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Preface


From 1919 until the present day, through innumerable articles in the newspapers and periodicals of various countries, of pamphlets, lectures, maps, statistics, tables, and in general by all the means which active and tireless propaganda can use or think of, endeavors are being made to make the public opinion of the world believe that when certain of the present frontiers in the Danubian basin were fixed, mistakes fatal for the peace and security of Europe had been made. These mistakes are supposed to have produced a state of unbalance so great that, being obviously inconsistent with the natural, geographical, ethnical, historical, and economic conditions of these regions, with their cultural development and with logic and equity, the recommencement of normal life in those parts is an utter impossibility.

The natural consequence of those mistakes is said to be chaos, political anarchy sprung up in the very center of the European continent and producing there Balkan situations akin to those in Macedonia before the war.

So that the maintenance and perpetuation of the present frontiers would constitute a real outrage against civilization, peace, and the normal possibilities of evolution of the whole of Europe.

Economic crises, political tensions, and the confusions which have been disturbing mankind during the twentieth century are said to be due to a great extent to those frontiers considered artificial because by them consolidated unities had been destroyed. Also, that the marking of these boundaries had been achieved by compulsion and by surprise; by compulsion because impossible conditions had been imposed on an adversary who did not have the right to protest or explain, and by catching unawares well-meaning statesmen who however were entirely ignorant of the real situation in those regions.

It is being affirmed that only in such circumstances was it possible to commit against Hungary — in a moment of tragic surprise — so crying an injustice, with consequences so damaging for the whole of the civilized world.

Impressed by the perseverance with which that thesis is being ceaselessly upheld under different forms in conformity with the political necessities of the moment, I have tried to analyze the bases of those affirmations when applied to a concrete case.

As the relations between Romania and Hungary are continually being disturbed by that propaganda action, it is to the interest of both states and to that of the maintenance of peace in the Danubian basin, that the belief should not take root that persistently repeated affirmations can be accepted as truths merely by their simple repetition. This little book limiting itself to the historical premises of Romanian-Hungarian relations tries to explain as lucidly as possible the real value of the affirmations made, in the hope that minds unbiased by passion and not narrowed by self-interest will think it useful and opportune to know the true elements of a controversy, which is being carried on with such ostentation and presented as being one of the great unsolved political problems of the age in which we live.




Romanians and Hungarians
Historical Premises


The statement that in order to understand political phenomena it is absolutely necessary to be acquainted with their historical setting is less contested today than ever before because the influence of those phenomena is directly felt to be decisive, on collective as well as personal destinies.

Hence, it is acknowledged that only in the perspective of time can the true and specific significance of contemporary events be understood. That is the reason we have been witnessing for some years that rich effluence of historical studies and romanced histories, all corresponding to the unanimous wish of finding a guiding thread and an intelligible explanation for the chaotic appearance of the tragic events which succeeded one another with such great rapidity.

Following that general inclination, alleged historical arguments occupy a front place also among the motives invoked to obtain a change in the present political situation of the Danubian basin.

Hence, the image of a “millennial Hungary” is constantly being evoked, which is supposed to have formed over the centuries the best guarantee of balance and stability, of peace, prosperity, and progress of those so excessively sensitive regions, in the very center of the European continent.


I
Hungarian Revisionism


Only as a result of the unavoidable opposition which the anachronism of forming again a “millennial Hungary” meets all the time in the responsible quarters of the various states, conscious of the danger which the total and wished for overturning of the existing states in such obvious contradiction to ethnical facts would present, of the fatal and immediate political repercussions which those changes would have for all the countries of the civilized world, has the absurd claim of asking for the complete remaking of Hungary in her so-called millennial frontiers been renounced for the time being for tactical and opportune motives.

A more realistic calculation of the circumstances showed that for the attainment of that final purpose it would be far better to proceed in stages, to limit for the time being — per the suggestions made by Stephen Bethlen — the absurd claims to the following three points:

1. Retrocession, without a plebiscite, of the regions along the frontiers of neighboring states which are said to be inhabited by a Hungarian population.

2. A plebiscite in Banat and Bacica.

3. Independence of Transylvania.

An objective examination of the historical evolution will show to what extent those claims are based on facts and to what extent their satisfaction is to the general interest of more natural and fairer order in the center of the European continent.


II
Did “Millennial Hungary” Exist?


Looked at in this way any unbiased observer establishes a first and preliminary fact concerning the initial premise on which the political claims are based, namely that “millennial Hungary” so often invoked is nothing but a fiction invented by historiography and by the Hungarian State’s official jurists and is unconfirmed by historical facts. As everyone knows, the Hungarian “Apostolic Kingdom” founded by Stephen I under the patronage of the Holy See, through his coronation on 15 August 1001 with a crown sent to him by Pope Sylvester the Second, ceased to exist on 29 August 1526 after a stormy life which lasted five centuries, having collapsed in the catastrophic battle of Mohács under the merciless attack of the Turks, who were then at the height of their power during the glorious reign of Sultan Suleiman II, surnamed the Magnificent. That decisive defeat was followed shortly after by the conquest of Buda (1529) and the transformation of Hungary proper into a Turkish pashalik. (1541).

The remnants of the former Hungarian Kingdom were then divided up between Archduke Ferdinand, brother of Charles V and his deputy in the Empire, as well as the brother-in-law of Louis II, last King of Hungary, who had fallen on the battlefield of Mohács, and John Zápolya, Voivode of Transylvania. The Archduke occupied the territories bordering on the countries which were under the Habsburg rule, and John Zápolya took over the Eastern parts, the Sultan conferring on him “a kingdom which belonged to the victor of Mohács by the right of war and the sword.”

From that date until the Peace of Karlowitz (1699), the Porte ruled in the place of the Hungarian State in the Pannonian plain. For a century and a half these territories were governed by a Turkish pasha who resided in Buda, formerly the residential city of the kings of Hungary, just as in Banat, a little further South, another pasha held sway.

At the end of the seventeenth century, when the “Eastern Question” was born as a result of the weakening of the Ottoman Empire and when the generals of Leopold I, the Emperor in Vienna, conquered Hungary with the sword, Christian domination was reestablished in these regions as well, but nevertheless remained totally foreign to them.

Beginning from 1699, the year in which the Karlowitz Peace was signed and until the middle of the nineteenth century, Hungary and Transylvania, which had been acquired at the same time using threats and pressures, constituted two distinct provinces similar to all the others in the extensive Hapsburg monarchy, each having its own juridical and administrative forms in conformity with local traditions.

It was only recently, from 1867 to the end of World War I, that Hungary managed to include Transylvania within its borders and to reconstitute itself, for a period of 51 years, into an autonomous state within the Hapsburg monarchy, transformed into the Dual Monarchy.

 


III
Can the Invocation of a 
“Millennial Hungary” Constitute
an Argument for Revisionism?


So that in lieu of the so often invoked “millennial Hungary” there existed six different dominations — for during the period in between 1526, 1541 and 1699 three parallel dominations must be reckoned: the Imperial one, the Turkish one, and the Transylvanian one under the sovereignty of the Turks; the ephemeral revolutionary creations of a later period, namely that of Francis Rákoczi II (1703-1711) and Louis Kossuth (1848-1849) need not be taken into account — held sway on territories said to be and claimed as integral parts of a state which has not had and could not have, as is obvious, anything but the value of an ideological fiction, for there can be no possible question under such circumstances of a real continuity of the state’s existence.

It is of course natural that some connecting elements should have existed between these different dominations on the same territories, but it is just as certain that they differed profoundly in character and significance. Hence to claim territories which at some time or other were subjected to any of those past dominations, without being able to base those claims on incontestable ethnical arguments is as little justified as if, for instance, France would lay claim today to territories which formed part of Charlemagne’s Empire, or Great Britain would ask of France the provinces which once belonged to her kings, or if Germany and Spain demanded from Italy the provinces over which they had ruled in the Peninsula, or again if Sweden claimed from Prussia the regions which she had taken from her in the past.

The absurdity of any such claim in the cases enumerated above for purposes of comparison is obvious because the facts and the historical circumstances which caused them are well-known in all countries; but if we examine more closely the circumstances connected with the claims put forward by Hungarian revisionism, we shall see that these claims are equally unjustified.


IV
The Origin, Character, and Penetration
of the Hungarians into the Pannonian Plain 
Condition the Frontiers of Present-Day Hungary


So, coming back to the conditions which contributed in that historical moment to the foundation of the Hungarian state by King Stephen I, we see that neither the determining factors nor the object for which it was created could confer on it the character of a national state, but merely that of a Christian medieval state in the Western Catholic sense. The establishing of that fact does not minimize the personal qualities of the first king; on the contrary, it reveals his political intuition which, realizing the favorable circumstances of the moment, overcame the ethnical and geographical premises and succeeded in transforming the rudimentary collectivity of the Hungarian tribes into a connected organism of the state, able to play an important role in the Danubian basin. To be able to appreciate both the importance and the real scope and character of his state creation, we must remember that the Hungarians were one of those peoples that have been swept by the migration surge that characterized the end of the Roman Empire and of Greek-Latin civilization from out-of-the-way regions outside the European geographical horizon of those times, into the intensely civilized centers of the Ancient World.

Linguistic research leads us to believe that the Hungarians have sprung from the Finno-Ugric, tribes originating in the Ural Mountains, who, having suffered in the Caucasus region under the influence of the Western Turku-Ugric, ancestors of the early Bulgarians, occupied in the ninth century the extensive, pasture land in Southern Russia. Attacked in the regions along the river Don by the Pechenegs, another nomad people, they were compelled to divide themselves up into two unequal parts. The smaller part having been driven towards the Volga disappeared, absorbed by the Tartars and other steppe tribes; the larger half, composed of seven tribes which were joined by three Turkish-speaking tribes, settled temporarily in Etelkus, in the Southern region between the Prut and the Dniester. Thence the Hungarian tribes made innumerable incursions into neighboring countries until they were compelled in 896, as a result of an unexpected attack on two sides — by the Pechenegs and by the Bulgarians — to leave their dwellings and, led by Arpad, son of Almash, chief of one of their leading tribes (the Magyar tribe), whom they made a hereditary prince, they turned as the Huns had done before them towards the fertile plains of old Pannonia, situated between the rivers Tisa, Danube and Drava. They knew of these places through an invasion made into Moravia a few years before.

Their coming to these parts had not yet the character of a definite settlement and could quite easily have remained nothing but an incident, as temporary and ephemeral as had been the dominations of other nomad peoples. Neither their number nor the geographical conditions nor their state of culture could give them perspectives of duration or allow them to foresee the lucky historical opportunity which gave them the possibility of finding their setting in the political system of the epoch in a manner so favorable to themselves.

As regards the number of the Hungarians who came to those parts, it could certainly not be greater than that of other migrating nomad tribes of that period, who, cut off from their homeland or kin-tribes, were only able to form lonely oases amid the other civilized peoples and, as a consequence, were not in a position to establish durable state institutions.

Nevertheless, the Hungarians had great luck, as compared to other peoples who were in a similar situation, to find Pannonia, owing to repeated invasions and barbarian dominations, only very sparsely populated, even when compared to the usual sparseness of the population in the majority of European countries during the Middle Ages, where extensive areas were still covered with forests. That is how the Hungarians in Pannonia escaped from being absorbed by the native population which was superior to them from a cultural point of view. The proof is that in the Hungarian language the words referring to trades, institutions, and civilized notions are, as a general rule, of Slavic origin.

That sparseness of the native population enabled the Hungarians to arrange their settlements in Pannonia according to tribes, on large areas, in the manner of a nomad people accustomed to wide spaces and extensive plains.

For it was that very characteristic of open plain which fitted their mode of life so well and the absence of impassable boundaries that might have prevented their frequent incursions into neighboring countries and even further, which made them settle in Pannonia.

Hence, it is proven that one of the motives most insistently invoked to obtain today a modification of the present frontiers in favor of Hungary, namely the alleged drawback of not having any natural geographical boundaries, was the very cause and primordial reason why the Hungarians settled in Pannonia in the very territory enclosed by the boundaries fixed at the peace of Trianon, contested with such vehemence.

From this Pannonian territory which the first Hungarian chroniclers of the twelfth to the fourteenth centuries describe as being inhabited at the Hungarians’ coming by Sclavi, Bulgari, ac pastores Romanorum also described as Blahi, qui et olim fuerunt Romanorum pastores, the Hungarians continued their customary incursions into almost all the countries of Europe, constituting a permanent danger for most of the countries of that time. Their invasions however were directed by preference towards the West.

Making use of that very absence of impassable boundaries, and more especially of that opening which the region of depression around Vienna forms, the so-called Porta Hungarica, situated between the Bohemian range — the chief natural fortress in the north of the Danubian basin — and the Alpine countries, their predatory expeditions spread terror and misery in Bavaria, Medieval Saxony, Swabia, France, and Italy.

In the tenth century, Western Europe lived in constant dread of the Hungarian invasions, until finally Henry I and Otto I, by their famous victories at Merseburg (933) and Augsburg (955), cut them off from the heart of Europe.


V
History, Character, and Privileged Structure of the Hungarian Apostolic Kingdom of the Middle Ages


Only a happy chance because Otto I was too taken up with other problems, such as the subjugation and Germanizing of the Slavs, East of the Elbe, and the expeditions into Italy to obtain his future imperial dignities, saved the Hungarians from being completely annihilated and having the same fate as their kinsmen, the Huns and the Avars.

In opposition to them, like an advanced bastion of Western civilization, Emperor Otto I formed anew the Marca Ostica, laying thus the foundation of future Austria and the German preponderance in the Danubian basin.

All these events, however, did not fail to leave lasting traces, for settling in the neighborhood of consolidated Germanism, the Hungarian people were henceforth subjected to its continually growing influence and to that of the Christian culture which it represented. Under that influence, it was compelled to give up the nomadic life which it had been leading and, abandoning its tribal existence, to give to the collectivity a large consistency, adopting the political, social, and cultural forms of the medieval Western World. Their atavistic nomad instincts manifested until then in constant invasions became transformed into a well-defined tendency to expand, more especially towards the South-East, where, the situation being still confused, the opposition was easier to overcome.
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