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A  RESPONSE
by

Ferenc Herczeg
Privy Councillor, Member of the Hungarian Upper 

House, President of the Hungarian Revision League

Replying to Sir Robert Gower and Mr. Procter, 
Mr. Edgar P. Young, in a letter to the Times 
of 5th September, made the following asser
tion about the Hungarian Revision League 

of which, at present, I am President:

“ Even the Budapest Revision League has con
fessed that if Hungarian newspapers refrained 
from reproducing foreign newspaper articles and 
speeches concerning revision, the enthusiasm of the 
Hungarian people would die away."

As President of the Hungarian Revision 
League 1 feel it my duty to say that the League 
never made this statement or any impossible state
ment of the kind. I pray Mr. Young to tell us on 
what he bases his allegation, or if he is not in the 
position to do so, may I, without wishing to 'be 
presumptious, advise him to treat the source of 
his information about Hungarian matters with 
more scepticism in future.

Another astonishing statement in Mr. Young's 
letter is that there are “a considerable number of 
intelligent and patriotic Magyars who realize that 
the only practicable policy to pursue is one of 
abandoning all talk of frontier revision . . . “

Allow me to assure Mr. Young that “ intel
ligent and patriotic“  Hungarians of that description 
are inventions of the imagination. The many British 
politicians and tourists who have visited Hungary 
of late and have met Hungarians of all sorts and 
conditions, from the aristocracy to the Social De
mocratic labouring classes, have not seen anything 
of them. It would be a dangerous illusion were 
European public opinion to look for a satisfactory 
solution of the Danube problem from a spirit of 
meek renunciation on the part of Hungary, such 
as no normal nation could ever be expected to 
show. All who wish to take an interest in the 
Danube question must be prepared to accept the 
given and immutable fact that the Hungarian na
tion will never, under any circumstances whatso
ever, be able to acquiesce in frontiers that have 
thrust three and a half million Hungarians under 
alien yokes and have pushed the political frontiers

of Czecho-Slovakia so far into territories inhabited 
purely by Hungarians that the capital of Hungary 
is within the zone of fire of the Czech long
distance batteries. To protest against this is a 
point of honour with every patriotic Hungarian, 
and nothing is more natural —  although Mr. Young 
disapproves o f  it —  than that we strive to bring 
up our children in a spirit of honour and patriot
ism. And, as it happens, where irredentism is con
cerned, the Hungarian nation is influenced and 
encouraged by the lessons of the past. For 150 
years Hungary groaned under the Turkish yoke  
and then, too, there were those who advised our 
forefathers, as Mr. Young advises us, to pursue a 
practicable1 policy and give up vain talk about 
ridding the country of its oppressors.

T h e  m o st strikin g thing a bou t M r . Y o u n g ’s  
le tte r  is that he, a B ritish  su b je c t , u n d ersta n d s  
w h y  th e L ittle  E n te n te  G o v e r n m e n ts  r e m o v e  “ u n 
relia ble  p e r so n n e l fro m  th e fro n tier  reg io n s and  
fro m  k e y  p o sitio n s  in the S ta te  S e r v ic e s “ . W o u ld  
it n ot b e  a m o re  rea son a b le  and  h on est so lu tio n  
to  r e s to r e  th o se  d a n g erou s fro n tier  z o n e s  in h a bited  
b y  u n relia ble H u nga ria n s to the c o u n tr y  to  w hich  
fo r  a th ou sa n d  y e a r s  th e y  b e lo n g e d  a n d  w h e r e  the  
H u nga ria n s w o u ld  b e  n eith er d a n g erou s n or un
r e lia b le ?  M r . Y o u n g  s e e m s  to  a p p ro v e  o f  th e plan  
o f c o m p u ls o r y  se ttle m e n t w ith its a tten d a n t c o n 
fisca tion  o f  p r o p e r ty . In  his opinion  H u n g a r y ’s  
p o lic y  is a v io len t o n e . B u t it is a w ellk n o w n  fa ct  
that th e fu n d a m en ta l prin ciple o f  H ungarian  r e 
vision ist p o lic y , w hich  w e  ta k e e v e r y  o p p o rtu n ity  
o f em p h a sizin g , is that w e  w ish  to  gain our en d s  
b y  p e a c e fu l m ea n s and  w ith  th e co n cu rren ce  o f  
th e n ation s o f  E u r o p e . P e a c e fu l rev ision  is the  
s a fe ty  v a lv e  w hich  w o u ld  re lie v e  the p ressu re  o f  
d e s tr u c t iv e  en erg ies  in the D a n u b e V a lle y . T h e  
ch oice  lies b e tw e e n  a p o lic y  o f revision  or o f w ar.

A n y b o d y  w h o  s e e s  v io len c e  in a p ea c e fu l  
d esire  fo r  c o m p r o m ise  and  fin d s it u n d ersta n d a b le  
that th e a u toch th on ou s H ungarian inhabitants o f  
the C z e c h o -S lo v a k  fro n tier  zo n e  are bein g  d riven  
ou t a n d  ru in ed  fin a n cially, w ill fin d  it d ifficu lt to  
m a k e us u n d ersta n d  w h a t he co n sid ers  a p o lic y  
o f p e a c e  a n d  w h a t h e m ea n s b y  d e m o c r a c y .


