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17 PARISHES AND FARMSTEADS 
WITHOUT A  SCHOOL — IN ONE 

DISTRICT
At a meeting of the officially appointed Banate 

Council in March last year M. Ferenc Keceli-Meszaros, 
Hungarian Banate Councillor, complained that teach
ing had been suspended many years previously in 17 
schools in the parishes and farmsteads of the purely 
Hungarian District of Zenta, since — regardless of re
peated applications and interventions — the Ministry 
of Education has refused to appoint to these schools 
teachers qualified to teach in Hungarian. In con
sequence of this many hundreds of Hungarian school 
children in the district have received no schooling 
for the last ten years or so. The authorities gave a 
firm promise to redress these grievances before the 
beginning of the current school year. At a meeting 
of the Banate Council in February this year M. Keceli- 
Meszaros was obliged to hand a memorandum to M. 
Rajic, the Vice-Ban, asking for the fulfilment of last 
year’s promise.

—  y  —

MISAPPROPRIATION OF MINORITY 
FOUNDATIONS

The town of Zombor had three big foundations, 
the incomes of two of which (the Falcione and the

Gyalokay foundations) in terms of the deeds of endow
ment were to be used to aid poor Hungarian, German 
and Bounievatz Roman Catholic or Protestant stu
dents, while that of the third, the Kotzik foundation, 
was to be made use of to maintain an orphanage. After 
the change of rule the Serb Municipal administration 
made use of the incomes accruing from the foundations 
for Serb nationalist and other unknown purposes. Now 
the new administration appointed a few months ago 
has decreed that the incomes are to be handed over 
to their original purposes as stipulated by the foun
ders. Within the past 18 years no less than 1.944.000 
dinars of the income accruing from the two first- 
mentioned foundations have been misappropriated.

—  y —

ATROCITIES OF GENDARMES
A Hungarian and a German inhabitant of the 

parish of Bocsar (in the Banate) were severely 
chastised by the gendarmes because they had informed 
their friends in the parish that a party of Serbian 
guests at a restaurant in the village were singing songs 
offensive to the minority inhabitants. As a sign of 
protest against the brutality of the gendarmes the 
minority members of the parish council have resigned 
their offices.

—  y —

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ B O O K S

Romulus Seisanu: “ Rumania in the Course o f  Ages. A Historical, Geopolitical, 
Ethnographical and Economic Atlas.il ( uUniversulu Bucarest 1936.)

With the above title Romulus Seisanu has 
published an atlas containing a large number of maps 
and diagrams. The text is in English French and 
Rumanian and the preface was written by M, Steiian 
Popescu, former minister, present editor of the 
"Universul" and chairman of the Anti-revisionist 
League. The object of this publication is to refute the 
arguments put forward in support of the Hungarian 
revision movement, convince the reader that the status 
quo is the best, and prove that the frontiers drawn in 
Central Europe by the Paris peace treaties — thus 
also the frontiers of dismembered Hungary — were 
demarcated on the principle of self-determination; 
that therefore the incorporation of the territories 
wrested from Hungary in the States of the Little En
tente was a just act, consequently Hungary has no legi
timate historical or ethnical title to demand a restora
tion of those regions from Rumania, Czecho-Slovakia 
or Yugoslavia.

The limited space at our disposal precludes the 
possibility of refuting in this article all the statements 
contained in this bulky volume. For the present, there
fore, we shall confine our attention to certain of them, 
but with the intimation that a book is being written 
which, throwing the true light of geography, history, 
ethnography and economics on the daring assertions 
of Rumanian propaganda, will refute them point by 
point. This work will show that they are a faithful 
continuation of the propaganda of misrepresentation 
wherewith at the time of the Peace Conference the 
statesmen conducting it were induced to draw such

unjust frontiers in Central Europe, frontiers that mock 
the principle of self-determination and stand in the 
way of peace in the Danube Valley,

Two-thirds of Seisanu's atlas, about a hundred 
and thirty-two pages, are devoted to the task of con
vincing the reader that the invasion of the Hungarians
— the word "invasion" is always used when mention 
is made of the settlement of the Hungarians between 
the Carpathians and the Adriatic in the X century
— found Rumanians in Transylvania. These Ruman
ians are declared to be lineal descendants of Dacians 
who under a Roman rule extending from 101 B. C. 
to 274 A. D. became Latinized.

History, however, has long since proved that the 
thesis of Rumanian descent from the Romans is a 
myth pure and simple. Roman rule in Dacia lasted 
173 years at the close of which, the last Roman soldier 
left Dacia. The Romans maintained their 173 years' 
rule over Dacia by military force, and besides their 
armies there was only a very small number of colonists 
in the country, sent there to exploit it. And even these 
colonists did not come from Italy. (The assertion that 
they did was disproved with all the weight of his
torical science by Louis Tamas in the November issue 
of this paper.) They came from the eastern provinces 
of the mighty Roman Empire where, as we know, the 
inhabitants were not Latins. For this reason alone it 
is impossible that the Dacians became Latinized dur
ing the brief duration of Roman rule, since no Latins 
settled in Dacia. Opposed to this legend is the cer- 
taintly, proved by history, that the Vlachs, a nomadic



28 D  A X U H /  A X  It IJ V T E TV APRIL, 1937

Slav tribe, were of Balkan origin and began to filter 
into Transylvania about the close of the XII century.

As regards the rest of Seisanu’s work, a few 
brief remarks will suffice.

Treating of the attitude displayed by Rumania 
during the war, Seisanu devotes several pages to laud
ing the policy pursued by that country and the deeds 
of the Rumanian army. Far be it from us to offend 
Rumanian national pride, but the truth must be told: 
Rumania attacked her former ally, the Austria-Hun- 
garian Monarchy, without any ultimatum at a time 
when the armies of the Monarchy had been trans
ferred from Transylvania to other fronts and Tran
sylvania stood practically defendeless. The ultimatum 
was not despatched until the Rumanian army had 
entered Transylvania.

Seisanu becomes very garrulous on the details of 
why the Paris Peace Conference entrusted Rumania 
with he task of putting an end to Bela Kun’s Bol
shevism in Hungary. International gratitude is claimed 
for the Rumanian army's feat of delivering not only 
Hungary and Rumania but also Western Europe from 
the danger of Bolshevism. It was a waste of printer's 
ink to put forward this claim. First of all it is an 
open secret that the Hungarian national army which 
had meanwhile been organized in Szeged was by that 
time ready to stamp out Bolshevism, had action not 
been forbidden by Paris in order that Rumania should 
play the role of deliverer. It was owing to Clemen- 
ceau's good offices that Rumania was given this 
historical mission, in the execution of which — alas! 
— the Rumanian troops, instead of striving to win 
their laurels by heroic and humane action, in the 
guise of saviours conducted a punitive expedition 
against Hungary and — in spite of the armistice — 
on the pretext of establishing order plundered that 
defenceless country.

Seisanu spends pages trying to prove that v/hen 
the Peace Conference drew the frontiers of the new 
States and broke up the Monarchy, it did so solely on 
the principles of nationality and self-determination, 
and that the same measure was applied to victors and 
vanquished alike. In proof of this assertion Seisanu 
brings up the question of the Burgenland, which form
erly belonged to Hungary, but on the principle of 
nationality was adjuged to vanquished Austria. What 
he forgets to mention, however, is that originally the 
Burgenland was intended to be a corridor to connect 
Czecho-Slovakia with Yugoslavia and thus completely 
isolate Hungary on all sides. But even Bene§ was not 
able to make the Peace Conference accept this pro
position and therefore he devised the new solution 
whereby the Burgenland was handed over to weak 
Austria. Benes and his companions reckoned that it 
would be easy later on to take the corridor away 
from Austria or compel that country to let the Bur
genland serve the purposes of the Little Entente. The 
detachment of the Burgenland from Hungary proves 
exactly the opposite of what Seisanu would have it 
prove.

Entirely lacking in sincerity is also another argu
ment urged to prove that the frontiers were justly and 
objectively drawn. Namely Seisanu says that the 
application with hair-breadth exactitude of the na
tionality principle in territories inhabited by mixed 
races is impossible; therefore though it is true that 
there are some Hungarian enclaves in the regions ad
judged to Rumania, it is no less true that Rumanian 
minority territories were left in Hungary. This argu
ment might be allowed if the number of Rumanians 
left in Hungary were anything like the number of 
Hungarians attached to Rumania. In point of fact 
about 16.000 Rumanians were left in Hungary, while 
almost two million Hungarians were driven under

Rumanian rule. Is there any sign here of equal treat
ment or reciprocity? And was not this division a 
flouting of the nationality principle?

The resolution passed by the mass meeting of the 
Saxons is of no special significance, for the Saxons 
took the oath of allegiance to Rumania on the strength 
of the Declaration of Gyulafeherv&r in which Rumania 
promised that all the peoples in the country would be 
entitled to the use of their own mother tongues in the 
spheres of education, administration and jurisdiction; 
that every race would enjoy administrative, religious, 
cultural, educational and economic self-government, 
and that the minorities would share proportionally in 
the legislation and administration of the country. Well 
we know that the Rumanian State has not fulfilled 
any of these promises. And, to continue our questions, 
is it possible, is it permissible, to defend Transylva
nia's attachment to Rumania by referring to the prin
ciple of self-determination in view of the historical 
fact that the two million Hungarians there not only 
never opted in favour of Rumania, but even pro
tested with might and main against Rumanian rule, 
and were not to be silenced until their protests were 
rammed down their throats with violence and oppres
sion.

A few sentences will suffice to show that Seisanu's 
work is full of a whole series of false data. As one 
instance we point out the fact that in it the number 
of Rumanians living in present-day Hungary is 
estimated at 70.000, whereas the 1930 census shows no 
more than 16.225. On the other hand the number of 
Hungarians in Transylvania is made to appear con
siderably less than that admitted by the artificially 
reduced Rumanian statistics. Seisanu's mistaken or 
purposely false data would fill columns.

The unreliability of his statistical data in shown 
even more strikingly by the following table illustrat
ing the distribution of nationalities in pre-War Hun
gary to be found on p. 120: —

1880 1890 1900 1910
Magyars 6,445,487 7,426,730 8,679,014 10,050,575
Germans 1,953,911 2,107,577 2,114,423 2,037,435
Slovaks 1,864,529 1,910,279 2,008,744 1,967,970
Rumanians 2,405,085 2,591,905 2,785,265 2,949,032
Ruthenians 356,062 383,392 427,825 472,587
Croatians 1,554,000 1,670,905 1,833,162
Serbs 2,352,339 1,057,264 1,042,022 1,106,471
Jews 624,826 707,961 826,222 932,458
Others 264,689 318,251 394,142 469,255

A mere glance shows that there is something
wrong with the addition. Although he copied the 
nationality statistics quite correctly from the Hunga
rian sources, Seisanu — in order to be able to make 
the distribution of nationalities in pre-War Hungary 
appear to have been less favourable than it was in 
reality — has taken the number of Jev/s from the 
statistics relating to religion and added them as being 
a separate nationality to the original number of inha
bitants. As a consequence, persons professing the 
Jewish faith figure twice in the table, — the first time 
as members of the several other nationalities and then 
for the second time as a separate nationality (though 
Hungarian Censuses have never treated the Jews as 
a separate nationality, but — in conformity with the 
practice in force in Western Europe — have recognised 
the Jewish faith as a separate religion, including the 
Jews among the members of the nationality whose 
mother tongue is their language too). Seisanu then cor
rectly copied the aggregate number of inhabitants as 
given in the Hungarian statistics, not being in the least 
worried by the fact that as a consequence of the Jews 
being described as a separate nationality and given a 
column of their own there was bound to be something 
wrong with the total shown. It should be noted that
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— as stated already in the first number of our Review
— Professor Seton Watson, whom certain circles in 
Great Britain regard as the leading authority on 
Central European questions, employed the same un
scientific method so misleading in its effects in his 
brochure entitled "Treaty Revision and the Hungarian 
Frontiers".

The work bristles with mistaken conclusions drawn 
from the maps it contains. To take one instance at 
random. The map in Paul Balogh's "Races in Hun
gary" (Nepfajok Magyarorszagon) has been made use 
of by Seisanu as proof that Nagyvarad, Arad and 
Temesvar lie in Rumanian language territory, and this, 
although the map in question clearly shows that those 
towns belong to the Hungarian linguistic territories.

The work is also full of historical misinterpreta
tions. For example, the Constitution of medieval 
Transylvania based on the union of the three nations 
living there (Unio trium nationum) is presented as an 
alliance formed in order to oppress the Rumanian 
people. Now, it has been proved by historical research 
that the Union was not national in type, the word 
natio signifying "Estate", so that the Hungarian serfs 
who did not belong to the Estates were no better off 
than the Rumanians. Furthermore, the fact that the free 
practice of the Greek Oriental religion was not re

C  Z  E  C  U  O  - S  L  O  V A  K I A

CZECHOSLOVAKIA NOW OCCUPIES ONLY 
FOURTH PLACE IN THE FOREIGN TRADE 

OF YUGOSLAVIA
The data relating to Yugoslavia’s foreign trade 

during the first two months of the year show very 
noteworthy shiftings. Both as exporter and importer 
Czecho-Slovakia has now been relegated to fourth 
place. The list still continues to be headed by Ger
many, the second place being claimed by Austria and 
the third by France, — the latter country now occu
pying the place formerly occupied by Czecho-Slovakia. 
There has been an increase in the foreign trade be
tween Germany and Yugoslavia, which shows an ex
cess of exports of 48.2 million dinars in favour of 
Yugoslavia. Yugoslavia's trade with Austria shows a 
balance of 62.2 million dinars in favour of the former 
country. As concerns the trade between Yugoslavia 
and Czecho-Slovakia, the same shows an excess of 
imports of 2.6 million dinars in favour of Czecho
slovakia.

—  y —

124.65 MILLION CROWNS LESS STATE 
REVENUE IN JANUARY

The reports of the Ministry of Finance show that 
the revenues of the State in the month of January 
amounted to 749 million crowns after deduction of 
the revenues of the local government authorities. The 
result shows an improvement of 73.44 million crowns 
as against that of January 1936, but is still 124.65. 
millions below Budget Estimates.

cognized in Hungary and Transylvania for centuries 
has been presented as evidence that the Rumanians 
were oppressed. The historical truth, however, is that 
in the Middle Ages the Kingdom of Hungary was 
Roman Catholic, while the Principality of Transylvania, 
was Protestant, Hungary was bitterly opposed to Pro
testantism, while Transylvania strove to ensure Pro
testant supremacy. When this antagonism ceased the 
Greek Catholic and Greek Oriental Churches became 
recognized religions, the former in 1701, the latter in 
1848, and in 1868 the equality of right of both Ru
manian Churches was again recognized by law. From 
that time on, in the eyes of the law, there was no dif
ference between them and the other denominations.

In conclusion: the statement that the Rumanian 
State's treatment of the minorities, namely of the Hun
garians, is exemplary, is so audacious in view of the 
facts published month by month in this paper that 
we shall not attempt to refute it in this brief review. 
We refrain from doing so also because the book which 
we promised at the beginning of this article will tear 
to pieces all the arguments put forward by Rumanian 
propaganda as proof of the "exemplary" nature of 
Rumania's minority policy.

George Lukacs.

C O N O M Y
CRITICAL DAY ON PRAGUE EXCHANGE

As well know already, on April 20th. all quota
tions recorded on the Prague Exchange declined — 
the average set-back being one of 10%>, For years 
there has not been any similar decline of quotations 
on the Prague Exchange. The baisse affected the so- 
called "gilt-edged" securities in particular; these 
securities showed a decline of 4—500 crowns. The 
bear movement must be attributed primarily to the 
decline in prices in the international raw materials 
market, though it was due partly also to speculators 
having shown an excessively eager anxiety to purchase 
securities — particularly those of war industries —, 
the result being that when the banks demanded 
adequate security from the parties giving orders for 
the purchases, large numbers of people were driven 
to effect forced sales. A very striking instance of this 
was the noteworthy decline in the quotations of Skoda 
shares. Another cause of the bear movement was un
doubtedly the better prospects of peace, a factor 
which also contributed to bring about the set-back 
in the quotations of the shares of war-industry under
takings.

U  V  N  G  A  l i  Y

THE STATE BUDGET FOR 1937/38.
The final figures of the State Budget for 1937/38, 

which is now under debate in Parliament, are as 
follows:

/  State Administration.
Total expenditure .................... 821.800.000 pengd
Total r e v e n u e .............................. 805.300.000 ,,

P O L I T I C A L  E

— y — Deficit . . 16.500,000


