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... every nation will survive while it has some 
message to communicate to the rest of hu-
manity. Hungary has yet to tell her message... 

Zoltan Kodaly (1882-1967) 

Closely related to the problem of the survival of the Magyar nation is the 
question of the continued existence of Hungarian communities beyond the 
borders of the Hungarian state. This subject is composed of two parts. 
The first and the more important one is the issue of the persistence of 
Hungarian minorities in the states bordering on Hungary. The other is the 
question of the survival of the Hungarian diaspora, the scattered Magyar 
communities that had come about during the past century-and-a-half as a 
result of emigration, whether voluntary or forced, of Hungarians from 
their homelands in East Central Europe. 

The question of the survival of Hungarian culture outside of the 
state of present-day Hungary is a relatively recent one. Its origin can be 
found in the First World War and the post-war peace settlement, which 
truncated the historic Kingdom of Hungary. The origin of the Hungarian 
diaspora scattered throughout parts of the Old World and the New, is also 
fairly recent, dating from the last decades of the 19th century. Of course, 
there had been emigrations from Hungary before, but nothing on the scale 
and with the permanence of those that resulted in the rise of the present 
Magyar diaspora. After every war of liberation against the Habsburgs, a 
new emigration resulted, but in terms of numbers and long-term viability, 
they were on the whole insignificant. In regards to mere numbers, this 
generalization does not hold true as far as the emigres of the War of 



Independence of 1848-49 are concerned, but it does regarding perma-
nence. In the wake of the Austro-Hungarian compromise of 1867 a great 
many of the "forty-niners" returned to Hungary. Because most of the 
others were also in position to return, their activities as political emigres 
lost a great deal of their legitimacy. For these reasons the beginnings of 
the Hungarian diaspora in North America can best be dated from the 
coming of the masses of Magyar economic migrants during the last 
decades of the 19th century. 

The post-World War I territorial settlement, proclaimed by the 
Treaty of Trianon, had much more drastic consequences. Not only did it 
result, in time and rather indirectly, in the emigration of tens of thousands 
of additional Hungarians from the Carpathian Basin, it also brought about 
the birth of very large Hungarian minorities in Romania, Czechoslovakia 
and Yugoslavia. The history of these ethnic communities constitutes a 
large subject that defies adequate summation in an overview such as this 
one. Accordingly, a few comments will have to suffice along with brief 
references to general trends and future prospects. 

Survival in the Neighbouring States 

The Treaty of Trianon sanctioned the transfer of territories with 1.6 
million Hungarians to the greatly enlarged post-World War I Romania, 1 
million to the newly-created state of Czechoslovakia, and half-a-million to 
the Kingdom of the Serbs, Croats and Solvenes, the future Yugoslavia.1 

For these Hungarian communities the following eight decades would be 
characterized by minority status in highly nationalistic societies whose 
leaders and even members usually considered them their traditional 
opponents and probable future adversaries. The eight decades following 
the Treaty of Trianon also brought the erosion of the Hungarian presence 
in these countries, along with the diminution — or, at least, the relative 
diminution — of the size of the Hungarian minorities. Though greatly 
diminished in relative demographic terms, the Hungarian communities of 
Hungary's erstwhile neighbours — Czechoslovakia (today's Slovakia and 
the Subcarpathian region of Ukraine), Yugoslavia (today's Serbia, Croatia 
and Slovenia) and of course Romania — constitute collectively present-
day Europe's largest ethnic minority.2 

Comprehensive treatments of the evolution of these minority 
Hungarian communities in the Carpathian Basin are rare,3 especially in 



Hungarian, as the topic was virtually taboo during the communist era in 
Hungary. The situation changed with the passing of that age in 1989. Not 
surprisingly, the early nineties witnessed the publication of works on this 
subject, the most prominent of which was a book designed for secondary 
and post-secondary students, Magyarok a hatdrokon tul [Hungarians 
beyond the borders].4 Though the basic purpose of this survey's authors, 
Karoly Kocsis and Eszter Hodosi Kocsis, was to acquaint Hungary's youth 
with the Hungarian-inhabited lands in the vicinity of Hungary (the book 
doubles as a tourist guide), it also offers an overview of the demographic 
evolution of the Hungarian minority communities of the Carpathian Basin. 

According to the book's authors, there were both general causes of 
the demographic erosion of the Hungarian communities of the neighbour-
ing states, the so-called Successor States, and causes that were specific 
only to some — and, in some cases, to one — of these countries. Life in 
a culturally and politically alien environment, where official discrimina-
tion was often accompanied by hostility on the part of the local "state-
forming" population, was not conducive to the maintenance of a Hungar-
ian identity. To avoid harassment and maltreatment (which was espe-
cially blatant sometimes in the armed forces of these states), many 
Hungarians, especially members of the younger generations, simply 
assumed the identity of the majority: spoke their language (especially in 
public), attended their schools, frequented their cultural institutions, and in 
some cases even changed their names. Even manifestations of good 
relations between minority Hungarians and members of the majority 
community could speed the diminution of Magyar culture: inter-ethnic 
marriages also contributed to the process of assimilation, as the children 
of such marriages were more likely to acquire the majority culture — and 
majority ethnic identity — than the offspring of Hungarian parents. 

Especially rapid was the de-Magyarization of formerly Hungarian-
speaking non-Hungarian minorities. Magyar-speaking members of certain 
ethnic or religious communities, such as Jews, Germans and Gypsies, 
often abandoned the Magyar language quite rapidly and assumed trap-
pings of the majority culture with less reluctance than did Hungarians. 
When it came to a declaration of their ethnic identity, they were more 
likely than Magyars to identify themselves as members of the national 
majority. A further decline in the number of Hungarians in the official 
censuses conducted in these countries was caused by the fact that 
members of these minorities, even those who spoke Hungarian at home, 
were usually listed as members of the majority nationality.5 



Specific causes of the decline in the size of these Hungarian 
communities were many and diverse. They were often the byproduct of 
wars or domestic political strife. The Second World War had taken an 
enormous toll on the Magyar-speaking Jewish community of most of the 
Carpathian Basin. In the Hungarian controlled parts of the region, the 
most damage occurred during the late spring and early summer of 1944, 
after the Nazi occupation of Hungary. Elsewhere, in pro-Axis Romania, 
Slovakia and Croatia, the Holocaust of the Magyar-speaking Jews had 
started earlier, but claimed fewer victims, mainly because by 1940 most 
Hungarian Jews were in Hungarian-controlled territory. Despite this and 
somewhat ironically, it was the Jewish population of truncated, "Trianon" 
Hungary, that survived the Holocaust in greater numbers and larger 
proportion than the Magyar-speaking Jewish population of the neighbour-
ing states. The explanation, of course, lies mainly in the fact that in July 
of 1944 the planned deportation of the Jews of Budapest was blocked by 
Admiral Miklos Horthy, the Regent of Hungary.6 

Other examples of war-related diminution of the number of 
Magyar or Magyar-speaking peoples in the neighbouring states of 
Hungary have to do with events that befell ethnic Hungarians rather than 
peoples of multiple ethnic identity. Most such examples have to do with 
the expelling or deportation of Magyars from their ancestral communities 
that took place during the Second World War and its aftermath, but a few 
happened before then or after, such as the expelling of tens of thousands 
of Hungarians from Yugoslavia in the wake of the crisis that followed the 
assassination of that country's king in Marseille, in 1934.7 Such deporta-
tions took place perhaps on the largest scale after World War II in 
Czechoslovakia, where an even larger number of Magyars were forced 
from their towns and villages. Some were transferred to the territory 
vacated after the German population of the Sudetenland was expelled, 
while others were sent to Hungary after a "voluntary" exchange of 
populations. Those who wished to avoid being relocated, could do so if 
they renounced their Hungarian identity.8 Though probably affecting 
proportionately fewer people but claiming thousands of lives, the post-war 
treatment of the members of the Magyar minorities in Romania and 
Yugoslavia contributed to the sudden demographic diminution of their 
particular communities. 

The demographic statistics available to the authors of the textbook 
in question, covering the whole six decades after Trianon, speak volumes 
about the decline or stagnation of the Hungarian population in the neigh-



bouring states of the Carpathian Basin. In the region that was transferred 
to Romania in 1920, about 1,658,000 Hungarians had lived at the time of 
the last (pre-war) Hungarian census. For 1980, the corresponding figure 
is 1,651,307. For the territory of present-day Slovakia, these two figures 
are 881,326 and 559,801 respectively. For the South Slav states (Serbia, 
Croatia and Slovenia combined) there is also a decrease, from 658,247 to 
419,412.9 The full implication of these decreases becomes evident only 
when we look at the population growth statistics of these countries 
themselves. For example, in the same period (from the early 1920s to the 
early to mid-1980s), the number of Slovaks in what is now the Slovak 
Republic had increased from about 1,688,000 to 4,393,000; and that of 
the Rumanian population of Transylvania, from 2,930,813 to an estimated 
5,500,000.'° 

The decline of the Hungarian presence in the neighbouring states 
has been documented not only by Hungarian textbooks published in the 
immediate post-communist era when Magyar nationalism had undergone 
a certain degree of reawakening. It has been remarked earlier that during 
the communist era the subject of the fate of Hungarian minorities in the 
neighbouring socialist states had been taboo, especially for authors writing 
for popular audiences in Hungary. The country's leaders, however, had 
an interest in the subject. In fact, on one occasion at least, they commis-
sioned a major study of an important aspect of this subject, the fate of the 
Hungarian minority ethnic press in these countries. The study was to be 
circulated among the communist faithful, and was produced by one of the 
period's most prominent historians, academician Magda Adam.11 

Adam was not reluctant to stress the important role that the 
media, especially the printed media i.e. the ethnic or minority press, 
played in the lives of the Hungarian communities of Romania, Czecho-
slovakia and Yugoslavia. She was also not reluctant to point out the 
difficult conditions under which the Hungarian "ethnic press" tried to 
exist in these countries. Its problems were numerous. One of the most 
persistent ones was the isolation of Hungarian journalists and writers from 
other journalists and writers, whether citizens of Hungary or residents of 
the other neighbouring states. This isolation was deliberately fostered by 
the authorities of the countries concerned. Another problem, especially in 
Romania and Czechoslovakia, was the lack of state support for Hungarian 
cultural activities, including the press. The excuse for this was the claim 
that the Hungarian government promoted Hungarian culture throughout 
the region, and that Hungarians everywhere in the Carpathian Basin were 



"reading" press products published in Hungary, and were viewing 
Hungarian television broadcasts. The problem with this claim, according 
to Adam, was the fact that the entry of Hungarian publications into, for 
example Romania and even Czechoslovakia, and their distribution there, 
was impeded by the national and local authorities. With their press not 
receiving state support (and without state support in socialist countries, 
the operations of the press were well-nigh impossible), and Hungarian 
press products not being accessible, minority Hungarians had to rely on 
the non-Hungarian media for information and entertainment.12 

The situation was somewhat better in Yugoslavia, Adam admitted. 
There the principle of socialist "self-management" occasionally provided 
opportunity "for the establishment of a network of institutions which 
rendered minority rights (also theoretically existent in Czechoslovakia) 
attainable in practice." "In contrast," Adam explained that in Romania no 
such situation existed and every effort was made by the country's autho-
rities "to impede or make impossible contact with Hungary" contact that 
was vital to the Hungarians of Transylvania. "The aim [of this policy]" 
according to Adam, was "clearly to speed up" the assimilation of Hungar-
ians in Romania.13 With regard to Czechoslovakia, Adam had similar 
conclusions: 

[The minorities policy] in Czechoslovakia already boasts signif-
icant results: the weakening of ethnic consciousness amongst 
the ranks of the Hungarians living in Slovakia has reached a 
stage when, even in the short run, it may corroborate the 
Slovak and Czech claims that the nationality question no longer 
exists in Czechoslovakia....14 

No specific mention has been made so far of the Hungarian 
minority of Subcarpathia, or Transcarpathia as the region is also known, a 
piece of territory that before 1920 belonged to Hungary, in the interwar 
years to Czechoslovakia, in the Cold War era to the U.S.S.R, and which 
presently is a part of the independent republic of Ukraine. Yet, such 
mention is in order as this region, in particular that portion of it that is a 
part of the lowland known as the Hungarian Plain, is the home of a 
Hungarian population numbering close to 200,000.15 

Though there has not been an absolute decline in Subcarpathia's 
Hungarian population since the World War I period, there has been a 
rather steep relative decline: from constituting about 30 percent of the 
region's inhabitants in 1910, the Hungarian community had declined to 



about 15 percent by the end of the 1970s.16 The story of this demographic 
diminution has been told in our journal by Professor S. B. Vardy in 
1989,17 and is not at all untypical of the fate of Hungarian minorities in 
the territories detached from Hungary by the Treaty of Trianon. 

It all started by the land reforms that Czech administrations 
imposed on the region following the formation of Czechoslovakia. These 
reforms came at the expense of Hungarian landowners in the region, but 
benefitted predominantly the local non-Magyar population. At the same 
time, educational and other reforms also favoured the Slavic groups as 
funds were made available to them for building schools, while the large 
Magyar ethnic group in the region was served by a single secondary 
school throughout the 1930s. Throughout this time, Vardy remarks, 
"Hungarians... had to suffer mistreatment at the hands of the increasingly 
intolerant... Slovak and Ukrainian nationalists."18 

The Soviet takeover of the region was motivated by strategic 
considerations. The possession of Subcarpathia gave the U.S.S.R. a 
military staging-area within the Carpathian Basin, a convenient entry point 
to Central Europe. Not surprisingly, the aim of early Soviet ethnic policy 
in the region was to reduce the size and influence of "unreliable" minori-
ties, especially the Hungarian one. Thousands of Magyar men (and even 
women) were deported to other parts of the U.S.S.R. and all Hungarian 
schools were closed. Years later, some deportees were allowed to return 
and during the mid-1950s the schools were gradually reopened. The 
region's Ukrainian nationalists as well as the Russians who had been "im-
ported" into the region by the Soviet authorities, tended to make life 
miserable for the local Magyar population. Not so the Rusyns, who de-
tested both the Ukrainian chauvinists and the Russian "carpetbaggers" and 
viewed Hungarians a fellow victims of Soviet rule.19 

The last three decades of Soviet rule in Subcarpathia did not bring 
dramatic events to impact negatively on the Hungarian minority there; 
nevertheless, they still witnessed the erosion of Hungarian culture. 
Children who had attended local Magyar schools were disadvantaged in 
their search for employment, which fact contributed to the decline of 
enrolment in these schools. State support for Hungarian cultural institu-
tions, including the schools with declining enrolment, dwindled; fewer 
and fewer priests could be found to administer to the community's reli-
gious needs, and in general, the size of the Hungarian community's 
intelligentsia declined. Though the late 1980s brought some improve-
ments, especially in the increased contacts Hungarians were allowed with 



their co-nationals in Hungary, the prospects for long-term cultural survival 
did not improve substantially. A number of factors, according to Vardy, 
had saved the Hungarian community of Subcarpathia from total assimila-
tion: "self-isolation, rural existence, lack of geographical mobility, and 
resistance to intermarriage...."20 Although these factors have no doubt 
continued to work after the fall of the U.S.S.R., there can be little doubt 
that the erosion of Hungarian culture has continued since the collapse of 
the Soviet Union and will continue in the foreseeable future. 

The situation of the Hungarian communities of the northern 
Balkans (of Yugoslavia and its successor states), is not substantially 
different. The fate of these Magyar ethnic islands in the lands of the 
South Slavs has been outlined in a number of articles written by Professor 
Andrew Ludanyi, one of which had appeared in our journal.21 Only the 
briefest summary of this study can be given here, but even that will give 
a taste of the difficult lives that Hungarians had lived at times in the 
country that was originally called the Kingdom of Serbs, Croats and 
Slovenes and later became known as Yugoslavia. 

Although interwar Yugoslavia was perhaps Europe's most multi-
ethnic state, toleration of minorities was rarely practiced there. Instead of 
fostering ethnic equality, what characterized Yugoslavia was the existence 
of a hierarchy of nationalities. The dominant group was the Serbian one. 
Croats and Slovenes constituted citizens of secondary rank, while Hungar-
ians were somewhere near the bottom of the "ethnic ladder" — partly 
because of the fear many South Slavs had of potential Hungarian designs 
for the dismantling of the post-World War I territorial settlement. For 
this reason, according to Ludanyi, the Belgrade authorities adopted a two-
pronged policy to weaken the Magyar minority politically. One prong of 
these policies was outright repression, the other was the more "sophisti-
cated" policy of playing off other minorities against the Hungarians. 
Manifestations of the policy of repression were the exclusion of Hungari-
ans from the country's civil service, the insistence that they use Serbo-
Croatian in their dealings with the authorities, and the banning of contacts 
— even purely cultural contacts — between the Magyars of Yugoslavia 
and citizens of Hungary. There was also economic discrimination against 
them. As had been the case in all the other detached territories, the Serb 
authorities embarked on "land reforms" which in most cases meant the 
distribution of the land of Hungarian landlords among the South Slav 
peasants of the area in question.22 



The situation of the Hungarian minority of Yugoslavia dramati-
cally deteriorated in the wake of the Second World War. Hungary's 
involvement in that struggle on the side of Nazi Germany designated the 
Magyars of Yugoslavia as "collaborators" and set them up, along with the 
so-called Danube Germans, for a vicious campaign of retaliation at the 
end of the war. The number of Hungarian victims has been estimated to 
have been in the tens of thousands (German victims exceeded 100,000). 
Unfortunately for Hungarians, within half-a-decade after the war's conclu-
sion, they once again became regarded as a potentially dangerous political 
minority. What happened was that, as a result of the break between 
Soviet leader Joseph Stalin and Yugoslav leader Josip Broz Tito, relations 
between Yugoslavia and Hungary (a loyal Soviet satellite at the time) 
greatly deteriorated with unpleasant consequences for the former country's 
Hungarian residents. In between these "times of troubles," and after an 
improvement of relations between the Soviet and Yugoslav leaderships, 
the Hungarians of the South Slav state managed to enjoy modest respites 
from persecution as Tito's communist dictatorship, whenever not moti-
vated by the spirit of revenge or the fear of foreign invasion, tried to 
transcend the inter-ethnic strife. Not surprisingly, throughout most of the 
1960s, 1970s and into the 1980s, in certain respects the situation of the 
Hungarian minority in Yugoslavia was better than that either in Czecho-
slovakia or in Romania. The immigration of South Slav (mainly Serb) 
settlers into areas of Hungarian settlement, however, continued at greater 
or slower pace throughout these decades. 

The disintegration of Yugoslavia in the early 1990s marked the 
return of "times of troubles" for the Hungarians of the South Slav lands. 
As Professor Ludanyi pointed out in a paper published in 2001, this fact 
was largely lost on the world's media, which focused on the main contes-
tants in the civil strife: the Serbs, Croats, Bosnians and, by the end of the 
decade, the Albanians of Kosovo.24 This latest assault on Yugoslavia's 
Hungarian communities started with the disintegration during the late 
1980s of the "old" communist order and the resurgence of Serbian 
nationalism under the administration of Slobodan Milosevic. One of its 
important events was the cancellation of the autonomy of Vojvodina, 
which was accompanied by the installation of many Serbian nationalists 
(Milosevic supporters) into positions of influence in the region. When the 
war of words among Yugoslavia's major ethnic groups turned into a civil 
war, the gradual ethnic cleansing of Hungarian towns and villages started. 
The process had a lot to do with the military draft. Magyar men of 



military age, both conscripts and reservists, were more reluctant than ever 
to fight for the Serbian cause in Yugoslavia's military. Thousands — 
according to some reports, tens of thousands — of them fled the country, 
most of them to Hungary. Their families became victims of retaliation, 
ranging from threats, beatings and evictions. The homes of evicted 
Hungarians or those abandoned by them were offered to Serbian refugees 
of Yugoslavia's civil wars. In some regions, according to Ludanyi, Serb 
nationalists resorted to even more blatant methods to make sure that 
Hungarians fled their homes so an ample supply of accommodation was 
provided for Serbs expelled or forced to flee from other parts of the 
disintegrating Yugoslav state. As a cumulative impact of this process of 
Hungarian exodus and Serbian influx, the proportion of the Hungarian 
population of Vojvodina decreased during the 1990s from 17 percent to 
just 13 percent of the region's total.25 

The exodus further weakened the Hungarian community both 
demographically and politically. It also had cultural implications. With 
decreased numbers, their quest for the maintenance of Magyar ethnic 
schools was threatened, as diminished numbers gave ample justification 
for the closing of such schools. Ludanyi does not see an end to the 
process of gradual ethnic cleansing, though he suggests that with peace in 
the region it might continue in a "more subdued fashion." "Grim" is the 
word he uses for the future prospects of Vojvodina's Magyar minority.26 

The region where the prospects of the Hungarian minority's cultu-
ral survival should be the best is in Romania, in Transylvania. Here they 
live in large numbers (nearly two million, according to some estimates) 
and often in fairly compact communities. The fate of Hungarians in 
Transylvania was the focus of one of the papers given at the year 2000 
University of Toronto conference. Its author, Dr. Laszlo Dioszegi of 
Hungary's Teleki Laszlo Institute, traced the gradual decline of this 
minority from 1920 to the 1990s and pointed out why, despite the above-
mentioned positive demographic and geographic factors, the prospects for 
the survival of Transylvania's Hungarian communities are not better, or 
not much better, than of those in the other states of central Eastern 
Europe.27 

According to Dr. Dioszegi, what characterizes above all the eighty 
years of history of Romania's Hungarian minority is the absence of 
minority rights, a seemingly hopeless ethnic strife and, at times, even 
atrocities committed against the members of this community. Although 
the size of the minority did not decrease in absolute numbers, its propor-



tion in Romania's general population did. Nevertheless, because a large 
portion of Hungarians live in compact settlements, they still manage to 
achieve solid representation in the Parliament of contemporary Romania. 
In a democratic Romania of the future, the country's Hungarians might 
wield some influence, a fact that distinguishes them from the Hungarians 
of the other states of the region. 

The wielding of some political, economic, and cultural influence 
has always been problematic for Romania's Magyar minority, especially in 
times of authoritarian, or even totalitarian, rule in that country — that is 
to say, throughout much of the eighty years since Trianon. The Hungari-
ans' grievances were numerous from the very beginning: some of them 
had difficulties in obtaining Romanian citizenship; all of them were 
forced to use Romanian in dealing with the country's authorities, in the 
courts, and even in commercial transactions; Hungarian landlords, includ-
ing the denominational churches, lost their lands in a "land reform" that 
rarely benefitted any Hungarian peasants. With the Hungarian denomina-
tional churches having lost much of their income, they could no longer 
fund the schools they used to support. At the same time, the Hungarian 
public schools received less and less funding from the Romanian state — 
a process which, according to Dr. Dioszegi, resulted in the "systematic 
Romanization" of Transylvania's educational system.28 

The Second World War brought much grief to Transylvania's 
residents of all nationalities. The re-attachment of Northern Transylvania 
to Hungary through the so-called Second Vienna Award in August of 
1940 brought hope to a great many Hungarians — and disappointment to 
the about million Rumanians who suddenly found themselves once again 
residents of Hungary. It also brought disappointment to the tens of 
thousands of Magyars who were left in Romanian lands. Nationalistic 
emotions rose as did ethnic hatreds. Before the war was over, the sub-
stantial Jewish community of the re-attached lands became victim of 
Hitler's "final solution," with the authorities of Nazi-occupied Hungary at 
best turning a blind eye, and at worst, cooperating in the enterprise. With 
the end of the war approaching, the wrath of Romanian chauvinists was 
visited upon Transylvania's Hungarians who were denounced as "Nazi 
collaborators," ignoring the fact that until its defection from the Axis 
camp in August of 1944, Romania — or at least, its government under 
Marshall Antonescu — was one of Hitler's staunchest allies. 

The war's end brought the imposition of communist rule in 
Romania. From then on, Hungarians there were under the double yoke of 



communist and Romanian rule. Communist rule was not an unqualified 
curse. As in the case of Tito's Yugoslavia, communist nationality policies 
were moderated by the idea of the brotherhood of socialist peoples. In 
Romania such moderating influences did not last long, not much beyond 
the first half decade of communist rule.29 Despite the communists' lip-
service to socialist internationalism, the imposition of their rule had a 
predominantly negative impact on the status of minorities in Romania. 
Some of the most damaging ones were the nationalization (i.e. expropria-
tion) of the properties of the denominational churches, and the strengthen-
ing of the state's monopoly over education. Both of these trends benefit-
ted the interests of the country's majority (mainly Orthodox) Romanian 
population. The communist era also witnessed the increased mobility of 
labour in Romania. Many Hungarian towns and cities lost their "Magyar 
character" with the mass influx of Romanian workers. Later, the exodus 
of Germans from the Saxon towns of southern Transylvania (predomi-
nantly to West Germany) also helped to tip the demographic balance there 
further in the favour of Romanians, as homes abandoned by these emi-
grants became occupied by Romanian newcomers to the region. 

The situation of the Hungarian minority began deteriorating in the 
1950s. The Revolution in Hungary in 1956 gave a big push to this trend, 
as the Bucharest regime looked upon this event with fear and horror and 
used it as an excuse to abolish many of the collective rights the Hungari-
ans in Transylvania still enjoyed. Those who thought that the situation 
couldn't get much worse were taught a lesson during the regime of 
Nicolae Ceau§escu — especially in the 1980s, during the hight of this 
leader's totalitarian dictatorship. 

The ultimate aim of the Ceau§escu regime was to create an 
ethnically uniform, "Romanian" Romania. To achieve this aim a system-
atic assault was conducted against Transylvania's Hungarian minority. 
Schools where the language of education was exclusively Hungarian, in 
predominantly Magyar districts, were closed. Elsewhere, Hungarian 
teachers were let go from bilingual (Magyar-Romanian) schools and were 
replaced by Romanians. Outstanding Hungarian intellectuals were encour-
aged to emigrate to Hungary, and a few did, to avoid harassment and to 
escape the great poverty that characterized Ceau§escu's Romania. Cultural 
contacts with Hungary were impeded, and the importation of magazines 
and books — foremost of all, children's books — from Hungary was 
banned. Young Hungarian university graduates, especially teachers, were 
given employment only in Romanian-populated communities, while young 



Romanian intellectuals were encouraged to settle in Hungarian towns and 
villages. All this was topped by the policy of eradicating the memory of 
things Hungarian through the physical destruction of many Hungarian 
historic sites. The process was to culminate in the wholesale demolition 
of entire Hungarian villages and their replacement with communities 
featuring "modern" apartment houses and industrial buildings.30 

The most damaging of this totalitarian regime's policies, however, 
was the deliberate scapegoating and demonizing of the Hungarian minori-
ty,31 done in no small measure with the aim of deflecting general dissatis-
faction in Romania with the steep decline in living standards in the 1970s 
and 1980s. The after-effects of this campaign of vilification were defi-
nitely felt in the years after the demise of Ceau§escu's regime, when 
Hungarians were often attacked and beaten by Romanian crowds imbued 
with anti-Magyar hatred. Such feelings often re-surface even today espe-
cially when Hungarians ask for greater cultural rights for their communi-
ties. 

Despite all this, the post-communist era has brought new hopes 
for the Hungarians of Transylvania. The gradual restoration of a pluralis-
tic society, private property, a greater freedom of travel and the resump-
tion of contacts with the cultural institutions and the people of Hungary, 
have brought much relief to the Magyars of Romania. An increasing 
number Romania's leaders realize that their country's chances of establish-
ing closer economic and political links with the rest of Europe — and, 
especially, with the European Union — will depend to no small extent, on 
Romania's adoption of European standards and values in the matter of the 
treatment of minorities. Nevertheless, it is not likely that all the problems 
of the Hungarian minority in the country will be solved any time soon. 
As Dr. Dioszegi feels compelled to point out, the disappearance of xeno-
phobic sentiments in Romania, and a French-German type of national 
reconciliation between Hungary and Romania, are not in the cards.32 

Unfortunately for the Hungarian minorities of such neighbouring states as 
Slovakia and Serbia, the same is undoubtedly true. The long-term 
survival of these ethnic communities is still in the balance. 

In connection with the treatment of Hungarian minorities in the 
Successor States one might ask the question: What would have been the 
situation if circumstances had been different and it had been Hungary that 
possessed large Slav and Romanian minorities throughout the past eight 
decades. The answer is suggested by the treatment of these minorities in 
pre-1918 Hungary and again, to a lesser extent, during 1940-1944. The 



Hungarian record in this respect is certainly not unblemished, though it 
never reached or even approximated the depths that the handling of 
unprotected and disfavoured ethnic groups attained during the Balkan 
wars of the 1990s.33 It has also been pointed out in favour of Hungary 
that that country's regimes, though not necessarily all members of the 
general public, dealt with the members of their Slav and Romanian 
minorities much more generously ever since the end of World War II than 
the regimes, and often the state-forming populations, of the Successor 
States did with their Magyar residents.34 Hungary's Slav and Romanian 
minorities, however, were small in number and did not constitute, and 
could hardly have been accused (by demagogues anxious for the support 
of the chauvinistic masses) of constituting, a threat to the Magyar nation. 
What would have happened if the Hungary of the 1990s had a region, an 
"ancient Magyar land," populated predominantly by Romanians or 
Serbians who mounted a campaign of terror against the local Hungarian 
authorities and the few Hungarian local residents? In other words, could 
"a Kosovo" have happened in such a Hungarian state? We think not and, 
fortunately, we need not speculate about the answer to this "might have 
been" of history: Trianon has "saved" Hungary from such fate. For this 
turn of events, however, Hungarians, and especially Hungarians in the 
Successor States, paid — and continue to pay — a very high price. 

Survival in the Diaspora 

In any discussion of "Hungarian survival" a few words should be said 
about the persistence of Hungarian communities beyond the original 
homeland of the Magyars in the Carpathian Basin. The matter of the 
survival of the ethnic islands of Hungarians in the countries they had 
migrated to in the past dozen decades is rarely an issue of great concern 
to Hungarians in Hungary, but it is one in the Magyar diaspora itself. 
Some members of these isolated Magyar communities feel confident 
about the future — after all, in some parts of the world Hungarian culture 
has been present more-or-less continuously ever since the last decades of 
the nineteenth century. Unfortunately for Hungarians everywhere, this 
attitude reflects a great deal of misplaced confidence. The reality is that, 
although Hungarian culture in the diaspora is not facing the type of 
persecution that it faced in the states bordering on Hungary, the islands of 
Magyar culture are confronting a future which is even more uncertain 



than that of the Hungarian minorities "beyond the borders" of Hungary in 
the Carpathian Basin. 

The surveying of the state of Hungarian diaspora is a onerous task 
which is made even more difficult by the lack of accessible literature on 
the subject.35 For scholars working in North America the "terra incog-
nita" of this field are the Hungarian communities of Australia and Latin 
America. Fortunately, there is some literature that is readily available and 
offers some glimpses of the situation. One of these, a fine monograph by 
historian Egon F. Kunz, reports on the fate and prospects of the Hungar-
ian communities of Australia as they existed in the early 1980s.36 

While Kunz paints a picture that proclaims the vitality of the 
community activities and lives of Hungarian immigrants to Australia in 
the decades after the Second World War, he is quite pessimistic about 
their prospects as an identifiable, organized ethnic group. The pre-World 
War II and immediate post-war arrivals, according to Kunz, "who have 
contributed much to Australian intellectual and artistic life,... [are] 
gradually disappearing from the scene." The later newcomers, the Dis-
placed Persons and the Fifty-sixers, "are still around," but Kunz predicts 
that without the arrival of a new wave of Magyar immigrants, "the 
continuation of organized ethnic life on its present scale cannot... survive, 
much after 1990...;" only "a loose network based on shared values,... and 
a sense of belonging will prevail."37 

The Hungarian immigrant experience has had a similarly vibrant 
past in that other great overseas country, Brazil. There, Hungarian eco-
nomic migrants of the early decades of the 20th century established 
colonies in such places as Matto Grosso, Arpadfalva, Londrina, Jacutinga, 
Ceboleiro, Arapongas, Rolandia, Apucarana, Marialva and Maringa. Later 
newcomers settled in the cities, in Rio de Janeiro and especially in Sao 
Paulo. In these metropolitan centres, but mainly in the latter, a dynamic 
Hungarian ethnic life existed in the 1950s, 1960s, 1970s, and even the 
early 1980s. What happened thereafter we have to gather from fragmen-
tary evidence. From a study published in 1990 we learn that, for example, 
Sao Paulo's Hungarian "Free University" was still functioning, mainly as 
a forum for guest-lectures, but only barely.38 Other sources suggest that a 
similar fate awaits most of Brazil's other Hungarian institutions. In fact, 
a keen observer of Brazilian-Hungarian life has summed up the current 
situation in this way: "...the colony's social and cultural activities... have 
declined greatly in recent years. This is the result of the ever dwindling 
numbers of the immigrant generation — due to out-migration, ageing and 



death — and the ever increasing assimilation of the members of the 
subsequent generations."39 

The largest and most important Hungarian community overseas is 
undoubtedly that of the United States of America. The history of this 
ethnic group is better known and better documented than any of the 
Hungarian expatriate immigrant communities discussed above. Last year 
alone, two massive monographs appeared on the subject. One of them 
was Jul ianna Puskas's Ties that Bind, Ties that Divide: One Hundred 
Years of Hungarian Experience in the United States,40 and the other Bela 
Vardy 's Magyarok az Ujvilagban: Az eszak-amerikai magyar sag rend-
hagyd tortenete [Hungarians in the New World: the irregular history of 
the Hungarians of North America].41 

Both of these books are massive and extensively documented 
surveys of the history of the Hungarian community of the United States 
— the title of Vardy's book notwithstanding. Yet they are quite different 
works. Puskas, the Hungarian scholar, published a book in English, 
intended mainly for North American scholarly audiences; while Vardy, 
the Hungarian-American scholar, wrote a book in Hungarian, mainly for 
the general reading public of Hungary.42 

Neither of these monographs delves deep into the subject of the 
prospects of the Hungarian ethnic group in the USA. Puskas emphasizes 
instead the great changes that America's Hungarian communities had 
undergone in the past and are undergoing even in our days. She points 
out that we can hardly talk of an ethnic identity among the Hungarian 
immigrants to the USA before World War I. Because the "emigration" of 
these people was a "temporary emergency solution to a problem at home," 
they did not think of themselves as members of an American ethnic 
community — more likely, they considered themselves sojourners. Only 
the post-war period saw the transformation of America's transient Hungar-
ian communities into ethnic ones. At first, this Hungarian-American 
immigrant culture flourished, but then came times of accelerated assimila-
tion and inter-generational conflicts, all against the backdrop of the Great 
Depression and World War II. The coming of new waves of Hungarian 
immigrants (with very different social and ideological backgrounds) after 
the war, according to Puskas, did little to retard the start of the "vanishing 
of the Hungarian identity in the United States."43 

It is not only "Hungarian identity" that has been vanishing in the 
USA. Hungarians, in particular first generation immigrant Hungarians, 
are also disappearing from the statistics. The American census has the 



tradition of listing the 20 most substantial ethnic groups for each of the 
country's states. While in the 1970 and 1980 censuses Hungarians occu-
pied respectable places in many of these lists, by the time of the 1990 
census, in most of them they had moved closer to the bottom, or had 
disappeared altogether. Only in Florida did they hold their place, suggest-
ing that for a lot of Magyar-American retirees that state is the favourite 
choice of residence. This disappearance from the census data, of course, 
is caused not only by the decreasing size of the Hungarian-American 
community, but by the growth of other American ethnic groups. Never-
theless, it is clear that in the 21st century, Hungarians will probably 
constitute a small, almost inconsequential ethnic group within that great 
melting pot that is the United States.44 

The situation is not much different in Canada; however, in that 
country the "vanishing of the Hungarian identity" (to use the words of 
Julianna Puskas), did not start during the Great Depression or the Second 
World War. More precisely, the decline in community activity and 
solidarity that became evident then, was more than compensated for by 
the resurgence in the group's vitality after the war. The explanation for 
this difference in the evolution of the Magyar communities of the US and 
Canada lies in the different histories of the two groups. The demographic 
foundations of the former had been laid before the First World War with 
the arrival of hundreds of thousands of Magyar newcomers. In Canada 
the demographic base of that country's Magyar ethnic group was only 
started before 1914, and was completed only in the interwar and post-
World War II periods. While the "golden age" of the Hungarian-American 
community was the 1920s,45 that of the Hungarian-Canadian ethnic group 
it was the decades following the arrival of the Displaced Persons and of 
the Fifty-sixers, i.e. the 1960s, the '70s and the '80s.46 

By the 1980s, however, the signs of the "vanishing Hungarian 
identity" were evident in Canada too, especially in those parts of the 
country where the post-war newcomers did not replenish the Hungarian 
colonies that had been established during the first decades of the 20lh 

century. In Saskatchewan, which only a century ago was known by many 
Magyars and Canada's "Little Hungary" and where even during the 
interwar years many Hungarian farming colonies thrived, only faint 
echoes of Magyar community life remain: a few abandoned churches and 
a few of the early colonists' children still speaking Magyar — in local 
nursing homes. Census statistics confirm this situation. Although record-
ing a large number of people (ca. 15,000) with multiple ancestry that 



includes Hungarian, the 1991 census revealed that those with "Hungarian 
only" origin numbered only 7,920 in the province. The same census also 
disclosed that fewer than 350 people in the province used Hungarian as 
the "only" language in the home. Evidently, by 1991 Saskatchewan's 
Hungarian community had been made up predominantly of third or fourth 
generation Hungarian-Canadians. Despite the valiant efforts their first and 
second-generation predecessors had expended in the cause of culture 
maintenance, the community's cultural identity had eroded.47 

Elsewhere in Canada, the 1991 census painted a picture that 
ranges between that which characterized the still fairly unassimilated 
Hungarian community of Ontario and the largely assimilated one of 
Saskatchewan. But decline in the size of the first-generation Hungarian 
population, and especially in the numbers of those who use Hungarian as 
the only language of the home, is significant. All this is not surprising, 
since the last time Hungarians entered Canada in large numbers had been 
almost half a century ago. The Hungarian-Canadian group as an immi-
grant community, with its attachment to most facets of the ancestral 
culture, is in decline in many areas of Canada. Two of its greatest 
achievements had been the establishment in the late 1970s of the Chair of 
Hungarian Studies at the University of Toronto and the creation of the 
Toronto Hungarian Cultural Center — a massive building with a large 
auditorium, as well as a dining hall, classrooms, exercise rooms, etc. It 
speaks volumes that, at the time of the writing of these lines, the future of 
both of these institutions is in grave doubt. 

The likely future of Canada's Hungarian community has been 
summed up in the following paragraph: 

For more than a century now, the members of various waves of 
Hungarian newcomers have been establishing in Canada their... 
clubs, churches, press organs, and other community institu-
tions.... Time and again, new waves of immigrants took over 
the maintenance of these, or established new ones. As a result, 
Hungarian-Canadian culture and community life flourished or, 
at least, survived. For four decades now, no new wave of 
Magyars has come to Canada. The implications of this circum-
stance are clear. Unless another one will arrive within the 
foreseeable future, the prospects for the Hungarian-Canadian 
community's continued existence — with its distinct cultural 
characteristics and institutions — will be bleak.48 



No one desires the coming of still more trauma to East Central 
Europe that would drive thousands of Hungarians from their ancestral 
communities in the Carpathian Basin. Without the coming of a new wave 
of Magyar immigrants, however, the Hungarian identity in Canada will 
continue to whither away, just as it had started to do so in the United 
States soon after the mass immigration of Magyars to that country was 
terminated by the so-called Quota Laws of the 1920s. The process of 
complete identity loss may take a long time, and may never reach its 
ultimate conclusion.49 But the dynamic community life that characterized 
some centres of Canada from time to time in the 20lh century, will no 
doubt vanish, as it has vanished in most great cities (and smaller settle-
ments) of the United States, Brazil, Australia and elsewhere. 

Survival in Hungary: Conclusions 

In most discussions of the survival of the Hungarian nation prominent 
place is given to the conquests and foreign occupations Hungary endured 
throughout the centuries. Indeed, such events have often had disastrous 
consequences for the country and its inhabitants. It should not be forgot-
ten, however, that calamities of similar magnitude had been inflicted on 
the Magyar nation by Hungarians themselves — in internecine struggles, 
civil wars and through their tradition of becoming politically divided 
when facing external danger. The introduction to this volume — and, 
especially, several of the papers printed therein — cited many examples 
of Hungarians fighting Hungarians, or elements of the Magyar nation 
siding with one of Hungary's assailants in order to fight their countrymen 
who had decided to support another. No doubt, volumes could be written 
about internal strifes and civil wars in Hungary, which resulted in loss of 
life, material destruction, and, ultimately, in the weakening of the Magyar 
nation. 

Discord and internal conflict were not the only self-destructive 
behaviours that at times characterized Hungarians throughout the centu-
ries. Less perceivable but also damaging in the long run have been their 
attempts at the limiting of natural population growth. In times of great 
economic hardship, recurrent warfare, or oppressive foreign rule, such 
practices might seem justifiable to today's observers. Unfortunately, the 
limiting of the size of families was sometimes practiced — and is still 
sanctioned by some even today — in times of relative peace and prosper-



ity. Indeed, slow demographic growth constitutes one of the greatest 
threats to the long-term survival of the Magyar nation.50 

As has been suggested in this volume's introduction, Hungary 
should be able to counteract this threat to its existence through judicious 
immigration policies, just as the loss of lives as a result of wars, epidem-
ics and natural disasters was often compensated for in the past by the 
influx of newcomers into the country. Hungary could even encourage, 
even more than it had done in recent years, the immigration of Hungari-
ans from those regions of neighbouring states where the prospects of the 
long-term survival of Hungarian culture have become next to non-exis-
tent. True, such immigration policies might do damage to these countries, 
as they might reduce their chances of remaining multi-ethnic nations and 
becoming the kind of members of the international community in which 
diversity is tolerated and the contributions of all ethnic groups are valued. 
However, since the prospects of most of Hungary's neighbours becoming 
such progressive nations within the foreseeable future are — unfortunately 
— slim, Hungary's lawmakers might well put aside any reservations about 
the negative implications of their immigration policies for these countries. 

Although demographic stagnation can be counteracted to some 
extent by judicious immigration policies, it may be more difficult to ward 
off the long-term threat of the ultimate assimilation of Hungarians in a 
prosperous European Union.51 Staying outside the EU seems hardly an 
option, as it would deprive Hungary's citizens of the prospects of a better 
life. Nevertheless, in such a union there will be labour and other mobility 
resulting in the mixing of populations on an unprecedented scale, and 
there will be increased pressure on the country's young to master one or 
more of Europe's major languages. When everyone who wants to have 
ready access to Europe's knowledge-based labour market will learn 
English and German, what will be the incentive to mastering Magyar? 
There can be little doubt that in Hungary's villages Hungarian will be 
spoken at the end of the 21st century, but will the country's large urban 
centres be able to resist the pressures of economic and cultural interna-
tionalization? 

To put the conundrum in a different way: Hungary can enter the 
circle of advanced, progressive nations only if her youth acquire knowl-
edge of the Europe's leading languages. However, if everyone who aspires 
to be economically and socially mobile will know English for example, 
the need to learn more than rudimentary Hungarian will disappear. We 
need not be overly pessimistic however. A small segment of Hungary's 



population had faced this challenge (i.e. the need to learn German, 
French, etc.) in the past, The Hungarian aristocracy of the 18th and 19th 

centuries was confronted by such pressures. Most of its members re-
sponded to it by becoming multi-lingual, by mastering two, three or even 
more of Europe's leading languages, without necessarily abandoning 
Magyar. We would like to believe that this is the future that awaits 
Hungary's economic and cultural elite and not the loss of the ancestral 
tongue and cultural assimilation in an all-European culture. 

In contemplating the future, Hungarians must remember the 
resilience that their culture has demonstrated in the past. Time and again, 
the nation suffered great losses, yet the Magyar identity survived. Indeed, 
there is evidence to suggest that the "Magyar bloodline" did not persist 
through the ages. There may be few if any direct descendants of Arpad's 
people living in Hungary today. The population of the seven Hungarian 
tribes that entered the Carpathian Basin at the end of the 9th century 
(already multi-ethnic in composition) has been decimated by the invasions 
and other calamities of the past eleven centuries. Their "blood" has 
intermixed time and again with that of non-Magyar newcomers to 
Hungary. Recent examinations of the genetic characteristics of Hungary's 
population attest to this. The results of scientific tests show that Hungari-
ans, as far as their genetic makeup is concerned, are indistinguishable 
from their neighbours.52 Accordingly, if "Magyar blood" is a prerequisite 
for belonging to the Magyar nation, it can only be putative blood that 
fulfils this requirement. Pure "Magyar blood" or pure "Magyar ancestry" 
for the most part exists only in the imagination of romantic nationalists — 
and in families from whose family trees non-Hungarians had been ex-
punged by the over-zealous nationalists of later generations. Fortunately, 
most Hungarians — and, especially, most of Hungary's leading intellectu-
als — subscribe to "civic" rather than "ethnic" nationalism." For them, 
belonging to the Hungarian nation is not a function of lineage but a 
manifestation of more or less successful efforts at the acquisition of a 
particular culture. To paraphrase that great Hungarian, Zoltan Kodaly, the 
Hungarian culture is not a birthright for Hungarians, but the result of 
strenuous efforts at culture acquisition.54 

Although the blood-line of Arpad's Magyars has disappeared — 
or, more precisely, has become submerged through centuries of demo-
graphic intermingling — Hungarian culture has persisted. It persisted 
precisely because of the conscious or unconscious efforts of millions of 
people throughout the centuries to acquire the Magyar tongue and 



Hungarian customs and traditions. Unquestionably, Hungarian speech and 
culture have changed in the process, but not enough to erode their 
uniqueness. How this culture — and the people who possessed it, as well 
as the state they had established — fared and survived during the past 
thousand years, was the main theme of the studies in this volume. What 
the prospects for the survival of the Hungarian culture and identity are — 
in Hungary, in the Hungarian homelands that had been detached from 
Hungary, and in the countries where Hungarians had settled in large 
numbers over the past dozen-or-so decades — was discussed in this 
volume's introduction and postscript. 

The historiographical debate on the subject of Hungarian survival 
will no doubt continue in the decades to come, as will the discussion of 
the future prospects of Hungarian culture and identity. Opinions will no 
doubt vary and they will be expressed predominantly by the people most 
concerned, the Hungarians. The author of these lines hopes that this 
discussion will persist for a long time not only in Hungary but wherever 
Hungarians live in large numbers today, for the continuation of the debate 
will be the best indication of the survival of Hungarian culture and 
identity in these places. 

NOTES 

The quotation from Zoltan Kodaly at the beginning of this essay continues thus: 
"[Hungary] has not communicated [its message] especially in the realm of cul-
ture: [it could not do so] because throughout the centuries [it] was forced to keep 
arming in defence of its mere existence. And as we know, the mission of peoples 
can gain lasting expression only through the works of peace." Cited in Laszlo 
Eosze, Kodaly Zoltan elete es munkassaga [Zoltan Kodaly's life and work] 
(Budapest: Zenemukiado, 1956), p. 153. My translation. Because Kodaly's proze 
almost defies accurate translation, I cite the whole statement in the original 
Hungarian: "Hissziik, hogy minden nep megel addig, amig van mit mondania 
embertarsainak. A magyarsag pedig meg nem mondta el mondanivalojat. Nem 
mondta el kiilonosen a kulturn teren: hisz szazadokon at fegyverkezesre kenysze-
riilt puszta elete vedelmeben. Marpedig a nepek kiildetese csak a beke muveiben 
jut maradnado kifejezesre." I have received valuable advice regarding Kodaly's 
opinions on "Hungarian survival" from Mrs. Eva Kossuth as well as Drs. Julie 
Adam and Lynn Hooker. 



1 Ignac Romsics, Magyarorszag tortenete a XX. szazadban [The History 
of Hungary in the 20th Century] (Budapest: Osiris, 1999), 125. Lands that had 
between sixty to seventy thousand Hungarian inhabitants were transferred to 
Austria. Italy received the port of Fiume (Rijeka in today's Croatia), which had 
a few thousand Magyar inhabitants, and a small strip of land in the North, with a 
few hundred Hungarian inhabitants, was transferred to the newly re-established 
Polish state. 

2 In absolute numbers. In relative terms, only the proportion of Albanians 
living in minority status in neighbouring states (in Macedonia, Greece, Serbia, 
Montenegro and the region of Kosovo), exceeds the proportion of Hungarians 
living in minority status. 

3 The most useful and relevant English-language works on the subject 
are Stephen Borsody, ed., The Hungarians: A Divided Nation (New Haven, Con-
necticut: Yale Center for International and Area Studies 1988), and N. F. Dreiszi-
ger and A. Ludanyi, eds., Forgotten Minorities: The Hungarians of East Central 
Europe (Toronto: Hungarian Studies Review, 1989). 

4 The exact publications details are: Magyarok a hatarokon tul — a 
Karpat-medenceben [Hungarians beyond the borders — in the Carpathian Basin] 
(Budapest: Tankonyvkiado, 1991). See also the even briefer but more authori-
tative study by Ferenc Glatz, A kisebbsegi kerdes Kozep-Europaban tegnap es ma 
[The minority question in Central Europe yesterday and today] (Budapest: Europa 
Institut, Historical Institute of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences, 1992) a 
supplement to the periodical Histdria, (Nov. 1992). Glatz is one of Hungary's 
most prominent historians; one of his administrative posts has been the director-
ship of the Institute of History of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences. See also 
the publications of the Government Office for Hungarian Minorities Abroad, 
edited in most cases by Tibor Szabo and printed in Budapest in 2000. These 
pamphlets include: A Karpat-medencen kiviil eld magyarsag [Hungarians living 
beyond the Carpathian Basin], Romaniai magyarsag [The Hungarians of Roma-
nia], Szlovakiai magyarsag [The Hungarians of Slovakia], Vajdasagi magyarsag 
[The Hungarians of Vojvodina], Ukrajnai magyarsag [The Hungarians of 
Ukraine], Ausztriai magyarsag [The Hungarians of Austria], etc. 

5 Kocsis and Kocsis, pp. 1 If 
6 See my discussion of this subject in the Introduction. Also, Tamas 

Stark, Hungarian Jews during the Holocaust and After the Second World War, 
1939-1949. Trans. Christina Rozsnyai (Boulder: East European Monographs, 
2000; distributed by Columbia University Press). On Horthy and the fate of the 
Jews of Budapest see Thomas Sakmyster, Hungary's Admiral on Horseback: 
Miklos Horthy, 1918-1944 (Boulder, Colorado: East European Monographs, 
1994), 342-54. 

7 The assassins were members of the Ustasa, a Croat separatist-terrorist 
organization. They were alleged to have had their training in Hungary. Italian 



authorities might have had a greater hand in supporting the Ustasa but the 
international community was reluctant to blame the Italian government lest 
Mussolini be driven into the arms of Hitler. On this affair see Bennett Kovrig, 
"Mediation by Obfuscation: The Resolution of the Marseille Crisis, October 1934 
to May 1935," The Historical Journal, 19, 1 (1976): 191-221. 

8 Kocsis and Kocsis, p. 25. For more detailed treatments of the subject 
of Hungarians in post-war Slovakia see Kalman Janics, Czechoslovak Policy and 
the Hungarian Minority, 1945-1948 (New York: Social Science Monographs/ 
Columbia Univeraity Press, 1982), and the same author's paper in Borsody, The 
Hungarians, pp. 159-90. 

9 Kocsis and Kocsis, table 4 (pp. 12-13). Though giving precise num-
bers, these statistics are not strictly scientific as some of them are based on such 
criteria as "mother tongue," while others on "ethnic origin," "national identity," or 
"language spoken." 

10 Ibid., tables 6 and 13 (pages 22 and 46 respectively). 
11 Magda Adam's best-known work is probably the monograph: Magyar-

orszag es a Kisantant a harmincas evekben [Hungary and the Little Entente in 
the 'thirties] (Budapest: Akademiai Kiado, 1968). She, along with historians 
Gyula Juhasz and L. Kerekes, edited the volume of documents: Magyarorszag es 
a masodik vilaghdboru [Hungary and the Second World War] (Budapest: Kossuth 
Konyvkiado, 1966 [third edition]). She also collaborated on the editing and 
publication of a much more voluminous series of secret Hungarian diplomatic 
documents: Diplomaciai iratok Magyarorszag kiilpolitikajdhoz [Diplomatic Docu-
ments on Hungary's Foreign Policy] (Budapest: Akademiai Kiado, 1962f). 

12 A part of Adam's report was published in our journal: "The Hungarian 
Minority of Czechoslovakia and its Press," Hungarian Studies Review, 16, 1-2 
(1989): 47-56; see especially p. 55. 

13 Ibid. (p. 55). 
14 Ibid. 
15 Kocsis and Kocsis, p. 31. The rest of Sub-Carpathia, a predominantly 

mountainous territory, is populated mainly by Rusyns. Some people consider 
Rusyns to be Ukrainians speaking a different dialect, others deem them to be a 
separate ethnic group. Perhaps the most prominent among the latter is Professor 
Paul Robert Magocsi of the University of Toronto. One of his publications that 
presents this viewpoint is Our People: Carpatho-Rusyns and their Descendants in 
North America (Toronto: Multicultural History Society of Ontario, 1984). 

16 Kocsis and Kocsis, table 10 (p. 34). 
17 S. B. Vardy, "Soviet Nationality Policy in Carpatho-Ukraine since 

World War II: The Hungarians of Sub-Carpathia," Hungarian Studies Review, 16, 
1-2 (1989): 67-91. 

18 Ibid., 68. 
19 Ibid., 7 I f . 



21 "The Hungarians of Yugoslavia: Facing an Uncertain Future," Hunga-
rian Studies Review, 16, 1 -2 (1989): 93-119. 

22 Ibid., pp. 96-98. The restrictions on the influence and activities of the 
non-Orthodox churches also had a negative impact on Yugoslavia's Hungarian 
communities and their ability to school their children in their own language. 

23 Ibid., pp. 100-03. Tito himself was not a member of his country's 
dominant Serbian ethnic group, and his Partizan movement, in theory at least, 
aspired to a multi-ethnic ideal. 

24 Andrew Ludanyi "The Fate of Magyars in Yugoslavia: Genocide 
Ethnocide or Ethnic Cleansing?" Canadian Review of Studies in Nationalism 28 
(2001): 127-39. 

25 Ibid., 128-36, in passim (the demographic data is on p. 133). Luda-
nyi tells the story of a home, from which the Hungarian residents were tempo-
rariy absent, being expropriated for use by refugees. 

26 Ibid., p. 136. 
27 Laszlo Dioszegi, "History of the Hungarians in Romania between 

1919-1998," manuscript. We hope to publish Dr. Dioszegi's paper after problems 
with its translation and documentation are solved. 

28 Ibid. 
29 Hungarian-Transylvanians associate this age with the name of Petru 

Groza, Romania's first post-World War II leader (from 1945 to 1952). He was a 
Transylvanian who had been educated in Budapest and spoke Hungarian fluently. 
Under him some Magyar theatres, and even schools, were reopened. Years later, 
when these cultural institutions were again closed, Hungarians recalled the Gorza 
epoch with nostalgia. Dioszegi points out that the favouring of the Hungarian 
minority in 1946 and 1947 was also necessitated by the need of the Communist 
Party for Hungarian support, and the wish of the Bucharest regime to cultivate 
the image of Romania as a civilized and tolerant nation before the signing of the 
peace treaty with the Allies. For an overview of the nationality policies of the 
early post-war years see Sandor Balogh, "A Groza-kormany nemzetisegi politi-
kajanak tortenetebol (1945-1946)" [On the policy of the Retru Groza government 
towards national minorities (1945-1946)]," in Tanulmanyok Erdely torteneterol 
[Studies about the history of Transylvania], ed. Istvan Racz (Debrecen: Csokonai 
Kiado, 1987), 181-94, with an English summary on pp. 291-93. Also, Gabor 
Vincze et al. (eds.) Revizio vagy autondmia? Iratok a magyar-roman kapcsola-
tok torteneterol (1945-1947) [Revision or Autonomy: Documents on the history 
of Hungarian-Romanian contacts (1945-1947)] (Budapest: Teleki Laszlo Alapi't-
vany, 1998). 

30 The regime collapsed before these plans could be completed. 
31 On this subject see Louis J. Elteto, "Anti-Magyar Propaganda in 

Rumania and the Hungarian Minority Transylvania," Hungarian Studies Review, 
16, 1 -2 (1989): 121-136; and, Moses M. Nagy, "Emile M. Cioran Looks at 



Rumanians and Hungarians: Characterization or Caricature?" Hungarian Studies 
Review, 19, 1-2 (1992): 69-75. 

12 Dioszegi, op. cit., see the conclusions. 
33 The exception to this generalization might be what is known to 

historians as the "Novi Sad massacres" of January 1942. This event has been 
described by Professor Ludanyi as an "overreaction" by Hungarian military 
authorities in the face of relentless partizan attacks on Hungarian occupation units 
in the Vojvodina. The number of victims of summary trials and executions is 
given as 3,309. Most of the victims were Serbs, but there was a large number of 
communist activists and/or Jews executed too. Ludanyi points out that the 
officers in charge of this retaliation were soon thereafter court-marshalled in 
Hungary, and only escaped the possible death penalty by fleeing to Germany. 
They were extradited to Yugoslavia in 1946 and were put to death. 

34 On this subject see the work of the Israeli scholar Raphael Vago, 
"Nationality Policies in Contemporary Hungary," Hungarian Studies Review, 11, 
1 (Spring, 1984): 42-60. See also several of the papers in Ferenc Glatz, ed., 
Hungarians and Their Neighbors in Modem Times, 1867-1950 (Highland Lakes, 
N.J.: Atlantic Research and Publications, 1995). 

35 An outline of the historiography of the Hungarian ethnic islands 
spread throughout the New World (and not just the United States as the title 
suggests), can be found in my study "Towards a History of the Hungarian Ethnic 
Group of the United States," an online paper posted on the website of the 
Hungarian American Resource Center: http://www.hungarianamerica.com/harc/ 
(2001). 

36 Egon F. Kunz, The Hungarians in Australia (Melbourne, ME Press, 
1985); see also the same author's Displaced Persons: Calwell's New Australians 
(Sydney: Pergamon Press, 1988). 

37 Kunz, The Hungarians, pp. 135f. Most of the pre- and immediate 
post-World War II arrivals to Australia were Jewish refugees of the Holocaust. 

38 Lajos Kutasi Kovacs, "A Sao Paulo-i Konyves Kalman Szabad-
egyetem negyven eve" [Forty Years of the Konyves Kalman Free University of 
Sao Paulo], Nyelviink es Kulturank [Our Tongue and Culture] (Budapest), 79 
(Sept. 1990): 31-33. Kovacs wondered if it would survive for another decade. 
See also Gyula Borbandi, A magyar emigracio eletrajza, 1945-1985 [The Bio-
graphy of the Hungarian Emigration, 1945-1985] (Munich: published by the 
author, 1985), 75-76 and 331-32. For the very interesting story of Hungarian 
film-makers in Brazil, see Agnes Judit Szilagyi, "The One Who Could Photo-
graph the Soul: Rudolph Icsey and Hungarian Filmmakers in Brazil," Hungarian 
Studies Review, 12, 1-2 (1994): 77-90. 

3y From a letter by Tibor Cseh to the author, quoted at length in N. F. 
Dreisziger, "Hungarians in Brazil," serialized in the journal Kaleidoscope (To-
ronto) starting in Jan. 2000 (vol. 3). Interestingly enough, a recent work on the 



Hungarians of Argentina does not offer such a pessimistic conclusion. There, 
according to the study's author, Judit Kesseru Nemethy, the children and grand-
children of the original immigrants continue to maintain the community's school, 
scout organization, club, newspaper, choir, dance group, etc. Judit Kesseru 
Nemethy, Az argentfnai magyar emigracio, 1948-1968 [The Hungarian emigre 
community of Argentina, 1948-1968], doctoral thesis, Jozsef Atttila University, 
Szeged, 1999, pp. iv-v. I am indebted to Dr. Nemethy for lending me a copy of 
this dissertation. 

40 Translated by Zora Ludwig (New York and London: Holmes & Meier, 
Ellis Island series, 2000), 444 pages. 

41 In the West, Bela Vardy publishes under the name Steven Bela Vardy. 
His book was published in Budapest, by the International Association of Hungari-
an Language and Culture (A Magyar Nyelv es Kultura Nemzetkozi Tarsasaga). 

42 There are other differences as well. Puskas's book is more detailed 
and sophisticated in its discussions of the early Hungarian emigration to and 
settlement in the US, while Vardy's book is more knowledgeable and compre-
hensive when it comes to the discussion of ethnic politics of the Hungarian 
emigre community in that vast country. 

43 Puskas, Ties that Bind, 302-04. Vardy's observations on the prospects 
of the Hungarian diaspora, and in particular the prospects of the Hungarian 
community of the United States, are made not so much in his book but in an 
article that appeared in Hungarian in Hungary. He is quite pessimistic. In his 
estimate the preservation of the Hungarian identity and culture succeeds for three 
generations at best — in the case of the fiftysixers and the more recent arrivals, 
not even that long. Bela Vardy, "A magyar ontudat es a magyar megmaradas 
kerdese" [The question of the Hungarian identity and Hungarian survival], 
Nyelvunk es Kulturdnk, 110 (April-June, 2000): 74-76. 

44 N. F. Dreisziger, "Rose-gardens on Ice-floes: A Century of the 
Hungarian Diaspora in Canada," Hungarian Journal of English and American 
Studies, 6 (fall, 2000): 258 (n. 33). 

45 On this subject see also Zoltan Fejos, A chikagdi magyarok ket nem-
zedeke, 1890-1940: Az etnikai orokseg megorzese es valtozasa [Two generations 
of the Hungarians of Chicago, 1890-1940: The preservation and transformation 
of the ethnic heritage] (Budapest: Kozep-Europa Intezet, 1993). 

4fi See N. F. Dreisziger, "Toward a Golden Age," chapter seven of 
Dreisziger et ai, Struggle and Hope: The Hungarian-Canadian Experience 
(Toronto: McClelland and Stewart, 1982), as well as pp. 220-28 (of chapter 8). 

47 These data are cited in Dreisziger, "Rose-Gardens," 253 (see also pp. 
257f, n. 32). The relevant results of the 2001 census will not be available until 
late 2002. They are likely to reveal an even more discouraging situation. 

48 Ibid., p. 254. 



4y There will always be third and even fourth-generation Hungarian-
Canadians or Hungarian-Americans who will undertake the effort to re-acquire 
their Hungarian identity and culture. For a book that describes the quest of one 
such individual see Richard Teleky, Hungarian Rhapsodies: Essays on Ethnicity, 
Identity, and Culture (Seattle: University of Washington Press; Vancouver: 
University of British Columbia Press, 1997). 

50 Vardy, "A magyar ontudat es a magyar megmaradas kerdese," pp. 75f. 
Professor Vardy argues that large nations can afford a low birth rate but small 
ones cannot. 

51 Not to mention great catastrophes such as pandemics, nuclear wars, 
massive environmental degradation, climate change, etc. 

52 The result of such tests have been reported by Judit Beres, "Nepiink 
genetikai rokonsaga" [The genetical relationship of our people], Elet es Tudo-
many [Life and Science] no. 38 (2001). 

53 Civic nationalism embraces the entire citizenry of a state regardless of 
ethnic origin. Ethnic nationalism is exclusivist and is rooted in beliefs in real or 
mythical "blood-lines" and collective historical experiences of "blood-letting" in 
defence of a particular ethnic group and its "sacred" homeland. For a discussion 
of civic vs. ethnic nationalisms, and the role of the mythology of "blood" in the 
latter, see Michael Ignatieff, Blood & Belonging: Journeys into the New Nation-
alism (Toronto and London: Viking Press, BBC Books, etc. 1993). 

54 One of Kodaly's statements to this effect reads as: "Culture cannot be 
inherited. The culture of the ancestors evaporates fast if every generation does 
not acquire it for itself.... Only that is ours for which we have laboured, possibly 
[even] suffered...." (my translation, NFD). Zoltan Kodaly, A zene mindenkie 
[Music belongs to everyone] (Budapest: Zenemukiado Vallalat, 1954), 97. I am 
indebted to Eva Kossuth for finding the source of this Kodaly statement for me. 
On this subject see also Zoltan Kodaly, Folk Music of Hungary (New York: Da 
Capo Press, 1987; originally published under the title Magyar nepzene (Budapest: 
Corvina, 1960). For more of Kodaly's writings see The Selected Writings of 
Zoltan Kodaly, ed. Ferenc Bonis (London: Boosey & Hawkes, 1974). 




