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Ancient Ethnic Hatreds?

Hungarians and Romanians

1. Questions

1.1 How to be neutral?

- There is no view on the history of Tr. which both sides could regard as neutral.

1.2 What is the task of History?

- The highly devoted emotionality of the historical debate suggests, that there is a current political tension which is carried out as well on the scientific field.

“The past is what has not passed away” (Z. Szabó, Terepfelverés, Bern 1987)

- Therefore: History is not only the business of historians
- But: Today history (at least in E. Eur) is basicly perceived as national history
- The (popular) reception of history in the collective conscience is necessary oversimplified
- Historians hold a high grade of responsibility for enforcing or diminishing the tension

1.3 Sources of Conflict?

- Even there is no neutrality, we have to ask about the conditions of the actual nationalism and its possible consequences
- How was nationalism created and how is it still maintained?

- Cui prodest – Who are the beneficiaries of nationalism?

- Which impact does nationalism itself have on current policies?

- Can nationalism be held under control/will it become a self-intensifying force?

- Which conflicts are unavoidable, which are artificial (i.e. which one serve to cover different problems or intentions), which can possible (seriously) endanger security in the region?

- How are actual, possible or artificial tensions and conflicts perceived by the participants?

 (I will not answer all these questions, just provide some possible approaches)

2. Historiography

2.1 Historical Rights and Objectivity

- The loser can afford the luxury of higher grade of objectivity:

“We do not write history to justify our current political aims.” (Zsigmond P. Pach, Miért írunk Erdély-történetet?, 1988, p.18)

“Sometimes I almost wish that some inconvertible evidence were found which would demonstrate Romanian ethnic continuity in Transylvania. Hungarian historians could then concede that our partners had been right after all, and this would eliminate a point of tension without affecting the genuine problems of the long-shared history of the region.” (Domokos Kosáry, Historians and Transylvania, p.62)

“...the political uses to which the rival claims ‘we were here first!’ have been put by politicians and historians.” (L. Péter, p.6)

“when Transylvania was assigned to Romania in 1919, this was not because any 1,000 year old historic right was admitted valid today” (Macartey, Hungary and her successors, 1965, p.256)

“Transylvania has proved itself to be an integral and essential part of Romania and her people. Inhabited since the remotest ages by the forefathers of the Romanians, the Dacians, and thereafter by the Daco-Romans and Romanians, who developed and enriched their native soil by their continuous and persistent toil, Transylvania belongs to them for three well-founded reasons: historical ancientness, number and labour. This being so, it was both normal and just that two outstanding international treaties should have acknowledged the Romanians’ right to Transylvania and should have sanctioned, by this reiterated international recognition, the well-founded basis of this right.” (C. C. Giurescu 1968, Introduction, p.9)

2.2 Interpretation or forgery?

“Whoever controls the past, controls the future. Whoever controls the present, controls the past.” (Orwell)

2.2.1 Romanian historiography

- Ceausescu adopted the Daco-Roman continuity theory and made it state religion

- To doubt the continuity thesis is considered high treason in Romania

2.2.2 Hungarian historiography

· The ‘thousand years old right to the territorial integrity of historical Hungary’ prevailed in Hungarian historiography until 1945
· Between 1945-49 there was a short period of approximation between historians of both countries

· Under communism the national question (and with it the issue Transylvania) became tabu for the Hungarian historians, until 1987 it was no subject of education – “among schoolchildren there were many who even did not know which language the Szeklers are speaking” – but the pre-war attitude was still the dominant popular view, reinforced by the Romanian discrimination against the Hungarian minority especially under Ceausescu

· The three-volume ‘Erdély története’, published 1986 started a new chapter in Hungarian historiography (which began internally in the 1970’s), with a high-grade of self-criticism among the scholars (and proved very popular on the book-market). Nevertheless the popular perception is still under the influence of former animosities (The sudden interest of the Kádár-government for national issues, especially across the borders – also the hydro-plant in Gabcikovo-Nagymaros – had the intention to distract attention from the disastrous domestic situation) 

· Revisionist forces among the Hungarian emigration and the extreme right still insist on the classical interpretation

3. History, Myth and Nation building

Dread of “nation’s death” is very symptomatic for both nations (philological enclaves)

3.1 Transylvania

“Outsiders, particularly in the West, frequently succumb to the unflattering assumption that precisely because of the sharply conflicting ideas held on Transylvania’s past, especially by Romanians and Hungarians, what we do happen to know about that country’s history lacks vericity. This assumption is largely unjustified. An abundance of historical sources for most periods of Transylvania’s history have been worked on by many German, Hungarian, Romanian, and indeed other, historians over the years. This scholarship allows us to distinguish facts from plausible hypotheses and those in turn, from politically inspired fiction.” (L. Péter 1992, p.2)

3.1.1 Semantical origin

· ‘partes transsilvaniae’ in Latin (Anonymus: ‘terrae ultra sylvaniae’)

· ‘Erdély’ or ‘Erdöelve’ in Hungarian (i.e. ‘beyond the forest’)

· ‘Ardeal’ in Romanian

· ‘Siebenbürgen’ in German (seven ‘Stühle’ of the ‘Saxon nation’)

3.1.2 Ancient History

· Dacian King ‘Burebista’ 82-44 BC

· Roman province ‘Dacia’ in Southern Transylvania (conquered by Trajan) from 44 BC till ca. AD 100, in Wallachia till AD 271

· influence by Visigoths, Gepids, Huns, Avars, Slavs, Bulgarians

· In the 9th and 10th C. Transylvania is only sparse inhabited, most presumably by Slavic tribes (river names are of Slavic origin)

3.1.3 Middle Ages

· Conquest of the Carpathian-Basin by the Magyars, establishment of the Hungarian Kingdom in the 10th C.

· Sources to track back the movement of the Hungarian tribes are very rich until the 9th C., but till 1200 there are just about 200 documents (a third of them forgery) available. Evidence can be only found in geographical names, and archaeological findings.

· The origin of the Szeklers and the process of their Magyarization remains unclear.

· From the 10th C. on Hungarians occupy Transylvania through the ‘King’s Pass’ (‘Királyhágó’) and along the Maros–Küküllö–‘Ojtoz-Pass’ route (ancient trade-route from the Black Sea to Pannonia

· In the middle of the 12th C. German (‘Saxon’) settlers occupy the lands between Olt and Nagy-Küküllö

· According to written sources the earliest Romanian settlements can be found around the Fogaras Mountains, for the latest in the beginning of the 13th C. From there they spread along the Carpathian Mountains, at the beginning of the 14th C. their presence in the Máramaros area can be proven. The lack of sources is of course no proof, that they were not there earlier!
· Meeting point of the two peoples is the Olt-Valley.

· Transylvania is organized similarly to Hungary, but with local peculiarities (military frontier, ‘Gyepü’) and a grade of autonomy (it is headed by a Prince, ‘Voivode’, ‘Vajda’)

· The invasion of the Tartars causes great losses of population and stops the Hungarian settlement across the Carpathian line, the Bulgarian Empire is destroyed, the Romanians leave the Balkan area till the middle of the 14th C. and spread out throughout Transylvania, Wallachia and Moldova.

3.1.4 Internal diversity

Hungarians switch to settled agrarian culture rather early, Romanians and Szeklers stick longer to stockbreeding. The permanent Szekler settlements develop around the winter quarters, in the valleys, whereas Romanian settlements develop on the summer quarters, on the plateaux. Therefore settlement areas are not divided horizontally but rather vertically.

Social organisation was feudal, it followed the order of the estates and the denominations.

The Szekels and the Saxons had certain privileges and both formed their own “Universitas”, each lead by a comes appointed by the king. The “Tres Nationes”, put up in the ‘Kápolna Union’ after the 1437 peasant uprising were a defensive league of the ruling class against the rebellious peasantry. It consisted of the communitas nobiliorum (which also included nobles of Romanian origin!), the seven Szekler sedes, and the Saxon Universitas. The ‘nationes’ were not ethnic or language groups (official language was Latin). The agreement was the foundation of the Transylvanian Diet, which became more and more independent from the Hungarian.

Tr. also showed a high grade Religious diversity. The reformation was successful, most Saxons became Lutherans, the Szekels and part of the Hungarians Calvinists. Roman Catholics still remained among Hungarians and Saxons. The Unitarian Church won also followers among the Szekels and in the Cluj/Kolozsvár area. The Counter-Reformation succeeded in splitting the Orthodox Church, to which the Romanians belonged, creating the Uniate Church (Greek Catholics). Also a considerable number of Jews settled in Transylvania.

The four western religions became the ‘recognised’ ones, the Romanians until late remained ‘tolarated’ (they could not gain political rights as Church).

3.1.5 Independent Transylvania

· Turkish conquest of Hungary since 1526

· Transylvania became independent but under Turkish influence

· Transylvanian princess often started uprisings against the Habsburgs, which finally collapsed after the Habsburg defied the Ottomans

· Transylvania became part of the Habsburg empire, relatively independent from Hungary proper

3.1.6 ‘National awaking’

· Romanians demanded recognition as fourth Nation in the petition “Supplex libelles Wallachorum”, send to Emperor Leopold II in 1791.

· Romanian intelligentsia started to discover Romanian as cultural language, the first Romanian literature was published in Transylvania

· The attempts of Magyarization created further solidarity among the Romanian nationalist

· The creation of the Romanian Kingdom 1858 enforced demands of  Transylvanian independence and Union with Romania

· However, still during the First Wirld War the main aim of the Romanian elites was recognition of minority rights, not independence.

3.1.7 ‘Nem, nem, soha!’

“Oh, where should I go, what should I see, what should I tell, how should I lie?

Where is my face, where is my past, where is my bed, where is my grave?”
(D. Kosztolányi, 1918)

Transylvania in 1910: 53.8% Romanians, 31.6% Hungarians, 10.8% German, 3.8% Others

12 Counties with absolute Roman, 6 with Hungarian majority, relative Roman majority in 2, Hungarian in 2, German in 1 Counties. Numerous minorities (above 25%): Romanian in 5, Hungarian in 5, German in 3 Counties.

Trianon: On 1st December 1918 the Romanian National Convent in Alba Iulia/Gyulafehérvár declared the Union of Transylvania with Romania. In 1919 Romanian forced invaded Hungary, overthrowing the Hungarian Soviet Republic. The Trianon Treaty 1922 reconised Transylvania (plus the Partium and the Banat) beeing part of Romania. Revision of the borders remained the main issue of the Hungarian governments between the wars.

Second Vienna Award, 30. August 1940

· By German and Italian government, with support of the SU.

· Hungarian demands: 66%, Romanian offer: 11.5-13.5%

· June 1940: SU takes Bessarabia

· Hitler-party gov. In Romania led by Ion Gigurtu, since 04/07/1940

· Partition: 1,344,000 Hungarians, 1,069,000 Romanians and 47,000 Germans

· After marching in Hungarian troops assassinated several Romanian civilists, economic discrimination against Romanians followed, teaching and press in Romanian has been restricted

· Refugees:  200-220,000 Romanian from North-Transylvania (officials, intellectuals), 100-150,000 Hungarians from South-Transylvania

3.1.8 Wasted chances

“A new, democratic national identity could not be created.” (Károly Irinyi, Tudatcsere kellene, p.25)

3.2 The Romanian School

3.2.1 ‘Transylvania always has been Romanian’

“For centuries on end, moreover, this was the opinion of all those who knew the Romanian people and studied their past.” (C.C. Giurescu 1968, p.38)

“This theory [the Hungarian one] is completely groundless and contradicted by the clear an incontestable documentary evidence at our disposal.” (C.C. Giurescu 1968, p.39)
Continuity-Thesis:

1) Thesis of Daco-Roman (Geto-Dacian, Dacian or Roman) origin

2) Thesis of Presence of the Romanians in Transylvania before the Hungarian conquest

“The Romanization of Dacia was carried out with extreme thoroughness and in a relatively short space of time.” (C. C. Giurescu, 1968, p.34)

- Romanians always formed the majority ethnic group

- Transylvania was the stronghold and cradle of the Romanian national movement and culture

Historical determination:

“From virtually the earliest times, the dominant imperative of Romanian history was to unify the three Romanian lands – Transylvania, Moldavia and Wallachia.” (G. Schöpflin)

- Similarities is the organization of the three principalities

- Difference and independence of Transylvania from Hungary proper

“We have already shown that from the physical point of view the Carpathian stronghold was totally different from the Pannonian puszta. Economically, Transylvania was oriented southwards an eastwards, i.e. towrds the other Romanian lands, and not towards Hungary. From the ethnic standpoint, the bulk of its population, the Romanians, was different from that of Hungary proper. From every point of view therefore – ethnic, economic and political – Transylvania preserved its own individuality and formed a separate ethnic entity distinct from Hungary.” (C.C. Giurescu 1968, p.87)

- The Hungarian state ceased to exist in 1526 and was revoked only for a short period in 1848/49 and between 1867-1918.

- Between 1867 and 1918 the Romanian population was subject to aggressive Magyarization and oppression of its culture.

- After the Second Vienna Award the Horthy-Regime committed series of atrocities against Romanians and continued the policy of Dualist Hungary

3.3 The Hungarian School

3.3.1 ‘Transylvania always belonged to Hungary’

At the time of the Hungarian conquest Transylvania was ‘terra inoccupata’. The Hungarian Kingdom gradually extended its organization over the region. The county system was introduced similar to the rest of the Kingdom. Local particularities (e.g. the voivode) were due to the strategic position and to the multi-ethnic character. Romanians infiltrated Transylvania from the 13th C. on. Their unimportant role is revealed through their exclusion from the “Three Nations”. During the Ottoman occupation of Hungary Transylvania guaranteed the continuity of  the Hungarian state. In 1848, resp. 1867 the historical legacy was restored by the reunification of Transylvania with Hungary proper.

3.3.2 ‘Cultural genocide’

Discrimination in higher education
· merger of Hungarian schools with Romanians

· class-size guidelines as instrument to deny Hungarian language courses

· decline of the number of Hungarian undergraduates from 10,75% in 1957 to 5,7% in 1974 (including the ones taught in Romanian), decline of the number of Hungarian teachers

Cultural discrimination

· merger of Hungarian cultural institutions with Romanian ones under monoglot Romanian leadership

· cut-back of size and print of the Hungarian press

· damaging and destroying of church property and archives

· rewriting the history of Transylvania

3.4 Images

3.4.1 The Romanian attitude

“Ceausescu has always been a fanatical nationalist, but nowhere is this more evident than in his personnel policies. Only ethnic Romanians going back two generations and born within the Romanian borders are allowed to hold Party and government positions affecting national security. (...) Only a few token Jews, Hungarians, and Germans have been kept for propaganda purposes in high positions, but despite their high-sounding titles they have no access to Ceausescu’s real secrets. (...) The Hungarians living in Romania are the ethnic group most hated by Ceaucescu, because of their number an cohesion. (...) In the 1960s, Ceausescu began taking the Hungarians concentrated in Transylvania and quietly dispersing them throughout Romania. ‘Why shouldn’t we do exactly what Brezhnev did?” he asked.” (Ion Mihail Pacepa)

3.4.2 Hungarian reservation

4. Recent political situation

4.1 The Revolution 1989

The unique chance for reconciliation and democratic co-operation has very soon been wasted. Ion Iliescu fall back to authoritarian patterns which included discrimination against the Hungarians in order to gain support.

4.2 The RMDSZ

‘Democratic Allience of Hungarians in Romania’ (DAHR)

- Participating in the government since 1996, despite of numerous crisis situations

- Target of attacks from nationalists

- Includes radical elements as well (e.g. Tökés)

„A new disaese, ’udemeritis’ [from the roman abbreviation of the allience, UDMR] evolved, attacking naive Romanians who still are taken by the Hungarian party. The Anti-Romanian DAHR is spreading the virus of irredentism. The Hungarians always approved the ideology in fashion, be it green, brown or red.”

4.3 Vatra Romaneasca, Romania Mare, etc.

“Gheorghe Funar, the extreme nationalist mayor has transformed Kolozsvár-Cluj into the operational headquarters for the incitement of ethnic tension throughout the country. He has introduced a one-man dictatorship into this town, telling discontented Hungarian electors that they should leave the country. He has also recently suggested the military occupation of Budapest as a Romanian province if the Hungarians ‘do not mend their ways’.”

· Prohibited placards or inscriptions in Hungarian

· Attempted to control meetings and conferences in the city

· Pursued eviction of Hungarian organisations, publishers from their localities

· Erected statues of Romanian nationalists, anti-Hungarian inscriptions

· Removed Hungarian street-names

· Approved ultra-nationalists (Iron-Guardist Uscatescu, Ceausescu’s court-historian St. Pascu, war-criminal Antonescu) as honorary citizens of Cluj/K.

“Thousand years were not enough for the Hungarians to become civilized. They are the only ones, who do not like anything in this country, they don’t recognise the union of Transylvania with Romania, the Hungarian government wants to occupy Transylvania...”

Ioan Tanas (PRM): „The DAHR is a fascist party instructed from Budapest pursuing Horthy’s policy”
The Cotidianul during the Kosovo-crisis: „The DAHR demands a rambouillet-agreement for the Hungarian minority in Transylvania.”
Radu C. Bot wrote in Monitorul de Cluj that one of Rumania’s “strategic” disadvantages is that “the problem of Hungarians in Transylvania exists” who “create conflict over Transylvania”. Bot concludes that the Yugoslav situation s a “dangerous precedent” for Rumania. Formerly Christian Peasant Party Senator George Pruteanu expressed his “anxiety” in Cronica Romana that the Kosovo conflict could have negative ramifications on Rumania. “We shouldn’t be surprised,” said the Senator, “if the Hungarians in Harghita/Hargita and Covasna/Kovászna Counties started to march against Bucharest like the miners . . . and so we would wake up to NATO planes over our heads.”
Foreign Minister Andrei Plesu called the claim in one Rumanian nationalist paper that Hungary will attack Rumania and reclaim Transylvania with the help of NATO ‘ridiculous’, as reported in the daily Jurnalul National. Plesu stated that Transylvania was not Kosovo, and that the events there merely “serve to prove that we live in a world where the altering of boundaries is not tolerated”. 

During his Transylvanian tour, Rumanian Social Democracy Party President Ion Iliescu told Rompress that he exhorts the Rumanian government to “be firm and prevent the Democratic Alliance of Hungarians in Rumania (DAHR) from pursuing its anti-national and anti-Rumanian policies and to prevent Hungary from interfering in Rumanian's internal affairs”. [Szabadság (Cluj/Kolozsvár), Aug. 31, 1998]

In Cluj/Kolozsvár demonstration C. V. Tudor and Gh. Funar voiced the superiority of the Rumanian nation over barbaric Hungarians, condemned the country’s current leadership, saying that it consists of traitors and the Mafioso, and described ethnic Hungarians as indecent, mortal enemies of Rumania aiming to destroy the country.

Greater Rumania Party President Corneliu Vadim Tudor has called for arming ethnic Rumanians in Harghita/Hargita and Covasna/Kovászna Counties for the purpose of defending themselves against what he refers to as "the semi-military units led under the command of Hungarian specialists in the region" — otherwise known as the Boy Scouts

C. V. Tudor publicly demanded the destruction of bilingual signs — “tear them down, destroy them, I will pay all the fines” 

In Cluj/Kolozsvár, unidentified perpetrators mounted Iron Guards placards, advocating fascist ideology.

Covasna/Kovászna County's Greater Rumania Party Chairman told Evenimentul zilei that they had already recruited a National Guard, which, if necessary, would “collect leaders of the Democratic Alliance of Hungarians in Rumania and execute them based on an ad hoc jury's verdict.” Gica Agrigoroae reported that the National Guard consists of 127 members, among them agents from the Ministry of Defense and the Rumanian Intelligence Service (SRI), divided into 11-member groups which have already been ‘stationed’ in Sfintul Gheorghe/Sepsiszentgyörgy and elsewhere in the county. If DAHR begins to implement autonomy, the ethnic Hungarian leaders will be “collected from their homes based on an already prepared list, put on trial, immediately prosecuted and executed based on the court's verdict: they will be shot, hung or impaled. If they try to escape, former members of the Iron Guard who are now in Canada and the United States will hunt them down.”
Unidentified perpetrators vandalized the display windows of two stores in Tirgu Mures/Marosvásárhely destroying only those areas that had Hungarian-language inscriptions.

4.4 Reconciliation and co-operation

Basic treaty signed June 1996

· recognising borders, territorial integrity

· preserving peace and security in the region

· regional and sub-regional level co-operation

· economic co-operation

· ecological security, Danube shipping

· co-operation in culture, science and education

· protection of national minorities

§3 The Contracting Parties confirm that they shall, in their mutual relations, refrain from the use, or the threat of use, of force against the territorial integrity or political independence of the other Contracting Party

§4 The Contracting Parties confirm that, in accordance with the principles and norms of international law and the principles of the Helsinki Final Act, they shall respect the inviolability of their common border and the territorial integrity of the other Party. They further confirm that they have no territorial claims on each other and that they shall not raise any such claims in the future.

§6 (4) Cooperation between the military institutions of the Contracting Parties shall be realised on the basis of a separate agreement.

§7 (2) The Contracting Parties shall, together with other interested European countries, cooperate in the realisation of regional and sub-regional projects and other forms of cooperation with the aim of promoting, in the field of economy, industry, agriculture, ecology, transport and communication as well as in other fields of mutual interest, the acceleration of the development of the countries participating in those projects and other forms of cooperation.

§10 (1) The Contracting Parties shall cooperate, at sub-regional or regional level, in preventing, reducing and eliminating the pollution affecting their territories, as well as in improving the conditions for their ecological security.

§15 (1b) Without prejudice to the contents of the preceding paragraph, the Contracting Parties shall, with the aim of protecting and developing the ethnic, cultural, linguistic and religious identity of the Hungarian minority in Romania and the Romanian minority in Hungary.

Agreements, signed in 1997 and in 1998:

· On co-operation against organised crime
· On setting up consulates in Cluj/Kolozsvár and Szeged

· Inter-governmental mixed committees for implementation of the Basic treaty and on economical co-operation

· On co-operation against pollution
· On mutual recognition of diplomas
· On co-operaion in tourism affairs
· On co-operation in privatisation matters

President Emil Constantinescu rejected collective rights for minorities, and excluded the possibility of ethnic-based territorial autonomy, stating that “all over Rumania, in every community, the rights of all the citizens will be respected.” [Szabadság (Cluj/Kolozsvár), Dec. 1, 1997]

Hungarian Prime Minister Viktor Orbán indicated that his government feels great responsibility for the fate of Hungarians in neighboring countries, adding that the physical boundaries of a state do not coincide with those of a nation, and that this is what he hopes the current Rumanian government will realize in cooperating with Orbán’s cabinet. [Szabadság (Cluj/Kolozsvár), Jul.10, 1998]

Medifax reported that Director of the Defense Ministry’s Political Department, Constantin Dudu Ionescu will participate in the Operator 1998 military exercises in Miercurea Ciuc/Csíkszereda (a city with a large ethnic Hungarian population and an ethnic Rumanian minority) intended to simulate intervention in a “moderate conflict zone”. [Romániai Magyar Szó (Bucharest), Nov. 19, 1998]

“Rumanian public opinion is not as tolerant towards minorities as it was in the first few years after 1989.” (Eberhard-Wolfgang Wittstock, President of the Democratic Forum of Ethnic Germans in Rumania) 

4.5 Conclusion and Outlook

· The small and young nations and their states in Eastern Europe all had to compensate their unstable situation and weak present by a glorified and ‘upgraded’ past
· Historical arguments (hypothesis’ or fiction) are used to justify Romanian superiority

· The current results of historical research influence very slowly the historical consciousness of the people, due to simplification the common people always have a narrowed view on history

· In everyday politics normalisation of the situation can be considered

· Hungarians in Transylvania suffer less opression than in earlier times, they enjoy more freedom and have more opportunities to articulate their demands
· Economic growth and stabilisation are necessery to keep nationalist influence down

· Romania have still not managed to break with Ceausescu

· Current politicians depend on the nationalism card, even if they are pragmatists

· It is possible to win elections in Transylvania or Romania by ‘Hungarophobia’ – Ion Iliescu and his nationalist allies are predicted to have good chances for success in next year’s elections

· The latent and controlled xenophobia of the Ceausescu era turned into an openly aggressive one, which is not under control

· Hungarians, especially in Hungary, have no imagination of the Romanian point of view, therefore often unintendedly provoke Romanians

· Although Hungarians will never give up the idea of Hungarian Transylvania and the fight against the legacy of Trianon, revisionist demands have no chance in governmental policies.

