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THE HUNGARIAN QUARTERLY was first published in the spring of 
1934 by the Society of the Hungarian Quarterly. The editors were: Dr. Joseph 
Balogh, Budapest, Hungary, Owen Rutter, London, England and Francis 
Deak, New York, USA.

In 1944 the Society of the Hungarian Quarterly was dissolved, and in 
1945*46 its members imprisoned or deported into Russia.

Years later the communist government in Budapest started the NEW 
HUNGARIAN QUARTERLY, a propaganda publication, which in no way 
can be regarded as the legal successor of the original Hungarian Quarterly.

Forty years after the occupation of Hungary by the armies of the Soviet 
Union, which occupation is still demonstrated by the presence of Soviet troops 
on Hungarian soil, members of the Hungarian exile in the USA, Canada, 
Australia and Europe decided to pick up the fallen banner, of “peace, justice 
and a better future through knowledge and understanding,” and republish the 
Hungarian Quarterly in the USA.

Our aim is the same; to acquaint the English speaking world with the past 
as well as the present situation of the Carpathian Basin and try to deal with 
the difficult problems of the future. To clear up the misconceptions and blow 
away the smoke-screen created by unscrupulous political adventurers in their 
determination to enforce their nationalistic goals a t the detriment of a multi
national population which inhabit the Carpathian Basin for long centuries.

According to the newest statistics the population of the Carpathi£in Basin 
includes: 15 million Himgarians, 4.5 million Croatians, 4 million Rumanians, 
3.8 million Slovaks, 0.6 million Germans, 0.5 million Serbians, 0.6 million 
Ruthenians, and 0.6 million others.

Our aim is to point out the festering problems which smolder under the 
surface ready to explode again and search for a wise and just solution of these 
problems, a solution which could save the future of 29.6 million people from 
more destruction, more killing and more suffering.
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The Legacy of 1956

A Joint Declaration of Central European Dissidents
Thirty years ago, on October 23, 1956, students, workers and servicemen 

took over by force the radio tower of Budapest because they were fed up with 
“official lies” , wanted to hear the tru th  and voice their demands. The in
surgents toppled the statue of Stalin, and discredited the system which called 
itself “ the dictatorship of the proletariat” and the “People’s Republic” . Their 
struggle made it clear that the people of Hungary desired independence, 
democracy, a free and peaceful life, fit for human beings.

The Hungarian revolt, then the East Berhn uprising, the “Spring of 
Prague” as well as the “solidarity movement” of Poland were defeated, crush
ed, either by Soviet interference or domestic military power. Nevertheless, due 
to these movements, life in our countries during the last thirty years became 
more and more tolerable. We may air our grievEinces once in a while without 
being arrested and sent to prison. However, the basic demands of the in
surgents have not yet materialized.

We ask our friends all over the world to remember with us during this an
niversary of the Hungarian uprising of those who gave their lives for the cause 
of freedom, democracy and independence. We declare this day tha t we will 
keep on fighting, side by side, for these ideals: political democracy, in
dependence of all nations, the peaceful unification of Europe, and the rights of 
all minorities. We support each other in our struggle for the freedom of our 
countries and the freedom of the entire human race.

Our strength derives from the legacy of the 1956 Hungarian Uprising.
On October 23, 1986, Warsaw — East Berlin — Prague — Budapest.
Signed by: 28 from Poland, 24 from Czechoslovakia, 16 from E ast Ger

many and 54 from Hungary.

GOD BLESS THEM ALL!



Cultural Identity Under Attack
by Albert Wass

Cultural identity is the root-system of the 
human soul. Reaching into the depth of a 
nation’s culture, built layer upon layer through 
centuries and inherited by the individual from 
his ancestors: it feeds the intellect with those 
basic spiritual values which enable him to fulfill 
his purpose in life. This inherited root-system is 
man’s most important treasure. I t is composed 
of songs, legends, customs, tales, historical 
background, taste in the field of arts, £uid latent 
talents in the areas of science; but most of all, 
the rich inheritance of the mother tongue; our in
dividual and unique art of self expression. By 
virtue of his cultural identity man is not a lone- 
wolf in the human jungle: he is part of a distinct 
group, a tight unity which gives him the feeling 
of belonging; the feeling of security. Without it 
he is nothing but an autumn-leaf blown by a 
wayward wind.

Today nations Eire no longer bound together 
by inheritance of blood alone. They are united 
through their cultural identity; that mysterious 
bond which reaches far beyond the memories of 
their own existence into the collective core of a 
basic culture which sustains eind supports their 
spiritual consciousness with a firm foundation 
of one big brotherhood. I t is a tightly woven 
structure of a collective spiritual and intellec
tual identity they regard as sacred because it 
was endowed to them by God. The deeper these 
roots are embedded into the collective past of a 
nation, the richer are the spiritual values of this 
“cultural identity,” enabling the individual to 
survive adverse conditions of any kind and 
resist any attem pt aimed against his national 
status and affiliation. Since the beginning of the 
twentieth-century this fact is being more and 
more recognized by those powers whose purpose 
is to subdue and swallow up any nationality 
group within the territory they happen to rule, 
in order to amalgamate them into one single 
mass of people.

The C arpath ian  Basin is especially 
vulnerable in this respect, due to the overlap
ping of the different coexisting nationality 
groups. Though these nationalities are living 
side by side, widely intermingled for many cen
turies, their national identity was never en
dangered, not even challenged until the twen
tieth century, due to the very structure of the 
society in which they lived. The feudalistic 
system of the olden days did not recognize na
tionalities, only classes. Under the St. Stephen’s 
Crown every nationality group was free to 
develop its own national culture. Assimilation, 
as such, unfolded naturally. Where the fringes of 
nationality groups overlapped and in ter
mingled, on the lower level of society, the higher 
culture yielded to the inferior and a downward 
assimilation took place. This phenomenon was 
simply due to the fact that those on a higher 
cultural level learned the language of the other 
group faster and easier and it was just a matter 
of convenience. At the s£ime time those 
members of a minority nation who through their 
abilities succeeded in breaking through the 
social barriers and were elevated into the nobili
ty class, the leading class of the Hungarian 
Statehood, assimilated upwards and became 
Hungarians.

Assimilation as a political goal was first in
vented by the Austrian emperor, Joseph 
Habsburg II, (1780-90) while attempting to 
“germanize” Hungary. The immediate reaction 
of the Hungarian nation was an outburst of 
patriotism, which created a strong feeling of na
tionalism for the first time in Hungarian 
history. This nationalism culminated in the 
famous Hungarian Liberty War of 1848-49, 
which was crushed by the sixteen yeeir-old 
Emperor Franz Joseph, with the military aid of 
the Czar of Russia. The oppression which fol
lowed served to strengthen the nationalistic 
feelings instead of eliminating them.



It was also the political manipulation of the 
Habsburg Empire which created the first fric
tions between Hungarians and Rumanians in 
Transylvania by instigating the massacres of 
several Hungarian towns and villages during 
the Liberty War. Those bloody massacres built 
a barrier of hatred and resentment between the 
two nations, which has never been completely 
resolved: not even during the “golden years” , 
after reconciliation between A ustria and 
Hungary. Meanwhile, the Rumanian clergy, en
couraged and financed by the newly established 
Rumanian Kingdom east of the borders, became 
engaged in a well organized political campaign 
against the very same Hungarian government 
upon which its livelihood depended. As a result 
of those political machinations which were sup
ported by the Slovaks in northern Hungary, the 
Serbians and the Croatians in southern 
Hungary; the Hungarian Kingdom, after nur
turing edl these different nationedities and 
aiding them in their cultured development for 
centuries, was tom apart and divided into small 
national states. Four million Hungarians, living 
in Transylvania, Upper Hungary, and Southern 
Hungary were cast into minority status with 
minority rights secured in the peace treaties, 
but never implemented and never enforced.

The Hungarians of Transylvania were hit 
the hardest, especially economicídly. Those in 
public offices lost their jobs. The landowners 
lost most of their land, while those in commerce 
and industry were double-taxed and suffered 2Ü1 
sorts of chicaneries. Nevertheless, due to the 
many centuries-old cultural identity of their 
population, the Hungarian character of the 
Transylvanian towns and cities remained un
changed in spite of the oppression.

The original native culture of Transylvania, 
just as in Upper Hungary and Southern 
Hungary, was the Hungarian for ten centuries. 
Transylvania was regarded as the Eastern fron
tier of the Western Christian civilization. Their 
culture was deeply imbedded into the land and 
the people. Invaded and attacked by a foreign 
culture, Balkanic and Byzanthine, the cultural 
identity of the Hungarians reacted immediately 
by retreating behind their spiritual, cultural, 
and intellectual fortifications: their churches, 
educational institutions, and cultural organiza
tions. Thus, they were able to survive suc
cessfully almost thirty years of Rumanian op

pression as a solid group. They increased their 
cultural output and excelled internationeilly in 
the fields of arts and literature.

However, after the communist take-over the 
Rumanian attitude changed. The confusion 
created by the war enabled the Rumanians to 
completely eliminate the leadership of the Tran
sylvanian Hungarians. More than twenty- 
thousand Hungarian clergymen, educators, 
economists, writers, and artists were exter
minated or deported into forced labor camps. 
Then a thorough “de-Hung£irianization” pro
gram was implemented. Everything that could 
be regarded as a symbol of the Hungarian past 
was systematically destroyed: old cemeteries, 
old churches, libraries, museums, archives, 
historic landmarks, etc. The educational plat
form was taken out from under the Hungarian 
culture, step-by-step. The use of the Hungarian 
langauge was forbidden; first in public places, 
then everywhere. Hungarian children who deired 
to whisper to each other in their mother tongue 
in the school yard were beaten and tortured. 
Beating and torture became the general punish
ment for every crime; e.g., singing a Hungarian 
song, telling a Hungarian folk tale. Those who 
dared to protest were arrested, beaten, and in 
many cases killed. The Hungarian culture was 
outlawed and silenced. The most beirbaric 
methods were used for more than twenty years 
with the aim of breaking and annihilating the 
cultural identity of the three-million-strong 
Hungarian minority within the Socialist 
Republic of Great Rumania.

The result? The cultural identity of the 
Transylvanian Hungarians is stronger than 
ever. It is still there, in the misery and depriva
tion; hidden in the catacombs of the soul. With 
all the historic documents regarding the past 
confiscated and burned: libraries, museums smd 
archives destroyed, all geographiced names 
changed, schools “romcinized” , the population 
uprooted, deported and relocated into foreign 
neighborhoods; they carry their cultural identi
ty silently in their hearts. It is like a fire 
smoldering underground. The heavier the 
pressure, the more brutal the force, the stronger 
the silent reaction. Suffering never brought 
peace to man; only with wisdom, understanding 
and tolerance, together with mutual respect and 
the clear recognition that man was born with in
alienable rights can peace be attained.



There will be no peace in the Carpathian 
Basin until those in power reedize that assimila
tion cannot be forced, and prosperity can be 
built only in an atmosphere of freedom which 
releases the positive forces within the human 
soul; and which is embedded into the cultural 
heritage of each person and turns those latent

forces into positive productivity.
The diversity of nationalities will always be 

there and will always overlap, like tha colors and 
motifs in an oriental script. Eliminating and 
destroying these colors is not only impossible, it 
would be a crime; which would not benefit 
anyone.

The Government of the 
Socialist Republic of 

Rumania is Found Guilty!
Today, at the end of the 20th century, 

civilized societies under majority rule firmly 
believe that such rule should not infringe upon 
the rights of minority groups.

On the authority of the Human Rights Pro
clamation of the United Nations these rights in
clude:

Each individual's right to equal education, 
equal job opportunity for equal pay, equal hous
ing, welfare and protection under the law.

Each individual’s right to free worship in 
the church of his choice.

Each individual’s right to speak his own 
language, to keep and develop his ethnic 
cultural heritage, to keep and develop his ethnic 
identity without interference from the ruling 
majority.

Each individual’s right to live within his 
own ethnic group, and the right of this group to 
self-administration.

The Socialist Republic of Rumania is found 
in flagrant violation of each of these basic 
human rights in regard to the Hungarian 
minority.

The '^Helsinki Agreem ent’’''of 1975 contains 
the following provisions in clause VII:

“The participating States on whose ter
ritory national minorities exist will respect the 
right of persons belonging to such minorities to 
equality before the law, will afford them the full 
opportunity for the actual enjoyment of human 
rights and fundamental freedoms and will, in 
this manner, protect their legitimate interests in 
this sphere.”

*The participating States will respect human 
rights and fundamental freedoms, including the 
freedom of thought, conscience, religion or 
belief, for aU without distinction as to race, sex, 
language or religion.” “They will promote and 
encourage the effective exercise of civil, 
political, economic, social, cultural and other 
rights and freedoms all of which derive from the 
inherent dignity of the human person and are 
essential for his free and full development.”

In case of non-compliance with international 
laws and agreements the same document pro
vides in Clause I, paragraph 2:

“They (the participating states) consider 
tha t their frontiers can be changed, in accord
ance with international law...”

Clause V provides the means for such 
changes:

“ For this purpose they will use such means 
as negotiation, enquiry, mediation, conciliation, 
arbitration, judicial settlement or other peaceful 
means...”

Excerpts
from the Constitution o f the Socialist Republic 

of Rumania:
Art. 17. “The citizens of the Socialist 

Republic of Rumania, irrespective of their na
tionality, race, sex or religion shall have equal 
rights in all fields of economic, political, 
juridicial, social and cutihiral life.

The State shall guarantee the equal rights 
of the citizens. No restriction of these rights and 
no difference in their exercise on the grounds of



nationality, race, sex or religion shall be per
m itted,”

Art. 22. “ In the Socialist Republic of 
Rumania, the co-inhabiting nationalities shall 
be assured the free use of their mother tongue as 
well as books, newspapers, periodicals, theatres 
and education at all levels in their own 
languages.

In territorial-administrative units also in
habited by population of non-Rumanian na
tionality, all bodies and institutions shall use in 
speech and in writing the language of the na
tionality concerned and shall appoint officials 
from its ranks.”

What Can the United States Do?
As a reward for her “independence” from 

Moscow, Rumania was granted most-favored- 
nation status by Congress. That decision 
overlooked the fact that this “independence” is 
not founded on decency and a healthy respect 
for human liberty. The fact is that Rumania to
day is guilty of the most blatant internal oppres
sion of all the Soviet satellites. The only condi
tion upon which “most-favored-nation” status 
was granted was the requirement of free emigra
tion. Such systematic oppression ceinnot'offset 
by an easing of restrictions on emigration. Such 
a “solution” could well be ju st what the Ruma

nian government needs to justify a policy of ex
iling minorities from home, property and coun
try. The net effect would visit even more hard
ship and misery on those left behind. Free 
emigration may solve the problem of a handful 
of people, but the 2.5 million Hungarians and 
the 400,000 Germans want to live, work and and 
prosper in a land which, in the case of 
Hungarians, they have inhabited for over one 
thousand years.

We urge Congress to reverse its decision 
making “most-favored-nation” status soley 
dependent upon the easing of emigration restric
tion. Congress should revoke tha t status from 
Rumeinia until she completely satisfies the ju st 
and reasonable needs of her minority popula
tions to maintain and develop her own contribu
tion to Rumania’s rich ethnic mosaic.

We urge the American Government to exert 
pressure on Rumania in any other manner to 
conform to enlightened standards in its treat
ment of minorities. The December 5, 1973 
American-Rumanian joint statement specifical
ly allows parties to raise humanitarian issues 
with the other.

We urge the American public to show the 
same sympathy and solidarity toward these peo
ple as it has towgird so many other victims of 
political and cultural persecution over the last 
two hundred years.



A Call for Reconciliation to the 
Caring People of Hungary and Romania

This letter is written for reasons of con
science. I t is a response to the growing cry of 
pain from the Hungarian people living in the 
Transylvania region of Romania.

We have a certain hope, that the processes 
causing this suffering will come to an end if peo
ple of good will unite for that purpose.

We do not wish to pass judgment on the 
events of our common past, for history is a bot
tomless pit from which facts can be arbitrarily 
taken to justify and rationalize the actions of 
one people and condemn those of another. Look
ing into history makes sense only if it prompts 
mutual understanding and appreciation and the 
purpose is not to incite or stir up hatred. Our 
deepest hope is for a new spiritued enlighten
ment that will cause both Hungarians and 
Romanians to be more thankful for the good 
things they have shared together; in years gone 
by and today.

The great river of Hungarians now fleeing 
from Romania has brought shock to the whole 
world. Forcing a man out from his country into 
exile and then permitting the “reunification” of 
his family, has been the method to effect a 
policy of mass deportation. The majority of the 
Jews and Germans have already left the coun
try, and the remainder of their communities are 
making preparations to follow them. However, 
for the two-million-strong Hungarian communi
ty, that is not possible. They regard their own 
and their children’s future as hopeless.

What is the ultimate goal? Transylvania 
without Hungarians? Is it to force out those 
who are unable to assimilate themselves and for
cibly assimilate those who have no option but to 
remain? Who benefits? We cannot overestimate 
the damage that Romania has suffered by losing 
her Jewish and German communities. Now the

movement of tens-of-thousands of the most 
talented and skilled Hungarians means that she 
is losing the very people who could do much 
good for the common homeland. Why is this?

Distant continents are now benefitting from 
the skills of expelled Hungarians. The whole of 
Eastern Europe is losing out. By having only 
one language, Romania will be poorer.

Ancient treasures of Hungarian culture, the 
libraries, the schools and the universities: all an 
organic part of European civilization are being 
ruined. The entire continent is becoming poorer. 
What good will come from this? Can this pro
cess be reversed?

The idea of ruling: an anachronism.
From our position upon this moving sea of 

hatred we wholeheartedly support one fact: the 
spiritual leaders of the Hungarian people 
possess no desire to be rulers over another na
tion. We have no slogan of “give Transylvania 
back” , not only because the present government 
of Hungary — very properly — would not 
tolerate it, but because the idea of ruling has 
lost its attraction to the leaders of our people. 
Who does Transylvania belong to? We believe it 
belongs to those who have been born there. 
What then has been the complaint of the 
Hungarians?

Gradual Destruction
As we travel around Tremsylvania we 

regularly hear the complaint that lessons and 
schools in the Hungarian language are being 
decreased in number year by year. It is prac
tically impossible for Hungarian students to 
find a school anywhere to take entrance examina
tions in their mother-tongue to be admitted to 
higher education. As a result the possibility for 
further education is on the decline for Hungarian



applicants. However, if they are accepted they 
ususally have to study far from the regions 
populated by Hungeirians and in a foreign
speaking environment. Once they have finished, 
nearly all of them must move out of the £irea 
where they were brought up. Romanian school 
teachers who don’t speak a word of the local 
language, are frequently appointed to villages of 
a solely Hungarian population.

Fewer 2ind fewer Hungarian books are being 
published. Hungarian intellectuals, doctors, 
teachers, priests, and pastors are under con
stant pressure from the secret police to turn in
former against their own people.

Television broadcasts in the Hungarian 
Itinguage have been discontinued and radio pro
grams have decreased to a minimal level. The 
use of police terror is the primary means of op
pressing the Hungarian minority. More and 
more frequently one hears of the arrest, torture, 
and brutal beating of those who whisper quietly 
of their pains.

There have already been martyrs; Géza 
Pálfi, the Roman Catholic priest beaten to 
death, and Árpád Viski, the actor who was 
driven to death. In order to intimidate, homes 
are raided daily and Hungarian literature con
fiscated. Hungarian Bibles are sacriligiously 
pulped for toiled paper production. The use of 
the Hungarifm language in public forums is for
bidden and Hungarian written works are con
fiscated at the borders.

For one-hundred-twenty-thousand “Chsingo” 
Hungarians who have been geographically 
isolated into reservations, there is a total bem on 
rights of lingual expression. These are signs of 
large-scale abuse of the most basic human rights. 
The ethnic unity of our towns and villages is 
broken by a program of artificial settlement, 
resettlement and forced integration.

The daily press identifies the Hungarian 
people with the Fascist Horthy regime and is 
now on the verge of calling for a program 
against Hungarians.

Millions of people live in fear and terror and 
hundreds of thousands search for an individual 
way of escape.

Dwelling Together in Harmony
To live in an atmosphere of inharmony and 

indifference is an unnatural condition for man.

Why can’t Romanians and Hungarians live for 
one another?

There could be numerous advantages 
through economic cooperation. The geographical 
position £ind the dyneimic commercial policy of 
HungEiry, together with Romania’s wealth of raw 
materials could be mutually beneficial.

In the ecclesiasticsd field there could be a 
unique ecumenical movement. In the past our 
churches have often been used for the fermenta
tion of extreme nationedism and racial hatred. 
Nevertheless, we are bound together by our 
common Christian heritage. Transylvania could 
be the scene of Orthodox, Roman Catholic, 
Reformed, Lutheran, and Baptist brotherhood. 
O rthodox sp iritua lity  would enrich our 
Hungarian churches, as would the emotioned en
thusiasm of our Romanian Baptist brothers and 
sisters. Our ministers could be the shepherds 
that draw our people together.

At the cultural level we are separated by a 
great wídl. There could be an exchange of v£ilues 
if we were to view joint exhibits: works in 
Bucharest museums by Hungarians; and works 
in Budapest galleries by Romanians and 
Hungarians living in Romania. Let’s change 
this growing wall into a bridge and walk over it 
so that we may share our cultural values.

How do we start? An appeed for action:
1. We request all Romanian and Hun

garian people to reach out a hand of friendship 
to one another, as silent ambassadors of recon
ciliation.

2. People of Hungary should give urgently 
needed medical supplies to the Transylvanian 
Romanians. Hungarians abroad should collect 
gifts for their needy Romanian brothers. 
Budapest hospitals should admit Romanian pa
tients with a special love, ju st as they have done 
for Transylvanian Hungarians.

3. All altruistic Romanians should have no 
part in the humiliation of the Hungarian minori
ty, nor should they carry out the “confidential 
instructions” that have denied human rights. 
Instead they should defend the many rights of 
their Hungarian compatriots: jobs, peace, 
education, lingual, cultural, and economic.

4. Hungarians who have been denied their 
human rights should not return evil for evil, but 
should overcome evil with good. Without fear 
let them insist on holding to the values given to 
them in their mother-tongue by God, and then



follow Jesus’ way of resistance. As they are 
beaten in the interrogation rooms of the 
Securitate, let them kneel down and pray aloud 
for their persecutors. Let them not escape into 
the world abroad, but trust in the power of 
Jesus’ humility to chsinge the enemy.

5. Hungarians should avoid displaying the 
hatred, mockery, revenge, and the feelings of 
“Hungarian supremacy” . These have always 
been harmful. Instead they should increase the 
production of works of reconciliation and im
prove mutual understanding by means of the 
press.

6. We ask both Romanians and Hun
garians abroad to see together a vision of a 
democractic future for Romania, and peaceful 
coexistence in Transylvania.

7. The thoughts and practice of Jesus, 
Tolstoy, Gandi, and Martin Luther King should 
be translated into the Transylvanian situation. 
Let us demonstrate together small but symbolic 
acts of brotherhood.

8. Whenever possible we should form 
together communities of reconciliation as a 
spontaneous expression of the people. These 
may be in the world forums of Christianity, or 
two or three huddling together behind closed 
doors, or amongst the communities of people 
responsible for the human world.

Let us hope that the majority of good or
dinary people will be inspired more by the ideas 
of fairness, justice and love, than by hatred; 
which inflicts pain.

A Request for Help
Hungarians and Romanians are in need of 

help for a Program of Reconciliation.

We request the help of the head of the 
Roman Catholic Church, the great community 
of the Orthodox and Protestants, and the World 
Council of Churches. None of these can continue 
in silent indifference. We also turn with con
fidence to the representatives of the people of 
the United States of America who have been so 
sensitive to human rights; and to the leaders of 
the Soviet Union who are striving for renewal. 
They must all help us together! What joy there 
would be in the world if in listening to the SOS 
message of a national minority the two super
powers jointly and effectively worked together 
for the reconciliation of two divided peoples. 
Their common action could be an example of 
how to work towzirds peace in the whole world.

Finally, we ask Europe, who has been 
dreaming about unity for so long, to follow her 
best humanitarian traditions, and not look on 
with folded arms at the rebirth of the demon of 
nationalism that is now destroying her eastern 
frontier.

To resist evil is a duty laid on us by virtue of 
being human. It remains a duty even in the face 
of brutality which continually tests our hope. 
We request all who hear or read this appeal 
which has been bom under such tragic cir
cumstances, to support this Program of Recon
ciliation between Romanians and Hungarians. 
Send any requests, views, or information 
concerning this issue to the Hungarian Review 
so that it may be conveyed to the writer of this 
article. The best news for the Council will be to 
hear from you that you are ready to help.
Pace Domnului!
Bekesseg Istentől!
Peace from God!
The Council for Reconciliation



Blueprint for Peace and Justice
by Dr. Julius Molnár

In the fifth issue of the Hungarian Quarter
ly, Patricia Mocsonyi de Foen comments on the 
problems of East Central Europe on the basis of 
her “multinational” origin. She also recom
mends the unification of the peoples of Central 
Europe, but it is my belief that the United 
States of Central Europe suggested by her is not 
realizable.

It is the lesson of history that peoples hav
ing diverse geographic-political interests, while 
they might be able to live together in a federated 
relationship, cannot do so with permanence in
tegrated into a single political system. The 
peoples living within the Carpathian Basin 
would, utilizing certain modern concepts, be 
able to co-operate in an ideal manner. But such 
states as Austria, which forms an organic part 
of the Germanic bloc and is located outside the 
Hungarian Basin, as well as Poland and 
Rumania, could not be fitted into a single state 
community, on account of their divergent 
economic and political interests. Neither the 
mediaeval Hungarian Empire (whether under 
the House of Árpád or under the kings of dif
ferent houses), nor Stephen Báthory, nor the 
Habsburgs were successful in establishing such 
a solution. The “settlement” that followed 
World War I was also a failure.

It is my opinion that the only sound solu
tion would be for the peoples of the former in
tegral Hungary to constitute themselves into a 
single state community. The surrounding 
states, namely Austria, Bohemia, Poland, the 
Baltic states, Rumania, the Balkan states, and 
even possibly the Ukraine and Italy, could then 
form a federated alliance with this state com
munity, but strictly as sovereign states possess
ing their own interests.

Perhaps it would not be superfluous to in
dicate to what extent I personally might be ac
quainted with the relevant conditions.

I was born in Budapest. My mother’s family 
originated in Upper Austria. My father’s family 
were of the lower nobility of the Dunántul. At 
the age of ten, I came to live in the county of 
Gömör in northern Hungary, where I grew up on 
the Hungarian-Slovak linguistic border. After 
the occupation of this £irea by the Czechs, I was 
a medical student in Budapest, but I spent all 
my vacations at home in Gömör, now attached 
to Czechoslovakia. When I was a young physi- 
ciein I worked in the county of Szabolcs, as a 
district and municipal doctor. My wife is from 
Debrecen. Her family on her father’s side 
originated within the lower nobility of Tran
sylvania; on her mother’s side they are in
digenous to Debrecen.

When during the Second World War Hun
gary regained a number of her territories, I was 
active as a district and county public health 
physician in Huszt in Subcarpathian Ruthenia 
(presently the USSR), in Újvidék (presently 
Yugoslavia), and in Transylvania in the area of 
the Mezőség. After the Russian occupation, I 
was active first in a farm area in Bavaria, then 
in Passau, and later in Trier as physician for a 
Polish refugee camp. We came to America in 
1950.

I maintain the following on the basis of my 
experiences:

From the distance of seventy years, we can 
state that following the destruction of the 
Austro-Hungarian Monarchy and the establish
ment of regional, national states, the post- 
World War I experiment of political ar
rangements in East Central Europe suffered a 
shameful failure. All of this, however, does not 
mean that we have to return to 1914.

The reason for the failure above all was that 
the powers responsible for this arrangement ig
nored the geopolitical and economical relation
ships of the area. All of this is especially true as



regards the Hungarian Basin. The conclusion, 
therefore, is that there exists the need for 
unification, on a federal basis, of the economic 
and ethnic interests of these peoples.

We can state without reservation that Hun
gary, by virtue of its central location in this Cen
tral European area, as well as of its economic, 
cultural, and historical basis, is called to per
form a crystallizing role. As a result, the solu
tion to the “Hungarian problem” is of central 
importance in the solution of the problems of the 
region.

Now the question is, should we demand the 
re-establishment of the entire boundaries girt by 
the Carpathiems? If we do, what can we count 
on? 1) The opposition of the “ successor states,” 
and 2) opposition by other nations to the danger 
thus posed to the status quo.

If this is so, what can we do? On whom can 
we depend in our struggle? We remember the 
proverb, “Help yourself, so that God will help 
you.” But what is the situation here? Could we 
get results through our own political, not to say 
military efforts? We must realize that if we were 
not able to defend our frontiers by our own 
strength in 1918 in the face of the successor 
states which were then merely in the formative 
stages, then we cannot achieve this today after 
the passage of over sixty yeeirs.

If, thus, we cannot reach the goal on our 
own, we must look for help. The question is, on 
whose aid can we count? One thing seems cer
tain, that merely on account of sympathy, 
without considerations of their own interest, no 
one will help us. There remedn, therefore, those 
whose interests are concurrent with ours. But 
who are these? Obviously, those peoples or coun
tries who are dissatisfied with the present situa
tion. I am thinking here primarily of the 
Hungaricms, the Slovaks, the Ruthenians, the 
Transylvanian Rumanians emd Germans, also of 
the Croatians. Secondarily interested would be 
the people of the Baltic States, the Poles, the 
Rumanians, the people of the Balkan States, 
Austrians, and possibly the Italians.

Let us take a look at the current power 
situation. Before the Second World War, Ger
many and Great Britain were powers on a world 
scale. Today this is no longer the case. Today, 
the sole choice remains between the interests of 
the two world powers. Europe merely counts in
sofar as it constitutes a prize in the contest bet

ween the Russians and the United States.
To gain effect for Central European in

terests, therefore, we must increase our 
strategic power before this ultimate rearrjmge- 
ment of world powers occurs. Today this can on
ly be hoped for on the basis of a Central Euro
pean federation which would constitute a suffi
ciently strong buffer to counter Russian or even 
possible German expemsion. This Central Euro
pean buffer, whose core would be the strategical
ly located and readily defensible state of the 
Hungarian United Nations Republic, and to 
which secondarily other interested Central 
European nations might join by treaties, would 
be wedged between the expeinsionistic attempts 
of the Russians or the Germans.

This federation could effectively block the 
unification of Europe, thus preventing the crea
tion, under the domination of the Russians or 
Germans, of a frightening riv£il to the United 
States of America or even to the states of the 
Far East. If we could have this idea take root in 
the diplomatic thinking of W ashington, 
possibly even of the Far Eastern states, then we 
could count on the support of the United States 
and of the Far Eastern powers also.

The importance of Hungary for such a Cen
tral European confederation is easily proven. 
Merely by pointing to the map it becomes ob
vious that this central core is a necessary ingre
dient of such a confederation.

The question arises at this point of how I 
can hope for the reestablishment of Hungary’s 
integral boundaries? In today’s political 
climate, without the acquiescence of the former 
nationeilities, it is undoubtedly impossible. One 
means of decreasing the sensitivity of these na
tionalities would be the use of the term 
Hungarian United Nations.

We would also have to make clear that in 
this country each citizen would have exactly the 
same rights and responsibilities before the law, 
without regard to ethnic, racial, or religious af
filiation. But in a state containing multiple na
tionalities, the practice of the rights of citizen
ship would not be simple. Here I am thinking 
primarily of the official language used. This 
problem would be greatly eased, however, by the 
political system based on an upwardly ascend
ing hierarchy, as detailed below, in which each 
community would naturally use the language 
appropriate to the inhabitants who compose it.



In areas with a homogenous linguistic popula
tion, there would naturally be no problem; in 
areas of mixed language populations certain 
special procedures would be needed. Thus, for 
ex2miple, in certain districts, where the popula
tion shows a linguistic division between 25 per 
cent and 75 per cent, the institution of a bi
lingual administration would be necesary. The 
language of the federal machinery would most 
appropriately be Hungarian, since, if each na
tionality language is taken individually, 
Hungarian would hold the majority. If, 
however, there were significant opposition on 
the part of the other nationalities to this provi
sion. we could consider the use of English, which 
is today the world-wide diplomatic and com- 
merical language.

In order to prove to other nations the sym
pathy of the nationalities and their willingness 
to join the confederation, we would need some 
sort of pronouncement from them, or a request 
for a vote. In such a case, we could appeal to the 
Wilsonian principles, in fact even to the 
Helsinki accords, and demand unification on the 
basis of a people’s right to self-determination.

In the interest of effective government, in
ternal checks within the system, and the ideals 
of democracy. I propose the establishment of a 
federal governmental mechanism divided into 
three branches:

1) Parliament: Bicameral, that is with a 
house based on occupations and one on political 
affiliation

2) The Highest Court: With supervisory 
authority and responsibility for the defense of 
the constitution

3) The Head of State.

I, The Parliament
1. The Chamber Based on Occupations
Each occupational branch would select, on 

the basis of universal secret ballot, its own 
delegates from among its ranks. The hierarchy 
would move from the bottom to the top, with 
the election of local, precinct, district, and 
country-wide leadership, which might be called 
secretariats. Each occupational branch would be 
independent of all others and have an 
autonomous administration. Each country-wide 
secretariat would choose, also by secret ballot, 
the leader of each occupational branch, whose 
rank and area of responsibility would be of

cabinet level. This body would then form the so- 
called occupational legislative body.

The various occupational sectors could be, 
as needed:

1. The Agricultural
2. The Industrifil
3. The Commercial
4. Social Welfare
5. Educational
6. Defense and Security
7. Judicial, and whatever else would 

develop as needed.
The mandate of the occupational Secretaries 

would be for 4-6 years, without prejudice to re- 
election.

2. The Political House
The other component of the legislature 

would be the Political House. At first, it might 
seem that the occupational sectors would repre
sent the opinion of the entire country and that 
thus this other branch would be superfluous. It 
is, however, not so simple, because citizens have 
political ideas and convictions also in addition 
to their occupationsil and chiefly economic in
terests, and the publicizing of these political 
convictions and debate about them is, in the 
eyes of most citizens, a basic right and duty of 
citizenship.

Here I would like to emphasize that we 
must definitely reject the one-party system that 
leads so easily to dictatorship and which, in any 
case, is today very unpopular. However, in con
trast to the overblown, multi-party system of 
many democracies, which makes effective work 
almost impossible, I would consider more ap
propriate the introduction of the two-party 
system. I would suggest this all the more 
because in the multi-party system, within the 
various coalitions, a two-party system effective
ly emerges: the government coalition and the op
position. As I see it, with two parties in the 
political system, let us say a conservative and a 
liberal party, the battles and compromises be
tween various views would occur within the par
ties.

Legislative proposals could begin in either 
House; after debate and decision, it would send 
the bill to the other House. This House would 
also either accept or reject it on the basis of a 
two-thirds majority. In the case of rejection, the 
Head of State would decide the fate of the biU.



II. The Highest (Constitutional) Judiciary
To complement the work of the Parliament 

sketched above, the Supreme (constitutional) 
Court has to be established. This Court would 
most practically be composed of three members, 
with one member nominated by each House of 
the Legislature, whom the Head of State would 
then have to appoint. The third member would 
be chosen by the Head of State.

The judges would serve for life, or until 
retirement, but by a unanimous decision of the 
two Houses and the Head of S tate they could be 
questioned on their actions, and in serious mat
ters, might even be stripped of their position.

The judiciary would decide on cases brought 
before it on the basis of a simple majority. Its 
jurisdiction would be decisions in constitutioned 
questions, as well as the holding of the members 
of the two Houses accountable for matters of 
constitutional rights.

III. The Head of State
The Head of State would be elected for his 

or her lifetime by a simple ballot and through a 
secret vote by the two Houses of the legislature. 
In the case of an inability to decide on the part 
of the legislature, the Supreme Court would 
decide.

The Head of State could also initiate legisla
tion, which the two Houses would have to 
debate. Assent or rejection by both Houses 
would mean passage or non-passage of the bill. 
The Head of State would be obligated to sign 
such a bill. Inasmuch as the decision of the two 
Houses would differ, the Head of State would 
decide the fate of the bill on the opinion of the 
Supreme Court.

Declaration of war and the making of peace 
would require such a decision of both Houses. In 
the case of inability to decide, the Head of State 
would be obliged to decide on the basis of the 
opinion of the Supreme Court. The Head of 
State may also veto the decision of the two 
Houses within 24 hours, in which case the 
Supreme Court would likewise be obliged to 
decide within 24 hours. The Head of State would 
be obliged to sign this decision.

In extraordinary situations, primarily in the 
case of war, the Head of State would assume all 
power for the duration of the war. In this case, 
the Head of State would suspend the Parlieiment 
and would act with dictatorial powers. In the 
case of significant decisions, he would be obliged 
to get the opinion of the Supreme Court, 
without, however, being obliged to follow it.

In order to allow for a free review of the dic- 
tatorÍ£Ű powers exercised during the state of 
war, at the end of the war the Head of State 
would be placed on a compulsory administrative 
leave for the duration of two months. During 
this time, the rights of the Head of State would 
be exercised by his permanent deputy, the 
Nádor.

During these two months, a tribunal com
posed of the presidents of the two Houses and 
the members of the Supreme Court would be 
obliged to examine the actions of the Head of 
State taken under the period of dictatorial rule. 
The judgment would be approval or censure. In 
the case of censure, with the consent of the two 
Houses and the Supreme Court, the Head of 
State may even be impeached and deposed. In 
order that the decision may be implemented in 
all cases and without delay, such a tribunal 
must in all cases be composed of an uneven 
number.



Hungarian Minority Education 
in Czechoslovakia

A case study of a social movement for ethnic survival, delivered at the Oscar Jászi Memorial Con
ference in November 1985 at Oberlin College.

by Károly Nagy

In the past thirty years the government has 
eliminated 314 Hungarian elementary schools in 
Slovakia where 559,800 Hungarians constitute
11.2 percent of the total population according to 
the 1980 official census.’ They have also com
pletely discontinued the higher education pro
grams for Hungarian teacher training.

Table 1.
Number of Hungarian elementary schools in 

___________ Slovakia, 1950-1982____________
Year Number of Hungarian elementary 

schools 
1950 609
1970 490
1982 295
Most of Czechoslovakia’s 579,600 Hun

garian nationals^ live in Slovakia. 1,084,000 
Hungarians were annexed there without their 
consent after the 1920 Treaty of Trianon.^ Ac
cording to 1980 census data, in 451 Slovakian 
towns Hungarians still constitute the majority 
of the population.'*

Slovakia’s Hungarians — just like Europe’s 
largest minority group: the two million strong 
Hungarians in Rumania — 2ire subjected to a 
political economic, social and cultural existence 
of double jeopardy. On the one hand, they are 
deprived of a democratic life with guaranteed 
human rights eind freedoms, like all citizens of 
the country, ruled by a communist one-party 
dictatorship. On the other hand, Hungarians £ire 
also subjected to additional pressures, dis
crimination and deprivations, those resulting 
from governmental policies of denationalization, 
of forced assimilation.^

Nowhere is this policy more flagrant and 
damaging than in the educational sector: which, 
next to the family, is the most importeint in
stitution of language and culture preservation. 
School closings, discontinuation of Hungarian 
language use and instruction, political-social 
pressures on parents to enroll their children in 
Slov£ik-language schools all add up to a dan
gerously diminishing opportunity for ethno
cultural continuity. School enrollment statistics 
show th a t, besides s tu d y in g  the Slovak 
language which is compulsory in all schools, the 
chances for Hungarian and other national 
minority students to receive instruction in their 
own language is steadily diminishing. An exam
ple: in the 1977-78 school year 76 percent of all 
H ungarian  s tu d en ts  a tten d ed  H ungarian  
elementary, high and vocational high schools 
and Slovak schools which offer at least some 
Hungarian instruction. Five years later, in the 
1982-83 school year this ratio decreased to 72 
percent or 62.5 percent if we add the ratio in the 
industrial schools.®

Oszkár Jászi, throughout his life, con
sistently Eu’gued and struggled for the rights of 
the national minorities. He leveled his strongest 
criticism against the forced assimilation prac
tices of his own Hungarigm government and 
society at the beginning of the century, 
upholding ethnic autonomy as the only humane, 
democratic and practically, even politically 
viable principle. He wrote in 1911: “There exists 
a universal, minimal national minorities pro
gram, common to all national minority ques
tions of the world without the solution of which 
nowhere in the world was it ever possible to



Hungarian students receiving 
all or some Hungarian and only Slovak instruction

School type

Percent of Hungarian students 
receiving all or some 

Hungarian instruction

Percent of Hungarian students 
in schools offering only 

Slovak instruction
1977-78 1982-83 1977-78 1982-83

Elementary 79
High 83
Vocational High 67
Industried n.a.

76
75
64
35

21
17
33

n.a.

24
25 
36 
65

Total: 76 62.5 24 37.5

achieve peace, order and cooperation. This pro
gram can be succinctly summarized thus: 
...good schools, good government administra
tion and good jurisdiction which can be good on
ly if offered in the people’s own language” .̂  
Jászi was a socialist, but he also recognized that 
international solidarity is not possible without 
recognizing the importance of nationeil or ethnic 
identity first. He wrote: “Mgmkind is made such 
that there is only one road leading to interna
tionalism: the one through nationeil existence. 
There is no other cultural recipe possible.”® In 
his 1926-28 monumental work about the dissolu
tion of the Habsburg Monarchy he also bemoans 
the fact that the new rulers of the dismembered 
Monarchy successor states continue the in
hum an forced-assim ilation policies which 
became one of the chief obstacles to Central 
European cooperation in a Danubieui Federa
tion.^ He wrote: “We can witness that the same 
policies which gave a pretext for dismembering 
Hungary are now practiced by the former vic
tims of that policy.” °̂ “The new ruling nations, 
in some places, are practicing the same political 
and cultural methods, which were used before 
the w£ir by the Germans, the Hungarians and 
the Poles to maintain their hegemony over the 
people they ruled.” “Some of the victorious peo
ple did not leam from the tragic fate of the 
H absburg  Em pire and m ost of these old 
methods live on in education as weU as in ad
ministrative life. Excesses of the most flagrant 
nationalistic fever are poisoning the air in some 
places.” He specifically refers, in this part of his 
book, to disturbing reports about practices of 
discrimination against minority Hungarians in 
the successor states.**

After the Second World War, the peace 
treaties have again thrusted all the Hungarians 
in Czechoslovakia, the Soviet Union, Rumania 
and Yugoslavia into minority status. With the 
possible exception of the latter country, the 
communist one-party governments demon
strated more continuity then discontinuity dur
ing the past forty years with regard to dis
crimination against the Hungáriám minorities. 
What Jászi observed in 1928, prevails still to
day: some of the victorious people did not learn 
from old mistakes, most of the old forced- 
assimilation methods are still practiced in 
education as well as in administrative life, ex
cesses of the most flagrant nationalism are 
poisoning the air in some places. To be sure, 
Jászi did not have emy illusions about an
ticipating democratic humanism of the new 
“ socialist” ruling model. A fter visiting 
Hungary in 1948, on the eve of the Communist 
Party’s total take-over there with the support of 
the Soviet occupying forces, he bemoaned the 
fact that “the increasingly permeating a t
mosphere is that of Eastern totsditarianism and 
the omnipotent state” “copying Russian dic
ta torsh ip  in every essential a s p e c t ” , jjg 
argued that “Austrian absolutism and the Nazis 
were annihilated in vain if the country submits 
itself now to a new, ruthless imperialism,”

Subsequent events have proved Jászi’s 
forebodings all too correct, and not only for 
Hungary: totalitarian dictatorships suffocated 
the Soviet-dominated regions of Europe for 
about a decade to come. And, although after 
violent upheavals of protest in East Germany 
and Poland, after the Hungarian Revolution of 
1956 and the “Prague Spring” of 1968 economic



reforms and a semblance of democratization 
have achieved some changes from to ta li
tarianism towards authoritarianism in Hun
gary, Czechoslovakia is still suffering from a 
very tightly anti-democratic dictatorship in all 
spheres of life and Rumania’s population is com
pletely subjugated by a totalitarian police state.

It is in these latter two countries — as in the 
Soviet Union itself — that the minorities — 
Hungarian, German, Ukranian, Jewish and 
others — suffer from the most persistently ag
gressive discrimination, described by some as 
European A partheid, cultural genocide or 
ethnocide.
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Why Count Janos Eszterhazy 
Had to Die in Eduard Benes* Prison

Reflections on the thirtieth anniversary o f this martyr's death, 

by Dr. Gabor Szent-Ivany

Count Janos Eszterhazy, vice-chairman of 
the United Hungarian Party in Czechoslovakia 
from 1936 until he became the chairman of the 
new Hungarian Party in Slovakia under the Tiso 
administration, was sentenced to death by the 
National Court in 1947, while Eduard Benes was 
still in power as president. The death sentence 
had to be commuted to life-imprisonment 
because of the pressure from abroad. He died at 
the Mirov Prison on Meirch 8, 1957. The “Spirit 
of Benes” was jubilant. Blinded by its ultra- 
chauvinistic fervor it destroyed the man who 
stood in its way to carry out the openly pro
pagated mass-liquidation of thousands of inno
cent people. For it, there was no other way to 
resolve the national minority problem but the 
most radical and cruel: mass liquidation. I t hap
pened about thirty years ago.

Count Janos Eszterheizy was an excep
tionally noble-minded and courageous man who 
had to endure the rage of the utterly intolerant 
and blindly nationalistic “Spirit of Benes” : at 
the same time he was the number one target of 
Hitler’s henchmen. He was arrested and put in 
jail by the Nazis in Hungary; directed by the 
German politicians because he was not willing 
to reorganize the Hungarian Party along Nazi 
lines. That was not all. He had to suffer from the 
Russian and the Czech communists as well. 
When he returned to Slovakia in late 1944 he 
was advised by his friends to leave for the West 
at once as the Russian armies were advancing. 
He remained, to be with his brothers. The Rus
sians arrested him as a war criminsd and took 
him to Russia. During his absence Benes’ Na
tional Court sentenced him “in contumaciam” 
to death. He was charged with plotting to break

up Czechoslovakia by collaborating with Nazi 
Germany. These absurd charges and his death 
sentence shocked the public sentiment beyond 
the borders. The death sentence was commuted 
to life imprisonment. In spite of his strong anti- 
Nazi attitude he was to be liquidated. One might 
ask with good reason how such a horrible event 
could happen. Jemos Eszterhazy had to be li
quidated along with thousands of innocent 
Hungarians because of the insane ultra- 
chauvinistic anti-Hungarian frenzy stirred up 
first by the “Spirit of Benes” .

A look into history may provide some 
background for understanding the ominous turn 
of events which led to the fracture of the 
cen tu ries-o ld  re la tio n sh ip  betw een the  
Hungarians and Slovaks.

It is generally accepted that up until the 
19th century there was a peaceful, cordial 
cohabitation between Hungaricins and Slovaks. 
During the 16th and 17th centuries the relation
ship was quite amiable. They fought together 
defending themselves against the Turkish 
power. Similarly, under the leadership of the 
Hungarian princes of Transylvania, particularly 
that of Ferenc Rakoczy II, they fought side-by- 
side to defend their religion and freedom against 
Austrian oppression.

The majority of inhabitants of the region of 
Northern Hungary, which was taken away in 
1920, and later became Slovakia, were 
Hungarians. During the Turkish occupation, 
(end of the 17th and on into the 18th century) 
the number of Hungarians decreased radically. 
I t was during this time that the Slav population 
increased. In the last decade of the 19th century 
and the beginning of the 20th the Hungarians



recaptured their status of the pre-17th century.
Awakening of nationalism in the 19th cen

tury introduced new problems hitherto un
known in Europe; first of all the language prob
lems. The ideal in western Europe became the 
“nation-state” and the model to be followed was 
the “nation with one language” . This overall 
trend had an unmistakable effect on the western 
states, and Hungary was no exception. It 
bec£mie particularly poignant during the 
debates in the Diet in Pozsony (Bratislava) on 
the declciration of the Hungarian as the officied 
language. The declaration offended many 
Slovaks. The situation became greatly ag
gravated with the Czechs, for their own political 
advantage, constantly agitated the Slovaks; 
urging them to oppose the Himgarians. Never
theless, when Hungary had to rise up against 
the Austrain oppression in 1848-49, more than 
30,000 Slovaks fought under Louis Kossuth, the 
leader of the Hungarian uprising; though some 
of the high officials of Czech origin serving in 
Vienna supported the Habsburgs.

The anti-Magyar sentiment fomented by 
the Czech leaders among the Slovaks was to 
serve as an antidote to German expansionism 
and fitted well in their plans of Czecho- 
slov£ikism. They needed the Slovaks and their 
land. That was the core of Czechoslovakism; an 
effective political propaganda device that suc
ceeded for a while. Later the Slovaks rejected 
the plan.

The A ustrian-H ungarian  Compromise 
reached in 1867 formed the Dual Monarchy. 
This new development greatly annoyed the 
Czech leaders. “The Czechs want a parliament 
for the Bohemian lands, they would like to be as 
independent as the Hungarians; that is the goal 
of our struggle,” S£ud T. Masaryk in 1902.

The Compromise of 1867 was followed by 
the Nationality Act in the next year. The main 
■tenet of the Act was, “All citizens of Hungary 
compose one nation, politically speaking an in
divisible unified Hungarian nation, in which 
everyone, no matter which nationality he or she 
should belong, enjoys equed rights before the 
law.” I t was the first law in Europe to ensure 
the free development of the national minorities. 
The radical leaders of the nationalities however 
wanted much more than protective measures. 
The Slovaks, agitated by the Czechs, wanted no 
compromise. Instead they wanted to establish

an ethnic district where the Slovak language 
would be the sole official language in the civil 
administration, as weU as in the church. Such 
excessive demands and uncompromsing a t
titudes discouraged the liberal Hungarian politi 
cians. Application of the law was incomplete 
Proponents of the “nation state” grew stronger 
The more extreme leaders responded to the ex 
cessive demands with accelerated Magyariza 
tion.

The anti-Magyar propaganda by the Czechs 
reminded the Slovaks constantly of their 
“ perilous” situa tion  th reatened  by the 
Magyars; which was just pure fabrication. Later 
when the Slovaks attempted to achieve their 
autonomy in the Czechosloveik state, agreed 
upon in Pittsburgh in May, 1918, they were told 
they would be unable to withstand the “Magyar 
m enace” . Their cam paign became more 
pragmatic and organized when Eduard Benes 
appeared in the political arena. Now, Hungary 
was depicted as being the main oppressor in 
Eastern Europe, beside Germany. “Hungary 
ought to be dismembered; it would serve the in
terest not only of the Slavs and of Europe, but of 
the whole world,” stated Benes in 1916. This 
was the true manifestation the “Spirit of 
Benes” who pitted one nation against the other, 
continuously undermining any attem pt at 
reconciliation. Benes and his collaborators bom
barded the Western Powers with memoranda 
cleverly using the fiction of Czech-Slovak unity. 
He had not yet edluded to the Czech-Slovak uni
ty in 1908; on the contrary, he listed the Slovaks 
among the other nationalities of the Monarchy 
and advocated trialimus, similar to the demand 
of Masaryk. Eight years later he wrote his in
famous pam phlet, “ D etruisez I’A utriche 
Hongrie” .

The Western Powers however were almost 
unanimous in denying any plan to break up the 
Monarchy, Their attitude was soon to change. 
The Powers had to make promises to Italy, 
Romania, and other nations; subsequently final
ized in secret treaties. The “Spirit of Benes” 
tried every avenue possible, eventually distort
ing ethnical and historical facts, to convince the 
Western Powers, particularly France, that set
ting up Slav and Romanian states would be the 
only bulwark against German expansion. Their 
political campaign, based on deception was vic
torious; the result was the Treaty of Trianon,



Hungary had no choice but to ratify it in June 
1919. The treaty was based on strategic and 
economic principles rather than ethnic. Prior to 
1919 the Slovak leaders based their territorial 
claims on ethnic considerations. Milan Hodza, 
who was sent to Budapest by the Czechoslovak 
government, negotiated on ethnic grounds with 
O. Jaszi and A. Bartha in October, 1918. They 
found a mutually agreeable formula; Benes 
rebuffed Hodza and summoned him back.

The Treaty marked a new era in the 
Hungarian-Slovak relationship. The new border, 
outlining the new Slovak territory which had 
been pfirt of Hungary for a thousand years was 
set up as a result of Benes’ diplomatic triumph. 
For a while it brought the Czechs and Slovaks 
together. They became united against the 
Hungarians. East Central Europe started its 
way toward polarization, making an easy access 
for German and Russian expansion. All this had 
a profound effect on Hungarian-Slovak relations 
and foreshadowed the ominous events which 
began in 1945. Some of the Slovaks accepted the 
new arrangem ent wholeheartedly; others 
demanded autonomy.

Until the Munich Agreement in 1938, the 
Hungarians maintained their basic position; 
that they would like to change the terms of the 
Treaty of Trianon by peaceful means. The 
Sloveik efforts to attciin autonomy and the 
Hungarian attem pts to achieve peaceful revi
sion became more acute during the late 1930’s, 
Due to the radical changes in the balance of 
power in Europe the Western Powers felt it 
necessary to meet Hitler’s demands head-on. 
Hungary desperately tried to resist the enor
mous pressure of Hitler’s Germany. They 
wanted military cooperation in an impending a t
tack on Czechoslovakia in exchange for allowing 
Hungary to acquire the whole Slovakia and 
Ruthenia. The leaders of Hungary “believed 
tha t the western opinion could now at last be 
won over to accept Hungary’s claim for a revi
sion of the territorial settlement made after the 
F irst World War, if she confined herself to 
demands that had an ethnic justification.”

Hitler was antagonized by Hungary’s 
refusal to take part in the attack on Czecho
slovakia and offered again his territorial solu
tion. In Munich the Hungarian and Czecho
slovak governments were ordered to settle their 
problems by direct negotiations. The Hungarian

demand was for cessation of the Magyar areas, 
and plebiscites for the Slovaks and Ruthens. 
Benes resigned October 5,1938. The new foreign 
minister Chvalkovsky began at once a fully pro- 
German policy and the Hungarians began to feel 
H itler’s pro-Slovak sentiment. Shortly before, 
the Slovak delegates declared the autonomy of 
Slovakia. The direct negotiations collapsed and 
the problems had to be sent to the four great 
powers, according to the Munich Agreement. 
The confidence of the Slovak leaders in Ger
many and the expectation of a favorable deci
sion from Ribbentrop was instrumental in bring
ing about the Axis eirbitration in place of the 
Four Power Conference. Prague requested an 
opinion in the matter from the British govern
ment. They replied favorably: “His Majesty’s 
Government saw no objection to the settlement 
of the Czech-Hungarian question by meeins of 
arbitration of Germany and Italy, if the 
Czechoslovak and Hungarian Governments 
agreed to settle the differences this way.” The 
Vienna Arbitration awarded Hungary with 
ethnic principles in contrast to the Treaty of 
Trianon and not unHke the Hodza-Jaszi and 
Bartha agreements of 1918; which was emnulled 
by Benes. Chamberlain stated in the British 
Parliament on November 14: “Agreement was 
in fact reached between the Czechoslovsik and 
Hungarian governments when they agreed to 
accept as final the arbitral award of the German 
and Italian governments, and in consequence, 
no question of action by His M ajesty’s govern
ment eirises.”

Soon the anti-Hungarian propaganda 
machine began rolling again. The arbitration, 
according to them, rewarded the Hungarians for 
taking part in the dissolution of Czechoslovakia. 
That was again the same negative, extremely 
rigid attitude which cheiracterized the “Spirit of 
Benes” since 1920. Instead of giving at least 
some recognition and understanding to the 
Hungarian grievances and trying to reach some 
compromise and ultimately reconciliation, it 
continued its irrationtd policy. A t the same time 
total loyedty was demanded from the Hungarian 
minority leaders; first from Janos Eszterhazy. 
They were accused of being one of the main 
causes of the German occupation of Czecho
slovakia. The staunch anti-Fascist writer. 
Zoltán Fabry wrote, “During the victorious 
hours of Facism, Janos Eszterhazy and his par-



ty, the Hungarian Party in Slovakia, did not 
cooperate and the Hungarians as a whole 
became the standard-bearers of anti-Hitlerism... 
The Hungarian ethnic group was the only one, 
which as a group could stand the test of Fascism 
in the whole Slovakia and remain immune 
against infection of Hitlerism...” As a leftist 
writer and well-known anti-Nazi he cannot be ac
cused of being biased.

The fate of the Jews was a fundamental 
problem of Nazism. Headed by the staunch anti- 
Semitic Tiso, Slovak collaborators took great 
advantage of the tragic situation of the Jews. 
"Slovak Fascism redeemed the Slovak privi
leged status in Europe by the sufferings, depor
tations and deaths of the Jews,” wrote Z. Fabry.

The Hungarian minorities’ attitude as a 
whole was sharply against those Fascist 
measures. As chairman of the Hungarian Party, 
Janos Eszterhazy was the only representative in 
the Slovakian Parliament who dared to vote 
“no” in the debate of the anti-Jewish legislation. 
The Nazi oriented news media in Pozsony 
(capiteil of Hung£iry for centuries, where eleven 
of the Hungarian kings were crowned, renamed 
Bratislava; after the Treaty of Trianon) 
reprimanded Eszterhazy. He was arrested by 
the German controlled Nazis in Budapest and 
the Gestapo watched him closely.

The fervent gmti-Jewish attitude of the 
Slov2iks was transformed soon, and fanned by 
the “Spirit of Benes” , turned into a fierce anti- 
Hungarian sentiment. “Yesterday the price of 
the privileged Slovak well-being was Auschwitz; 
today the Hungarian minority,” said Zoltán 
Fabry. Pozsony, that ancient Hungarian city 
became the center of the anti-Hungarian ac
tivities directed by Karmasin and Mach and 
controlled by the German Nazi apparatus. Soon 
they turned against their former mentors, the 
Czechs. When Benes escaped from Prague in 
1938 he started his political maneuvering at 
once. The atmosphere in the West, however was 
not favorable until Germany attacked the 
Soviet Union in 1940. His great political 
triumph came in 1943 at the meeting in 
Moscow. The most devastating effect of it was 
the introduction of Soviet power in East Central 
Europe.

Benes’ return to Prague on April 5, 1945, 
heralded the beginning of the darkest era in the 
life of the non-Slavic minorities in Czecho

slovakia. Those measures taken against the na
tional minorities were hitherto unknown in that 
part of Europe, except for the persecutions of 
Jews. All of the principles agreed upon by Benes 
and Stalin in Moscow with the aim of converting 
Czechoslovakia into a nationalist (Slav) state, 
were incorporated and codified into the “ Kosice 
Program” adopted in Kassa (Kosice) in April, 
1945. This sinister document became the basic 
source of law for aU the sufferings of the 
minorities during the following three years. As 
Benes declared, “This state is the state of the 
Czechs and the Slovaks only and of nobody 
else.” This was the most shameful era in the 
Slovak history, for which the Slovaks have 
never tried to excuse themselves. Hungarian 
families were rounded up. Their properties, 
livestock, and equipment were confiscated. 
They were herded into cattle  wagons, 
transported to Bohemia and used as slaves by 
Bohemian farmers.

Amidst the reign of unbearable terror, 
Janos Eszterhazy was arrested in Hungary by 
the Nazis, then returned to Pozsony at the end 
of 1944. Then he resigned from his chairman
ship. The Gestapo was looking for him. He hid 
from them but would not leave his brothers. The 
Russians captured him and he was moved to the 
Soviet Union as a w£ir criminal. When he was 
returned to Slovakia in 1948 he was arrested 
again. He learned that during his absence the 
National Court condemned him to death by 
hanging on September 16, 1947. The death- 
sentence was converted to life imprisonment. 
He died in the Mirov Prison in Bohemia on 
March 8, 1957. I t is the irony of fate that 
Eduard Benes had to resign on June 1948, not 
quite a year after Janos Eszterhazy had been 
sentenced.

The Czechoslovak ultra-nationalism which 
buried Janos Eszterhazy and caused suffering 
for thousands was contrived by the “Spirit of 
Benes” , then carried out by the Slovaks in col
laboration first with the German Nazi regime 
and later with the Czech communists.

Eszterhazy’s appeal to the Hungarians 
when the war broke out should be remembered: 
“Try to follow the command of love to the best 
of your ability!” Love of your brethren can not 
stand against senseless hatred and overwhelm
ing brutal physical forces. Janos Eszterhazy 
had to perish: this was the verdict of the “Spirit



of Benes” and the reawakened imperialistic Slav 
na tio n a lism . The H un g arian  m ino rity , 
represented by him, stood in its way to march 
forward into the Danubian Basin.

We should add that he died in dignity and 
his memory will long outlive the obsolete “Spirit

of Benes” to give way to a new spirit: the 
awakening “Danubian Spirit” , which will lay 
the groundwork for reshaping East Central 
Europe by peaceful means built on mutual 
understanding, tolerance and respect.
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Book Review
by Albert Wass

CROATIA AND THE CROATIANS, by George J. Prpic. (Associated Book Publishers, Scotts
dale, Arizona. ISBN: 0-910164-05-3.)

Since Croatia is an important part of the Carpathian Basin, and the Croatians an important 
asset within the multinational population of Central Europe, it is important that the English speak
ing world be properly informed of this brave and honorable nation. Professor Prpic dedicated his 
book “ to all earnest seekers of objective and complete tru th  about the land and the people of 
Croatia.” His book is indeed a complete lexicon; a remarkable collection of data and biographies, 
and very valuable as such. As far as it goes, the “ tru th” is not in question. Everything the book 
tells passes the test. Its  weakness is not in what it says, but what it fails to mention.

For long centuries Croatia was an important part of the Hungarian Kingdom, as one of the 
“Lands of the St. Stephen’s Crown”. Its  coat-of-arms is included in the old coat-of-arms of the 
Hungarian Kingdom. Hungarians and Croatians (known as Horvats, derived from the ancient name 
Hrvat) fought side by side for centuries against intruders and oppressors. The Croatian nation gave 
outstanding leaders to the Hungarian Kingdom, and they are referred to in our history books as 
HungEirians of Croatiem origin, and earned much respect from us.

Professor Prpic mentions only two of these leaders: Ferenc Frangepan and Peter Zrínyi, who 
were both executed for conspiring against the Habsburgs. Hungarians regard them as heroes: the 
book calls them traitors. Nor is there any mention of the famous poet and great military leader, 
County Miklós Zrinyi, one of the greatest men of sixteenth century Europe, whose well-known 
slogan is still being quoted today: “not multitudes but spirit works miracles!”

We are proud of Zrinyi, the Hungarian poet and military leader, irregardless of the fact that he 
was also a Croatian. Apparently the author of this book is not. Would this be some sort of 
“discrimination” because of his Hungarian role in European history?

Perhaps we would not be so touchy, if the trend to forget everything that was or still is 
Hungarian, would not be so obvious lately in all the works of Slovak, Rumanian, or Serbian 
authors. However, we are surprised to find the same antagonistic attitude from a Croatian, whose 
countrymen we always regarded as good neighbors and brothers-in-arms. I t is indeed difficult to 
understand why Professor Prpic would mention the Duke Jellachich, who helped the Emperor 
Franz Joseph and the Czar of Russia crush the Hungarian Liberty War of 1848-49, and why he 
would forget to be proud of those two Croatian regiments that fought for liberty under the flag of 
Kossuth and under the command of General Damjanich, a Serbian, against Habsburg oppression?

Our histories are richly interwoven. There were Hungarians who played important roles in the 
Croatian history and culture, and there were Croatians who left their mark on the history of the 
Hungarian Kingdom. For some reason the author does not want to recognize this fact. This is sad 
because it builds a wall between two neighbors, who for the most part of their history had no walls 
between them, but lived side-by-side; suffering or prospering together. There were many Croatians 
who, as members of the Hungarian nobility, played decisive roles in the history of the Kingdom, 
and there are many Hungarians whose name is Horvath, meaning “the Croatian” . This book de
nounces all of them.

Perhaps it is fashionable today to falsify history. However, this attitude does not get us 
anywhere. If we want to live together, for reason of survival we must learn to get along without



stepping on each others’ toes. We are tied together not ju st by our past but geographically as well. 
Until we leam to act as good neighbors, instead of naughty children of a multi-lingual family, there 
can be no reconciliation and no cooperation between our co-existing nations in the Carpathian 
Basin. We will never be on our own again, but always under the rule of some foreign power.

As a child, ju st learning to read and write, I was travelling in a railway car with my father from 
Szamosujvar, which was our railroad station to Kolozsvár, some 40 kilometers away. Standing by 
the window I noticed some writings on the window pane below. The first line was in Hungarian and 
told me that it was dangerous to lean out. The second line was in German; the third in an unknown 
language. As my six year old tongue sounded the letters “opasnojevansenagnuti” , my father told 
me tha t was Croatian. This happened in 1914 in Transylvania. We sure ceune a long way on the road 
to hate and intolerance over the years. Will we ever find our way back into peace and mutued 
respect?



Hungarian Cultural Influence in Europe
During the Hahsburgs (1825-1867)

Compiled by Prof. L. Konnyu, Cultural Historian

At the beginning of the Hungarian Reform 
Period we should mention two outstanding 
HungEirian scientists who contributed to the 
European culture.

The chemist János (John) Irinyi was born in 
1817 at Nagyleta, Hungary. He studied 
chemistry at Vienna Technical University. In 
his experiments Irinyi discovered the soundless 
phosphor match which he started to manufac
ture in (Buda) Pest in 1840. His books were 
published in German: Uber the Theorie der 
Chemic in allgemeinen und die Schweifelsaure 
insbesondere (About the Theory of Chemics in 
General and Sulphuric Acid in Special), Berlin, 
1838.

The next Hungarian scientist was the great 
Oriental linguist, Alexander Csoma de Körös 
who was born in the second part of the XVIIIth 
Century, but whose publications came out in the 
Hungarian Reform Period. He studied Oriental 
languages with English scholarship at the 
University of Gottingen, Germany. In 1814 
Csoma started his Asiatic trip through Turkey- 
Iran-Afghanistan and India. In 1923-24 he 
studied the Tibetan language. In 1924-26 he 
stayed mainly in lama-klosters. Between 
1827-30 he compiled the Tibetan Grammar and 
Dictionary. These books were published in 
Calcutta, India in 1834. On his way to find the 
original homeland of the Hungarians, Csoma 
died in 1942 at Darjeeling, India. There is a 
monument in his honor. As the author of the 
first English-Tibetan Dictionary, Alex Csoma 
de Körös enjoys a great reputation in the 
English Philology.

In this period lived the world-famous 
Hungarian drama writer, Imre (Emery) Madach 
(1823-1864), the author of “The Tragedy of 
Man” . (Adam, reviewing in his sleep the history 
of Mankind, is confronted with the new and

A le x  C som a de  Körös, Com piler  o f  English -T ibet ian  
Dictionary.

earthshaking ideas of various eras.) This 
mystery play has been translated into 29 
languages and had theatrical successes all over 
the world. The first English translation was 
done in 1909 in New York by Wm. M. Loew, and 
the last rendering in 1985 in Budapest by 
Joseph Grosz.

The psiinter Michael Zichy was born in 1827 
in Zala, Hungary. First he studied art in Buda 
(Pest), then at Master Waldmuller in Vienna, 
Austria. In 1846 he won first prize with his 
romantic painting “Lifeboat” . In 1847 he went 
to Russia, and as a court-painter he worked for 
four czars, till the end of his life in 1906 at St. 
Petersburg (today Leningrad). Zichy painted 
masterly pictures of the court-life and also about 
liberal ideas. He became a genial illustrator of 
great literary books of Gautier, Dumas, Victor 
Hugo, Goethe, Byron, Arany, Petőfi, Madach, 
Lermantov, Puskin, Rusztaveli and Gogol. In il
lustration Zichy created a graphic-art-schoc-l in



M ichael Zichy: Lifeboat, 1847.

Russia and also became one of the greatest il
lustrators of his age.

Victor Madarasz (1830-1917) was bom in 
Csetnek, Hungary. He started his art education 
in Hungary, then from 1853 to 1856 he studied 
with Professor Waldmuller in Vienna, Austria. 
In 1856 Madarasz went to Paris, France where 
Coquiet was his master. Madarasz stayed in 
Paris for 14 years and becsime acqu£iinted with 
the leading artist Delaroche, critic Gautier, 
historian Thiery and also painted their por
traits. In 1866 in Paris Salon Madarasz won the 
golden medal with his “Christ on the Mount 
Olive” . Empress Eugenia bought this altar- 
painting for the Parisian Trinity Church. After 
his return to Hungary in 1870, he finished his 
successful C£u-eer in Budapest.

Charles Lotz was bom in 1833. He started 
his art studies in Budapest, Hungary. In 1852 
he became a student of Professor Rahl in Vien
na, Austria. In 1857 Lotz helped Rahl to paint 
the Greek Church in Vienna. In Rahl’s company 
Lotz learned all the details of fresco-painting. 
His outstanding contributions were in the 
Weapons’ Museum, the Heinrichshof, and the 
Tedesco Palace. After returning to Budapest, he 
painted great murals at the Vigadó (Amusement 
Palace), Karolyi Palace, National Museum, Ex
hibit HaU, Parliament, Operahouse, Basilica, 
Liphtay Palace, Adam Pgdace, University 
Library, New City Hall, Franzstadt Church,

Casino of Tereziastadt, Eastern Railway Sta
tion, Academy of Science and the King’s Palace. 
Lotz also painted beautiful portraits and nudes, 
and exhibited them all around the world.

Charles L o tz :  Muse, oil.
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Ju/ius Rpnczur: J icoccupying nf B uda in 1686.

Julius Benczúr was born in 1844 in 
Nyíregyháza. Hungary. After graduating from 
Kassa’s high school he went to study painting in 
München, Germany. In 1861 he became a stu
dent of Professor Piloty, and a follower of 
historical paintings: Farewell of L. Hunyadi, 
Reoccupying Buda (the best Hungarian 
historical composition), The Capture of Francis 
Rákóczi II. From 1876 to 1883 Benczúr became 
a professor of painting at München Art 
Academy. Then he returned to Budapest where 
he started a Graduate (Masters’) School. His 
further famous paintings are: portrait of 
Bavarian King Louis II., Louis XIV an 
Dubarry, Baptizmal of Vojk, King Matthias, 
Homage at the Millennium. Benczur’s self- 
portrait is in the possession of Uffizi Gallery, 
Florence, Italy.

In the same year (1844) was born another 
genial Hungarian artist, Michael Munkácsy. He 
started his career as a poor cabinetmaker ap
prentice and by diligent study and training he 
became a millionaire artist. Married a cultured 
baroness, and for the rest of his life he lived in 
Paris in luxury and pomp. Decorated by kings

M. M u n k ácsy :  A p o th e o s is  o f  the Renaissance,  
Vienna, K u n s th is to r is ch es  M useum .

and presidents, he won almost every kind of 
medal and award. Although Munkácsy painted 
mostly genre pictures from everyday life, his 
great success came with his historical and



M. M u ká csy :  C hris t  Before Pilate, oil, 2 0 'x l3 '  
Philadelphia, W anam aker

religious paintings. His 20 'x l3’ “Christ Before 
Pilate” and “Christ on Calvary” were bought by 
Mr. Wanamaker, owner of the Philadelphia 
Department Store for 200,000 Golden Franks.

Ladislas Paal, one of the greatest talents of 
landscape painting, was bom in Zam, Hungary, 
in 1846. As a high school student he got ac
quainted with the already famous Hungarian 
master, Michael Munkácsy. Following his exam
ple, Paal started to study painting from 
Hungarian artists. In 1864 he went to Vienna, 
Austria to study from Professor Zimmermann. 
In 1870 he started to copy the great Holland 
masters. After tha t he accepted Munkácsy’s in
vitation to Düsseldorf, Germany. Looking for 
new techniques, in 1871, he studied Constable in 
England. The next year he went to France and 
settled a t Barbizon. He painted “open air” , 
“paysage intima” style. There he became ac
quainted with famous artist of Barbizon and in 
the assembly of great painters he represented 
the Hungarian painting. Because of his early 
death in 1879, in Charenton, Frgmce, he left 
relatively few paintings for posterity.

John Fadrusz was born in 1858 in Pozsony, 
Hungary, He strated his career as a locksmith 
apprentice. An artist noticed his skill for 
sculpting and that gave him the impetus to

study art. First in HungEiry and later in Vienna, 
where he became a student of the Hungarian 
master sculptor, Victor Tilgner, and later of Pro
fessor Hellmer of the Academy of Vienna, His 
first international success came with a great 
white marble crucifix in Vienna. In 1894 he was 
commissioned for a bronz equestrian statue of 
King M atthias in Kolozsvár, now Cluj, 
Rumania. In 1896 the state ordered a life-size 
white marble statue of Queen Maria Therezia in 
Pozsony, now Bratislava, Czechoslovakia, In

M . M u n k ácsy :  M ilton  D ic ta te s  "Paradise  L o s t"  
N e w  York Public  Library.



1901 he finished a statue of Louis Tisza in Sze- Palace in Budapest. Fadrusz exhibited all over 
ged. Finally he sculpted statues for the Kings’ Europe, and died as a famous man in 1903.

w

J oh n  F adrusz 's  s ta tue:  K in g  M a t th ia s  in K o lo z s v á r  
(now Cluj, Rumania).



Letters to the Editor
Editor:

Your idealism is commendable. The cause 
you try to promote is beautiful: the unification 
of Central Europe, the Carpathian Basin or 
whatever geographical unit it may be. However, 
you are faced with insurmountable obstacles. 
Some o f these are: inherited or recently kindled 
p re ju d ices , m isco n cep tio n s , ha lf-baked  
ideologies, stubborn adherence to the '"status- 
quo", and ju s t plain stupidity.

Apparently people have not suffered enough 
yet, for only suffering can burn all this mental 
garbage away and make us realize that a 
peaceful future can be achieved only if we all 
work at it together — as you so aptly suggest — 
and not always against each other.

There is much to be learned from history, 
that is true. B ut much has to be forgotten also in 
order that a genuine cooperation may be attain
ed. Weighing the two side against each other, it 
seems there is much more to be forgotten then 
retained in memory.

Like I  said, I  admire your idealism and your 
tenacity. However, it is not enough. You don't 
seem to realize that sowing seed into frozen 
ground will not make a harvest, and good wine 
does not come from unripe grapes. The human 
race is still unripe today and its mind is frozen. 
Your work, noble as it may be, is doomed to 
failure.
Adam Korpán 
Milwaukee

Friend:
Nothing can be accomplished without try 

ing. If the direction we face is the right one, we 
may stumble, we may even fall a few times, but 
every inch we gain brings us closer to the goal: 
peace on earth, freedom and justice to mankind 
through love, understanding and mutual 
respect.

The Editor.

Editor:

I  am sick and tired of reading in the 
newspapers that the Russians are people ju st 
like we are. They are not and I  can prove it. I  am 
one o f the sixteen survivors o f Nagydobrony, 
Ruthenia, population 5638, a Hungarian farm
ing community, which was erased off the face of 
the earth by the Russians.

M y father was a communist and he pu t out 
the red flag when the Russian troops arrived in 
the Fall of 1944. They made him mayor. I  was 
sixteen at that time. One year later the Russian 
district commissar sent orders that every farmer 
m ust deliver all the crops he harvested that 
year. The date was set. M y father went into the 
district capital to ''talk" with his comrades. He 
had no success. Every ounce of grain had to be 
delivered, he was told, and the people will be fed 
by the state.

Then the day came, and nobody moved The 
people o f Nagydobrony were waiting for some 
official person to come out and discuss the order. 
Perhaps they could convince the authorities to 
leave at least half of the crops, so they could sur
vive the winter.

The day went by and nobody came. Then the 
next morning soldiers showed up, hundreds of 
them. They surrounded our town from a 
distance o f about half-a-mile; like an iron ring. 
We watched them from the village and tried to 
figure out what they were up to. Then we heard 
airplanes roaring. Many of them. When they 
were above us all hell broke loose. They bombed 
our village until there was nothing left but burn
ing ruins and dead people. Those who tried to 
run out were shot by the soldiers: men, women, 
and children. There was no mercy for anyone.

Part of the metal roof of our barn fell on me 
and I  was trapped there all day. I  got burned 
badly, but survived. A fter the bombing was 
over, the Russians searched the ruins and shot 
all the wounded they could find They did not 
find me. A s  I  found out later, there were sixteen



of us they did not find. A t  nightfall I  crawled 
from under the metal and started for the woods. 
The pain was terrific, but I  ju s t had to get away 
from there. After reaching the woods I  crawled 
into the underbrush from there. Next day the 
Russians returned with bloodhounds to find 
those who may have survived. They found me 
and fifteen others. We were taken first to a 
hospital, then transported into Russia where we 
were put to work in labor camps. Five years 
later they let me free and gave me a job in the 
forests o f Eastern Siberia at a saw mill. The 
lumber we produced there was shipped to Japan. 
After three years I  was able to escape on a 
tugboat loaded with lumber. The Japanese took 
me in and were good to me. We even have a

small Hungarian Club here in Tokyo. That's 
where I  saw your Quarterly.

So this is my story and the story of 
Nagydobrony. Today I  was told there is nothing 
there but a big empty field The Russians 
plowed under the ruins and planted millet on top 
of them. They even had a big sign there for a few 
years, which said in four languages, ''that's 
what happens to those who defy the orders".

Don't let anybody fool you: the Russian 
communists are not like other people. They are 
cruel and ferocious. We o f Nagydobrondy 
learned it the hard way!

István Kocsis 
Tokyo Japan



Was This Oppression?
Rumanian historians claim that the Ruma

nian m inority of T ransylvania suffered 
“unbearable” oppression under the Hungarian 
government before World Wsir 1.

Nevertheless, the statistics show (K.U.K. 
Ecclesiastical Statistics, Wien, 1910) that in 
1840 there were 1,517 Hungarian churches 
(Roman Catholic and Calvinist) and 616 Ruma
nian churches (Greek Orthodox and Greek

Catholic) serving the population in Tran
sylvania.

Seventy years later, in 1910, there were only 
1,381 Hungarian churches left, while the 
number of the Rumanian churches increased to 
1,114.

We wish the Hungarians of Transylvania 
would be “oppressed” today by the Ceausescu- 
regime the same way.

Letter from Transylvania
“Hungarian children from eight to fourteen 

are being taken from the schools three to four 
times a week to work in the fields, while those in 
the middle schools are transported during the 
summer for two months into “old Rumania” to 
build roads, railroads or work in stone quiu'ries. 
Some of them return crippled or die during those 
two months. Those parents who dare to object, 
lose their jobs or get beaten by the police.

Even the right to complain is taken from

Himgarians by the Rumanian government. Those 
who often complain are either beaten to death or 
taken into the Danube Delta to forced labor, 
from where they never return.

They have public debates in the U.S. on the 
Palestinian problem, Kurd problem. Apartheid 
problem, and many more, but there seems to be 
no Transylvanian-Hungarian problem. Our peo
ple are being systematically exterminated and 
they don’t ever have the right to cry...”
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