y e a r  5 /



B U D A P EST.  
M U N I C I P A L  M I N E R A L  
B A T H S  A N D  S P R I N G S
ST. GELLERT MEDICINAL BATHS AND 
HYDROPATHIC ESTABLISHMENT

Radio-active thermal springs, 47° C. Firstrate hotel 
with 260 bedrooms. Special prices for full treat
ment. Effervescent swimming-pool. Medical treat
ment. Modern equipment.
Address: Szt. Gellert-ter. 1., Budapest, XI. 
Telephone: 268-800.

RUDAS MEDICINAL BATHS AND HYDRO
PATHIC ESTABLISHMENT

Thermal pool and radium baths. Modern hydro
pathic establishment. Dietetic catering. Special 
inclusive terms. Indoors swimming-pool.
Address: Dobrentei-ter 9. Budapest.

SZECHENYI MEDICINAL BATHS
Sulphuric thermal water, 76° centigrade, springing 
from a depth of 1238 metres. Psychotherapy 
department with modern equipment.
Address: Varosliget Budapest.

DRINKING CURES
The Hungaria, Attila and Juventus radio
active springs in the Rudas Park. Splendid 
results in cases of kidney, stomach, intestine and 
gall troubles, high blood pressure and premature 
old age. Ask your doctor!
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