
OF THE INHABITANTS OF HUNGARY 77 .5°/. 
ARE M AGYARS BY MOTHER-TONGUE 

AND 80 .9%  BY NATIONALITY

T he latest issue of the “ Hungarian Statistical Review” 
edited and published by the Central Hungarian 
Bureau of Statistics, for the first time offers sum

marized information respecting the linguistic (mother-tongue) 
and nationality figures revealed by the 1941 Hungarian 
Census.

The data provide new and important information respec
ting the demographical conditions of the population of Hun
gary; for they relate to an increased population respecting 
which — for reasons beyond the control of the Hungarian 
statistical service —  it has not been possible since 1910 to 
prepare any reliable survey. In some areas the population 
has since the last general Hungarian Census been re-formed 
by a generation which has seen two changes of rule, the 
social and economic conditions having been changed in an 
unprecedented manner by the trying period between the two 
Great Wars.

We cannot obtain new data offering reliable information 
relating to the whole territory of the Hungary which has on 
four occasions been territorially aggrandized, except by 
utilizing the results shown by the Censuses taken by the 
Succession States, a comparison being however considerably 
impeded by the divergences in the methods of collecting the 
data. The Central Hungarian Bureau of Statistics is endea
vouring by dint of increased efforts to make public the 
results shown by the Censuses. The exceptional conditions 
prevailing are making their effect felt also on the work of 
the Bureau; but the summarization of the first general results 
is calculated to facilitate a far-reaching survey of the facts.
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How “ Nationality" is Ascertained.

From 1880 the Hungarian Censuses have made their 
inquiries respecting mother-tongue in ine and the same spirit 
and have endeavoured to ascertain what other language or 
languages the person in question speaks. The results shown 
by the elaboration of the data relating to mother-tongue are 
made public by the Hungarian Censuses with an objectivity 
and an exhaustiveness of detail without a parallel in inter
national practice. The system of elaboration offering innu
merable combinations affords an opportunity, not only for the 
observation of the profound changes ensuing from decade to 
decade, but also for the checking of the results from several 
points of view. This system is a guarantee of the authenticity 
of the linguistic (mother-tongue) data of the Hungarian 
Censuses and shows the absolute objectivity of the official 
statistics.

In the case of the 1941 Census the Central Bureau of 
Statistics further developed the method of collecting data. 
Acting on the instructions given by Count Paul Teleki, though 
at the same time keeping pace with the development of the 
sciences of statistics and demography in a manner dictated 
by its own experience of seventy-five years, it included in 
the Census questionnaire —  in addition to the column for 
entry of mother-tongue —  an additional question relating to 
“ nationality".

It not only inquired after “mother-tongue” or the lan
guage regarded as his own and spoken best or preferably by 
the person filling out the questionnaire, but also asked what 
other languages that person spoke in addition to the mother- 
tongue. The most important innovation was inquiry after 
“nationality” . Every person was able — without any influence 
being brought to bear on him and without regard to his 
mother-tongue —  to designate of his own accord that natio
nality to which he felt and professed himself to belong. 
Whereas the determination of mother-tongue is based upon 
the knowledge of that language, “nationality” is the reflec
tion of the feeling of ethnical community, which may be 
different from “ mother-tongue” and independent of know
ledge of languages.
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Own Language: Autographic Signature.

Count Paul Teleki designated the chief object of a Cen
sus to be —  self-knowledge of the nation. The inclusion of 
separate questions relating to nationality enabled us to throw 
light on this question from as many angles as possible, t<a 
obtain as comprehensive a knowledge as possible of our 
nationality conditions and at the same time to offer foreign 
countries too the greatest possible amount of information on 
this point. For it is indubitable —  and has indeed been proved 
by the results shown by our Census —  that in Hungary, as 
in Eastern and Central Europe generally, in the case of a 
considerable proportion of the population “ nationality” 
feeling is not identical with “ mot her-tongue” .

In the case of the 1941 Census the Central Hungarian 
Bureau of Statistics made increased efforts to inform every 
one in his own tongue of the meaning of the Census questions; 
and for that reasons it had the text of the Census papers 
translated into the mother-tongues of our non-Magyar, 
nationalities. Every person filling out a Census paper was 
required to endorse and certify his answer by appending 
his own signature. That the answers might be entirely sincere 
and given without constraint, was the object of the measures 
ensuring the secrecy of the data furnished. In order to ensure 
determining the real situation in the fullest correspondence 
with the facts, over and above the said measures, in confor
mity with instructions given by the late Count Paul Teleki, 
then Prime Minister of Hungary, the Census was checked 
from the scientific point of view too.

A comparison of the results shown by the 1941 Census 
with the data of previous Censuses reveals numerous shift- 
ings of varying dimensions. These shiftings are to be attributed 
to the natural increase of the several regions varying in scale 
according to regions and to the permanent internal migration. 
A  migratory movement of a transitional character was 
induoed by the territoral aggrandizement of the country.

Of the non-Magyar inhabitants of the territories re
incorporated in the country that setion in particular which 
only migrated or settled in those territories after the putting 
into force of the Treaty of Trianon, returned for the most
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part spontaneously — cither prior to the re-incorporation or 
immediately afterwards — to their real homeland. Another 
form of internal migration in evidence also is that many 
persons have — generally under the pressure of circumstan
ces — migrated from the territory left under foreign rule 
over the new frontier to the re-incorporated areas. A  propor
tion of the “Trianon refugees" have returned to their original 
native land, while the places of the officials, professional 
elements and military persons who have withdrawn have been 
filled by persons transferred from the territory of Trianon 
Hungary.

Occupation by foreign rulers and the organization car
ried out, within the territory of Trianon Hungary, streng
thened the nationality self-consciousness of the population. 
This fact was reflected also in the data furnished. The inha
bitants in general interpreted correctly both the “mother- 
tongue” and the "nationality" question to be answered by 
them. In the case of the great bulk of the population this is 
indeed only natural; for a very considerable part of that 
population speaks only one language: and for these inhabitants 
there could be no doubt as to how to answer the “mother- 
tongue” question; but even in the great majority of the 
villages inhabited by persons speaking two or even more 
languages there would appear to have been no cause for 
anxiety as to whether the data furnished corresponded to the 
actual state of things?

Distribution of Population by Mother-Tongue.
In 1941 the distribution of the population of Hungary by 

mother-tongue was as follows: —
Mother-tongue No. of Inhabitants °/o
Magyar 11,367,342 77.5
German 719,762 4.9
Slovak 268,913 1.8
Rumanian 1,100,352 7.5
Ruthenian 564,092 3.8
Croatian, Serbian, 
Bunyevac, Sokaz, etc. 369,348 2.5
Vend, Slovene 69,586 0.5
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Gipsy (Romany)
Yiddish
Hebrew
Sundry
Unknown

Total

57,372 0.4
126,312 0.9

5,659 0.0
29,435 0.2

1,400 0.0
14,679,573 100.0

These results —  for the moment provisional in character 
— show that the vast bulk of the inhabitants of present-day 
Hungary (77.5°lo) are Magyars by mother-tongue and that, 
although there are a considerable number of persons of 
other tongues living within the territory of the country who 
taken together from a considerable proportion of the 
population, not one of these groups can claim a ratio corres
ponding even to 10% of that of the Magyars. The compact 
mass of Magyars — i. e. of Hungarians whose mother-tongue 
is Magyar — numbering nearly 11.5 million souls constitutes 
a strong block of importance internationally too, If we take 
into account the extensive development of our towns and 
their predominantly Magyar character, there is no need to 
offer any exhaustive explantion of the headway —  one of 
only 3°/o — made by the Magyars which has ensued since 
1910 within the present frontiers of Hungary.

The decline in the number of inhabitants whose mother- 
tongue is German is to a considerable extent only apparent, 
seeing that in 1910 the Census included the persons whose 
mother-tongue was Yiddish and who spoke a distorted form 
of German slang among the Germans. In all probability the 
Israelites whose mother-tongue is German — who in 1910 
numbered 137,000 souls, inclusive of those whose mother- 
tongue was Yiddish —  in 1941 figured in much smaller num
bers among the inhabitants whose mother-tongue is German. 
After the collapse of the Monarchy there ensued a decrease 
also in the number of Austrian nationals — mostly with Ger
man as their mother-tongue — living previously in Hungary.

The decrease in evidence in the number of persons 
whose mother-tongue is Slovak is to be attributed very lar
gely to the migratory movement following the collapse of the 
Monarchy and to the absence of the seasonal workers who 
in former times migrated to the Lowlands from the districts
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of Upper Hungary. In the case of the Croatians and Serbians 
the Census did not enumerate those of the inhabitants of the 
districts of Southern Hungary who for war reasons — as war 
prisoners —  were absent at the time the Census was taken.

“ Nationality” Data.

The “ Hungarian Statistical Review” publishes a general 
summary (relating to the whole territory of the country) 
also of the first “nationality” figures relating to the population 
of the country. These figures show that in 1941 the distri
bution of the inhabitants of Hungary by „nationality” was as 
follows: —

Nationality No. of Inhabitants %
Magyar 11,881,455 80.9
German 533,045 3.6
Slovak 175,550 1.2
Rumanian 1,051,026 7.2
Ruthenian 547,770 3.7
Croatian 12,346 0.1
Serbian 159,000 1.1
Vend, Slovene 20,336 0.1
Bunyevac, Sokaz, etc. 54,585 0.4
Gipsy 76,209 0.5
Jewish 139,041 1.0
Sundry 27,218 0.2
Unknown 1,392 0.0

Total 14,679,573 100.0

We see, then, that according to the provisional results 
shown 80.9°/o of the total population of Hungary, when asked 
as to their “ nationality” , declared themselves to be Magyars. 
Jn respect of the nationality question, therefore, the popu
lation of Hungary is even more homogeneous —  more ex
pressly and decidedly Magyar —  than in respect of mother- 
tongue. The surplus of slightly more than half a million regis
tered on the Magyar side by a comparison of the “nationality" 
and the “mother-tongue” data naturally does not mean that 
a corresponding number of persons whose mother-tongue is 
other than Hungarian declared in favour of Magyar “natio
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nality"; for a certain proportion of those whose mother- 
tongue is Magyar belong to other nationalities: and the num
ber of Magyars by mother-tongue declaring themselves to 
be of other nationality was counterbalanced by a similar 
number of persons whose mother-tongue is other than Hun
garian having declared in favour of Magyar “nationality"; for 
a certain proportion of those whose mother-tongue is Magyar 
belong to other nationalities: and the number of Magyars by 
mother-tongue declaring themselves to be of other nationality 
was counterbalanced by a similar number of persons whose 
mother-tongue is not Magyar declaring themselves to be Ma
gyars by nationality.

In the case of the Rumanians, Ruthenians and Serbians 
the figures relating to mother-tongue and nationality respec
tively practically tally. The Hungarian statistical service 
obtained these results in connection with those very “mother- 
tongue" and "nationality" groups respectively whose lower 
standard of culture and lack of organization, combined with 
the fact that the liberation of the areas in which they live had 
only just ensued, might easily have led to the occurrence of 
errors when collecting data on the spot. Therefore, the fact 
that in these districts too the collection of data was effected 
with absolute objectivity allows of our concluding that our 
whole method of Census enumeration is correct and unex
ceptionable.
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