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INTRODUCTION

Relying on the laconic communiqué released by the Hungarian Telegraphic 
Agency on April 3, 1941, both the radio and the press were not long to make 
known throughout the country: “Count Pál Teleki de Szék, Royal Hungarian 
Privy Councillor, Royal Hungarian Prime Minister, found his death in tragic cir
cumstances tonight.” Correspondents of various foreign news agencies transmit
ted the news at once so that it became widely known by noon and in the early af
ternoon through the world press.

Although the death of an active statesman always makes a great stir-as did that 
of Gömbös a few years before -  this fact in itself cannot account for the high de
gree of astonishment it caused all over the world. In a strained international situa
tion, aggravated by the latest developments in Yugoslavia, however, at a time 
when the position and the attitude of the neighbouring Hungary became so im
portant as to command public interest, the report on the sudden and tragic death 
of the country’s Prime Minister with all its implications seemed to be immediately 
of utmost significance.

The world press widely publicized the long-winded efforts of German diploma
cy aimed at drawing Yugoslavia into the Three-Power Pact, thus backing the 
Italian military operations then in a critical state in Greece, and it also was known 
that Hungary -  that had been the first to join the Three-Power Pact -  played a cer
tain mediating or reconciliating role on the basis of her treaty of friendship con
cluded with Yugoslavia in December, 1940. Diplomatic correspondents and com
mentators of major international newspapers, who keenly watched the events fol
lowing March 27,1941, when a military coup removed the Cvetkovic government 
that had only previously signed the protocol on the adherence to the Three-Power 
Pact, and when the people’s feelings manifested themselves in genuine anti-Ger
man demonstrations, did not delay to point to the agonizing situation of the Hun
garian government: in case of a clash between Yugoslavia and Germany, the 
Hungarian diplomacy had to make a hard decision. Stipulations included in the 
Hungarian-Yugoslav treaty of friendship, originally concluded in the spirit of the 
Three-Power Pact, came into irreconcilable conflict with those of the latter. The 
fact of the Hungarian Prime Minister’s death inevitably raised the question of 
whether Teleki was the victim of this dilemma?

According to the first report, Teleki, at 62, died of heart-stroke as a result of the 
extraordinary strain caused by the unexpected developments. The western press 
held it highly probable that the German Reich -  which according to all indications 
was to take a strong line against Yugoslavia — put pressure on Hungary, and that 
this had much to do with Teleki’s death, thus inspiring sympathy for Teleki. For
merly, not infrequently had the British press criticized Teleki for his increasingly
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submissive policy towards the Germans, having called him “the Hungarian 
Schuschnigg”, though at the same time it had also given evidence of a certain de
gree of understanding of the policy of the Prime Minister “manoeuvring in a grave 
situation”, and — above all — it had taken good care not to criticize him sharply for 
fear of driving him into Germany’s arm. At the news of his death, these critical ton 
es faded away to give place to the expression of sympathy. Outlining the biog
raphy of the deceased, the newspapers tended, with a certain degree of bias, to 
underline such things as his British relations: his liking for the English way of life 
owing to his aristocratic origin and education, his mastering of the English lan
guage, his books and studies published in English, his travels in the English- 
speaking world, his friendship with western politicians, scientists, scholars, his 
pro-British arbitration in the League of Nations concerning the Mosul oil-fields, 
his outstanding role in promoting the scouting movement of English origin in 
Hungary, and the like.

At any rate, for the British policy, which tended to comment even on Teleki’s 
“heart-stroke” in such away as a sign of Germany’s pressure on Hungary, the new 
version of his death — suicide — was much more sensational.

The new communiqué of the Hungarian Telegraphic Agency, released at 16.17 
p. m., verified the rumours and reported the official medical bulletin on Teleki’s 
suicide.

Reacting with sympathy to Teleki’s death from the outset, the western press 
now went far beyond an indulgent “understanding” of Teleki’s policy, and started 
appreciating Teleki as a genuine tragic hero of the anti-German resistance, a 
champion of Hungarian freedom and independence, remaining loyal till death. 
Western newspapers began to enlarge on how many times and in what issues Tele
ki had refused the German demands; emphasized that his very first deed as prime 
minister had been to deal the Hungarian national socialists a heavy blow; from his 
speeches, they also selected and often cited sentences which “might not have been 
too agreeable to the Germans”. Those elements of his policy which could not or 
could only hardly be fitted into this picture were most frequently ignored, and his 
statesmanship and political abilities were praised rather uncritically.

Reports by press correspondents, stating that on April 3, 1941, when Teleki 
committed suicide, German troops were pressing forward via Budapest toward 
the Yugoslav border, gave further support to the convinction that Teleki’s suicide 
had been a deliberate political manifestation. According to the News Chronicle, 
this excellent and straightforward man laid down his life for focussing the atten
tion of the civilized world on the intolerable situation created by Hitler’s 
megalomany in Hungary and in South-Eastern Europe. The New York Times, 
too, looked upon Teleki’s fatal decision as a “well-considered protest” forewarn
ing both the country and the whole world.

By representing and appraising Teleki’s suicide as a perplexing deed of tre
mendous ethical and political impact, the enemies of Hitler’s Germany wanted to 
achieve a well-defined objective. Each British and American broadcasting station 
concluded its lengthy report on Teleki’s death by expressing the hope that the 
great statesman, who by his political wisdom had been able until then to keep his 
country out of war, did not commit suicide in vain: his political legacy would not 
be disreputed by an attack on Yugoslavia. Again, the editorial in the New York 
Herald Tribune expressed the hope that Teleki’s patriotic self-sacrifice would in-



INTRODUCTION 9

spire the Hungarians to defend their country’s independence at any price. By 
Teleki’s idealized example, they all wanted to encourage the Hungarian nation to 
protest and resist. With an anti-German tendency, certain newspapers went even 
further: they tended to deny Teleki’s death as suicide by making hints at his hav
ing been murdered. According to the Daily Express, Teleki had to die much in the 
same way as Dollfuss. As is widely known, the above-named Austrian chancellor 
had been shot dead by Nazi terrorist in his own office.

Despite its shifting the responsibility for Teleki’s death in a direct manner on 
the Germans, the murder-version played only a minor role in the world-press as 
compared to the much more sensational representation that the Hungarian Prime 
Minister preferred death by his own hands to giving into the Germans. Under
standably enough, what they wanted to propagate was not that leaders resisting 
the Germans would be put to death -  instead they wanted to encourage the Hun
garian political leadership to preserve their own free will even at the price of their 
lives. In this respect, they cherished too much illusion as to the Regent, looking 
upon Admiral Horthy, too, as a strong, steadfast character, a gentleman like Tele
ki, who would certainly find a successor worthy of the deceased Prime Minister, 
capable of preventing or delaying Germany’s action against Yugoslavia. They 
mostly would have put their trust in Ferenc Keresztes-Fischer, Minister of the In
terior and senior member of the Cabinet, who was appointed pro tempore Prime 
Minister, but Horthy’s choice finally fell on foreign minister László Bárdossy. 
Bárdossy’s appointment as Prime Minister was received by the western press 
rather sceptically: certain newpapers regarded him as a hearty supporter of the 
Germans on the basis of a statement he had made on the occasion of his visit to 
Hitler, while others tended to think him Anglophile, remembering the favourable 
impressions he had made during the years of his activities as minister in London.

In the western press, however, there were some more sober tones as well, which 
sought to evaluate Teleki’s policy in consideration of its contradictions, and to as
sess the real significance and expectable results of his final act in a more realistic 
manner. Thus the Basler Nachrichten admitted that although Teleki was a tragic 
figure, deserving the sympathy of other countries, he could not be deemed a hero 
after all. According to the Neue Zürcher Zeitung, no matter how much confi
dence was placed in his statesmanship and in the country’s stability, the Prime 
Minister’s suicide raised serious doubts as to the effectiveness of his policy. The 
Manchester Guardian qualified as erroneous that part of Teleki’s conception that 
Italy might be a counterpoise to the exaggerated German demands, and also his 
hope that he might retain his sovereignty in internal affairs at the price of conces
sions in foreign policy. According to this newspaper, Teleki’s suicide was tan
tamount to saying that the scholarly statesman had come to his wit’s end. The Sun
day Times warned that Hungary had closer lies to the Axis than that a turn or even 
a more energetic resistance could be expected in consequence of Teleki’s death. 
In the Sunday Dispatch Mme Tabouis, the famed publicist, added to all this that 
Teleki’s death could not retard the German action. Reports on the increasing 
numbers of German troops pressing forward, day by day, towards Yugoslavia 
through Hungarian territory, confirmed The Time in its opinion that it could not 
nave been prevented either by Horthy or by Bárdossy, Teleki’s successor. The 
newspaper held it to be desired that Hungary should at least refrain from getting 
involved, and should refuse those Yugoslavian territories which had certainly
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been offered her as a bait. As reported by the western press, in his address to the 
House, Prime Minister Churchill announced that Hungary had been promised 
large territories in exchange for its participation in the aggression against her 
friendly neighbour with whom she had not long before ceremonially signed a trea
ty of friendship and non-aggression. Count Teleki killed himself rather than to 
participate in such a dishonest action. Churchill’s announcement was welcomed 
with applause. He thought Teleki had committed his suicide in protest against the 
German aggression, and hoped that Hungary would resist both the demands and 
promises of the Germans. Hinting at a would-be peace conference in his radio talk 
following Teleki’s death, Churchill said -  among others -  that at the conference 
table a seat should be left unoccupied for Count Pál Teleki to warn the partici
pants: Hungary had a Prime Minister who had laid down his life for the same jus
tice we, too, fight for.

British politicians failed to recognize — in its reality — the decisive role the re
visionist tendencies were playing in the attitude of the Hungarian ruling circles 
with respect to the Yugoslav situation. At a time when Hitler offered a new op
portunity of territorial revision, the western press, warmed up to appreciate Tele
ki, tended to “understand” rather than to condemn the revisionist policy. For in
stance, writing about Teleki, The Times maintained that with the “Vienna 
Award” Germany had made Hungary her debtor, but it seemed likely that the 
more sensible Hungarian aristocrats would have liked another creditor. The 
Swedish newspaper “Socialdemokraten” looked upon Teleki as an incarnation of 
Hungary’s sufferings, in whose soul the same struggle had been going on which 
characterized Hungary afflicted by Trianon. The newspaper emphasized that he 
created a scholarly basis for the Hungarian claim to the revision of the Treaty of 
Trianon, and that he was the designer of all anti-Trianon maps and diagrams, ad
ding that he was also given to live to see the fruits of revision. According to the 
New York correspondent of the Hungarian Telegraphic Agency, over two 
hundred American newspapers brought Dorothy Thompson’s lengthy article on 
Teleki which -  besides endeavouring to find excuse for the role this incarnation of 
Hungarian character and honesty had played in regard of the Jewish question -  
gave an emphatic expression to the unflinching hope that, in spite of the Peace of 
Trianon, the Hungarians would extend their rule to all what had been theirs, and 
also expressed that the faith like that of Count Pál Teleki had maintained the 
country and led it to resurrection. Such articles, whose publication gave evidence 
of an unparalleled political short-sightedness of the anti-Nazi western press in this 
respect, were the result of many years of intensive Hungarian revisionist pro
paganda and of steps the Hungarian political leaders had deliberately taken, by 
exploiting at every juncture their foreign connections. It did not take more than 
one or two days that -  joining the anti-Yugoslav German aggression and celebrat
ing precisely “the Hungarian resurrection of the Southern Parts” -  the Hungarian 
troops marched into Bácska and Muraköz (ex-Hungarian territories in Yugo
slavia) to “annex and re-Magyarize” these territories “to which Hungary has legal 
claims by thousand-years-old rights”.

Due to Hungary’s participation in the anti-Yugoslav German aggression the il
lusions of the English-speaking world concerning the Hungarian ruling circles 
faded away. The western press and radio stations sharply condemned the viola
tion of the Hungarian-Yugoslav Treaty of Friendship, the stabbing of Yugoslavia
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in the back. In the Hungarian programs of BBC, Professor Macartney himself, 
who may well be said to have been on friendly terms with the Hungarian ruling 
circles and who with many of his books and articles widely popularized the Hun
garian revisionist endeavours in the west, now severely accused the Hungarian 
government. Nevertheless, illusions about Teleki continued to be entertained. 
The BBC still maintained that “Count Pál Teleki, had he been alive, would not 
have approved of the aggression against Yugoslavia” .

Then it was rumoured that the Prime Minister had left suicide notes, whose un
known content might cast light upon the motivations of his fatal deed. It was gen
erally held that the notes would prove Teleki’s frantic efforts to resist the Ger
mans, provided they would ever be made public. But even if we admit that Tele
ki’s suicide was really meant to serve as a protest against the German aggression 
pressing Hungary to violate the treaty and to participate in the anti-Yugoslav war 
on Germany’s side, the question still remains: whom or what was it good for? One 
eminent member of the Hungarian emigration in America, László Fényes -  who 
had also played a considerable role in the bourgeois democratic revolution of 
1918, wrote in Magyar Fórum, a Hungarian-language journal in New York, in 
1942: “Pál Teleki’s death promoted Hitler’s plans” and did “not at all” suit 
“Teleki’s intentions that Hungary should not attack Yugoslavia lest the Hun
garian nation should be branded as immoral”. László Fényes did not entertain il
lusions about Teleki. In his article, Fényes qualified this characteristic, scholarly- 
politician figure of the Horthy regime as fascist, and wrote about sins Teleki had 
committed against the real interests of Hungary, for which the responsibility fell 
upon his “sensitive soul” . Fényes claimed that in the first days of April, 1941, the 
decisive moment had arrived for Teleki to be of service to his nation: “either if he 
resigns -  with appropriate explanation, or -  even more so -  if he does not resign 
but organizes the resistance”. But it did not happen so. “Teleki’s death was good 
only for promoting the very thing he had wanted to avoid. Pál Teleki’s death per
mitted the unhindered start of the war against Yugoslavia.” Fényes thus summa
rized his opinion about Teleki’s suicide: “Woe to the nation whose leaders will 
commit suicide when time has arrived for their moral actions!”

Who was, then, Pál Teleki? A resistance fighter or a top political leader, himself 
guilty of not organizing Hungarian resistance? This question was solved by his 
self-accusing suicide notes, found among Miklós Horthy’s secret papers, which 
are now included in Hungarian historical sources covering that period. Yet, to un
derstand Teleki’s final deed, which -  as has been seen -  aroused the interest of the 
whole world at the time, it is necessary to know at least the outline of his career 
and personality. The reader may thus get an inside view of the problems of that 
grave period of Hungarian history.
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THE FIRST PHASE OF THE CAREER

He was born in Budapest, on November 1,1879. His father, Count Géza Tele
ki, a representative of the Liberal Party, Member of Parliament, and -  for some 
time -  Minister of the Interior in Kálmán Tisza’s government, had estates of 
14,000 cadastral acres stretching in the border of Transylvania, historically 
known as The Partium. His mother, Irén Muráti was daughter of a wealthy mer
chant of Greek origin. Their only child was brought up with solicitous care. His 
father died in 1913 while his mother in October, 1941, surviving her son. In 1908, 
Teleki married Countess Johanna Bissingen-Nippenburg, the daughter of a Ger
man landowner in the Bánát, who gave birth to two children, a son and a daughter.

Teleki was the offspring of a distinguished historical family whose letters patent 
of nobility, granted by King Sigismund, dates back to 1409, and the Count’s title 
of the family was earned by Mihály Teleki, the famous governor of Transylvania 
in 1685. Pál Teleki’s policy was often compared to the political line of this partic
ularly esteemed ancestor of the family who had been an outstanding figure of the 
struggle “between two pagans for one fatherland” , i. e. between the Turks and 
the Germans who had equally menaced Transylvania. In his days, Pál Teleki him
self was strongly inclined to apprehend a double -  German and Slav -  danger. 
Among the distinguished ancestors, we find art collectors, library founders, writ
ers, poets, scholars, and soldiers, who all inspired their late offspring to pay due 
reverence to his family’s great past. Most outstanding among his famed ancestors 
were the Chancellor Samuel Teleki, founder of the Marosvásárhely library; 
József Teleki, historian, the first president of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences 
and the founder of its library; Sándor Teleki, colonel in the War of Independence 
in 1848^19, who later joined Garibaldi; a playwright and politician, László Teleki 
whose suicide in 1861 was referred to by many upon the news of Teleki’s similar 
death; Sámuel Teleki, the famous African explorer, from whose experiences and 
adventures the young Teleki’s interest in geography was said to have originated. 
His father’s -  Géza Teleki’s -  studies in the field of social policy may account for 
another direction of his manifold interest.

Teleki himself belonged to the Roman Catholic branch of his family which had 
been religiously divided ever since the Reformation.

He completed his secondary school studies in the Piarist grammar school in 
Budapest. As regards his interest in sciences and the formation of his scholarly 
personality, there are many who attach an important role to the influence of 
Loránd Eötvös, the great physicist, with whom Teleki’s parents were on friendly 
terms.

He attended the Faculty of Law of the Budapest University in 1897—1901, and 
-  as a hobby, as we may today bona fide assume -  he also took up courses in geog-
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raphy. It was in 1899, when he was twenty years old, that his first study, treating 
the historical periods of explorations in Asia, appeared in print. Published in 
1903, Jus doctoral dissertation “On the guestion of the formation of the state” was 
a contribution to political science. To elaborate this topic he had to consider 
simultaneously the relevant results of history, geography, and ethnography, etc. 
In the academic year 1901-1902, he took some courses as an auditor at the Ag
ricultural Academy in Magyaróvár, and — in the following academic year — was re
search fellow under Professor Lajos Lóczy whose influence is generally narrowed 
down by many to Teleki’s personal development as geographer, although the in
fluence was much greater as regards his personality -  and his philosophy of life. In 
his memoirs dated from 1930, Teleki established that Lajos Lóczy “had been the 
scientist-child of 19th-century materialism, and the dynamism of that age carried 
him away”. Nor could the young Teleki withdraw from the materialist spirit of the 
age. In his readings — whether on the history of law, philosophy, geography or on 
the natural sciences — he sought to find ideology as well as scholarly sources of 
knowledge. Religious outlook could not satisfy him while the development of the 
natural sciences, particularly that of biology, filled him with hope of understand
ing all the processes and phenomena of life on the basis of a uniform principle.

His early book reviews show that he attached great expectations to biology not 
only in exploring the laws of nature but also those of social evolution; he en- 
thusiatically emphasized “the justness of a political and social theory based on 
biological and anthropological knowledge”. It was mainly due to German works 
reviewed by him that the young Teleki turned his attention to racial theory, im
mediately discovering its utility “as against the followers of socialist theories” . 
Contrary to Marx, Engels, Bebel, and others, he emphasized that proprietorship 
was “a natural relationship”, and “could not be changed because it was subject to 
influence of natural instincts and forces”. He found this biology-oriented social 
theory -  social Darvinism as it is called -  suitable to be contrasted with all such 
movements of his time which demanded universal political freedom and equality 
at law: “universal human rights -  voiced so noisily nowadays -  do not exist, and a 
proper understanding of human nature will cause the struggle for these rights to 
give way to a society based on less -  but for the talented more appropriate -  free
dom and on a higher degree of solidarity rather than on equality” . In his opinion, 
“in the course of further development, people will and necessarily must lose much 
of their freedom”, since “many branches of human activities are still at an initial 
stage, thus e. g. in politics, today every adult man is still regarded as being capable 
of performing the most difficult functions (elector, juror)” . These words clearly 
show that in the time of struggle for universal suffrage Teleki took a strong stand 
against the extension of political rights, and deemed it necessary to narrow down 
the political freedom to a smaller group “mature enough” to deserve it.

We may also witness how racial theory combined with nationalism entered 
Teleki’s mind. Under the influence of his readings, Teleki wrote that phylogeny 
(genealogy) applied in social science -  besides “stimulating and aiding our efforts 
to improve the race -  tends to intensify the feeling of racial solidarity and affinity, 
thus serving certain patriotic purposes as well” . At the same time, his aversion to 
German racist nationalism, asserting itself to an ever growing extent at that time, 
is also clearly marked: in connection with L. Woltmann’s highly appreciated book 
he could not help remarking: “From the author’s words, one can strongly feel the
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German self-assurance, and the tendency to connect practically all remarkable 
events of world history with Germanic peoples and heroes.”

In 1905; at the age of 26, he also tried the political life. He ranked among the 
followers of Count Gyula Andrássy, the “dissident”, who then retired from the 
Liberal Party. Aligned with their political programme, later called Constitution 
Party Programme, Teleki was elected representative in one of the constituencies 
in Szatmár county. His election, however, did not go quite smoothly: Teleki’s first 
mandate was stained with blood of peasants. On this account a representative of 
Romanian nationality requested him to resign, but Teleki refused to do so, assert
ing that the gendarmerie had rightfully used arms against a violent group. Any
way, he did not utter a word either in this or in the 1906 Parliamentary Session. In 
1910, he did not stand for election but rather engaged in scientific research work 
and travels abroad.

Besides his travels in North Africa and Sudan in 1907, he toured almost the 
whole of Europe, doing research work in large libraries in Paris, The Hague, Lon
don, Florence, and so forth. Owing to his connections with aristocrats and the 
scholarly circles, he made many useful contacts with the high society, from which 
he largely benefited subsequently. In addition to his minor papers appearing in in
creasing numbers in Hungarian geographical journals from 1906 onwards, his 
first major work Atlasz a japáni szigetek kartográfiájának történetéhez (Atlas to 
the history of the cartography of the Japanese islands) was published in 1909 and 
earned international recognition. As a first token of international recognition in 
1909, the International Geographical Congress in Geneva elected his member of 
the Committee of Seven on the study of old maps. In 1909-1913, he was research 
director of the Geographical Institute; in 1910-1923 secretary-general of the 
Hungarian Geographical Society, and in this capacity in 1911 he appealed to the 
Hungarian geographers in the matter of Hungary’s cartography; thereafter he 
came forward with the idea of a geographical museum. He was awarded the 
Jomard-Prize by the Paris Geographical Society in 1911. Invited by the American 
Geographical Society in 1912, Teleki, together with Jenő Cholnoky, then profes
sor in Kolozsvár, made a two-month study tour in the United States. The experi
ences gathered during his tour, inspired him later (in 1922) to bring out one of his 
most important works: Amerika gazdasági földrajza (The economic geography of 
Amerika). In 1913, he was elected corresponding member of the Hungarian 
Academy of Sciences, his inaugural lecture, however, was held only in 1917. The 
lecture was a summary of a major work A földrajzi gondolat története (History of 
the geographical thought) published in the same year.

On the eve of World War I, he became president of the Turanian Society, and 
wrote the opening address to the first issue of the Society’s journal Túrán, started 
in 1913. From this it appeared that the Society and its journal took pattern after 
the Deutsch Asiatisch Gesellschaft and its journal Asien, a tool of Germany’s 
eastward expansion, and that the Society enjoyed immense support from both 
state and society when setting it as an objective to enter into competition with the 
German economic pressure -  particularly in the Balkans - ,  and serving the in
terests of the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy in the Balkans, to represent Hun
garian economic interests more pointedly, first of all, by creating and developing a 
Balkan-oriented Hungarian export industry. Teleki expected that the Turanian 
Society- establishing relations with the Turks, Bulgarians and other kindred Tur-
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kic peoples- would ensure a leading role for Hungary in the economic field within 
this family of peoples. To achieve this end, it was necessary “to study these peo
ples, their customs, languages, history; to study the past and future of their coun
tries; to visit them and to invite them, their young people to come to us; to get ac
quainted with and appreciate one another; to draw strength from the common 
memories and relics of the past, as well as from the common interests of the pres
ent; making use of our geographical situation, to press forward with our indus
try” . He hoped that the Turanian Society would permit a host of experts, covering 
various fields of science and scholarship, “to start out to Asia, to the Balkans, un
der Hungarian flag”, to acquire scientific information necessary for Hungarian 
economic progress. It was “a national enrichment built on national science” that 
he envisaged when hatching this imperialist expansionist plan which, though 
modelled after the German pattern, was directed against the Germans, and fully 
imbued with Hungarian nationalism.

In the years of the World War, from 1916 on, the Turanian Society played a re
ally important role as a Hungarian Oriental Cultural Centre. In this re-organized 
form of the Society, Teleki was one of the vice-presidents only, but had a consid
erable part in solving certain problems related to the mass education of young 
people coming from the Balkans into Hungary. All the less was it possible for the 
Turanian Society to become the supporter of scientific research in the Balkans, a 
project so much urged on by Teleki. In 1916, therefore, he made a proposal joint
ly with Jenő Cholnoky to the effect that the Hungarian Geographical Society 
should set up an Oriental Committee. He also submitted a memorandum to the 
Balkan and Oriental Committee of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences, and he 
personally read the document, proposing a Balkan and Near Eastern Geographi
cal Institute to be organized. In his proposal, the Institute’s task was “to serve 
Hungary’s great national interest in the East by drawing the attention of the na
tion’s competent official and economic circles to those areas which — owing to the 
formation of their respective surface, their natural resources, and to their popula
tion -  are particularly suitable for Hungarian economic expansion”. This, too, 
clearly shows how decisively the aspects of economic expansion had effected 
Teleki’s relationship to the Hungarian Oriental studies. The proposed institute, 
however, was found unrealizable by the Academy, due to “insufficiency of finan
cial means and shortage of the indispensable intellectual manpower” .

Designing Turanism as a means of economic expansion in the East, Teleki dis
covered -  with dislike -  that the movement was becoming a hotbed of fanciful 
theories concerning the prehistory and origin of Hungarians, and that “the politi
cal Turanists would come to believe, without scientific foundations, that the peo
ples living in the territory stretching from our fatherland and from Lapland to Ja
pan are closely related and have a common ethnic origin”. In his paper Táj és faj 
(Region and race) published in 1917, Teleki had already established that “not all 
of the peoples that can be or are commonly designated with the adjective “Tura
nian” are akin in language, and the hypothesis of their origin from a common 
stock have proved false”. In 1918, Teleki took in his own hand the general editor
ship of the Society’s journal Túrán, and in its columns he explained that Túrán was 
a geographical concept that covers the desert and steppe regions of Central Asia, 
the “Lebensraum” of nomadic peoples differing both ethnically and linguistically 
from one another, and the theatre of their migrations and temporary state forma
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tions. Pointing out that national feeling had always cherished the memory of Hun
garian prehistory and origin as a proud heritage, and that in the given time Hun
gary’s economic interest in the East was aroused on sound grounds, Teleki could 
not approve of the tendency which “sought to find a basis for a political break
through in the East, in the community of peoples having a common prehistory 
with the Hungarians” . To wit, since November, 1917, this particular East had be
come the arena of socialist revolution or come under its influence.

In World War I, Teleki did military service, too, as first lieutenant-with sever
al interruptions -  and served as orderly officer in the Serbian and Italian fronts. 
The long protraction of war gradually turned Teleki’s attention to the problems of 
“social politics”, since the increasing devastation of poverty and disease let ap
pear before his eyes the spectre of social movements. As chairman of the Commit
tee on Racial Hygiene, patterned after the German Gesellschaft für Ras
senhygiene, in August, 1915, during his active service, Teleki initiated that the 
Committee should submit a memorandum to the government concerning social 
welfare. It is important to note here that the Society -  in addition to various con
cerns of “racial hygiene” such as the struggle against syphilis, attached more and 
more importance to “morbus Judaicus” i. e. “the malady of the Judaizatio” of the 
Hungarian race”. This factor must be given due attention from the aspect of the 
formation of Teleki’s ideology.

As to the interpretation of the concept of race, there were differences of opin
ions within the Society. Some followed the German school of the biological con
cept of race, while others recognized that in a multi-national Hungary this concept 
might be disadvantageous for the Hungarians. Teleki was inclined to endorse the 
latter opinion, himself accepting the concept of historical race, and in the Jewish 
question, too, he uphold the view of assimilation leading to lasting results. He did 
not, however, take a stand against the other view, since he thought it desirable 
that every opinion might be able to come into full display within the Society.

In the 1915 elections, Teleki got a seat in war-time Parliament as representa
tive of the Keszthely constituency. Advocating measures in the field of social poli
cy, Teleki delivered his first speech in Parliament in the spring of 1917. In his 
statistically well-documented speech, which also gave evidence of his knowledge 
of the related foreign literature, Teleki touched upon questions of making up for 
war casualties and of promoting population growth. He proposed rewards and de
corations for mothers of many children, and measures for encouraging early mar
riage. Then he wished that the immigration of Jews from the East should be 
checked, while emigration to America should be permitted only to the “unwanted 
elements”.

He made his second parliamentary speech in the summer of 1918, already in 
the capacity of the president of the National Welfare Office for Disabled Service
men. Besides his parliamentary speech, he also published a booklet “Social poli
tics and welfare organization for the disabled servicemen and their families”, giv
ing an account of the state, problems, results, principles, and methods of this so
cial activity. He established that each case should be given separate and careful 
consideration, primarily supporting those who have many children or who are 
founding family, because the population’s war casualties must be made up for, 
and priority must be given to the “pure Hungarian”, “moral” and, with regard to 
racial hygiene, “valuable” elements.
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Following the victory of the bourgeois democratic revolution of October, 1918, 
Teleki’s principles and methods he had promulgated with so much pride became 
unmasked. Namely, it turned out that in the Welfare Office, directed by Teleki, 
some 60,000 documents of welfare cases were left unsettled, some of them for 16 
months. From the relief fund of the disabled, Teleki illegally allotted 30,000 
crowns to the Honvéd Újság since in the period of the country’s military collapse 
he held it more important to influence adequately the troops through the press 
than to support the disabled.

In the meanwhile, the critical deterioration of the military situation and the in
tensification of national and minority movements in the Monarchy set a new task 
for Teleki. He put his scientific knowledge “into the service of his nation” : he 
made efforts to design an ethnographical map which -  after the impending mili
tary collapse, and in the serious position of the loser of war -  might be serviceable 
in maintaining the territorial integrity of Hungary against the separatist en
deavours of nationalities. This work — from late 1918 to early 1919 — resulted in 
an ethnographical map, published in 1919 under the title Magyarország néprajzi 
térképe a. népsűrűség alapján (Ethnographical map of Hungary according to 
population density), in which the red colour, representing the Hungarian popula
tion, was predominant to such an extent that from that time on it was only referred 
to as the “red map” (carte rouge).

In December, 1918, Teleki became the president of the League of Territorial 
Defence, an organization seeking to mobilize social forces against the separatist 
endeavours of nationalities in order to maintain the country’s territorial integrity. 
The manifesto entitled “Appeal of the Hungarian Geographical Society to the 
world’s geographical societies” was his own work. In the first weeks of 1919, 
Teleki went to Switzerland to make propaganda, on an international scale, for 
Hungary’s territorial integrity. It was during his stay in Switzerland that he re
ceived news of the proclamation of the Hungarian Republic of Councils. He hur
ried to Vienna to contact his predominantly aristocratic friends, among others Ist
ván Bethlen, who had escaped there from the “Bolshevism” and started organ
izing the “Anti-Bolshevist Committee” (ABC). Together with them, he made ef
forts to obtain the support of the Entente Powers -  who had been enemies a little 
before -  to overthrow the Hungarian councils’ government. When in late May, 
Count Gyula Károlyi moved his government headquarters from Arad to Szeged, 
Teleki also joined him, immediately becoming a cabinet member: first he acted as 
minister of education, then as foreign minister. When on July 12, Dezső P. Ab- 
rahám formed a new government, Teleki again assumed the function of foreign 
minister. In this capacity, during his repeated consultations in Belgrade, he made 
efforts to obtain a Serbian support for both the government and the counter
revolutionary activities of the “ national army” which was at the time in the proc
ess of organization under Horthy’s leadership. Besides, in Szeged, too, he was 
engaged in studies in “the geographical science” serving “the maintenance of the 
country’s territorial integrity” : it was also there that he prepared his memoran
dum bringing forward the hydrographic unity of the Danube Basin and the detri
mental consequences of the disruption of this unity as arguments for the preserva
tion of Hungary’s territorial integrity. Teleki with his genuinely reactionary way 
of thinking was one of the most efficient founders of the “Christian and national” 
ideology, the “Szeged Thought”, so called as the counter-revolution was then de-



THE FIRST PHASE OF THE CAREER 19

veloping in that city, even though what he represented was a rather moderate and 
conservative school of it.

After the overthrow of the Councils’ government and the short-lived, ig
nominious trade unionist Peidl-government, István Friedrich formed a “one- 
hundred-per-cent” counter-revolutionary government in Budapest. Teleki flew 
to the capital: as a result of his consultations and talks, the Szeged counter
revolutionary government decided to dissolve and to back Friedrich’s govern
ment. Horthy’s “national army” went over to Transdanubia, and “putting things 
in order” there, waited its chance to relieve the Romanian occupation army and to 
enter “the sinful city” . To achieve this at an earliest possible date, Teleki kept in 
touch with the Entente missions in Budapest, and in the best interest of the coun
ter-revolutionary establishment, tried to moderate the white terror of Horthy’s 
crane-feathered troops, although he could “understand” their rage. TIowever, he 
did not assume ministerial functions either in the Friedrich-government or in the 
Huszár-government formed after the “national army’s” entry in Budapest -  he 
wanted instead to put his scientific erudition in the service of the preparatory 
works for the Paris peace talks. As head of the scientific department of the office 
for the preparation of peace negotiations, he displayed feverish activities with his 
assistants. He produced a wide range of studies, statistical tables, maps, which 
were later published in four bulky volumes as background material of the Hun
garian delegation at the peace conference. As a member of the Hungarian delega
tion, headed by Count Albert Apponyi, “the fatherland’s great old man” as he 
was called, Teleki furnished new and new “scientific” arguments, ideas, and “de
fended Hungary’s cause with exceptional skill”, without any result, though. As 
against Teleki’s “red map”, for instance, the Romanians succeeded in “influenc
ing public opinion with the colour effects” of a “counter-map” prepared on the 
basis of similar considerations and methods.

“At the peace conference we could not achieve much, but we will not renounce 
our rights; we will do explanatory work, and later on will have the peace revised” 
-  said Teleki as early as December 13, 1919, at a banquet arranged in Szeged in 
his honour on the occasion that he had accepted candidacy for the Szeged consti
tuency. In this rather select company, Teleki fairly openly explained that the 
primary task was the restoration and consolidation of the political system rather 
than the maintenance of the country’s territory. “We shall conclude the peace 
treaty as soon as possible... We must not forget that Bolshevism is not yet com
pletely overcome. Although it is overcome here and there, both home and a- 
broad, still it keeps smouldering, growing apace and haunting. In order to defeat 
this universal danger home and abroad, it is necessary to achieve a universal 
peace, because we must join in the extermination of Bolshevism to be carried out 
on a global scale.” At the mass-meeting on the following day, Teleki again made 
hints at the prospects of the peace treaty, adding that “practically it was no matter 
how big the amputation would be” since the main point was to restore order. The 
press must be freed from the destructive elements, teachers must be sorted out re
lentlessly, and politics must be eliminated from the trade unions. The country had 
been far too liberal towards the nationalities and Jews. From that time on, “only 
those who submitted to the requirements of the Christian ideology and national 
idea would be able to avoid the government’s aggressiveness” .

2*
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Elected as Regent on March 1, 1920, Horthy appointed Teleki for the post of 
foreign minister in the Simonyi-Semadam government on April 19, 1920. In his 
speeches in Parliament, Teleki reported on the efforts the Hungarian peace de
legation had made against the terms of peace, unacceptable in principle, the sign
ing of which, however, “could not be refused” by the government “under the 
pressure of the situation”. And the signing took place on June 4. In Teleki’s opin
ion, the peace treaty -  “acceptable only in the a priori assumption of a possibility 
for revision” -  should be received coolly in the belief that the nation would sur
vive it. He also alluded to the government’s intention to follow a new line in 
foreign policy in the interest of revision: he referred to the devil’s kitchen of 
French diplomacy which was hard at work to hatch various plots for an all- 
embracing European anti-Bolshevist collaboration. It was within the framework 
of this collaboration that Teleki visualized a reparation of the peace treaty afflict
ing Hungary. He, thus, advised the Hungarian public opinion not to be sceptical in 
this particular point as to the leading role of the French, although they had been 
enemies a short while before. Nor did he tolerate anti-German manifestations: in
deed, he proclaimed loyalty to the former world war ally, because Hungary and 
Germany had a joint interest in revision.

Teleki made use of the mental shock caused by the signing of the peace treaty to 
call for national unity: “Let there be no parties now. Let there be no classes now, 
and let there be now no difference between Hungarians.” Teleki thought that the 
main obstacle to any stronger measure to be taken in the interest of the Hungarian 
population in the disannexed territories was the fact that there were atrocities in 
Hungary, too. Therefore he spoke up against the most flagrant abuses of the white 
terror. “Restoration of the internal order is the main prerequisite; therefore every 
effort should be made to this effect... Once order and western culture have come 
into full display here, then we shall certainly have the strength necessary to take 
energetic measures in the outside world as well.” However, he continued to deem 
communism the main danger. He announced that he started negotiations to bring 
home war prisoners, at the same time took proper measures to prevent “the red 
intellectual epidemic” from being introduced in the country. “He will see to i t -  he 
continued -  that the returning war prisoners are individually and mentally trans
formed, that the soul of these people are thoroughly studied, and that they are 
placed under further surveillance.”

The counter-revolution resulted in the sudden, though temporary, advance of 
the strata of the gentry, military officers and civil servants who, within the restora
tion of the pre-revolutionary conditions, tried more energetically to enforce their 
group interests. Big landowners and capitalists most willingly let them do “the dir
ty work” of counter-revolutionary terroristic retaliation, but soon realized that 
time had come again to take the leadership in their own hands, and to set limits to 
the political ambitions of the above-mentioned social strata. In the background of 
the political imbalance, secret societies came into being to represent various 
group interests, imitating the free masonic methods, and even the mysterious 
ceremonies of the masonic lodge, naturally with an opposite intent. The sudden 
political advance of the representatives of the gentry, officers and state officials 
was backed by the Etelközi Szövetség (Etelköz Federation), while those belonging 
to the conservative circles of the ruling classes were massing around the Egyesült 
Keresztény Liga (United Christian League), a formerly secret association, organ-
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ized by Károly Wolff, which started functioning publicly only in August, 1920. 
Teleki belonged to the latter organization which had a smaller membership than 
the former but its influence was far more greater. The two secret associations 
created a “brotherly cooperation” in the struggle against communists, Jews, free 
masons, and liberals, but were all anxious to outdo each other in the struggle for 
power. Deeming already the consolidation of the situation a necessity, the conser
vative line wanted to help Count István Bethlen to take over the government, but 
as a far too prominent representative of this line, he could not gain the support of 
the Etelköz Federation. The tug-of-war finally resulted in a compromise: on July 
19,1920, Teleki became Prime Minister; as a scholar standing aside from political 
party struggles he was delusively believed by many “to save Hungary from the 
abominable dismemberment”. Jenő Cholnoky, then a staffer of the press and 
propaganda section of the ministry of foreign affairs, wrote in the newspapers -  to 
popularize the new Prime Minister -  that Teleki was “every inch a Magyar”, and 
that “his aristocratic connections, aristocratic manners, proficiency in languages, 
tact, as well as his conduct, enabled him to contact the highest circles of the West” . 
Count Teleki -  continued Cholnoky -  was a veritable gentleman, impressing even 
Lloyd George and Clemenceau, and his time-honoured historical name would 
open, any door before him.

The new Prime Minister’s policy speech was delivered in Parliament on July 22. 
Using a geological simile, Teleki called 1918-1919 an immense earthquake up
setting the whole Europe, and remarked that “such quake periods were only tem
porary phenomena, and did not imply that development should not go on in its 
natural ways”. He said that the government would restore “law and order” , and 
would not continue the pre-war political line, because events had hardened the 
leaders’ will and improved their keen insight. He also promised a land-reform to 
the peasantry which would settle the question “once and for all” ; at the same 
time, he referred to the narrow scope of the reform: “Care must be taken that the 
proposal will not give rise to demands which cannot be met.” He promised that its 
implementation would be free from party policy and only national interests would 
be kept in sight. In this respect, he would exempt from the land reform part of the 
latifundia, qualified as the nation’s social backbone, and particularly the 
medium-sized farms or estates. He also made it clear that he would allot land to 
reliable elements only, partly in the form of lots for distinguished ex-servicemen, 
which would become entailed properties. In a demagogical manner, he tried to 
soothe the working class: “We should not permit the spreading of certain views 
putting the false complexion on us as if we were opposed to the Hungarian work
ing class at all, as if we were not be looking upon the Hungarian workers as being 
our own flesh and blood.” The workers had been misled, thus they -  in their mas
ses -  should not be punished but enlightened and led to the right direction. 
Nevertheless, for the time being -  as long as the menace of communism is not 
eliminated -  emergency measures cannot be dispensed with even in respect of the 
social-democrats: “Everybody should keep it in mind that internationalism is now 
a sin in Hungary, and he who declares himself an internationalist under the coun
try’s present situation, will be dealt with by the country, in the interest of the coun
try’s self-preservation, as an offender.” The case of the suspended trade unions 
should be reconsidered: “We welcome any economic organization of the working 
class, and deem it necessary; they (the trade unions) should be restored as soon as
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possible in the function they are qualified for: the work of safeguarding welfare. 
However, we refuse to give back the trade unions to politics and class struggle.” 
To prevent “abuses”, he announced the nationalization of the workers’ insurance 
pay-offices. He also propagated thrift in every respect; announced that the per
sonnel cut in the civil service was inevitable, but promised the control of inflation, 
guaranteed the supply in kind of officials (food, shoes, clothes, fuel),,and the quick 
building of temporary housing for refugees from occupied territories who then 
lived in railway trucks. Meant to be a popular action a non-recurrent major tax -  
“fiscal levy” -  imposed on fortunes accumulated during the war-time boom.

A good part of the government programme was concerned with reducing the 
white terror to institutionalized forms. Teleki qualified the encroachments of the 
white terror as arbitrary, explained them by the lack of a strong central power, and 
tried to find excuse for them as having been understandable reactions roused by 
the red terror. He introduced summary proceedings “to fight down the bolshevik 
agitation”, thus making individual actions “superfluous” . “We must not halt at 
half-measures against those accused of being communist“ -  he said. He wanted to 
ensure “quick but adequately thorough” prosecutions, against communists, first 
of all the so-called commissar trial. As he reported, measures had been taken 
against the free masons, too, because “they tended to pave the way for the red 
rule”, at the same time, he laid down that no action of the present government 
would be directed against those humanitarian ideas with which, at the time, free 
masons started their movement in the West. Then he also mentioned that it would 
be necessary “to settle in an equitable way by legislation certain consequences in 
property rights resulting from the actual situation created by the Republic of 
Councils” . Unreliable elements which can be suspected of supporting -  even if 
passively -  communism, will be excluded from the national army, and will be or
ganized into separate unarmed battalions of labour service -  he stated.

Coming into office, the Teleki government was seemingly very much impressed 
by two international events: first, the call to boycott the white terror in Hungary, 
issued by the International Federation of Trade Unions; secondly, “the anti-Bol- 
shevik struggle of the Polish army”. Teleki used both events to warn all “en
dangered” countries of Europe to join forces, forgetting about the wartime 
hatred, “in order to protect the bourgeois societies in Europe from dangers that 
everywhere and equally menace them” ; to make joint efforts to create a broad 
basis against communism, bolshevism. He emphasized that it was a common 
European interest to support the economically, politically, and militarily uniform 
“Christian and national” Hungary, in the vanguard of this struggle at that time. 
Criticizing the territorial terms of the Peace Treaty of Trianon, Teleki explicitly 
stressed that, for want of foresight, it had given a great strategic advantage to 
Soviet-Russia by weakening Hungary, “this stronghold of European civiliza
tion”, and that it did so to the detriment of entire Europe. In the bolshevik scheme 
of world revolution, he emphasized, Hungary was only a minor strategic point 
since the bolsheviks sought, above all, to overthrow the great European powers. 
“There are some, namely the French, who have already realized what is at stake” 
— said Teleki, and declared that Hungary would seek to have its grievances redres
sed within the framework of a unified European anti-communist policy.

Without going into the details of events that occurred during Teleki’s first term 
as Prime Minister, we only mention his efforts to extradite Béla Kun and other
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refugee leaders of the Republic of Council, his repeated pressing through diplo
matic channels for the elimination of “the communist fire-trap“ in Pécs and Bara
nya county still Serbian occupation, his endeavours to extend the Regent’s au
thority, to organize “a more effective defence of the political and social system”, 
to introduce corporal punishment, and to pass acts on the introduction of numerus 
clausus, a measure curtailing the rights of Jews. In September, having resigned his 
function as foreign minister, Teleki concentrated his energy to solve aggravating 
domestic problems. With regard to the consolidation of the country’s internal 
situation, it was important to pass the bill of ratification of the Peace Treaty, thus 
settling this hotly debated question to some extent. In his report to his Szeged con
stituents on October 10, Teleki explained: “I consider the act of ratification noth
ing but a mere recognition of the fact that we had lost the war. The ratification 
closes an epoch in which we were the loser, and marks the beginning of a new era 
in which we shall again appear as a negotiating party.” He also tried to convince 
Parliament that the ratification did not imply “a waiver of rights” . On November 
3, Parliament carried Margrave György Pallavicini’s motion: the national colours 
should be at half-mast “as long as the empire of the Hungarian Holy Crown is not 
restored in its integrity” . However, bullying armed detachments in the capital 
tried to take the opportunity of a mass meeting, organized by various political 
bodies on November 7 with Teleki’s consent, to express the unwillingness to ac
quiesce in Trianon, to raise a bloody turmoil and to prevent ratification. Teleki, 
thereupon, executed the long-awaited disarmament of the detachments. In this 
context, there emerged sundry legends about Teleki who -  with a walking-stick in 
his hand -  personally called upon the detachments, armed to the teeth, to surren
der. In reality, the elimination of detachments was going on under less spectacular 
circumstances, and not so energetically. Although it turned out that the Ébredő 
Magyarok Egyesülete (Association for Hungarian Revival) was backing the de
tachments’ activity, Teleki kept away from dealing severely with this “patriotic” 
organization, The enactment of the Trianon Peace Treaty, on November 12, did 
not go on smoothly, either: Teleki, in order to prove that both the Hungarian 
peace delegation and himself had done their best, laid an “indictment” against 
himself. This was dismissed by Parliament, and the whole government, together 
with Teleki, was ready to accept the responsibility for the Treaty. Teleki offered 
his and his government’s resignation, but the Regent found no reason to accept it.

With his measure against the detachments, Teleki undoubtedly incurred the re
lentless hatred of the extreme right-wing forces, made implacable by his prevent
ing the adventurous armed action to seize Slovakia in December, 1920, which 
would have done unwarranted harm to his more far-sighted revisionist policy 
“conceived in a broad European perspective”. But the conservative circles were 
not satisfied with Teleki, either. For example, Teleki organized a department for 
social politics within the Prime Minister’s Office, but his conception that after 
what had happened it wás impossible to continue the old way of government poli
cy was not endorsed by these circles, since they were very much upset about the 
land reform bill and the “fiscal levy”. Furthermore, when Baron Frigyes Korányi, 
Teleki’s finance minister brought in a bill on setting up a central corporation of 
banking companies, they succeeded in having it rejected by Parliament. Teleki 
was very much discouraged by this event, and filed his government’s resignation. 
The Regent, however, commissioned him once again to form a government.
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The situation of the second Teleki government, taking up office on December 
20, 1920, was further aggravated by the “king problem”, a struggle between 
legitimists and free king electors. Teleki considered the complete elimination of 
communism and the consolidation of the counter-revolution as a main issue, 
therefore, he made strenuous efforts to set aside, temporarily though, this prob
lem as one splitting up “national unity”. His standpoint, however, met with no un
derstanding, and he was outvoted within the governing party on February 3, 
1921. On the following day, the Prime Minister, who had never considered him
self a party politician, withdrew from the governing party, followed by forty other 
personalities.

Adding considerably to Teleki’s plight was the fact that in early 1921 strikes 
broke out among iron-founders and printers. Teleki condemned these strike 
movements, and took adequate measures to break them and to prevent them 
from spreading. Fearing a legitimist coup on the one hand, and the revival of com
munism on the other, Horthy came to distrust Teleki who had become increasing
ly disappointed anyhow. The sudden, coup-like return of King Károly (Charles) 
on March 26, put Teleki in a most delicate situation. With utmost respect due to a 
“crowned sovereign”, Teleki tried hard to convince “His Majesty” of how much 
he had been misled by his councillors as to the timeliness of his return. Referring 
to serious warnings on the part of the Entente powers and to the country’s internal 
situation, he finally succeeded in persuading the King to leave the country on Ap
ril 5. This event, however, broke up the government’s unity, too, on which Teleki 
submitted a report to the Regent on April 7. But it was not until April 13 that he 
resigned cornered in Parliament because on account of his having consented to 
the publication of the King’s announcement in which the King cast light upon the 
motives of his return, and expressed his insistence on his royal prerogatives.



FROM TRIANON TO THE REVISION

Bethlen, the incoming prime-minister, left all the functions and duties he had 
performed until then to the withdrawing Teleki. Thus, Teleki became president of 
the National Bureau of Refugees, an organization engaged in such problems as 
the accommodation of Russian emigrants, who had escaped from the bolshevik 
rule, in addition to those masses of population coming from the disannexed ter
ritories of former Hungary. He also took over from Bethlen the presidential func
tion in the Társadalmi Egyesületek Szövetsége (TESz -  Federation of Social As
sociations). With this, a most important agency of the social organization of the ir
redentist propaganda fell into his hands. He had earlier been elected president of 
the Keresztény Nemzeti Liga (Christian National League) whose programme was: 
“struggle against communism, against the Jewish free-masonry, for the creation 
of a Christian, national Hungary”. He was commissioned by the government to 
study the problems of national minorities both in Hungary and in the neighbour
ing states. In June, 1921, he carried on talks with Benes in Marienbad (Marianske 
Lazne). In the Budapest University’s department of economics, which had been 
organized by him, he took over the chair of Geography, reserved for him from 
January 1; he was three times elected dean; he also became the leader of the col
lege and university fraternal societies; as curator of the Eötvös College, he was 
able to control the education of subsequent generations of the Hungarian intellec
tual élite. In summer, 1922, at the Williamston University in the United States, he 
delivered eight lectures outlining Hungary’s geographical situation, history, 
economic development, nationality problem, thus starting the propagation of the 
Hungarian revisionist claims abroad under the cloak of science. His lectures were 
later published in an English-language volume, The Evolution o f Hungary, New 
York, 1922. In the same year, with Bethlen’s help, he was re-elected member of 
Parliament with an independent programme.

His relations with Turanism became formal for the most part. After the war, the 
Hungarian Oriental Cultural Centre split up into three parts: in the Turanian 
Society, re-organized under Gyula Pékár’s leadership, Teleki became a co-chair
man; in the Hungarian Turan Association, founded by Jenő Cholnoky, he did not 
play any part; but it was under Teleki’s chairmanship that the Körösi Csorna Soci
ety was formed to serve Hungarian interests in oriental studies. Since this society, 
too, failed to offer opportunity for doing a large-scale work by combining various 
forces, and the society’s journal, the Körösi Csorna Archivum increasingly de
veloped into a philological periodical, Teleki was gradually drawing away. As 
committee member of the Ethnographical Society from 1920, he strongly sup
ported its activity: “Ethnography -  he stated -  is an important tool of the nation’s 
renaissance, by which we mean the revival after the revolutions, and it is a discip
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line of nationalism rather than internationalism”. In 1923 he had resigned his post 
of secretary-general in the Hungarian Geographical Society, and from that time 
on he acted as vice-chairman. New and new foreign geographical societies hon
oured him with honorary membership; in 1925, the Section of Natural Science of 
the Hungarian Academy of Sciences also elected him honorary member. Teleki 
became member of the Academy’s Department of Philosophy and History as ear
ly as 1913, when he was only 34 years old.

One of the most peculiar events in Teleki’s career was his becoming the leader 
of the scouting movement in Hungary. Scouting started in Hungary in 1912, pat
terned after the movement initiated by Lord Baden-Powell (1908). The scouting 
was built on a voluntary basis, not meant to be a mass movement but rather an 
élite organization of young people trained in a strongly national, soldierly, and re
ligious spirit, with due regard to the characteristics of age-groups, and the playful, 
though earnestly exploited, dispositions of children communities. Teleki was ac
quainted with scouting through his son, who -  like his father at the time -  was 
studying in the Piarist grammar-school in Budapest, and was member of the 
school’s boy-scout troop. Teleki found this way of educating young people ex
ceedingly clever, ingenious and effective, and thought that in the post-revolu
tionary and Trianon-afflicted Hungary, this movement would be able to supply a 
healthy new generation for the establishment. He used to say: “Hungary’s future 
is running about in shorts.”

Re-organized on September 21, 1919, the Hungarian Boy Scout Association 
joined the International Boy Scout Association on the occasion of the London 
Jamboree in 1920. With its organization built up, the Association won over Pál 
Teleki to assume the top-leadership, the function of Chief Boy Scout. With this, 
they wanted to acquire a historical name and the moral support of a highly in
fluential personality, and were pleased to see the 42-year-old former prime minis
ter flinging himself wholeheartedly into scouting. In October, 1923, Teleki re
signed as Chief Boy Scout to remain honorary Chief Scout. His successor, Count 
Károly Khuen-Héderváry, however, proved a person of no significance in this re
spect, while Teleki and scouting was completely intertwined in the public mind. 
Later he resigned his honorary title, as well, and acted simply as troop officer of 
the Boy Scout Troop No. 2 (Piarist) of Budapest, but remained, all the time, ordi
nary member of the National Executive Committee, and he was looked upon by 
all as “the Hungarian Baden-Powell” . With a high degree of devotion, Teleki 
nursed the international relations of the Hungarian scouting movement as a ma
jor possibility of revisionist propaganda. In the years of the “Weimar Republic”, 
he had very close relations with the German scouting movement whose anti- 
marxist and anti-socialist role was particularly appreciated by him.

The scouting movement played a significant covering role in circumventing 
those resolutions of the Trianon peace treaty which limited the strength of the 
armed forces. The army’s tents and some other military equipment were saved 
from confiscation under the pretext of their use for scouting purposes. With the 
development of training in short-wave transmitting and in sail-planing, Teleki 
provided for a certain preliminary training of would-be signalmen and pilots with
in the framework of scouting. In building up civil defence, he also relied on scout
ing.
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In 1924—25, Teleki as geographer was given an important commission by the 
League of Nations: together with a Swedish and a Belgian expert he was entrusted 
with the task of examining the frontier debate between Iraq and Turkey concern
ing the status of the Mosul oil fields. On the results of their field studies, they sub
mitted a report to the League of Nations, in which Teleki recorded a number of 
scientifically valuable geographical and ethnographical observations. From a 
Hungarian aspect, the significance of his commission lay in the fact that as a schol
ar and politician, representing a country that had been loser in the great war, he 
was the first to be selected for a task by the League of Nations. As Teleki estab
lished in his speech in Parliament on October 29,1925, the League of Nations was 
an organization unduly promoting the interests of the winning powers. Participa
tion in the League of Nations was important for Hungary from the viewpoint of 
the country’s financial stabilization. On the other hand, Teleki held it as a griev
ance that in relation to Hungary the League concerned itself mainly with the sur
veillance of the disarmament implemented and the status quo resulting from the 
peace treaty maintained, and that it showed not too much willingness to scrutinize 
the complaints of Hungarian minorities in the disannexed territories (supported 
and even instigated by the Hungarian government). Standing to the losing side, 
Hungary had no say in the Council of the League, only in the general assembly. 
The structure of the League, its secretariat’s decisive influence on the operation of 
the whole organization, rejection of issues pertaining to Hungary or — at best — 
their reference to the council where Hungary had no representative, — all this gave 
Teleki as an independent member of parliament an opportunity to recommend 
the consideration of withdrawal from the League. After the Locarno talks, there 
was a chance that Germany -  “Hungary’s greatest ally” as Teleki then put it -  
would join the League of Nations, and would have a seat even in the Council with 
the right of veto. Teleki attached great expectations to this possibility, although he 
had doubts about Germany’s “being able to be strong enough” in the actual at
mosphere of the organization, “and to start actions leading to results in a short 
time”.

In his opinion, “we must know the fatherland better if we want to be governed 
in accordance with the standards of our times, and this requirement is all the more 
imperative if we strive after a territorial reintegration”. In 1924 and 1926, there
fore, he obtained proper measures as to the setting up of the Sociographic Insti
tute of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences and of the Institute for Political Sci
ences of the Hungarian Statistical Society. Under Teleki’s leadership and by a co
ordinated division of labour, the two institutes started collecting data “to cast light 
upon the political and social systems of Hungary and the neighbouring states from 
various aspects” . The material thus collected was processed and made easily ac
cessible and manageable in the form of a card catalogue. The catalogue, which 
10-12 years later contained over 800,000 records, gave information to the gov
ernment for several decisions. The conception of the revisionist policy was formu
lated and developed in the mentioned institutes; in them details of various recom
mendations and projects were elaborated, some of which sooner or later formed 
the basis of concrete political decisions and diplomatic steps.

Teleki also played an important role in directing and controlling the Hungarian 
revisionist propaganda abroad. As a “man of European intellectual horizon”, 
Teleki was very much annoyed at seeing that Hungarian authors tended to discuss
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the cause of Hungarian revision from a narrow Hungarian aspect; they were not 
able to adjust adequately their arguments to the different ways of thinking and 
viewpoints of foreigners. Therefore, Hungarian revisionist policy rather prefer
red famed foreign scholars and experts of the minority problem to write about the 
Hungarian affairs; and Teleki, carefully selecting these experts, supplied them 
with rich information and source material, on the basis of which they elaborated 
their articles, books or statements so as to meet his intentions. This proved to be a 
really effective method, but cost a good deal of money. It also consumed immense 
amounts of money to finance secretly jurists of international fame who would sup
port -  in the League of Nations and in international relations -  the cause of in
demnification of the Hungarian owners of large estates expropriated in the course 
of the land reforms in Czechoslovakia, Romania and Yugoslavia. In this action, 
too, it was Teleki who pulled the strings. They sought to raise the funds necessary 
to these “patriotic” purposes by means of forging French franc notes. On Teleki’s 
advice, the forging workshop was set up in the State Cartographical Institute. 
Burst out in December, 1925, the franc forgery scandal created a big stir, and the 
government found itself in a delicate situation. Through mediators, Bethlen and 
Teleki managed to persuade the participants in the forgery to hold their tongues 
about the role of the prime minister and of “the government commissioner ap
pointed to control the national propaganda” ; in return, they might expect a mild 
sentence, exceptional treatment, prompt amnesty, financial compensation, and 
moral rehabilitation. Thus both Bethlen and Teleki rode out the storm.

Teleki did not run for the parliamentary election of December, 1926; he be
came member of the Upper House, representing the faculty of economics of the 
Budapest university. Particularly characteristic among his speeches was his pro
test, on March 13,1928, against a bill aiming at the easing of the Numerus clausus 
Act. Teleki stated that the chances of Hungarian youth to find employment were 
limited by the Jews, and that the nation was in the process of Judaization. He de
fended the anti-Semitic movement of the Christian students, even though he 
qualified the brawls as regrettable. In his dispute with Bishop Baltazár, he ex
plained that he was not willing to judge the Jewish problem from the viewpoint of 
a kind of general human equality. He emphasized: “Here a racial fight is the mat
ter in hand. Jewry is a race.” It is not blood, that is the biological factor, that is de
cisive for their racial affinity, but the historical factor: the Jews lead a rather exclu
sive life, the proportion of Christian-Jewish mixed marriages is small; owing to 
their excessive number in Hungary and to their continuous immigration, the Jews 
are not able to assimilate. And the background of the Trianon tragedy is that the 
Hungarians were not able to assimilate the non-Hungarians at the same pace as 
the foreign settlers had been growing in number after the Turkish devastation. He 
quoted from one of his lectures, held in Berlin in January, 1926: “The Jewish 
question is a question of assimilation. For centuries, we have had a nationally 
thinking and valuably working Jewry in the process of assimilation. Over the past 
decades, however, the ratio of immigrants from Russia, Romania, and Galicia has 
multiplied. The unassimilated, unnational or even anti-national Jewry became 
predominant, first numerically, then in certain professional lines, such as the press 
and literature. Its flexibly combatant cosmopolitism has undermined the way of 
thinking of intellectuals, and started destroying the pillars of the state. And in the
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years subsequent to the World War, the cohesive force of the Jewish thought 
proved to have been stronger than the national thought.”

Teleki effectively supported Bethlen’s government of a decade; he emphasized 
that no one could better appreciate Bethlen’s results in the field of consolidation 
than he who had been Bethlen’s predecessor as prime minister under exceedingly 
difficult circumstances. Nevertheless, it appears from his speeches and articles 
that Teleki was not too much impressed by Bethlen, this great master of political 
tactics. What Teleki wanted was “re-organization of society” ; he preferred ex
ploitation of social resources to an exaggerated reliance on state bureaucracy, the 
system of state subventions and the excessive centralization which was paralysing 
municipal autonomy. He condemned wasteful, blustering patriotism which was 
neither creative nor willing to make sacrifices; he recognized that the political sys
tem was under the pressure of unsolved problems, and that reforms were needed 
in many fields. But he held only conservative-minded reforms possible; his guid
ing principle was: every institution must be developed along the traditional lines; 
he wanted to make the casinos (clubs) the forum where the necessary reforms 
should be discussed. As president of the National Casino, he initiated there an ex
change of opinions “about problems affecting, for the time being, the nation and 
the middle classes”. In his opinion, “this would give rise to carefully considered, 
deeply rooted, veritable reforms -  implying reforms that would stem from exist
ing roots, and not reforms that would eradicate everything”. His conservativism 
and adherence to traditions counterposed him to views that proposed simply to 
adapt external examples: “When we adapt, we shall not imitate in a servile man
ner, but absorb... It is ourselves that we must show to the foreigners, instead of 
their poor copies.”

He held a peculiarly reactionary view about democracy. “We should free our
selves from the conception, according to which democracy is understood as politi
cal democracy” -  wrote he. He spoke of “social democracy”, meaning that each 
social class or stratum “should freely live its own way of life” and fulfil its social 
duties. He took aristocracy under his protection against the repugnance to accept 
its leading role -  “someone’s being a count does not necessarily imply one’s being 
a moron”, -  anyhow, aristocracy “is not brain but a gyroscope in the nation’s 
body” ; it is not its duty to lead, its mission is to show the way, and to indicate im
mediately any possible deviation from the right direction. To this directing role, 
Teleki thought it necessary that aristocracy should be “rooted in the land”, and 
spoke with nostalgy of those whose -  like his -  roots were pulled up. His estates 
were in territories under Romanian rule; the land reform had left him just a few 
hundreds of yokes around his castle at Pribékfalva where he habitually went for a 
couple of weeks to rest. Besides his apartment in the city, he also rented a villa on 
the Szabadsághegy (Liberty Hill). The costs of his living, commensurate to his 
rank and his role in public life, were covered from his income deriving from his 
membership in the board of directors of the Hazai Bank (National Bank) and the 
Pesti Hazai Első Takarékpénztár (First National Savings Bank of Pest), and also 
from his chairmanship in two minor companies, although he sometimes com
plained about the inadequacy of his income.

He was deeply concerned with the generation problems of the counter
revolutionary system. He found it a good thing that “in this country, too, the de
velopment and life of the alumni of certain schools tended to become lively...
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Generation after generation will bring a fresh common atmosphere. This atmo
sphere, provided the school is good, is full of national enthusiasm and religious 
fervour. Thus in the span of subsequent generations, differences between young 
and old, which are sometimes so detrimental to the whole of society, will be 
bridged over” ... In scouting, too, Teleki initiated reforms which would maintain a 
lively relation between “man-scouts” or “old scouts” and the young scout genera
tions, thus enabling the movement to fulfil evenly its mission -  to ferment a more 
public-spirited society -  without any generation conflict.

Ever more frequently did he emphasizes that materialism and liberalism, whose 
dangerous destructive effects had been so markedly manifest in the past revolu
tions, met with failure, and mankind would try to find something new. To achieve 
this, he thought it necessary to sharpen “the struggle against the materialistic 
world outlook which still is predominant in the unenlightened public”. He also 
criticized his own materialistic world concept of his youth; refused to admit equal
ity between the various philosophical trends and ideologies, and the possibility of 
tolerating their coexistence; he announced that Hungarians are inseparable from 
religious fervour, an ancient characteristic feature of Hungarians. Teleki’s at
titude of a “confessor” aroused the interest of the ecclesiastic circles and the polit
ical leaders of Catholicism who would have welcomed Teleki to appear as leader 
of a Catholic political party, “taking in his hand a more ostentatious banner of 
practising religion”. Teleki, however regarded the denominational aspects as 
harmful in politics, and strictly followed the “Christian and national” line was 
clearly shown by the fact that he gave up his belonging to no party and joined the 
governing party in 1926.

The formation of the Magyar Revíziós Liga (Hungarian Revisionist League) in 
1927 was already based on Teleki’s conception that priority must be given to the 
material and moral support of the society rather than of the state whose overt re
visionist policy “would be hindered by a whole range of foreign policy considera
tions” . As he put it: “ ... the substantial, long-lasting contribution of wealthy peo
ple and economic enterprises is what really matters. Sponsors, major and minor, 
and social initiatives are needed here. This is practical nationalism. We must 
create an active society.” Following Teleki’s directives, the Revisionist League 
implemented a widespread propaganda action, both home and abroad. Sec
retariats were set up in London, Paris, Berlin, and Rome; a journal was published 
in English, French, German, and Italian; a huge amount of propaganda material 
was diffused through foreign and domestic press organs or in other forms of publi
cations. The publication Justice for Hungary, the poster representing a crucified 
Hungary, as well as Teleki’s “red map” with its 17 editions became known all over 
the world. Teleki was inexhaustible of ideas when it came to design clever new 
data collections, cartographic or graphic representations. He carried on the re
visionist agitation under a scholarly cloak to overcome aversion to this kind of 
propaganda. At the same time, he subordinated also scientific projects to the pur
poses of propaganda. He stated, for instance, that the statistical service cannot be 
independent of the government: “The statistical office must sometimes carry out 
tasks which are not initiated by it, and must frequently do works which it perhaps 
does not think to be well-founded scientifically.” He felt necessary a propaganda, 
well supported by a data basis, capable of giving information even on details, since 
“the stereotype complaint has nothing but a deterring effect” . He would have
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been most inclined to examine each student going abroad on a scholarship, each 
delegate of companies, state and social organizations before they leave “on what 
every Hungarian is supposed to know of his nation and fatherland”.

The slogan of preserving the country’s territorial integrity was changed -  after 
Trianon -  into one of revision of the peace treaty which, in principle, was made 
possible by paragraph 19 of the Treaty. Hungarian revisionist endeavours invari
ably set up a claim to an “integral revision”, to the restoration of historical Great- 
Hungary, even though -  for tactical reasons -  the problems of those parts of the 
disannexed territories which had Hungarian majority, were put into prominence. 
The action of Lord Rothermere, the “British press baron”, supporting this nar
rower revision, met with spectacular success, though it also brought about a stif
fened opposition on the part of the neighbouring countries against the revision. 
From 1928 on, Teleki therefore placed more emphasis on the protection of 
minorities, urged on setting up a university institute for minority rights, where 
adequate training might be given to the would-be experts of the minority prob
lem. In the minority problem, he did not apply equal standards. He demanded ex
tensive rights for Hungarian minorities as “forced minorities” in Czechoslovakia, 
Romania, and Yugoslavia, while in the case of a great part of national minorities 
in Hungary as “voluntary immigrants”, he was not so generous in respect of 
minority rights.

Besides Rothermere’s action, the Szentgotthárd gun-running case, too, made a 
very bad impression on the League of Nations which insisted upon preserving the 
status quo. Therefore, in summer, 1928, Teleki once more put the question of 
whether it would be a sound decision if Hungary withdrew from the League of Na- 
tions? “We do not identify ourselves with the way of thinking now predominant in 
the League of Nations” -  he stated -  “still the withdrawal is not opportune, be
cause it would be a positively valuable step only if by this we were given a free 
hand” ; on the other hand, “our further participation has at least the advantage 
that we can see what is going on there, even though we are chagrined at it” . After 
all, we do not at all feel to be committed by our membership in the League; “we 
may deny any paragraph of the Peace Treaty the very moment we feel like doing 
so” ...

Teleki examined the picture of “European politics” in consideration of the 
strengthening Soviet Union, “this great menace of Europe” : “One may feel de
spairing to see that the European bourgeois society does not have leading states
men. There are states, two or three states, which have, but Europe has none. 
Europe has not such statesmen which would be at least able to keep abreast with 
the world in order to save the bourgeois society and its institutions. Those who op
pose the European bourgeois society are advancing at a more rapid pace, while we 
discredit the system of the European bourgeois society by endless compromises 
and similar procedures.”

“Massing Europe” was a favourite idea of Teleki who always emphasized that 
the European regions of the Soviet Union were not fitted into his concept of 
Europe, and made it clear that this massing was aimed at a “defensive” coordina
tion of capitalist countries in Europe against the homeland of Bolshevism. He 
maintained that in the interest of an anti-Soviet European unity it was necessary 
to solve those problems which momentarily divided Europe. By this he primarily 
meant the circumstances created by the Paris peace treaties. Briand’s project for
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the unification of Europe, based on maintaining the status quo, was on this ac
count held unacceptable by Teleki; in the same way, he rejected Hodza’s plan 
which, reviving a former Tardieu-project, wanted to create a closer economic co
operation of the countries of the Danube Basin to serve as a basis for a Danube 
Confederation. In a series of papers and articles, both home and abroad, Teleki 
explained that the economic cooperation of the Danubian countries, whose im
portance was so much underlined by problems emerging in these countries during 
the great economic crisis, could not be accomplished without a political settle
ment. However, Teleki had not in mind to achieve this settlement through negoti
ations with the Danubian countries, but through an “all-European revision” of 
the actual situation, in the course of which the pressure exerted by the great pow
ers would force the neighbouring countries to meet the demands of the Hun
garians. The “European Lebensraum’’ by itself formed a “unity of several Le
bensräume”, and for Europe, it was a “biological necessity” to restore the unity of 
life in the Carpathian Basin to its former condition, justified by a history of 
thousand years. Teleki thought that the Hungarian revisionist endeavours would 
be put in a more favourable light and perspective as part of a joint anti-bolshevik 
scheme within a European framework. “Revision is not only a Hungarian prob
lem, but is a matter of life or death for the entire Europe! A great and all-embrac
ing revision is needed in which Hungary, too, will have its due.” As he empha- 
zed, such a “European revision” cannot go on otherwise than that the individual 
countries will reconcile themselves to a certain restriction of their sovereignty. In 
the reconstruction of Europe, we, too, will have to make sacrifices and to give up 
certain things, even territories, which we have never renounced voluntarily. This 
is dictated by our sobriety, a characteristics of our ancient political nation. With 
this, we want to serve the peace, stability, and consolidation of Europe. But this is 
precisely the price of achieving it. What Teleki was driving at was to make hints at 
Hungary’s willingness to renounce its claim to Burgenland to Germany’s advan
tage, at a time when the Germans expected the “Austrian Anschluss from the 
European revision”, and also to Croatia in which Italy was particularly interested, 
on the condition that Hungary would regain its territory as it had been prior to 
1918.

In the years of the great economic crisis, Teleki found that, essentially, an “im
mense structural change” was taking place: “The crisis, now referred to as 
economic crisis, is much more than that. We are witnessing a great period of man
kind’s development to come to an end, and a new one to take shape. The 
economic crisis forms only the external, apparent manifestations of this immense 
change in the spiritual, intellectual, ideological, social and financial structures. 
First of all, the structure and social establishment of the states are in crisis and are 
changing. In his opinion, a virtually unavoidable process was going on which had 
started just after the world war and by the early thirties came into full display 
throughout the world; this process was characterized, among others, by the ad
vance of the idea of collectivity, the state’s interfering with economic life, planned 
economy, and by the prominence of the ethos of work. This process manifested it
self both in the capitalist countries and in the socialist Soviet Union — though in 
basically opposite directions. In Teleki’s view, Mussolini’s fascism on the soil of 
capitalism, furthermore Salazar’s Portugal, Germany’s development after Hit
ler’s coming to power, and Roosevelt’s New Deal seemed to have proved the 
“structural change”.
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This development of capitalist countries -  mostly in the direction of fascism -  
was considered by him as a process discharging immense forces that had been 
hamstrung by the political and ideological remnants of liberalism. Speaking of his 
impression and experiences he had gathered during his lecture-tour in'Germany 
in December, 1933, he said: “ I have seen in many places what will and faith can 
achieve. For instance, in public education, several ideas have been realized which 
were partly overdue, but have not been, until now, permitted to be solved by those 
systems which originated from the false freedom conception of liberalism and 
which raised so many difficulties all over Europe. Particularly in the social field, in 
charity, I saw what it means if a trustful organization, consisting of young people 
and concentrated on one task, is working, instead of the unceasing talks of com
mittees and councils and endless compromises.” Speaking of the winter relief ac
tion (Winterhilfswerk) , he stated: “The underlying reason for the success and di
mensions of this action is that it is backed by the unselfish corporate work of the 
SA and other organized young people. As I have convinced myself once more 
here, it is faith itself and dutifulness, which emanate from the performers of the 
action to the whole public, that explains such successes. The discipline and trust, 
which characterize such unselfish organizations, can achieve such results as were 
not even dreamt of by the 19th-century charity of committee and societies. To be 
sure, the tasks in this field also did increase immensely.”

The Nazi party newspaper Völkischer Beobachter then wrote about Teleki as 
follows: “He has a very good name here; he is one of the few statesmen who al
ready showed interest towards us at a time when national socialism had not yet 
come to power, and who sought to establish relations with the leading per
sonalities of our movement. Count Teleki took interest in the national socialist 
movement because what he, as leader of the Hungarian youth, found in national 
socialism was that kind of youth-movement whose mission is to give the renewing 
world thoughts and leading ideas. In his lecture, Teleki expresses such thoughts 
which are so close to ours as if this Hungarian statesman were one of us.” 

Undoubtedly, in several traits of the German “national renewal” Teleki saw a 
justification of his own endeavours to create an “active society” , to “solve” the 
social problems in a more lively and energetic manner, lest they should be used by 
“unnational” forces for their own purposes. Beyond doubt, he, too, considered 
Bethlen’s political line inadequate in this respect, and supported Gömbös who be
came Prime Minister after the provisional government of Count Gyula Károlyi, 
both as regards the establishment of relations with the Hitlerite Germany and the 
elaboration of his “national programme”. At the same time, he was among the 
first to warn against those dangers which were menacing Hungary on the part of 
Hitler’s Germany. On the one hand, he defended Gömbös against parliamentary 
attacks pursuant to his tour in Germany; on the other hand, he warned Gömbös 
not to risk “the solid foundations”, rooted in traditions, of the Hungarian coun
ter-revolutionary order for economic and other advantages expected from closer 
ties with Germany. In his speech in the Upper House on June 26, 1933, he out
lined the problem: “What a political danger is involved in the situation we are in 
when in our immediate vicinity a strong power is looming up in place of the inter
nal conflict-ridden Germany of the Weimar Republic.” “In this dangerous situa
tion, we must be alert” -  said Teleki, and explained Gömbös’s trip by his efforts to 
“assess this power” on the spot. The information Gömbös has given in this respect
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in Parliament was laconic and approved of by Teleki: “I frankly state that I am for 
secret diplomacy. I am not, have never been, and shall never be for the open treat
ment of important problems.” On his part, he wanted to emphasize that Hungary 
should not follow the slogans of the German national socialism; she should solve 
her own problems by herself and according to her own ideology: “It needs no par
ticular explanation what it would involve if we lost in the intellectual field, too, 
and if our intellectual problems were solved by others for us. We also need a na
tional renewal. It is necessary to join the national forces which reside in people, 
but beyond this, it is necessary to join and conserve those forces which are inher
ent in the ancient institutions, because without this we cannot hold out” ... He de
manded that “the nation’s uniform political force should be maintained for the 
distant future” .

Teleki — though highly appreciated the German results — wanted to carry out 
the Hungarian “organization of society” “in a manner meeting domestic require
ments”, and in this tradition-minded “modernization”, he invariably wanted to 
give a leading role to scouting, contrary to the Hitlerite method of eliminating this 
movement. It was under his leadership that in 1933 the fourth Jamboree was or
ganized at Gödöllő, which he also used -  to a large extent -  for propagating the 
Hungarian revisionist endeavours. This event, too, clearly showed Teleki’s organ
izing power; the Jamboree, whose arrangement in Hungary, so important “from 
the national aspect”, could only hardly be attained by Teleki owing to the coun
try’s difficult financial situation, brought in 1,600,000 pengős as against the ad
ministrative costs of 23,000.

Now it is not merely out of fear of Bolshevism that Teleki pointed to the dan
gers following from the economic and political disintegration of the geographical 
unity of the Danube Basin, but he increasingly emphasized the possibility of a 
German intrusion. During his lecture-tour in Germany in December, 1933, he 
did not at all conceal his convinction that “the dismemberment of the Austro- 
Hungarian Monarchy, a political and economic unity, was an idiotic act, indeed a 
crime against Europe”. Back in Hungary, in the Upper House, he also maintained 
that “the Monarchy had been a much more favourable solution, after all, than 
anything which could be given to replace it”. Speaking of plans of a Danubian 
Confederation, he said: “I always have the impression that a vase was dashed to 
earth and now they try to stick it together. The difference in value is just as great as 
the difference between an unbroken and a glued vase.” As regards Hungary: its 
dependence on Austria within the Monarchy cannot be compared to the condi
tions of the independent Hungary after the disintegration of the Monarchy which 
enwomb a higher degree of dependence than what we have ever been in ... Teleki, 
naturally again, considered “European revision” as the only possible way out, 
within which Hungary would have to regain its original territories as prior to 
1918, because -  so went his arguments -  the Central Danube Basin is a geo- 
aphically homogeneous region, and, according to the lessons of history, can only 
be filled up politically by one single country, and this country is Hungary. He ex
pected the great powers to initiate a “European revision”, accordingly he attach
ed great hopes to the four power pact of Germany, France, Great Britain, and Ita
ly, concluded on Mussolini’s advice in July, 1933.

Events, however, took another direction. A great part of Europe was as
tonished at what was going on in the internal life of Hitler’s Germany. Germany’s
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withdrawal from the League of Nations in October, 1933, was a threatening 
phenomenon from the viewpoint of European peace and security. Set up in 1922 
by the League of Nations and having Hungary, too, as its member, the Commis
sion Internationale de Cooperation Intellectuelle arranged a conference -  organ
ized by the section -  on “The present and future of European intellect” in Paris in 
the same month. The conference, establishing that “Europe, which had achieved 
a great deal in the intellectual field, could not adequately apply its achievements 
to its political life, and often remained barbarous in the political communication 
among peoples”, focussed attention on the theme of “saving” European intellect. 
Joining Bertrand Russel, Paul Valery, Aldous Huxley, Jose Ortega у Gasset and 
other speakers, Teleki also expounded his -  extremely conservative -  views 
which, however, showed his opposition to the statement that Europe “in the so
cial struggle should forge and use more and more barbarous weapons both in the 
internal politics of nations and in international communication”. He warned 
against preferring quantity to quality, and against giving priority to mass educa
tion over the education of an elite, and explained that the lack of élite education in 
the political field would create favourable conditions for dictatorship. In the edu
cation of elite, Teleki attached particular importance to scouting. In 1934, on the 
basement of the premises of the National Casino, he set up a Scout Casino under 
his chairmanship to serve the regular and instructive meetings of scout leaders and 
“old boy scouts”. In an interview at Christmas, 1934, in the newspaper Pesti Nap
ló, he again and again referred to the role the élite played in the British society 
which he held exemplary: “I wish we were able to introduce the British example in 
our public life!” As he put it, “the British empire at its height was governed by a 
generation educated in classical culture at the Oxford and Cambridge universi
ties” ; the representatives of this élite -  as he was able to observe in British col
onies -  were conditioned to promote the interests of the British Empire in a u- 
niform way in faraway places and under various conditions. In the above-men
tioned interview, he also said: “Several Germans have already asked me when na
tional socialism will arrive here. To this, I have replied that it is superfluous here.” 

Teleki, who permanently criticized the League of Nations and repeatedly rais
ed the question of Hungary’s withdrawal from it, now, after Germany’s withdraw
al, stated that it was gradually becoming a useful organization. One year later, 
however, at Christmas, 1935, he made the following statement to the newspaper 
Nemzeti Újság: “It is very harmful to hope that Europe will admit the injury that 
had been done to Hungary. If the whole picture of Europe changes, then perhaps 
justice will prevail. It is possible that revision will arrive sooner this way than on 
account of the rightfulness of the Hungarian claims.” In other words, Teleki -  de
spite his apprehension of the German danger and his adherence to “European” 
connections -  started to reckon with a forceful changing of the status quo by Ger
many, thus creating more favourable conditions for Hungary’s revisionist aspira
tions. Even amid cherishing hopes of a Hungarian revision connected with Ger
many’s “dynamism”, Teleki urged on the cultivating and furthering of intellectual 
relations with France and Britain. From 1931 to 1938, he was chairman of the 
editorial board of the French-language Hungarian journal Nouvelle Revue de 
Hongrie and acted as chairman of the friendly society of the journal (Société de 
NRH). He also became committee member of a similar society of the English-lan
guage Hungarian Quarterly, started in 1936. Both journals were financed by
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TÉBE (short for Takarékpénztárak és Bankok Egyesülete — Association of Sav
ings-Banks and Banks). Teleki was particularly active in directing and editing the 
French-language journal, himself contributing several articles and studies to it. In
1937, he participated in the work of establishing an English reading room and 
club on certain premises of the National Casino with the help of the British Coun
cil. Teleki had an important role in inviting French and English guests to Hungary 
on behalf of the societies organized around the above-mentioned journals, trying 
thus to win them over to the Hungarian revisionist endeavours. To achieve this 
end, he did not shrink back from inviting well-known leftist personalities as well. 
On one occasion, for instance, when the chief of the Foreign Ministry’s cultural 
department raised objection against the invitation of Professor Célestin Bouglé, 
director of the École Normale Supérieur, Teleki announced: “We knew that 
Bouglé was a leftist, and consequently a free mason, we knew that he was a friend 
of the Little Entente, but it was precisely for this reason that we invited him.” 
Teleki would have liked to coordinate properly the invitation of foreign guests by 
various bodies, and wanted to establish an Institute of International Relations af
ter the British pattern (Royal Institute of Foreign Affairs). Deserving special 
mention among various conferences organized in Hungary by Teleki himself, with 
the participation of foreign personalities, was that arranged in Budapest in June, 
1936, with the consent of the Permanent Committee on Literature and Art of the 
League of Nations, on ‘ ‘The role of humanism in the cultural education of modern 
man”. Teleki built up friendly relations with all foreign participants in the confer
ence, arranged excursions to the Esztergom excavations where he delivered an in
teresting lecture on Medieval Hungary. The International Commission of Intel
lectual Cooperation, working under the aegis of the League of Nations, recom
pensed Teleki’s services of this type by inviting him to fill a place in the Commis
sion, after the authoress Cecil Tormay, leader of the counter-revolutionary wo
men’s movement and a member of the Commission had died in 1937. Further, he 
became member of the European Committee of the Carnegie Foundation in
1938.

In the meanwhile, Teleki performed also his duties as a university professor. As 
a result of a reorganization in 1934, the Faculty of Economics of the Budapest 
University, where Teleki acted as professor of geography, was transferred to the 
József Nádor University of Technology and Economics, where Teleki continued 
his educational activities. In 1937-1938, he was elected rector of that university. 
In 1932-1936, he was chairman of the Scholarship Council and, in 1936-1937, of 
the Council of Public Education. In 1936, he was appointed chairman of the 
board of trustees of educational and cultural institutions called Collegium Hun- 
garicum working abroad. In 1936, he was awarded the Corvin-Chain, the highest 
decoration for outstanding scientific, literary, and artistic achievement in the 
counter-revolutionary era.'From 1936 on, he was holder of the title “Hungarian 
Royal Privy Councillor”. He was elected honorary doctor of several foreign uni
versities and honorary member of various geographical societies. After Albert 
Berzeviczy’s death in 1936, he was nominated for chairman of the Hungarian 
Academy of Sciences but he refused to accept this post. In 1934, he published a 
selection of his lectures and articles, delivered or published home and abroad, 
serving the cause of the Hungarian revision, under the title Európáról és 
Magyarországról (On Europe and Hungary). His chief geographical work, A
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gazdasági élet földrajzi alapjai (The geographical foundations of economy), ap
peared in 1936, which is considered even by recent marxist geographers as a posi
tive work in several respects: though many of his statements, particularly his 
geographical determinism and biologism provoke criticism, he still deserves cre
dit because “it was he among the contemporaneous Hungarian geographers who 
reckoned with the social factors to the relatively largest extent”, and explored 
“the relationship between natural factors and production” in a manner worthy of 
attention even today. But Teleki -  regarded as “the founder of economic geog
raphy as a branch of science in Hungary” -  deserves particularly severe criticism 
for his activities in the field of political geography. True to say, he tried to separate 
his views from the German geo-politics, stating that “the latter served political 
objectives rather than truth in a scientific sense” ; still Teleki’s “political geog
raphy” performed essentially the same function in the service of the Hungarian 
revisionistic endeavours.

His statements in the Upper House in the time of Darányi’s government show
ed that his awareness of the German danger grew more acute. “I know that we are 
united with Germany by bonds of old, time-tested friendship; I also know that in 
the present, too, we are on friendly terms with Germany, and the German govern
ment assured the Hungarian government of Germany’s friendly feelings” -  said 
he in his speech on June 24,1937. At the same time, he declared: “Unfortunate
ly, I see danger from both aspects, national and Christian, to the Hungarian objec
tive.” He referred to the fact that the impending German danger had already been 
pointed out by many, but it was perhaps useful if it (the danger) was asserted by 
persons who had very close connections, for several years, with Germany and with 
German leaders. From the national aspect, Teleki pointed out, as dangerous 
phenomena, the south-east-bound economic expansion of Germany, as well as 
the Nazi agitation among the German minorities in Hungary which was sponsored 
by the German Empire, and from the Christian aspect, the “neo-paganism” and 
“anticlericalism” of the German national socialism which was not in line with the 
exceedingly important role asigned to religion and church by the counter
revolutionary system in Hungary. Teleki thought the Rome Pact would be instru
mental in counter-balancing Germany: “Under the situation, the friendship and 
relation that binds Italy, Austria, and Hungary is, at any rate, a comforting cir
cumstance.” Still he felt that “the danger of the great European problems would 
continue to exist”. As he said: “We are in the danger zone of Europe”, therefore 
the well-known scout greeting “Be prepared!” has its meaning in the foreign poli
cy field, too. In his opinion, “directing and changing things in Europe did not de
pend on us”, therefore, he recommended “the policy of wait and see, and of de
fence”.

In relation to the external danger, he was increasingly worried about the inter
nal danger, namely because the aggravation of the break-up of the political unity 
of the counter-revolutionary system with rightist movements, oriented towards 
Fascist dictatorship, especially German national socialism. “Throughout Europe, 
we see signs of striving after a policy other than one insuring an undisturbed de
velopment; we see us surrounded by various systems of dictatorships. Obviously, 
to see them, to see their successes and to feel their effects do not make the govern
ment guidance of Hungarian society easier. What I mean is social guidance, be
cause I refer not so much to the individual facts, measures, laws as to the guidance
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of the frame of mind of the whole society.” He stated: “When we deal with our 
immediate tasks and our tasks in the near future, we must not forget about the dis
tant future, and must take care of the body of nation as an eternal great asset. This 
can be achieved by education. But what I mean here by education is not only 
school, but education in everything and for every-body”; i. e. “national educa
tion”, and as it appeared before long, it was precisely in this field where Teleki set 
himself most important personal tasks.

According to his above-cited speech, Teleki found it dangerous from the view
point of an extreme rightist breakthrough that the revisionist endeavour could not 
produce results: “Despite the fact that we have friends, dawn comes only slowly to 
us, although we have expected short-term historical events. Unfortunately, this is 
the nature of Hungarians” — said he. Giving the impression, under the pressure of 
necessity, that our “national goals” -  departing from the original objective of re
storing the one-time Great-Hungary -  would be reduced to regaining only ter
ritories with Hungarian majority or to a mere protection of minority, this would 
give rise to dissatisfaction and massive disappointment in the revision. The 
thought of revision was an important means to work off social tensions; and “if 
(society) will not find an impetus in this, it will seek to find impetus in another 
thing, and this particularly applies to the youth” . Pressing to speed up the pace of 
revisionist endeavours, Teleki recommended a remedy for the extreme rightist 
advance which fatally increased the difficulties. To be sure, he declared: “We 
want to serve and accomplish the revision exclusively by peaceful means” ; and 
called upon the great powers, having decisive influence on the League of Nations, 
to deal with this problem on their own initiative, -  but at the same time, he added: 
“We must develop our armed forces, we must be prepared, and if it is impossible 
to find a solution by international agreements and by ways and means as are per
mitted by documents of the League of Nations, then we must find one by those 
means which would be used by everybody else in a similar situation.” Those 
means which Teleki hinted at were Italy’s aggression against Abyssinia in autumn, 
1935, and the occupation of Rhineland by Hitler’s Germany in March, 1936.



TELEKI IN THE “DANGER ZONE”

The first shocking event in a series of fatal developments in “Europe’s danger 
zone” was the “Anschluss”: in March 1938, Germany occupied Austria, thus be
coming Hungary’s neighbour, and with this the German danger became im
mediate. In his article in the March 20 issue of the newspaper Függetlenség, Teleki 
tried to calm public opinion by pointing out that this development had been 
foreseeable, and criticized people who -  “partly eager for change, partly trem
bling -  were watching those who would work wonders in three days or those to 
whom they could sell our honour abroad”. He pointed out that against weak
heartedness we must draw strength from Hungary’s past of a thousand years; we 
cannot be pros on either side, but as the title of his article reads: “Let us be Hun
garians!” His article, recommending “to learn sobriety from the village people”, 
was taken over by practically the whole Hungarian press.

When Darányi’s government, which had been bargaining with the Hungarian 
nazis, had to resign, Teleki became minister of education in Béla Imrédy’s gov
ernment incoming in May. He accepted the portfolio not because he gave in under 
some kind of pressure, but because he felt that under the circumstances nothing 
but his conceptions on national education “was able to save the nation”. His first 
acts as minister of education were related with the Eucharistic Congress, the spec
tacular and huge international meeting of the Catholics of the world, arranged in 
Budapest in late May, 1938. In the May 22, 1938, issue of the newspaper 
Budapesti Hírlap, he greeted the Congress with his article Vágy Isten felé (Long
ing for God), stating that our age “was the age of perverted mass movements”. 
Neither communism, nor national socialism was to make us happy. “Affection for 
God, conforming and returning to Him” constitute the real way of development; 
“we must serve as the sanctuary lamp; this is why the Holy Communion was or
dered for us” . Anyway, German Catholics were not permitted by Hitler to partici
pate in the Budapest Eucharistic Congress.

Teleki took over his office as minister of education with the following words: 
“It was some 17 or 18 years ago that I was a minister. Now the veterans have been 
called up, and the reason for it is that things must be handled severely and hardly. 
It is not so much a departmental minister but rather an old Szeged campaigner 
that has now come here”. He made it one of his most important duties to isolate 
the youth from the influence of extremist agitations, both from the left and the 
right, -  and to expel party politics from schools of any kind or level. At the same 
time, he emphasized that secondary school students, and particularly university 
students, were rightly interested in political problems, since “it was their duty to 
prepare themselves for public life”. They, then, should not be isolated from the 
problems of the time, but “should be educated in a national spirit beyond and
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above any party politics” . Those who had hoped that Teleki would bring the anti- 
Semitic fraternities under regulation were gravely disappointed: the new minister 
of culture referred to the fact that the “numerus clausus” act had been enacted un
der his prime-ministership, and his views had not changed since then. He did not 
conceal his close ties to these societies: he was professor-chairman of SzEFHE 
(Székely Egyetemi és Főiskolai Hallgatók Egyesülete -  Society of Székely Univer
sity and College Students) for 19 years, besides, as dean -  three times -  of the Fac
ulty of Economics and as rector of the University of Technology and Economics 
for one year, he always collaborated with the leaders of the fraternities. He found 
it sufficient to keep them apart from party politics. He underlined the importance 
of the cooperation of Christian denominations as exemplified by the joint work of 
Emericana and the Protestant Students’ Association; took a stand for the ecclesias
tic schools which strengthened the ties to church and religion. These -  in Teleki’s 
view -  were not less important than the ties to the state. The more manifold the 
tie, the safer the political system. Particularly warmly did he speak of scouting, un
derlining that by its voluntary and élite character it was favourably distinguished 
from the compulsory Levente, a paramilitary youth organization.

In his statements and acts as minister of education, Teleki — in a rather conser
vative manner -  turned a deaf ear to the requirement of developing schools in a 
practical direction; at the same time, expressing his insistence on schools giving 
humanistic education, he also put forward several, partly sound, theorems as to 
the possible one-sidedness of a practice-oriented education. “Not the soul of a 
chauffeur but that of a citizen should prevail” -  he said. He expounded numerous 
remarkable thoughts concerning the interaction of elementary, secondary, and 
higher education, the relation between school and family, the secondary school fi
nal examination, the university entrance examination, the system of examina
tions, the doctoral degree, the relation between training teachers and researchers, 
as well as the improvement of foreign language teaching, fellowship and study 
tours, home and abroad, mass sports, leisure-time activities, and so forth. Natur
ally, all this was discussed from the viewpoint of the requirements of the counter
revolutionary system. For instance, to raise education to a higher level, he thus ar
gued for classes of small number: “It is in the nation’s interest that the less able 
children should be turned out roughly and unconditionally so that the teacher may 
fully attend to the able ones.” He objected to the ideal that “everyone should be 
freely admitted to school” , because such a freedom “would involve the country in 
danger”. For -  he argued -  “children come from a too narrow educated stratum to 
higher schools, and this will bring about a certain intellectual proletariate”. It was 
under German pressure that he took steps to settle the educational problem of na
tional minorities. He tried hard to avoid German influence in this field, was un
able to find any solution free from the poorly disguised intent of Magyarization.

One cardinal point of his policy toward the middle-class was that its members 
should be made acquainted with the Hungarian “popular mind” . Frequently and 
willingly did he mention that they “may learn form the sober, conservative, slow, 
quiet, unhasty, and philosophical frame of mind of the uneducated peasantry”. As 
he said: “Their natural rural philosophy is more valuable than the undigested 
knowledge which so often makes the mind of the so-called learned people similar 
to a haberdashery.” He often mentioned that “civilization, with all the movies, 
newspapers and the like, now scattered like machine-gun fire at the people will
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tear apart, fritter away the calm sobriety of people living in tranquillity”. To ex
emplify the inborn intellegence of the village people, Teleki referred to István 
Nagyatádi Szabó, minister of agriculture in his first government. “He did not 
learn a lot of things, still was one of the brightest men, having the best judgment, I 
ever met. He was a cultivated man” -  he said. Teleki drew attention to the conser
vative disposition “moral character” and piety of land-owning peasants, and 
condemned those village sociographers and sociologists who explored the dread
ful plight and tormenting problems of a good part of the peasantry. He had al
ready been experimenting for years with starting a village exploration “on a strict
ly scientific basis” as against these “dilettante” village sociographers.

Teleki planned to organize village exploration as a complex research project, 
involving the experts of different branches of science and scholarship, ranging 
from agro-geologists to folk-musicologists. He wanted to engage some 200 to 300 
young experts to make explorations and investigations in 8 to 12 properly selected 
regions of the country. To direct and coordinate their work, Teleki, in collabora
tion with ethnographer István Györffy and Zoltán Magyary, professor of adminis
trative sciences, set up the Magyar Táj-[és Népkutató;!ntézet(H\ingarian Institute 
for Regional and Ethnographical Studies) in 1938. He was to be the Institute’s di
rector. However, owing to his appointment as minister of education, he could only 
superficially control the work of the Institute; so it happened that the work of the 
enthusiastic young staff went far beyond Teleki’s conservative conception. Be
tween November 21 and December 6,1938, they organized an exhibition to show 
the results they had achieved until then, where maps and other graphic represen
tations threw into prominence the stifling role of large estates and the big capital. 
At the exhibition, some of the captions were also agitating in nature. Therefore, 
Count László Somssich, president of OMGE (Országos Magyar Gazdasági 
Egyesület -  Hungarian National Agricultural Association), on the part of the 
large estates, and Károly Lamotte, general manager of the Pesti Magyar Keres
kedelmi Bank (Hungarian Commercial Bank of Pest), on the part of the big capi
tal, filed a protest with Teleki against the tendency of the exhibition. Teleki sum
moned his pupils, who had arranged the exhibition, and, flying into a rage, he re
buked them for -  as he put it -  their swerving from the right path of objectivity, in
volving politics in the subject, thus bringing discredit upon him in the eyes of both 
himself and others. He declared that they had put the cause of regional and eth
nographical studies on the slippery slope of “swindle and humbug”, therefore he 
did not want to see them any more. The exhibition was closed, and the institute it
self came to a crisis.

Although Teleki acted as minister of education in Imrédy’s government, a good 
part of his activities was directed to fight out the first success of the revisionist pol
icy. “The Czechoslovak crisis” in May, 1938, already indicated that Hitler’s Ger
many would sooner or later break up the status quo, and would afford possibility 
for a Hungarian revision in Czechoslovakia. At the same time, the conduct of 
Great Britain and France confirmed Teleki in his opinion that the Hungarian revi
sion cannot rely solely on the Germans, but these great powers should also be won 
over to this cause. Hitler offered the whole “Upper Northern Hungary and Sub- 
Carpathia” to the Hungarian government on condition that Hungary would be 
willing to participate in military operations against Czechoslovakia. Teleki most 
decidedly refused the offer, and got in touch with Lord Runciman, who was then
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studying the Sudeten German question in Czechoslovakia on behalf of the British 
government, to draw his attention to the situation of the Hungarian minority, 
which could only be solved by a re-annexation. Teleki wanted to regain the ter
ritories with Slovak and Carpatho-Ukrainian majority by a plebiscite to be held 
under the control of great powers, on the basis of the right of peoples to self-deter
mination. He promised them autonomy in case they voted for their return to Hun
gary. He made efforts to prepare their decisions to this effect by bribing their 
politicians and by various means of “secret diplomacy”.

In autumn, 1938, Hitler was not yet able to carry out his planned military action 
against Czechoslovakia; thus he had no choice but to enter into negotiations. On 
September 29, the Munich Agreement gave Germany parts of Czechoslovakia 
with Sudeten German population on the ethnic principle; on the same principle, 
Hungary was enabled to enter into direct negotiations with Czechoslovakia con
cerning the Hungarian-inhabited territories. Should it so happen that the negotia
tions proved unsuccessful, the four participating powers, Great Britain, France, 
Germany and Italy would have the task to make the final decision. On the direct 
negotiations carried on in Komárom on October 9-13, the Hungarian delegation 
was led by Teleki and foreign minister Kálmán Kánya. Their inflexible, rigid at
titude, however, excluded the possibility of an agreement, and the Hungarian 
government reported to the Munich powers on the failure of negotiations. Britain 
and France refused to deal with the matter any longer, thus, finally, on November 
2, the Vienna Award of Italy and Germany established the first success of the 
Hungarian revision.

On November 6, on the ceremonial taking possession of Komárom, Teleki 
showed up in boy scout uniform, greeting the boy scout team of the Benedictine 
gymnasium of Komárom, who staged demonstrations for the Hungarian delega
tion while the negotiations were in progress. The Regent awarded Teleki the 
Grand Cross of the Hungarian Order of Merit for his successes, especially for his 
having made good use of the results of his revisionist efforts of many years at the 
negotiations preceding the Vienna Award. These efforts were based on the prin
ciples he had laid down during his preparatory works for the peace treaty as early 
as 1919, further, on data and factual material collected and plans elaborated by 
the Sociographical Institute and the Institute for Political Sciences. With this, “the 
ice broke up” : the annexation of territories of Hungarian majority met with suc
cess; however, Slovaks and Carpathian-Ukrainians had already obtained their 
own autonomy within Czechoslovakia in early October, thus the Hungarian plan 
of winning them over by promising autonomy through plebiscite came to a failure. 
Teleki, however, did not put up with this development, and did his best to extend 
the Hungarian rule, first of all, towards Carpatho-Ukraine, i. e. to the historical 
border formed by the Carpathians. In this way, it was thought, Hungary and Po
land becoming immediate neighbours would be able to form a Rome-Budapest- 
Warsaw Axis as a solid counterpoise to the Germans. The Rome-Berlin Axis 
Powers, however, did not tolerate their award to be ignored, besides, the Ger
mans opposed even the idea of a common Hungarian-Polish border. They made 
the Hungarian government strongly feel their grudge for its unwillingness to 
cooperate closely with them while underestimating the territorial gains.

Teleki, who from August, 1938, had been again a member of Parliament as rep
resentative of the Tokaj constituency, played an important role in the background
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of home affairs in autumn, 1938. He held the view that the government should 
carry out reforms -  of a conservative nature, though -  in order to take the wind 
out of the sails of the ever more intensive extreme rightist movements. He op
posed those who were unwilling to admit the necessity of reforms; he supported 
Imrédy’s “reform policy”. In the land reform Teleki was more moderate, while in 
the “Jewish question” he was more radical than Imrédy. From Nagyatádi-Szabó’s 
land reform, implemented during his first prime-ministership, he drew the con
clusion that no land should be allotted to those who had no adequate financial 
means to manage it, and again brought forth “scientific arguments” to justify -  
from the viewpoint of production -  the necessity of maintaining large estates and 
creating medium-sized estates, the extent of which would vary according to geog
raphical regions. His standpoint in the “Jewish question” was a further develop
ment and extension of the principles of Haller’s “numerus clausus” act passed 
also during his first prime-ministership. As against Teleki’s conception, who 
wanted to further curtail the role of Jews in the economic and public life, Imrédy 
considered Jewry, a nationality which should be given minority rights. Imrédy’s 
conception was meant to make “the separation of Jews from the Hungarian na
tion’s body” more acceptable for the Western powers. Teleki held it intolerable 
that, on a nationality basis, Jews might have a political party and representation in 
the Parliament in Hungary when this -  in his view -  should consistently be denied 
to the nationalities in general. In the council of ministers, Teleki managed to have 
Imrédy’s conception rejected and to enforce his own. He tried to keep back Imré
dy from fulfilling the German demands concerning the German minorities to an 
undue extent, and made efforts to narrow down the activities of the Volksbund, 
organized in November, 1938, to those of a cultural association.

He was also at variance with Imrédy who was rather inclined to depart from the 
traditional methods of governing. Yet Teleki took a strong stand for Imrédy 
when, having been outvoted in an unparalleled manner in the history of that era, a 
massive, coup-like withdrawal from the government party created an exceedingly 
critical situation. It was he who organized a student demonstration for Imrédy, 
and who recommended Imrédy to the Regent to be appointed Prime Minister 
once more. Teleki indignantly condemned this “leftist coup” which -  under an in
creasing German pressure and amidst more and more intensive Hungarist (fas
cist) movements -  shattered the government and deprived the governing party of 
its absolute majority in Parliament. He was afraid that Imrédy’s opposition which, 
massing around Bethlen, aimed at coming to power in the spirit of “the national 
concentration”, would provoke a German intervention resulting in the replace
ment of the existing political system by a national socialist regime. On this ac
count, -  although in principle he disagreed with Imrédy’s standpoint that, to push 
through certain reforms, the government should rely on a movement organized by 
itself - ,  he admitted the justification of the so-called Magyar Élet Mozgalom 
(Hungarian Life Movement), labelled by Imrédy’s name. His efforts, however, 
were mainly aimed at organizing new elections to enable the governing party to 
regain its lost majority. And then Imrédy’s above-mentioned movement, which 
was rightly objectionable from the constitutional point of view would become 
superfluous and negligible.

The prolongation of Imrédy’s prime-ministership was not a token of confidence 
but the result of necessity. His nervous inconsistency, ill-balanced conceptions,
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and mainly his dangerous manoeuvring by which he tried to find support against 
his opponents with the Germans whom he succeeded to win over by certain ges
tures and concessions, necessitated his dismissal at the first given chance. For this 
the easing of the German pressure was needed, which, however, did not take 
place before February, 1939. Teleki expressed his repugnance to the pretext un
der which Imrédy was compelled to resign, namely that “he had Jewish blood in 
his veins”. Though Teleki expressed his aversion, it is beyond doubt that for the 
Germans, urging on the “solution of the Jewish question”, it was an irrefutable ar
gument that the Hungarian Prime Minister, who put the Jewish act in issue in Par
liament, could not be a Jew.

After Imrédy, the choice fell on Teleki, mainly because he was acceptable for 
foreign as well as domestic policy, and had a clear conception of what was to be 
done. Undoubtedly, he was the best qualified statesman of the regime, having 
great authority both home and abroad, and a certain popularity unsought for. His 
many-sided expertise, statesmanship, and especially his cool-headed deliberate
ness seemed to be badly needed. Teleki was fully aware of the difficult situation 
under which he took over government. He was not striving for power for power’s 
sake, but he thought his qualifications and wide intellectual horizon made him 
capable of facing the highly intricate problems, of determining a sound line for 
both foreign and domestic policy, consolidating the results achieved so far and 
preparing for further steps in revision, keeping off foreign influences, and of de
veloping and establishing a modern Hungarian ideology -  based on traditions -  in 
the service of national unity.

The new Prime Minister’s “political portray” was presented by Géza Szülló in 
the newspaper Pester Lloyd. He held it as Teleki’s best quality that “he was skilled 
in balancing” ; he underlined that “Teleki did not believe in the totalitarian con
ception of the state”. According to a brochure published to popularize his person
ality, when he took up his post, he was “unfaltering in defending what was essen
tial, and flexible in selecting the means to serve sublime aims”. At the same time, 
it was emphasized that “he had been a racist for thirty years in a,hie et nunc sense 
and a nationalist of the noblest kind”.

To dispel suspicion on the part of the Germans, Teleki emphasized that neither 
the composition nor the political line of the government had changed. It was only 
later, gradually and inconspicuously that Teleki strove to carry out changes in his 
government, giving ministerial posts to personalities who were not ready for a 
one-sided orientation, and who “were above any party politics”.

To prove the unchanged political line of the government, Teleki, right at the be
ginning of his term of office made Hungary join the Anti-Commintern Pact, 
which move had already been promised at the time of the crisis of Imrédy’s gov
ernment. As to this step, Teleki did not feel any anxiety, because he thought he 
might make anti-communist, anti-Soviet gestures on the side of the Axis Powers, 
as well: “Europe will accept such things.” He did not attach too much importance 
to the fact that, on announcing Hungary’s adherence to the Pact, the Soviet Union 
had immediately broken off diplomatic relations with Hungary; the more did he 
take offence at the unwillingness of the signatory powers to demonstrate their sol
idarity with Hungary, on the ground this would hamper their economic negotia
tions with the Soviet Union.
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following the signature of the protocol of adhesion, so to speak under its cover, 
Teleki banned the extreme rightist Hungarist movement and party, creating 
therewith a big stir both home and abroad. This was preceded by a statement 
emanating from competent German state and party circles, aimed at allaying fears 
caused by the overstrained German pressure in the East European countries, ac
cording to which Germany did not wish to support movements regarding them
selves as national socialist in other countries against their governments. Teleki -  
even though he doubted the sincerity of such declarations -  seized the opportuni
ty to take such measures safely at the given moment. He did not permit any ex
treme-rightist radicalist movement, except one party: this led to the formation of 
the Magyar Nyilaskeresztes Párt (Hungarian Arrow-Cross Party). He wanted to 
leave them in legality, thus ensuring a possibility for controlling them; he would 
have deemed their forcing into illegality impossible and even dangerous with re
gard to the role of national socialism in Germany.

Teleki’s position in the field of domestic policy was consolidated to a large ex
tent by a new revisionist success achieved in March, 1939, for Hungary regained 
now the whole of Carpatho-Ukraine, realizing the common Hungarian-Polish 
frontier. In the second wave of the German aggression against Czechoslovakia -  
while the Germans occupied the Bohemian and Moravian territories establishing 
there a German protectorate -  Hungary, now hardly pressed by the Germans, but 
with independent military operations and “on the basis of a historical law” annex
ed Carpatho-Ukraine, a territory having become “no man’s land” following the 
disintegration of the Czechoslovak state. In his article Magyar feltámadást élünk 
(We are living the resurrection of Hungary) in the Eastern issue of the newspaper 
Függetlenség, Teleki greeted the big event, outlined the related tasks to be per
formed, the enforcement of “St. Stephen’s concept” to govern non-Hungarian 
peoples with a tolerant policy towards nationalities in the Hungarian “empire” 
now in the process of restoration. At the same time, he virtually acquiesced in 
Slovakia’s becoming an “independent republic”, a German satellite.

Thus German “dynamism” had been successfully utilized in the interest of revi
sion; Europe did not protest, and the Soviet protest “did ijot count”. This is the 
summary of Teleki’s standpoint of foreign policy concerning the annexation of the 
Carpatho-Ukraine. He made a new gesture towards the Axis Powers: on April 
11, Hungary announced its withdrawal from the League of Nations, which, too, 
had been promised during the crisis of Imrédy’s government. In a full knowledge 
of the changes in Teleki’s standpoint relative to the League of Nations, this step 
cannot be considered as having been against his “better judgement” . According 
to the related provisions of the Covenant of the League of Nations, the withdraw
al would come into force one year after its official notification. Contrary to un
founded expectations, he pushed through the Jewish act in both houses of Parlia
ment in a most resolute manner, and with these “good scores”, he and Csáky went 
to see Hitler. In the course of negotiations, he averted German demands concern
ing the economic exploitation and political organization of Carpatho-Ukraine, 
remarked on phenomena showing that -  contrary to promises -  extreme rightist 
movements in Hungary were receiving support from the Germans. At the same 
time, he promised that during the elections he would deal severely with the left- 
wing, and would smuggle a few representatives of the Volksbund in Parliament on 
governing party ticket.
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During the preparations for elections, Teleki, who under the effect of the coup 
in the previous autumn expected danger primarily from the left, put Bethlen and 
the “dissidents”, from the outset, in such a position that they could not get back to 
Parliament; at the same time he also took energetic steps to impaire the position 
of the Smallholders’ Party and the Social-Democratic Party. In pursuance of the 
electoral law passed during Darányi’s government, now the elections had to be 
carried out by secret ballot. Teleki “constitutionally sticked to it, but did not hide 
his candle under a bushel: “Only the open ballot suits the straightforward charac
ter of the Hungarian people.” He did not realize the actual dimension of the right
ist danger before the electoral campaign,when it turned out that the Germans sup
plied the arrow-cross men, i.e. the Hungarian Nazis, with a considerable amount 
of money and propaganda material. In his pre-election-speech in Debrecen, he 
protested against the “rolling Marks”, stating that it was not a Hungarian worth 
this name who reached his hand for foreign money. In his article in Nemzeti Újság 
on the day preceding the elections, he already turned primarily against the right- 
wing. He explained that “the genuine rightist movement is national in character”, 
and cannot be imported from abroad. The Italian fascism, German national 
socialism are fitted to “the particular mental constitution and traditions” of the 
respective nations. As he wrote, “in the same way, nationalist were the Spaniards 
who had fought the Reds under national and church flags”. He required 
adherence to the Christian and national emblems of the Hungarian counter
revolutionary system, and “to the country’s thousand-year-old constitution”.

The Whitsun elections of May 28-29, returned the governing party with an 
overwhelming majority, so that it became, once more, an invincible power that 
could not be voted down. The Hungarian Life Movement was no longer needed, it 
had withered away. The governing party had already assumed the name Magyar 
Élet Pártja (Party of Hungarian Life). The Smallholders’ Party and the Social- 
Democratic Party came off weaker from the elections, while the extreme rightist 
parties, having run in a unity of action, advanced to an unexpectedly large extent. 
On June 1, Teleki evaluated the results of the elections under the title Magyar út 
(The Hungarian road) in the government party newspapers. He declared that the 
elections resulted in a “desirable shift to the right” in the whole domestic policy; 
but within this, it was necessary to remain “on the Hungarian road” in sharp con
trast to the anti-national ones. To be sure, the arrow-cross men got into Parlia
ment in an unexpectedly large number, but “against the low-spirited, I believe 
and profess that it is better to discuss openly and clarify the ideas than to behave in 
an underhand way” -  wrote he. Then he explained that the epoch was in a process 
of fermentation, development could not go on without shocks, larger or smaller; 
nevertheless he believed that it would lead to a better Hungarian life. Publicly he 
never admitted that “in his electoral policy, he made a serious mistake”, for which 
he was blamed by the left-wing. Indeed, he emphasized that had he to begin anew, 
he would do it again in the same way. However, there are some who maintain that 
inwardly he pondered a great deal over this problem, and was aware of his respon
sibility.

In summer, 1939, the Polish crisis grew dangerously acute. Germany was about 
to launch an attack against a new victim, in which he wanted to make Hungary in
terested. Teleki -  who at the time of the liquidation of Czechoslovakia had been
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very cautious in taking measures, preserving the appearance of Hungary’s inde
pendence of the Germans to enforce revisionist demands -  was now most deter
mined to reject any kind of cooperation with the Germans. He flatly refused to ac
cept the offered opportunity for gaining territories in the northern piedmont of 
the Carpathians: “Hungary does not make claim to territories beyond the Car
pathians.” Besides, the Poles were Hungary’s ally in the action against Czecho
slovakia,! and the idea of Polish-Hungarian friendship had been vividly alive in 
both nations. Hungary might not stab Poland in the back: this would be incompat
ible with Hungary’s “national honour” . In this letters to Hitler and Mussolini, he 
made it clear that any military action against Poland on Hungary’s part was out of 
question; in case of a general conflict, the Hungarian government would identify 
itself with the policy of the Axis Powers; but this could by no means “curtail Hun
gary’s sovereignty” (for example, by “compromising itself with the aggressor” by 
letting German troops pass through Hungary); and could not raise “difficulties in 
realizing Hungarian national goals” (i. e. adherence to the Axis policy could not 
prevent the Hungarian government from trying to take advantage of the conflict 
to re-annex Transylvania). Personally, Teleki held it untimely to put the Transyl
vanian revision on the agenda: in the administration of territories that had been 
re-annexed to Hungary until then, there arose serious problems which induced 
him to advise the council of ministers on August 17 as follows: “As long as pro
found changes fail to take place in this field, the country must not strive after re
annexing new territories.” What he thought essential was to consolidate condi
tions in the re-annexed territories, and to keep a tight hand on the extremely 
chauvinistic attitudes towards the nationalities. Without this, he deemed any open 
effort to regain new territories hazardous. Yet he gave in to those who were long
ing for new revisionist successes.

Teleki’s letters were received by the German government with such an indigna
tion that they had to be withdrawn. With reference to the pro-Polish atmosphere 
in Hungary and to the attitude of the Hungarian government, war material sup
plies were suspended. After the German attack on Poland on September 1, Teleki 
took emergency measures in an effort to paralyse organizing works on both the 
left and the right. At the news of the declaration of war on the part of Britain and 
France, he wanted to declare neutrality, but the Germans kept him back, drop
ping the hint that with such an act he would have his hands tied in the Romanian 
question, too. In reality, the Germans were afraid that a Transylvanian conflict 
between Romania and Hungary would open a new front-line sector in a world 
war, therefore they prevented Hungary from making any actions for the re
annexation of Transylvania. The German demands for the use of Hungarian rail
ways for military transports were rejected by Teleki. On the other hand, he admit
ted masses of Polish refugees to the country, and enabled a part of them to go to 
France to join the Polish Legion then in the process of organization. Fearing a 
German occupation, Teleki called Hitler a gangster, and made up his mind that -  
should the Germans invade Hungary -  he would instantly go abroad, provided he 
would still get a plane.

Teleki, who had based his policy on an anti-Soviet European unity, got into an 
awkward situation. In August, Germany and the Sovjet Union concluded a non
aggression pact, and Britain and France became enemies of Germany in Sep
tember. In the second half of September, the Soviet Union liberated the Ukrai-
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nian-inhabited territories of Poland, and the common Polish-Hungarian border, 
which became a reality only not long before, was replaced in a sector of 150 
kilometres by a Hungarian-Soviet border. However, the very correct good neigh
bour policy of the Soviet Union and the re-establishment of diplomatic relations, 
which had been broken off in February, were not able to ease Teleki’s anxiety 
about the “red danger”. He directed all his efforts to convince the Germans: it is 
not Britain and France that are the real enemies to be defeated -  instead, seeking 
to reach an agreement with them at the earliest possible date, a united front 
should be formed against the Soviet Union. To both Germans and their enemies, 
Teleki tended to justify the Hungarian revisionist efforts to regain Transylvania 
by pointing out that it was necessary to bring the whole range of the Carpathians 
under Hungarian rule in the interest of keeping off the bolshevik danger.

The Germans’ dissatisfaction with Teleki provided an opportunity, first in au
tumn, 1939, for his opponents to make an attempt to turn him out of office. The 
governing party’s right-wing began to be organized around Imrédy, and consid
ered him as Teleki’s potential successor. The Hungarian military leaders were 
prompted by the embargo imposed on war material by the Germans to attack 
Teleki sharply, and since the speeding up of war preparations against Romania re
quired further orders of war supplies, they showed uncommon willingness to meet 
the German economic demands, which Teleki had received with a high degree of 
aversion. In order to get the upper hand, Teleki finally gave up resisting, and con
sented to signing the required economic agreement in exchange for the lifting of 
the embargo on war material.

In the Christmas number (1939) of the newspaper Magyarország, Teleki re
commended a “political introspection”, extending it to himself as well: “Whether 
it is ourselves that know better or best the tasks to be done in the interest of the 
common good?” He felt he could not act otherwise, and nobody else could do bet
ter. He felt to be a more severe critic of himself than the outsiders: “The rootlets 
of the inner sense of responsibility, unless they have decayed in someone, are 
much more ramified and much deeper than the superficial and sometimes selfish 
logic of others.” He was a responsible leader, though he failed to find ways to the 
popular masses to rely on; he disapproved that people “unqualified for leader
ship” might express their opinion and deal with politics: in his opinion, it is like 
when “the gear, the lever, the driving-rod are all concerned with the possibility of 
reconstructing the machine, with the transformation of its operation, instead of 
turning, levering or driving in their proper place”.

Teleki, “the father of revision”, got more and more involved in a situation when 
he had, repeatedly, to take a stand against forcing further revision, because he 
recognized that it would lead to a one-sided commitment to the Germans. “It is 
not adventure but sobriety, not conquest but maintenance” that must form our 
political line, which “must be free from hunting for immediate successes and with
ering laurels, since it would sacrifice the future generation for the present one, and 
endanger thereby, the whole nation”. His revisionist programme “was not the 
one of the unruly and impatient but one of those reckoning with a century” . The 
revisionist results have to be accepted by the entire Europe, but this is possible 
only if Hungary will be able to retain its sovereignty. “Our policy must be a Euro
pean policy, as well” -  he wrote on December 31,1939, in Függetlenség. “In the
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European war, any new initiative implies a responsibility for the whole, and is -  
and will be -  considered as such in the end.”

The Transylvanian revision was made “timely” by the fact that -  after liberat
ing the Ukrainian territories in Poland -  the Soviet Union might well have been 
expected to raise the question of Bessarabia, then belonging to Romania, and this 
moment was held to be opportune by the partisans of the Hungarian revision to 
enforce the Hungarian claims to Transylvanian territories. Although personally 
he was convinced that incorporating and consolidating the territories regained 
until then were preferable to any attempt at a further territorial increase of the 
country, Teleki adopted the view that, in case of a concession made by the Roma
nians to the Soviet Union, Hungary could not suffer any discrimination either. A 
cooperation with the Soviet Union, however, must not be taken into account, be
cause “Europe would never forgive it”, and it would be dangerous for Hungary, 
too. What Teleki had in mind was a diplomatic or perhaps military action, simul
taneous with, but independent of the Bessarabian question, though he considered 
such a military action risky. To carry out an independent action in this line, he 
wanted to obtain the consent of the Axis Powers, as well as the understanding of 
the western powers.

Watching, with excited suspicion, the expectable Soviet step against Romania, 
the German government made preparations in spring, 1940, to occupy the Roma
nian oil fields, the possession of which was thought necessary for the continuation 
of the world war. This, again, raised the question of passing through Hungary, to 
which Teleki had from the outset denied his consent, since it would have demon
strated the loss of Hungary’s sovereignty in the eyes of Europe. Reckoning with 
the possibility of the country’s occupation by the Germans or with a new govern
ment willing to meet the German demands, Teleki raised funds for an emigrant 
Hungarian government working abroad: on March 17, 1940, he commissioned 
János Pelényi, Hungary’s minister in Washington, to take over 5 million dollars 
and to deposit them safely.

Teleki -  who, encouraged by the Italians, had refused to permit the transport of 
German military supplies through Hungary in September, 1939, and who found a 
basis in Italy’s neutrality, at the time of the outbreak of the world war, on which to 
prevent Hungary from getting involved in the war -  under the pretext of a private 
trip, arrived at Rome on March 23,1940, without escort, to ask for Italy’s help in 
the present situation, too. According to foreign minister Ciano’s diary notes, 
Teleki “did not conceal his sympathy for the western powers and that he feared a 
German victory like the plague”. Mussolini, however, dashed Teleki’s hopes. As 
Ciano put it down in his diary, at the conference of March 26, “the Duce explain
ed that he would not remain neutral for good, but at a certain moment, he would 
take sides with Germany. Teleki received this statement with moderate en
thusiasm”. In his notes for the following day, March 27, Ciano thus wrote: “At 
luncheon, Teleki unexpectedly asked me: ‘Can you play bridge?’ ‘Why?’ ‘For the 
day when we shall be together in the concentration camp in Dachau.’ Such is the 
real state of mind of this man.” Ciano’s diary, on March 28, continues like this: “A 
new talk with Teleki. No change. He opens me his anti-German heart. He hopes 
for Germany’s defeat, not for a complete defeat, though, it would involve too 
strong shocks, but for a defeat to the extent that Germany’s teeth and claws would 
be nicked for a long time”.
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Teleki’s absence in Rome was used by the governing party’s right-wing, massed 
round Imrédy and supported by the arrow-cross movement, to attack him sharp
ly, reproaching him with his not pursuing an unambiguously pro-German policy. 
On the session of the Council of Ministers on April 11, Csáky demanded that the 
question of the revisionist claim to Transylvania be raised to the Germans in a res
olute manner, while Teleki was of the opinion that “for the time being it was still 
too early to stake the whole country on Transylvania”. The German pressure was 
increasing: in addition to such grievances as the subsequent expulsions of German 
citizens, the rejection of the Volksbund’s claim to the organization of German 
minorities with exclusive right, or the activities of the legitimists planning to re
store the Hapsburg-Monarchy, the Germans took offence primarily at the gov
ernment’s policy of cultivating relations with France and Great Britain, as was re
flected by the press, too. The attitude and tone of the Hungarian press in connec
tion with the German occupation of Denmark and Norway were qualified by the 
Germans as explicitly hostile. To parry the second attack aimed at his overthrow, 
Teleki promised Hungary’s full solidarity with Germany in its economic warfare 
with Britain.

On April 8, Teleki sent his confidential follower, Lipót Baranyai, president of 
the National Bank of Hungary, to Rome to give the Italians the following infor
mation: “The German chiefs of staff try to win over the Hungarian chiefs of staff. 
Under the pretext that Russia will soon march in Bessarabia, Germany plans to 
occupy the Romanian oil fields, and asks for free passage through Hungary. The 
price of this permission would be Transylvania.” As Ciano recorded in his diary, 
Baranyai and Villani, the Hungarian ambassador in Rome, “were for the resis
tance, and hoped for Italy’s help”. Mussolini, however, proposed the German of
fer to be accepted. “This answer was neither expected nor hoped for by the Hun
garians. They went as far as to ask if they could count on Italy’s help in the case of 
an armed resistance. Mussolini smiled: ‘How can you imagine th is-h e  answered 
-  when I am Hitler’s ally, and want to remain so?”’

On April 17, Teleki wrote a letter to Hitler asking for a German-Italian-Hun- 
garian negotiation concerning the Balkan problems, “in order that all the three 
states should be prepared for every emergency, lest they should be taken by sur
prise or confronted with accomplished facts”. He emphasized: “The negotiations 
ought to cover the subject of those emergencies, too, which cannot be settled 
through routine diplomatic channels, furthermore, the related important politi
cal, economic and traffic questions.” Hitler replied only on May 14, pointing out 
that Germany did not intend to start military actions in the Balkans, and did not 
consider it timely to discuss the Balkan problems in the proposed form. This letter 
eased the anxiety caused by a possible German demand for military cooperation 
against Romania, at the same time, however, it also excluded the feasibility of an 
independent Hungarian military action aimed at the re-annexation of Transyl
vania. Teleki’s reply of May 20 assured Hitler that Hungary would suspend its in
dependent military action to enforce its territorial claim to Transylvania during 
the war.

The great western campaign of the Germans was going on in full swing from 
May 10, 1940. Their subsequent victories appalled Teleki, and encouraged his 
opponents to carry out their third attack. Under the circumstances, on May 21, 
Teleki suspended, and on May 25, withdrew the measures he had taken to provide
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for the financial basis of an emigrant government. In early June, demanding a 
more resolute and energetic foreign and domestic policy conforming to the “spirit 
of the age”, Imrédy requested Teleki to resign, who, however, making further im
portant economic concessions on the transportation of mineral oil to support Ger
man military operations, succeeded in strengthening his position. The arrow- 
cross movement offered itself for the Germans by presenting a bill concerning the 
settling of the nationality questions in Hungary on principle of the minority rights. 
Until then, the arrow-cross mens’ demands to grant autonomy for the German 
minority had been refused by Teleki. Now he was willing to give special rights to 
the German minority at the expense of the other nationalities. In return, the Ger
man government tolerated Teleki’s campaign against the arrow-cross men, which 
very seriously affected them.

The fact that Italy gave up its neutrality and entered into war on Germany’s side 
on June 10,1940, was an awful blow to Teleki’s policy. That very Europe, which 
he wanted to see united against the Soviet Union, split up into two hostile camps 
in 1939, and in 1940, got under German influence, except Great Britain. There 
was hardly any chance to evade the German danger, at the same time, the German 
successes emboldened the extreme rightist forces in the country. After the fall of 
Paris, the Hungarian extreme right exulted. In the June 16 issues of newspapers, 
Teleki called upon the Hungarian society, objecting to the propagation of cele
brations, feasts, receptions: “We had better celebrate later, when it behoves all, 
and when everyone may.” Not being able to speak more openly, he tried to pres
ent his call as if he had wanted to protest against feast and carousals with respect to 
the poor. He could not evade making mention in Parliament of the German mili
tary successes, but he did it in a way that, in connection with the surrender of Paris, 
he spoke about the failure of the Paris peace treaties.

In a note of June 26, 1940, the Soviet government requested the Romanian 
government to cede Bessarabia and North-Bukovina to the Soviet Union, which 
cession took place a few days later in pursuance of the agreement of June 28. 
Teleki immediately made it clear that he would not tolerate any discrimination 
against Hungary: Romania must meet the Hungarian demands on Transylvanian 
territories. He also notified that he was willing to make some kind of compromise: 
instead of the whole Transylvania, he would be willing to rest content with North 
Transylvania and the Székely land, and put a question of the German govern
ment, inquiring after Germany’s response in case Hungary “would be compelled 
to intervene by force” in Transylvania. On July 10, in Munich, Hitler, in the pres
ence and with the collaboration of Ciano, prevented the Hungarian government 
from starting any independent military action which might have led to a major 
conflict jeopardizing even the Romanian oil fields working for the. Germans at 
that time, -  instead he proposed direct bilateral negotiations between Hungary 
and Romania. These negotiations, held in Turnu-Severin on 16-24 August, were 
unsuccessful. Teleki announced: “For 21 years, the Hungarian nation cried: ‘No, 
no, never!’ Today we may not tell the nation to cry: Yes, yes, forever! Thus, the 
die is cast.” The Hungarian government notified the Germans that it was consid
ering an immediate armed intervention. With this, the Hungarian government 
succeeded in squeezing out of the Axis Powers -  who tried to maintain a standstill 
in the Balkans at any price — the second Vienna Award of August 30, 1940. The
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second decision was, by and large, in conformity with the territorial claims pro
posed by the Hungarians as a “compromise”.

In the country celebrating the new success of revision, “the father of the revi
sion” was on the brink of despair. The spirit of revision, which he had been 
nourishing for two decades, passed through the whole country, imbued masses, 
got the better of any other consideration, and dominated the whole political line. 
Nobody could desire the revision more than Teleki, but still did not want “revi
sion at any price” . He agreed to a revisionist campaign against Romania since he 
thought it a nonsense not to take advantage of an opportunity for revision, but 
what he wanted was an independent action instead of an award, on the ground of 
which the territories were recovered through Hitler’s help. He also deemed it im
portant that the act of revision should be asked for by Romania rather than by 
Hungary. The leading military circles, however, did not care much about Teleki’s 
anxieties. According to the information Henrik Werth, chief of staff, had given to 
the Germans, it was Hungary that applied for an award. Teleki participated in the 
conference as an observer only, and as Ciano recorded: “Csáky was sober” , Tele
ki behaved “inimically”, and shook his head when they put the preliminary ques
tion if Hungary was willing to accept unconditionally the award as if he had felt 
that the “gangsters” had the preparation of a surprise in mind. However, having 
received the consent of the council of ministers on the phone, Csáky said yes. Af
ter the award was pronounced, the anxiety about a possible denial of the Székely 
land’s re-annexation was eased. “Radiant with joy, the Hungarians were not able 
to control themselves when looking at the map” — recorded Ciano. The surprise -  
that had been kept from the Hungarians until then -  was the announcement that 
the powers participating in the award would guarantee Romania’s borders as 
drawn in Vienna thus, in principle, the Hungarian claim to the whole of Transyl
vania was frozen. Simultaneously with the signing of the document of the award, 
Csáky had to sign an agreement which made the Volksbund the exclusive legal 
representative of the German minority in Hungary, and expressed the freedom of 
propagating a national socialist Weltanschauung among them, frustrating all the 
efforts Teleki had made so far.

In early September, in two long letters to Horthy, Teleki cast light upon a whole 
series of actions which the military leaders, ignoring the government intentions 
had made; at the same time he proposed to resign and continue as government 
commissioner of the regained Transylvanian territories. Relying on adverse ex
periences gathered in the formerly re-annexed territories, he feared, in advance, 
the brutality of the military administration to be established in Transylvania. The 
military circles took the standpoint of expelling rather than “nursing” the 
nationalities; under the pretext of security reasons, they forced Teleki, in early 
August, to set aside his plan concerning the autonomy of Carpatho-Ukraine, 
which he had taken much trouble to elaborate as an important model of the policy 
towards nationalities of the country becoming again a multi-national state as a re
sult of revisionist successes, and which he had submitted to Parliament as a bill. 
Horthy insisted on Teleki as Prime Minister, and Teleki, in addition, also acted as 
government commissioner in Transylvania. “Remembering the extraordinary 
services he had made to the fatherland”, he was awarded the highest decoration, 
the Grand Cross of the St. Stephen Order.
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The fourth major extreme-rightist attack against Teleki took place in autumn, 
1940. Imrédy’s followers and the arrow-cross men, who detached from the gov
erning party to form an independent extreme rightist party, the Magyar Megú
julás Pártja (Party of the Hungarian Revival), declared Teleld unfit for represent
ing the Hungarian revisionist interests in relation to Romania. For, following the 
second Vienna Award, a change took place in the regime in Romania: an au- 
thoritarianist system was formed in which the Romanian national socialist Iron 
Guard became an important factor. Besides establishing the closest possible rela
tions with Nazi Germany, the new Romanian regime openly declared that it 
would not acquiesce in the loss of Northern Transylvania and the Székelyland. To 
parry the attack reproaching him with the suppression and persecution of national 
socialism in Hungary, Telelő had Szálasi-who had been imprisoned since 1938 -  
released, granting him amnesty, vainly hoping that this would give rise to division 
rather than unification in the arrow-cross movement; he also abrogated provi
sions checking the arrow-cross organizatory work, and tried to replace them by 
secret orders. After several months of silence, he took a stand for the implementa
tion of the agreement on the German nationalities, although the charge that he 
tried to obstruct it, was true; he admitted the necessity of a third Nazi-type Jewish 
act which would already be based on the biological-racial concept; set to elabo
rate a comprehensive reform of the constitution, keeping “the requirement of the 
Zeitgeist” in mind, which amalgamated the representative and corporative sys
tems. He wrote in the Keleti Újság (Eastern newspaper) in Kolozsvár as follows: 
“Hungary will, soberly, with Hungarian self-esteem, but also with Hungarian 
cleverness, adjust itself to the modern-day development of Europe, to its gradual 
building up, to the cautious-clever construction of Europe which, under the 
guidance of the two Axis-Powers, will lead Europe through the present great 
crisis of mankind, mainly of European mankind, without bloody revolutions and 
turmoils”.

His brochure Magyarország az új Európában (Hungary in the new Europe), 
containing two speeches delivered in December, 1940, in Parliament, also clearly 
shows that what Teleki propagated was a “cautious-clever” alignment instead of 
resistance. “Independence in the absolute sense is nowhere in the world, the 
states may retain independence in the relative sense only” -  he said in context of 
foreign policy. As to the internal order of society, within leadership, he wanted to 
ensure a major role to competence and authority, he regarded the German pat
tern of dictatorship as alien to the nation’s character, while he found the Italian 
and mainly the Portuguese model much more instructive. He had Salazar’s book 
on Peaceful revolution translated into Hungarian, and had an introduction sup
plied to it, in which Teleki, figured as the“Hungarian Salazar”, as the “nation’s 
priest”, who kept the traditional values, but also developed them in a “modern” 
way, and led the country through a dangerous period of history without revolutio
nary shocks. Teleki’s notion of bourgeois dictatorship was, however, unreal from 
the outset. Considering the influence of the leading military circles in Hungary, 
nothing but a military dictatorship could have been possible, and Horthy as “com
mander-in-chief” actually wielded a good part of the power of this dictatorship.

The country’s sovereignty was most conspicuously impaired by the fact that 
Teleki -  who in September, 193 9, decidedly rejected the German demands on the 
transportation of troops through Hungary, and even in spring, 1940, he wanted to
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resist similar requests -  in autumn, 1940, already permitted the transportation of 
German troops sent to the Romanian oil fields by rail through Hungary. But he 
sought to find a formulation to facilitate obscuring the importance of this conces
sion, in an endeavour to prevent its possible unfavourable consequences from 
coming into play in the field of foreign policy. Therefore he tried to explain his 
consent by stating that he had not been in the position to deny “the transportation 
of German troops asked by the Romanians themselves to help them in updating 
the training of their army”. That Horthy and Teleki, in token of their protest, 
would go abroad to form an emigrant government -  was already out of the ques
tion; they found it appropriate to stay: it was in their opinion the only way to pro
tect the Hungarian counter-revolutionary regime at that time from the extreme 
rightist, national socialist, and later from the leftist, communist danger, which 
would in all probability arise at the end of the war. It was not in his own personal 
interest to retain his power, but in the interest of maintaining the regime at any 
price, that he made increasingly important concessions to the Germans, in order 
to thwart the attacks of the extreme right. He thought that -  owing to Hungary’s 
geographical situation -  the Germans must not be left out of consideration, and 
even if their temporary predomination would cease as a result of the war -  which 
was in Hungary’s interest -  Hungary might still need the German help in the ex
pectable chaos in a post-war Eastern Europe.

Nor was it out of mere necessity that Teleki put off the claim for further territo
rial revision to the end of the war, but also out of the consideration that then there 
would be no German predomination to check independent Hungarian actions. At 
the same time, he might have supposed that Germany would have a certain weight 
even at the end of the war; therefore he deemed it necessary to obtain Germany’s 
consent beforehand to independent Hungarian land acquisition during the last 
phase of the war. It was with this end in view that he was the first to sign Hungary’s 
joining the Three Power Pact on November 20, which precisely with its reference 
to a possible participation in the post-war “re-arrangement” of Europe aroused 
the interest of the Hungarian government. During the negotiations on Hungary’s 
joining the pact, Teleki strongly emphasized that Hungary had claims to Yugosla
vian territories, too. Since, however, he regarded the re-annexation of Southern- 
Transylvania as a more urgent task, he wanted to ensure a friendly, neutral at
titude on the part of Yugoslavia. The chief motivation of the Hungarian-Yugoslav 
friendship pact, signed on December 12, was to neutralize Yugoslavia for the time 
of the armed action of Hungary against Romania in Southern Transylvania. With
out referring explicitly to territorial problems; the formulation of the pact expres
sed Teleki’s intention that Hungary and Yugoslavia should settle always through 
negotiations “the problems they were mutually interested in”. Teleki thought 
that -  resigning claims to Croatia -  he would be able to come to an understanding 
with Yugoslavia concerning certain, comparatively minor territories to be re
turned to Hungary in a peaceful manner, and thus would be able to bring about a 
Budapest-Belgrade Axis which would become the nucleus of an intermediate 
group of powers between Germany and the Soviet Union. With her 
thousand-year-old traditions and with the experiences of her counter-revolution
ary system, “St. Stephen’s Hungary”, having regained its “Lebensraum”, would 
play a leading role in this group.
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Strivings for concluding a Hungarian-Yugoslav friendship pact were approved 
by the Germans since they tended to attain Yugoslavia’s adherence to the Three 
Power Pact through the mediation of Hungary. However, the coup in Belgrade on 
March 27, 1941, thoroughly upset Teleki’s calculations. Events put Yugoslavia 
into prominence, although he wanted to achieve revision in Romania first, since 
he thought: as long as Southern Transylvania was not recaptured, the northern 
parts could not be secured, either. As he had anticipated, Hungarian chauvinism 
was raging in Northern Transylvania, there were atrocities in quick succession 
which had a very adverse effect from the viewpoint of further revisions. Teleki, 
therefore, did not want to proceed before a consolidation was achieved. To 
Yugoslavia, with which he had far-reaching plans, he solemnly promised friend
ship and peace in order that he might employ force, independently, however, 
against Romania. Yet now, the Germans demanded that Hungary should enforce 
its claim to Yugoslavian territories and that in cooperation with the German 
troops.
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On March 27,1941, the news of the anti-German turn-about in Belgrade came 
upon the Hungarian Ministry of Foreign Affairs like a thunderbolt. How will Hit
ler react to it? He cannot relax his hold on Yugoslavia because this would create 
an insecure situation in the whole Balkan peninsula. Undoubtedly, the most 
energetic diplomatic or perhaps military steps can be expected. And with this, 
Hungary will get into an unenviable predicament. How much do these unexpect
ed events affect Hungary’s recent treaty of friendship? What attitude should Hun
gary show towards Yugoslavia or towards the Germans who may lay certain 
claims?

All this ought to have been instantly discussed with the Prime Minister. Teleki, 
however, was out of town; on that day he delivered a speech at Szatmárnémeti. 
His speech covered a number of subjects, mainly based on the following argu
ments: Let us make bold to be Hungarians; the Hungarians should not be waiting 
for the plums to fall into their mouths, but they should primarily trust in them
selves; and the country may only achieve lasting results if not relying on foreign 
assistance. He pointed out that in the previous two years the country had consid
erably augmented its territory, “having an incredible and amazing luck”, almost 
“far too easily” . Now the task is “to fill with soul” “the framework” thus gained, 
otherwise “what one receives instead of obtaining it oneself is short-lived”.

While Teleki was speaking in the country, the atmosphere in the ministry of 
foreign affairs grew over-excited, since Döme Sztójay, Hungarian ambassador in 
Berlin, notified that he had been summoned by Hitler at 1 o’clock for a talk of 15 
minutes, and having finished it now, he would instantly go home by a special 
plane, placed at his disposal by Ribbentrop, personally to deliver the Fiihrer’s 
message to Horthy. It was beyond doubt that under the circumstances Teleki 
should be immediately informed and asked to interrupt his trip in Szatmár county, 
and to return to the capital without delay.

The Prime Minister’s motor train, “Lél”, started at about 4 o’clock p.m., and 
arrived in the evening hours. Sztójay had arrived after 5 p.m., and had already a 
talk with Foreign Minister Bárdossy, and had waited until Teleki arrived in order 
to go together to the Regent. There, with an excited enthusiasm, Sztójay reported 
on his unexpected reception by Hitler. The “leader and Chancellor” told him that 
he was preparing for an armed action against Yugoslavia, and “under the given 
circumstances, it would be appropriate, if Hungary, too, Were to take certain 
military measures” . And added: “ If it comes to a clash, Germany will not place 
obstacles in the way of the Hungarian revisionist claims.” Then he made it clear 
that “the situation has offered an unparalleled opportunity for achieving a revi
sion for which -  otherwise -  Hungary ought perhaps to wait for years. But in the



THE FATAL DILEMMA 57

actual situation the revision could be carried out by the armed assistance of Ger
many”. It is no great matter at all: “militarily, Yugoslavia does not pose any prob
lem”.

Sztójay, who had already announced to Hitler that “he was convinced that if it 
came to a clash, Hungary would participate in it”, urged Horthy, who became 
quite enthusiastic over Hitler’s message, to accept the offer instantly. However, 
Teleki -  who had announced not long before, in the morning, at Szatmárnémeti 
that “nothing but our own soul would be able to bring about a further augmenta
tion of the country”, and that “the country’s augmentation did not consist of ter
ritories alone”, after all, but “mainly and primarily” of an augmentation of the 
spiritual resources, i.e. of the indispensable understanding of the fact that the ter
ritories re-annexed until then, inhabited for a substantial part by non-Magyar 
populations, could not be retained and dominated by a wild Hungarian chauvinis
tic spirit — the same Teleki was now astonished at the unexpected turn of events, 
which, contrary to what he thought to be the primary task at the given moment, 
i.e. retention, consolidation, lasting and organic assimilation, put again the new 
territorial claims into prominence, not giving time even to take breath. But, it was 
precisely he, who had devoted all his life to the cause of Hungarian revision, that 
more than anybody else was able to recognize this turn as a new and immense op
portunity in the process of the gradual restoration of “St. Stephen’s empire”. If we 
hesitate to take over the territories offered, and only the Germans will march in 
there, can we ever hope them to be returned? On the other hand, if we take them 
over, in case of an adverse outcome of the war for the Germans, would not these 
territories, given to us by the Germans, be contested? In the morning, at Szatmár
németi, he was just explaining that what the nation is given as present cannot be as 
lasting as what it obtains by itself. Besides, from the new territorial acquisitions we 
could draw the conclusion that for the present we have to pay dearly in the future: 
since it makes us committed. Nor would the Germans be willing to give us the rich 
food reserves of Bácska, the mineral oil fields of Muraköz; and as regards the 
Bánát, so densely populated by Germans, they would perhaps keep it for them
selves. Or they would offer it to the Romanians whose mouth waters for it, any
way. Apart from this, would not a deterioration of the German-Hungarian rela
tionship, or even a certain alienation which the rejection of the offer would in
volve, put Romania in a more favourable position, considering that Romania does 
not at all make it a secret that it does not acquiesce in the loss of Northern Transyl
vania, and is ready at any moment to take advantage of the defencelessness of the 
new borders and the alarmingly unconsolidated state of territories now under 
Hungarian rule?

It is impossible not to accept Hitler’s offer, though it involves an immense risk. 
Although the German military plans, and in this context, the details of their de
mands to be made on Hungary are not known as yet, it is highly probable that they 
would require permission for free passage for their troops. In the previous au
tumn, the Hungarian government permitted the transportation of German 
“training troops” by rail to Romania, and the formal request to what end was 
made by the Romanian government. That case was not without any danger, ei
ther, from the viewpoint of the Hungarian relations to Britain, but the British gov
ernment still shut its eyes to the “unfriendly act directed against it” -  as it was 
qualified -  considering that it was nothing but a mere transportation through the

5



58 L. TILKOVSZKY: PÁL TELEKI (1879-1941)

country, and -  “understanding Hungary’s difficult position”. At the same time, 
the British government made it explicitly known to the Hungarian government 
that “inasmuch as the Hungarian government would let Great Britain’s enemies 
have the Country’s territory for use as military base from where to launch attacks 
on Britain’s allies, then Britain, to its regret, would be obliged to break diplomatic 
relations with Hungary”. Teleki wanted to avoid this anyhow, since he was con
vinced that lasting revisionist results could be achieved only if the results were ac
knowledged by countries outside the sphere of -  or even opposing -  the Axis 
Powers. But from the very resolute announcement of the British government in 
the previous autumn, Teleki knew that, in the case of an active military coopera
tion with the Germans, the declaration of war might be an impending danger. At 
the same time, he also knew that the country’s involvement in war at the given 
moment, when its outcome was unclear, would be extremely risky. Until the last 
phase of war, the strength must be spared to secure internal order, to retain the 
new territorial acquisitions, and, at the decisive moment, to re-annex those terri
tories of the one-time Great Hungary which still are under foreign rule.

Despite these grave anxieties and considerations, any refusal of Hitler’s offer 
seemed to be impossible to Teleki, too, even from the aspect of domestic policy. 
The government would have to face the revisionist national public opinion, which 
had been deliberately instigated by the government for two decades, and which, 
growing bold, ever more impatiently cried now the slogan “All lost parts be re
turned!” What would be the destiny of not only the government, but of the whole 
regime, if it turned out that it does not dare to make use of the offer, i.e. to seize 
the opportunity of regaining territories? The rightist forces, as early as autumn, 
1938, had blamed the government for its having achieved only a partial result with 
the first Vienna Award -  owing to its keeping away from a close cooperation with 
the Germans -  although tue whole “Northern Hungary and Carpatho-Ukraine” 
could have been recovered at once. In autumn, 1940, too, on the occasion of the 
second Vienna Award, they attacked the government, stating that at the cost of a 
closer adherence to the German empire and a “modernization” after the Nazi 
pattern, the country might well have deserved the whole Transylvania! If we re
ject the German offer, Teleki thought, thus upsetting their plans of operations, 
will they not help the extreme rightist forces, Imrédysts, and arrow-cross men to 
come to power, who then would unscrupulously and “totally” surrender the coun
try to the Germans?

The four politicians’ discussion over these problems went on late into the night. 
Sztójay fervently insisted and kept urging on the acceptance. Tormented by his 
dreadful dilemma, Teleki was pondering over his anguishes aloud. Horthy again 
and again visualized a new territorial acquisition, and nervously responded to the 
anxieties; he was in an irritated mood because of the difficulties, obstacles and in
tricacies. Bárdossy’s thin face turned to and fro, he, too, like Teleki, tried to find a 
compromise. But in spite of Sztójay’s insistence, they could not come to an agree
ment as to the reply to be given to Hitler.

In the following morning, they continued the discussion, now with the partici
pation of military leaders. Headed by Henrik Werth, chief of staff, the military 
leaders took a strong stand for the acceptance of Hitler’s offer. The idea of a close 
military cooperation with the Germans had long been cherished by them, and now 
they found that time was ripe for its implementation. The recent territorial acqui
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sitions were -  as Teleki himself put it in his speech the day before -  too easy. The 
army -  maintained the military leaders -  is impatient to recapture, by arms, the 
lands Hungary had been robbed of which can be stuck to the homeland by blood 
only. The British should not be feared since they are just bluffing. The outcome of 
the war has already been decided for the invincible German army. The frontiers of 
the “New Europe” will be drawn by Hitler; it is he whom the resurrection of 
Great Hungary depends on. We should not look high and low, we should pursue 
an unambiguously pro-German policy. We had been allies in World War I, we 
were struggling against what the humiliating peace treaties imposed on us, and 
without their help, the dawn of our better future would not have come. It is com
manded by our common fate to manifest our loyalty, to give evidence of our un- 
shakeable friendship, especially now, when these “dirty Serbs”, instigated by 
British and bolshevik agents, committed an infamous treason: they turned against 
the Three Power Pact which they had signed solemnly only one day ago in Vienna. 
We cannot maintain friendship with such a “gang”, thus our pact -  which was vio
lated by them with their coup in Belgrade -  no longer imposes obligations on us. 
Our Hungarian brothers on the annexed territories have suffered enough under 
the Yugoslav yoke: now they cry for our help.

Resting his clenched hands on the arm of his seat, Horthy was ever more reso
lutely looking around the participants. His opinion was written on his face: That’s 
the Hungarian word! They are speaking after my own heart. This must be done!

Teleki was not surprised that Horthy much more willingly heeded his chief of 
staff than his Prime Minister: it was a frequent occurrence. After several bitter ex
periences, Teleki had the impression that the country had, in fact, a double gov
ernment: a civil leadership represented by his government, and a military one 
which -  in a whole range of crucial problems -  differed in opinion from the gov
ernment’s intentions. On account of this, in the council of ministers, he even 
broke out into bitter words: “The army cannot be a state within the state!” But 
whenever he protested, Horthy invariably supported the army. In the previous 
autumn, it was mainly for this reason that Teleki wanted to resign, but Horthy did 
not accept it, saying that he trusted nobody else but Teleki, and could not imagine 
the country’s government to be in better hands than his. In spite of this, everything 
remained as it had been, and the army’s influence steadily increased under the 
aegis of Horthy.

In the days of the long, seemingly close and even friendly relations between 
Teleki and Horthy, the two statesmen fundamentally disagreed on the interpreta
tion of the respective scope of authority of the head of state and the Prime Minis
ter. Teleki more than once found it necessary to emphasize before Horthy -  with 
the greatest respect, though -  that it is the Prime Minister who is responsible for 
the guidance of the country’s foreign and domestic policy, and that the Regent 
should not interfere with these matters; his person should not be involved in the 
contingencies of practical politics; the head of state should symbolize the eternal 
existence of the Hungarian state, independently of political changes. In Horthy’s 
opinion, however, the only task of the government was to implement the Regent, 
a decisions by its own measures.

These decisions of the Regent were particularly dangerous in the field of 
foreign policy. Teleki was well aware of how little sense Horthy had to consider 
the problems of foreign policy coolly and many-sidedly, to what a great extent he
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was conditioned by his service in the Navy of the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy 
and by his experiences during the First World War, how the recent German mili
tary successes effected him, how much he was impressed by Hitler’s method of 
having taken the top military leadership in his hands. He also saw that Horthy was 
more and more inclined to a one-sided affiliation, and that the military circles ever 
more effectively encouraged him in this respect. Horthy, in turn, felt that it was 
not the government but the military leaders that really supported him.

Horthy regarded Hitler’s demand on Hungary’s participation in the military ac
tion against Yugoslavia as an issue, in the discussion of which he would give his 
Prime Minister and foreign minister a hearing, but it was only he, the “Com- 
mander-in-Chief”, who was entitled to make a decision. The unambiguous stand 
the military leaders had taken confirmed him in his'determination: he would send 
Hitler an answer containing his consent in an enthusiastic tone. Teleki and Bár- 
dossy, however, underlined the necessity of a formulation which, later — in full 
knowledge of the German demands -  would provide opportunity to evade cer
tain, possibly dangerous obligations. This, again, gave rise to a dispute, because 
Horthy’s draft-reply started with the sentence: “I feel to be united with Germany 
for life and death.” It was only with difficulties that they succeeded in persuading 
Horthy to soft-pedal his text by inserting that the Hungarian nation will support 
the German empire “in accordance with its power”, by leaving out a few terms 
which would cause difficulties later, and by including a reference to Hungary’s be
ing compelled to take into account the Soviet and Romanian danger, too. The let
ter admitted that Hungary “kept up” claims to Yugoslavian territories, and that 
those claims “awaited enforcement”, and expressed “the Regents satisfaction” 
with Hitler’s proposal concerning the establishment of relations between the two 
general staffs.

Sztójay’s plane had been already on the way to Berlin, when the council of 
ministers gathered in the afternoon. On the session, Foreign Minister Bárdossy 
informed the ministers about ±e Yugoslavian turn on the preceding day which 
“brought to power Hungary’s old enemies, the followers of the policy that had led 
to the World War of 1914”. He also pointed out that the Croatian separatist en
deavours were expected to be more intensive, and “therefore a process of disin
tegration like in the case of Czechoslovakia was to be reckoned with” . He re
ported that in connection with the developments in Yugoslavia, “the German 
government would have to make important decisions in the near future”, then re
ported on Hitler’s message and on the Regent’s reply. The minutes of the council 
of ministers do not make mention of the discussion over the foreign minister’s re
port, but it is known from the diary of Hóman, minister of education, that nobody 
raised objection to it; while several ministers -  among others, Hóman himself -  
argued that Hungary should take an active part in the action, because “we would 
have much less moral foundations for the further retainment of territories re
gained without employing our own force than in the opposite case”. We also know 
it from Homan’s diary that at the end of the ministerial meeting of March 28, 
Teleki announced that he would hand in his resignation to the Regent on the fol
lowing day. Although he agreed with a joint action with the Germans, yet he was 
afraid that he would not be able to safeguard the Hungarian interests with ade
quate power in this respect. Among the reasons for his resignation, Hóman wrote, 
he strongly emphasized the lack of understanding of his policy on the part of the
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government and the administrative authorities, and further “the continuous mis
interpretation and sabotage” of his measures in the field of national minority poli
cy which were of vital importance from the aspect of retaining the newly acquired 
lands. Then Bárdossy and all the other ministers started asking Teleki to abandon 
his plan, emphasizing as a most important argument that “a cabinet crisis would 
involve serious consequences both in foreign policy and domestic politics as a re
sult of the related guesswork on the part of public opinion and propaganda”. Ac
cording to Hóman, “after a longer persuasion, the Prime Minister admitted that it 
would be wrong to resign”, and the ministers left the room with the impression 
that Teleki would undertake to continue to govern. “Our military action against 
Yugoslavia was definitely and irrevocably decided on March 28” -  as Bárdossy 
and Werth unanimously reported on this session of the council of ministers which 
was presided by Teleki for the last time.

Hitler took over Horthy’s letter from the returning Hungarian ambassador at 
7.30 p.m. He was satisfied with the reply, and expressed his hope that Hungary 
would be content with the major revision resulting from the elimination of the 
Yugoslavian conflict. It was not difficult from him to foresee that the Hungarian 
government -  even though it would perhaps play for safety -  would not refuse this 
enticing offer but would give its consent to establish contact between the general 
staffs; therefore, on his order, Colonel Kinzel, chief of the oriental department of 
the German general staff, had already carried on preliminary negotiations with 
the Hungarian chief of staff in Budapest, in the course of the day. He had taken 
general Haider’s letter with him, demanding the mobilization of five army corps, 
two motorized and two cavalry brigades from Hungary. Negotiations on the 
merits were fixed for March 30.

The following days were nerve-racking for Teleki. He tried what was impossi
ble and what he himself could not believe, namely to find a kind of solution that 
would permit the armed occupation of the territories offered, without, however, 
breaking off relations with Great Britain and getting involved in the war. In other 
words, it should be brought home to the world that the government could not 
deny the passage of German troops through Hungary without running the risk of 
the country’s occupation. Hungary, too, was mobilizing, without, however, the in
tent of aggression, but in order to be prepared for every emergency, thus, e.g., to 
be ready to protect Hungarian minorities in Yugoslavia from possible atrocities. 
The mobilization, therefore, could not be performed in such dimensions as de
manded by the Germans. The Hungarian army might join in the action only in the 
phase when Yugoslavia had already disintegrated owing to the German attack 
and the proclamation of the independent Croatia, bringing about a vacuum in the 
state power in the ex-Hungarian territories. The Hungarian troops participating 
in the action should not become subordinated to the Germans. Teleki held these 
stipulations indispensable in order that the cooperation in the action might be dis
guised. He tried to convince Horthy, the military leaders, and the ministers, of all 
this. By Bárdossy’s help, through diplomatic representatives, Teleki started to 
send out feelers to see if his misleading manoeuvres had any chance of saving — as 
he put it -  “the nation’s honour” .

With his own hand, he wrote a long secret letter to György Barcza, Hungarian 
minister in London, giving him instructions how to represent “the Hungarian 
cause” before the British government. He emphasized: Hungary seems to have
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completely surrendened to the Germans, but this is only the appearance, in reali
ty, (Hungary) “has never given in as regards the essentials”. Then he listed, in 16 
items, the political and economic demands he had rejected, announcing that he 
was determined to defend the country’s sovereignty. In his memoirs, Barcza thus 
wrote: “In his letter, then, Teleki confidentially complained that the permanent 
struggle against the German demands would gradually ruin his nerves, but as long 
as he lives, he would never give up the country’s rights and would not submit him
self to the Germans slavishly.”

On March 30, General Paulus, deputy chief of staff of the German army, con
tinued his negotiations with Henrik Werth, his Hungarian colleague, and Colonel 
Dezső László, chief of the operational staff. Owing to the excessive “attentive
ness” of the Hungarian negotiations, the Germans easily came to an agreement 
with them on all the essential questions of a military cooperátion, but this agree
ment paid no regard at all to Teleki’s important stipulations. It insisted on a 
large-scale mobilization, thus making it impossible to make “the unprovoked of
fensive preparations” appear as defensive measures. The dimensions of mobiliza
tion, at the time of important agricultural works in springtime, when floods con
siderably deteriorated the harvest prospects, threatened with alarming conse
quences anyhow. It was one important stipulation of Teleki that the Hungarian 
military operations should by no means extend to Croatian territories, since in ap
pearance, the Hungarian army had nothing to do with the Croatian-case, and its 
marching in Yugoslavian territory was to serve the defence of Hungarians there. 
Similarly, it may not go beyond the one-time border of Hungary, i. e. to Serbian 
territory. In spite of this, the agreement between Paulus and Werth reckoned with 
Hungarian military operations in Croatian, and if need so arose partly in Serbian 
territories. The fact that, by virtue of the agreement, the German headquarters 
delegated an operational liaison staff to the Hungarian army, made it impossible 
to keep up even the appearance of independent Hungarian military actions. Erd- 
mannsdorff, German minister in Budapest, is said to have tried to put pressure on 
Teleki by announcing that Germany had asked Romania, too, for military help, 
and it remained to be seen who would give more: this would finally decide the fate 
of Transylvania.

Werth submitted the agreement of the general staffs to the Supreme Council of 
Defence on April 1. Here Teleki, seconded by Bárdossy, succeeded in attaining a 
certain compromise: Throughout the process of cooperation, Horthy’s role as 
commander-in-chief of the Hungarian troops will be strongly underlined; prep
arations will be made for mobilization of the required dimension, but the issue of 
the order of mobilization, the right of which lies with Horthy, will depend on 
further developments. The start of Hungarian military operations were timed af
ter the proclamation of Croatia’s independence, but the government wished to re
tain its complete and immediate freedom of action “in the case of an attack or pro
vocation which implies the possibility of the persecution of Hungarians living in 
the annexed territories” on the part of Yugoslavia. The Hungarian army should 
not enter either Croatian or Serbian territories. But all this still needs tobe dis- 
cussed with the Germans.

On this occasion, too, Teleki was the last to speak, and -  although he expressed 
his anxiety about the exceedingly delicate and dangerous implications of this un
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dertaking -  from him, too, as Hóman recorded, “we heard the convincing moti va
tion of why we must do so as to meet the points laid down in the decision” .

After the session of the Supreme Council of Defence, Teleki felt he had suc
ceeded, to some extent, in casting light upon the necessity of being very cautious 
in order to avoid the dangerous consequences. In his heart he remained extremely 
alarmed, but externally, he tried to show self-possession. He wanted to seem self- 
confident so that he might set the people’s mind at ease. On April 2, his whole day 
was devoted to behaving so that he would seem “radiant with quietitude”. At 
noontime he appeared in Parliament where he gaily chatted with the members of 
parliament. In the afternoon he -  as so often at other times -  visited his wife in the 
János Sanatorium, then participated -  as every year -  in the pre-Easter religious 
excercises for boy-scout officers in the chapel of St. Stephen’s Basilica. There he 
listened to the sermon, went to confession examplarily, like the others, and prom
ised to partake of the common Holy Communion the following morning.

On this day, he started to write autograph letters: one to his son Géza, who was 
a university professor in Kolozsvár, confidentially informing him about the de
velopments of the previous few days, the other -  which remained unfinished -  
with a similar content was meant for his personal friend, Gábor Apor, Hungarian 
minister in Vatican City, asking him to advise the Pope of its content as far as pos
sible. “This Yugo’affair has put us into a most dreadful situation”, he wrote in his 
letter. He described the Regent’s enthusiasm on receiving Hitler’s message deliv
ered by “that Nazi Sztójay” . Horthy wanted to stand by the Germans with heart 
and soul, but he and Bárdossy made strenuous efforts to convince him: “If we at
tacked the Yugoslavs, we would lose our face before the world.” He outlined the 
resolutions adopted by the Supreme Council of Defence, and also his efforts to 
put limits on the mobilization. “But my position is a very difficult one, because the 
Regent, the army, half of the government, and the majority of Parliament are all 
against me.”

However, it soon turned out that all his efforts -  to manage that Hungary’s join
ing the action against Yugoslavia could not be qualified as a joint attack with the 
Germans but as one of defence of Hungarians endangered by the German attack 
in Yugoslav territories, and as an act of re-annexation, on the basis of thousand- 
yearl-old historical rights, of territories which now became no man’s land from 
the aspect of suzerainty -  were doomed to failure. Coming from St. Stephen’s 
Basilica, he called on foreign minister Bárdossy, in whose office a telegram from 
György Barcza, minister in London, had been awaiting him. Having fulfilled the 
foreign minister’s request to make inquiries, Barcza confirmed that in case of let
ting the Germans have the country’s territory for use as military base, the 
break-off of diplomatic relations, and in case of joining in the German attack, a 
declaration of war should be reckoned with. As he underlined, “the strongly em
phasized specific Hungarian reasons and motives will hardly be understood here, 
and if either of the mentioned exigencies arise, the whole Anglo-American world 
will charge us with breach of treaty and possibly with attacking our new friends 
from the rear”.

Having read the telegram, Teleki desperately walked to and fro in the room: “I 
knew that it would result in this! I have done all I could! I cannot do any more!” 
Bárdossy tried to calm him: maybe this is nothing but Barcza’s private opinion, or 
perhaps mere diplomatic threats. But Teleki’s depression was increasing. He
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asked for a copy of the telegram to produce it to Horthy the following day, and at 
about nine o’c'ock at night he left the building of the foreign ministry.

Returning to bis office, Teleki received, in all likelihood, several pieces of infor
mation of fatal significance: it must have been reported to him that German 
troops had already started to press forward through Hungary. Another report 
may have been on anti-Hungarian atrocities in Yugoslavia, from which he might 
concluded that the Hungarian military action “to defend them” would be started 
at once. Someone, in turn, may have warned him that the reports on atrocities 
were trumped up. Again, it might have been reported that the arrow-cross men 
were giving out handbills, and in some districts of Budapest, under cover of the 
night, were painting on the walls: “we want war!”

Thus the fatal events had started, and Teleki saw no way to curb them. His at
tempt at undertaking cooperation with the German aggressors in the interest of 
an additional extension of the country’s territory and at maintaining at the same 
time relations with anti-Hitlerist powers, did not prove feasible. He had to recog
nize that this undertaking, to which he had given his consent in spite of his doubts, 
was to lead to a one-sided affiliation, placing the country in contraposition with 
the other, and ultimately stronger part of the world. The new territorial gains 
would certainly be unblessed on account of their being qualified as aggressive 
conquests, and would certainly jeopardize the earlier re-annexations, too. He rec
ognized that, giddy with the unexpected sensation of the possibility of a new ter
ritorial revision, the country had departed from the probably longer, yet — in his 
opinion — the only sound, secure, and purposeful road of revision, and it was 
primarily he who ought to have prevented it to do so. But fearing certain conse
quences in both the foreign and the domestic political fields, he failed to resist Hit
ler’s enticing offer, and now everything he had achieved during all his lifetime was 
about to collapse. The revisionist policy, to which he had devoted practically his 
entire life’s work, was directed to make Hungary’s territorial claims acceptable 
for all, and to insure the results against any objection. He had been directing, for 
decades, a propaganda work covering the whole world, and had tried, by all 
means, to propagate and to make appreciated the battle he had been fighting for 
doing “justice” to the Hungarian nation. The world’s “public opinion” is an im
mense force, and now Hungary, charged with violating its treaty of friendship with 
Yugoslavia, will certainly lose its face before the world. He is guilty, and from this 
he has to draw the final conclusions as to the work of his life exacerbated long ago 
and made now irretrievably unbalanced and meaningless.

In his suicide-note, written in the small hours, he wrote: “Your Serene High
ness: we have become pact violators -  out of cowardice -  as against the eternal 
friendship based on the Mohács speech. We have taken sides with the scoundrels 
-  because there is not a word of truth in the trumped-up atrocities! Neither against 
Hungarians nor against Germans. We shall be robbing a corpse!, we, now a most 
abominable nation! I did not keep you back. I am guilty. April 3,1941. Pál Tele
ki.” Then, apparently out of fear that should his suicidal attempt fail, the aggres
sion, bringing disgrace on the nation, would be performed in his name, he added 
the following lines: “Your Serene Highness: if my act were not completely suc
cessful, and I would happen to survive, I resign herewith. April 3,1941. Respect
fully, Pál Teleki.”
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Teleki’s suicide-note unambiguously shows that his suicide was closely con
nected with the breach of the Hungarian-Yugoslav Treaty of Friendship. From 
the note it appears that the violation of the treaty had been decided, and the su
preme decision in this matter had been made. Although Teleki had expressed his 
anxieties, he did not prevent Horthy from taking this serious step. Ultimately, 
Teleki’s note as well as his suicide was not a protest against the breach of the trea
ty, but rather the admission of his guilt, of his being an accomplice.

Teleki did not think of resistance which, anyway, would have been impossible 
without relying on the masses. The counter-revolutionary system oppressed and 
misled the popular masses; for over two decades it systematically persecuted and 
killed the progressive forces which -  more than anything -  would have been able 
to mobilize the people to defend their country’s independence. There ought to 
have been at least a symbolic resistance or a far-sounding protest. But Teleki was 
not able to do this, either. His suicide-note to the Regent, copies of which were to 
be forwarded to the members of the council of ministers as well, was not a call in
spiring resistance, but a bitter confession and self-accusation to be hidden in dusty 
archives. What we know about Teleki’s life, activities, his ideas and endeavours, 
the mental conflict and despair, all seems to provide a satisfactory explanation of 
his fatal act, and proves, at the same time, that his act was not meant to be a protest 
in the eye of the world. With his act, he appealed to that narrow circle of leaders 
with which he had to share responsibility: on his part, he chose to end his struggle 
at a stage of utter frustration, but Horthy and the others might do what they will. 
As Bárdossy put it: “When he felt that he was no longer suitable for leadership, he 
stepped aside irrevocably and for good.”

It is his stiff opposition to the country’s progressive forces and his almost in
stinctive anti-Soviet attitude that isolated him completely; on the other hand, as it 
turned out when he tried to find a “subtle and highly intricate solution“, he could 
no longer rely on those politicians with whom he was collaborating in the leader
ship of the counter-revolutionary system. It might have contributed a great deal to 
his mental conflict that the cause of revision that had been dominating rather than 
serving the counter-revolutionary regime, obscured the insight of leaders when it 
came to judge the dangers threatening the whole system. It would have followed 
from his conception of honour that to those who strove after “revision at any 
price“ he should have cried his own truth: “the regime at any price, even at the 
price of revision!“ But “the father of revision“ was not able to do so —instead, ac
cusing himself, he drew the final conclusion. Beyond and above the mental con
flict of a violator of a treaty, we may witness the tragedy of a politician who was 
buried in the ruins of his own life’s work. When we attach a social significance to 
his personal fate, we must declare: he lived for the counter-revolutionary regime, 
and his death expressed his despair of the future of this system.
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NOTES, SOURCES, AND REFERENCES

This work is a slightly abridged version of the original Hungarian edition (L. T i l k o v s z k y : T elek i 
P ál. L eg en d a  é s va ló sá g  [Pál Teleki. Legend and reality], Budapest, 1969. Kossuth Könyvkiadó), con
centrating on the life of this scholar politician and statesman, and omitting a more detailed presenta
tion and analysis of the portrayal of Teleki and his contemporaries, as seen today. S i n c e  L e s u e  C. 
T i h a n y ’s  annotated bibliography (P o st-A rm is tic e  H u n garian  H is to r io g ra p h y , A m er ica n  S la v ic  a n d  
E a st R ev iew , VI. 1947 Nos 16-17. p. 166.) refers to only one planned, but actually never published 
book (K. Kiss: M ié r t h a lt m eg  T elek i P á l?  [What caused Teleki’s death?] Budapest, 1954. Müller 
Károly), not counting this work, there is only one monograph on Teleki ( G r ó f  T elek i P á l é le te  é s  m u n 
kássága  a m a g y a r  re v íz ió  szo lg á la tá b a n )  [Count P. Teleki’s life and activity in the service of the Hun
garian revision], compiled by D r . G. M a t o l a y . The biographical part is compiled and partly written by 
D r . R. M u d r i n s z k y . Budapest, 1941, K. Halász, but this is not searching enough, its historical ap
proach is obsolete and mainly one-sided, giving an over-simplified, static portrayal of an uncondition
ally pro-German politician. Relying on a wider -  though by far not complete -  basis of contemporane
ous sources, and on the recent source-material publications and monographs of Hungarian historio
graphy, particularly as regards the period between 1938 and 1941, now more fruitful efforts can be 
made to present a reliable Teleki portrayal.

A comprehensive bibliography of the scientific and political works of Teleki, which are inseparable, 
was published by K. S é d i  (in F ö ld ra jz i K ö z le m é n y e k , 1939, pp. 516-525) and another one by J. 
K e r t é s z  (in M a g y a r  K ö z ig a zg a tá s , December 21, 1941). His political writings were collected in a 
minor book by B. K o v r i g : T elek i P á l: M a g y a r  p o li t ik a i g o n d o la to k  [P. Teleki: Hungarian political 
thoughts], Budapest, 1941, supplied with a biographical outline. Dr. B. M á d a y  collected a good 
number of citations, picking out of context arbitrarily (M e rjü n k  m a g ya ro k  len n i! Id é ze te k  T elek i P á l  
g r ó f  b e s zé d e ib ő l és  írá s a ib ó l) [Let us make bold to be Hungarians. Quotations from the speeches and 
writings of Count P. Teleki], publ. by Fiatal Magyar Szövetség, without date. Recommendable for 
scholarly work is the two-volume collection of Teleki’s parliamentary speeches (abbr. as OB) edited 
by A. P a p p  (no date and imprint).

The basic biographical facts, and data are available in the subsequent volumes of the M a g ya r  
O rszá g g yű lé s i A lm a n a ch  [Almanac of the Hungarian Parliament] a n d  M a g y a r  T u d o m á n yo s  
A k a d é m ia i A lm a n a ch  [Almanac of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences], these, completed and 
evaluated on the basis of other souces, are published in M a g y a r É le tra jzi L e x ik o n  [Hungarian Bio
graphical Encyclopedia], Budapest, 1969. Vol. 2. by the author. Information on the landed estates of 
Teleki’s father can be found in M a g y a r  G a z d a c ím tá r  [Hungarian Directory of Landowners], ed. by 
G y . R u b i n e k . Budapest, 1911., and of Teleki’s own finances in Leonhardt-Compass, LXVIII. (F i
n an zie lles  Jah rbu ch , 1 9 3 5 ) . Biographies focussing on and popularizing his political personality and 
career were published on the occasion of his first term as Prime Minister by J e n ó  C h o l n o k y  (in A H ét, 
1 9 2 0 ,  No. 23), on the occasion of his second term by G .  S z Ü l l ó  (in P ester  L lo y d , February 17,1939) 
and also by the press department of the prime minister’s office (G r ó f  T elek i P á l m . k ir. m in isz te re ln ök . 
[Count Pál Teleki Royal Hungarian Prime Minister], Budapest, 1939). After his death, apart from 
countless obituaries, some high-level memorial speeches, obituary notices, and even thorough studies 
were devoted to Teleki to cast light upon his life and activities from various aspects. These have been 
referred to in proper places in this paper. However, mention must be made here of papers com
memorating Teleki in No. 5 of N o u ve lle  R e vu e  d e  H o n g rie  (NRH), Vol. 1941, as well as a portrayal by 
E. P r e s z l y  (T e lek i P á l le lk iv ilá g a  [P. Teleki’s inner life] in K a th o lik u s  S zem le , 1 9 4 1 , p p . 2 5 7 - 2 6 1 ) and 
by В. W i t z  (T e lek i va llá so ssá g a  [Teleki’s piety], Budapest, 1943).

The In tro d u c tio n  reviews the press reaction to Teleki’s death on the basis of the April (1941) issues 
of the mimeographed Home Information Bulletin of the Hungarian Telegraphic Agency, now avail
able for use in the press archives (K. 428) of the Hungarian National Archives, containing the cited re-
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ports from London, New York, Geneva, Stockholm, and so forth. L .  F é n y e s ’s  cited study appeared in 
M a g y a r  F óru m  (New York), Nos 3, 5, 6, 1942.

T he f ir s t  p h a se  o f  th e career: Correspondence concerning the Teleki family and Teleki’s childhood 
and youth can be found in the respective manuscript departments of the National Széchényi Library 
(Pol. Hung. 1811) and the Library of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences (MS. 288). Relevant to the 
topic are also memoirs by Countess M. B e t h l e n  (in P ester  L lo y d , April 5,1941). G. V o i n o v i c h ’s  arti
cle refers to Teleki’s ancestors excelling in science, scholarship and literature, and also treats L. Eöt- 
vös’s influence on him (G r a f  P a u l T elek i u n d  d je  u n garisch e W issen sch aft, in P ester  L lo y d , April 27, 
1941). Teleki speaks of Lóczy as his example in a memorial paper (L ó c z )  L a jo s , a z  e m b e r  és a  p r o 

f e s s z o r  (L. Lóczjr a man and scientist] in F ö ld ra jzi K ö z le m é n y e k , 1930; pp. 101-105) Teleki’s en
thusiasm over social Darwinism is shown by his writings in F lu szad ik  S z á z a d , Vol. 1904: T á rsa d a lo m -  
tu d o m á n y  b io ló g ia i a la p o n  [Social science on the basis of biology] (Vol. IX. pp. 318-322), P o litik a i  
em b erta n  [Political anthropology] (Vol. X. pp 73-75), A z  em b er i te rm é sze trő l [On human nature] 
(Vol. X. pp. 241-243), and so forth. His relations to Turanism are best shown by his own works in the 
Turanian Society’s journal T úrán: B e veze tő  [Introduction], 1913. No. 1., Táj és  f a j [Region and race], 
1917, No. I ,  A  T úrán  fö ld r a jz i  fo g a lo m  [The Turan as a geographical concept], 1918, No. 1-2; of his 
role in the encouragement of political-minded oriental studies, a detailed account is given by G y . 
N é m e t h  (in K ö r ö s i  C sorna A r c h iv u m , Vol. III. No. 1). Manuscripts concerning the Committee on Ra
cial Hygiene are to be found in the MS Department of the National Széchényi Library (Quart. Hung. 
2453 and 2454/2). Besides Teleki’s book “S zo c iá lp o litik a  és h a d ig o n d o zá s” [Social politics and wel
fare for disabled servicemen], Budapest, 1918. his speeches on the same subject-matter in OB. Vol. I, 
pp. 7-41. A criticism of Teleki’s activities in this field is by I. B o g n á r  in L e v é ltá r i K ö z le m é n y e k , 1966, 
No. 2, p. 309. For his counter-revolutionary activities and his holding of the office of the foreign minis
ter in the Szeged government, see the newspaper S zeg e d i U j N e m z e d é k  (citations from the December 
16 issue, 1919). His activities as a peace delegate are reviewed by I. P r a z n o v s z k y  (inNRH 1941. No. 
5. pp. 392—397). His speeches as foreign minister in the Simonyi-Semadam government in OB. Vol. I. 
pp. 45-87. On secret organizations: P á te r Z a d ra v e c z  titk o s  n a p ló ja  [Secret diary of Father Zadravecz], 
(ed. and introd. by G y . B o r s á n y i . Budapest, 1967, p. 133 ff.) His first term as Prime Minister is re
viewed by E. H a l á s z  (in Ú jság , February 19, 1939); for more details see D. N e m e s ’s  monograph (A z  
e llen fo rra d a lo m  tö rtén ete  M a g y a ro rszá g o n  [The history of the counter-revolution in Hungary], 
Budapest, 1962.) Teleki’s introductory address and his speech concluding the debate on the govern
ment program: in OB. Vol. I, pp. 96-116 and 121-134. His cited electoral speech in Szeged on the 
problem of ratification in N é p s za v a , Oct. 12,1920. His consent to Pallavicini’s proposal: in OB. Vol. I, 
p. 167; on the disarmament of detachements: pp. 171-193; ratification and indictment: pp. 195-200. 
For the preventation of the adventurist action against Slovakia, see: P. Prónay’s diary (A  h a tárban  a 
h alá l k a szá l [ Death reaps in the fields}, ed. and introd. by Á .  S z a b ó  a n d  E .  P a m l é n y i , Budapest, 
1963, pp. 2Í6-227). Teleki and the king question: in OB. Vol. I. pp. 157-162, 225-226, and 
241-243; strike movements: pp. 244-252, and 260-261; the king’s coup and Teleki’s downfall: 
pp. 263-271.

F rom  T rian on  to  the R ev is io n : On the Office of Refugees in the recollections of Countess E. Z i c h y -  
P a l l a v i c i n i  (NRH. 1941, No. 5, pp. 395—401); on the Federation of Social Associations: in lr a to k a z  
e llen fo rra d a lo m  tö rtén e téh ez 1 9 1 9 - 1 9 4 5  [Documents on the history of the counter-revolution], Vol. 
3, Budapest, 1959, p. 80; on the Christian National League: in W o lf f  K á r o ly  élete, p o litik á ja , a lk o tá sa i  
[ К .  Wolffs life, policy and works], ed. by E. S z i g e t h y . Budapest, 1943, pp. 59-60. Teleki as scientist is 
characterized by G y . K o r n i s  (in B u d a p es ti S ze m le , May, 1941), G .  V o i n o v i c h  (in P ester L lo y d , April 
27, 1941), B. G u n d a  (in E th n o g ra p h ia -N ép é le t, 1941, No. 2), A. R ó n a y  (in Pester Lloyd, April 9, 
1941); as university professor also by A. R ó n a y  (in NRH, 1941, No. 5, pp. 424—429) and B. S á g i  (in 
N em ze ti K ö zo k ta tá s , April, 1941); on his activities in the Council of Public Education: G y . T em esi (in 
O rszá g o s  K ö zé p isk o la i T an áregyesü le t K ö z lö n y e , 1941, pp. 210—211), in the Scholarship Council and 
as trustee of Collegia Hungarica: in OB. Vol. I, pp. 283-288. Teleki and the scouting movement: J. 
K o s z t e r s z i t z  (E m lé k b e s zé d  g r ó f  T e lek i P á lr ó l [Memorial speech on Count Pál Teleki], Budapest, 
1941 and C serk é szem lék ezé sek  g r ó f  T e lek i P á lra  [Scout recollections of Count Pál Teleki], Budapest, 
1941); S. S i k  (in NRH, 1941, No. 5. pp. 414-423); A. P a p p  ( G r ó f  T elek i P á l em lék eze te  [In memory of 
Count Pál Teleki] Budapest, 1942); В. W i t z  (E m lé k e z zü n k  T elek ire  [Remember Teleki], Budapest, 
1943). On the Budapest Jamboree: T e l e k i  (in T estn eve lés , 1932, Nos. 1-2). On the Institute for 
Sociography: S . K r i s z t i c s  (in M a g y a r  S zo c io g rá fia i In té ze t K ö z lem én ye i, 1941, No. 1). On the Insti
tute of Political Science: A. R ó n a i  (in M a g y a r  S z e m le , May, 1941). On propaganda abroad, as retro
spect: T e l e k i  (in M a g y a r  K ö z ig a zg a tá s , March 23, 1941). On the franc forgery: (Ira to k  a z  e llen fo r
ra d a lo m  tö rtén etéh ez [Documents on the history of the counter revolution], Vol 3, p. 83, and Zad- 
ravetz’s diary, p. 124); on the Revisionist League: M a g y a r  re v íz ió  1920—1941 [Hungarian revision] 
(ed. by J. S z i k l a y , Budapest, 1942, p. 134-146); on Rothermere’s action: T e l e k i  (E u ró p á r ó l és
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M a g y a ro rszá g ró l [On Europe and Hungary], Budapest, 1934, p. 109-125); on the discrimination be
tween the minorities: in OB. Vol. I, p. 300. Teleki’s views about social organization, democracy, con
servative reforms, casinos, generation problems, protection of minorities: T e l e k i  (N e m z e ti s ze llem  -  
n em ze ti k u ltú ra  [National spirit -  national culture] in B u d a p es ti S ze m le , 1928. pp. 118-119); on the 
Jewish question: OB. Vol. I, pp. 288-301; on the League of Nations: OB. Vol. I, pp. 271-282, and 
324-327; on the world-wide “change in structure“: T e l e k i : M a g y a ro rszá g  és a z  e u ró p a i p o li t ik a  
[Hungary and the European politics] in F iata l M a gyarság , May, 1934); on the anti-Soviet European 
bloc: T e l e k i : A z  e u ró p a i p ro b lé m a  [The European problem] (in M a g y a r S zem le , March, 1931, pp. 
209-220); on the Hungarian revision deemed necessary within the all-European revision as against 
the scheme of a Danube Confederation: T e l e k i : E u r ó p á ró l é s  M a g y a ro rszá g ró l, pp. 51-71.-Teleki’s 
statements on his impressions in Germany: in M a g y a rsá g , December 16,1933; V ö lk isch er  B e o b a ch te r  
on T e l e k i : December 3,1933. -  Teleki’s speech on the dismembered Monarchy, on Gömbös’s policy, 
and on the German danger: OB. Vol. 1, pp. 336-353; his contribution to the conference of the Intel
lectual Cooperation: in E u r ó p á ró l és M a g y a ro rszá g ró l, pp. 167-176.-Two Christmas interviews with 
Teleki in P esti N a p ló , December 25, 1934, and in N e m ze ti Ú jsá g , December 24,1935. -  Documents 
on the friendly societies and international relations of Nouvelle Revue de Hongrie and The Hungarian 
Quarterly are to be found in the MS department of the National Széchenyi Library (Fond. 1, T. 63). 
On Teleki’s connections with the French language journal: M. E s t e r h á z y  (NRH, 1941, No. 5. pp. 
387-392). T e l e k i  on the Hungaro-German relations at the time of Darányi’s government: in OB. 
Vol. I, pp. 372-379. -  On Teleki’s works in the geographical field: M. L a w r e n c e  (in T he H u n garian  
Q u a rter ly , 1939, pp. 204—211); J. C h o l n o k y  (in A  F ö ld g ö m b , 1940, No. 3, F ö ld ra jz i K ö z le m é n y e k ,  
1941, No. 2, NRH, 1941, No. 5); F. F o d o r  (in M a g y a r  S ze m le , June, 1941); his recent critical evalua
tion by F. K o c h  (in M a g y a r  T u d o m á n y o s  A k a d é m ia  T á rsa d a lm i-T ö r tén e ti T u d o m á n y o k  O sztá lyá n a k  
K ö z le m é n y e i, 1956, Vol. VIII, No. 1).

T elek i in  th e “d a n g er  zo n e ’’: On the effect of the Anschluss on Hungary: T e l e k i : M a g y a ro k  
leg yü n k ! [Let us be Hungarians], (in F üggetlenség, March 20, 1938); on the Eucharistic Congree: 
T e l e k i : V ágy Isten  f e lé  [Longing for God], (in B u d a p es ti H ír la p , May 22,1938). His words on taking 
over the ministry of education are quoted by Matolay (op. cit. p. 49); his parliamentary statements in 
this capacity: in OB. Vol. II, pp. 3-20 and 33—42. His views about public education were expressed 
earlier as a program, see OB. Vol. I, pp. 395—403, analyzed by N. E k a m p  (inN em ze ti K ö z o k ta tá s , Ap
ril, 1941) and S . I m r e  ( T elek i P á l és a fe lső o k ta tá s  ü g ye  [Teleki and the higher education], Budapest, 
1943). -  On rural sociology, village exploration, and on the Institute of Regional and Ethnographical 
Studies: in OB II, pp. 44-59. For Teleki’s attitude at the time of the political crisis of autumn, 1938, 
and his political line as Prime Minister, see: K. T u r ó c z i  ( A z Im r é d y  k o rm á n y  b e lp o litik á ja  [The 
domestic policy of the Imrédy-government] Budapest, 1970), P. S i p o s  (Im ré d y  B éla  és a M a g y a r  
M eg ú ju lá s P ártja  [B. Imrédy and the Party of Hungarian Revival], Budapest, 1970), M. L a c k ó  (T h e  
A r r o w  C ro ss . Budapest, 1969).-H is policy directed toward social organization is discussed by L . T i l -  
k o v s z k y  (in P á rttö rtén e ti K ö z le m é n y e k , 1971, No. 4). -  On Teleki’s role in achieving the first success 
of the revision: M. Á d á m  (M a g ya ro rszá g  és a k isan tan t a h arm in cas évek b en  [Hungary and the Little 
Entente in the thirties], Budapest, 1968); on the foreign policy of the Teleki-government, A. Kis 
(M a g y a ro rszá g  k ü lp o litik á ja  a m á so d ik  v ilá g h á b o rú  e lőesté jén  [Hungary’s foreign policy on the eve of 
World War II], Budapest, 1963) and G y . J u h á s z  (A  T elek i k o rm á n y  k ü lp o litik á ja  1 9 3 9 - 1 9 4 1  [The 
foreign policy of the Teleki-government], Budapest, 1964) give information. Remarkable among the 
older treatises on the policy toward nationalities are those by A. R ó n a y  (in L á th a tá r , 1941, No. 5, pp. 
117-119) and I. P o l z o v i c s  (in K ise b b sé g i K ö r le v é l, November, 1942); more recent and detailed in
formation is given by L. T i l k o v s z k y  (R e v íz ió  és n e m ze tiség -p o litik a  M a g y a ro rszá g o n  1 9 3 8 - 1 9 4 1  
[Revision and policy toward nationalities in Hungary 1938-1941], Budapest, 1967), with special view 
to the Germans: L. T i l k o v s z k y  (V o lk sd e u tsch e  B ew egu n g  u n d  u n garisch e N a tio n a litä ten p o litik , in 
A c ta  H is to r ica  A c a d . Sci. H u n g ., 1966). On the significance of the re-annexation of Carpathian- 
Ukraine: T e l e k i  (M a g y a r  fe ltá m a d á s t é lü n k  [We are living a Hungarian revival], in Függetlenség , Ap
ril 9,1939). - T e l e k i ’s  pre-election article (A  vá la sztá s - e g y  lép e s  a  m a g ya rsá g  u tján [Elections: one 
step forward on the road of Hungarians], in N e m ze ti Ú jság, May 27,1939); after the elections: M a g y a r  
ú t [Hungarian road] (ibid. June 1,1939). His public political introspection: É ljü n k  eg ym á sért [Let us 
live for each other], (in M a g y a ro rszá g , December 23, 1939). His article objecting the demand for 
further revision: A  m ú lt u to lsó —a jö v ő  e lső  esz ten d e je  [The last year of the past -  the first year of the 
future], (in F ü ggetlen ség , December 31, 1939). For his feelings toward the Germans, see the cited 
diary notes of Ciano (Hungarian edition: Budapest, 1945). — On the abandoned plan of a counter
government: G y . B o r b á n d i  (in Ú j L á tó h a tá r , March-April, 1966, pp. 155-170). Teleki’s appeal to 
the Hungarian society to counterpoise the emotional effect of German victories in the West in F ügget
len ség , June 16,1940.-Teleki’s attempt to resign in September in The Confidential Papers of Admi-
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ral Horthy.-Teleki’s plan for the amendment to tne constitution: ibid. Doc. No. 53.-O n  the newer -  
Transylvanian -  re-annexation, and on the cautious fitting into the “New Europe”, T e l e k i : E rd é ly i  
fe la d a to k  [Tasks in Transylvania] (in K e le ti Ú jság, September 2 2 , 1 9 4 0 ) .  On the situation and the ex
pected perspectives: also T e l e k i : S ze n t István  b iro d a lm a  1 9 4 1 -b e n  [St Stephen’s empire in 1 9 4 1 ] ,  

Budapest, 1941.
The fa ta l  d ilem m a : On the events: confessions by I. B á r c z y  d e  B á r c z i h á z  in the Archives of the In

stitute of War History, and also in the files of the Group for Peace Preparations of the Ministry of De
fence (Box 3. А/Ш29). -  Teleki’s speech at Szatmárnémeti: in M a g y a r  N e m z e t, March 28, 1941. -  
Horthy’s reaction to Hitler’s offer: T he C o n fid en tia l P a p ers  o f  A d m ir a l H o rth y . Doc. No. 54. Diary 
notes by B. H Ó M A N , Minister of Education, on the March 28 session of the Council of Ministers and on 
the session of the Supreme Council of Defence of April 1: A llia n z  H o rth y -H itle r-M u sso lin i. 
D o k u m e n te  zu r  ungarischen  A u ssen p o litik , 1 9 3 3 - 1 9 4 4 . Redigiert von L. K e r e k e s . Budapest, 1966, 
Docs. Nos. 95 and 98. (Cf. Teleki’s psychography by В. H ó m a n  in Századok, 1941). -  Telegram to 
Barcza, minister in London, and reply to it: in A llia n z  ■ ■ ■ Docs. Nos 97 and 99. -  Barcza’s final report, 
mentioning Teleki’s secret letter to him is included in D. Szentiványi’s manuscript on the foreign poli
cy of the counter-revolutionary regime (National Archives, Papers of the Political Department of the 
Foreign Ministry, Vol. 510, pp. 494). Teleki’s unfinished letter to Apor, minister in Vatican City, is 
published by R. V. B u r k s  (in Jou rn a l o f  C en tra l E u ropean  A f fa ir s , 1947, No. 4). On the atmosphere in 
Budapest in the critical days: D. S a l y : S zigorú an  b iza lm a s. F ekete  k ö n y v . 1 9 3 9 —1 9 4 4  [Strictly confi
dential. Black Book. 1939—1944], Budapest, 1945, —Teleki’s suicide notes: The co n fid en tia l p a p e r s  o f  
A d m ir a l H o rth y . Doc. No. 55. (The first letter refers to Horthy’s speech at Mohács on August 29, 
1926, when Horthy first expressed his readiness to seek to come to a friendly agreement with Yugo
slavia in order to break up the Little Entente.) -  For Teleki’s “stepping aside”, see L. B á r d o s s y : T ele
k i P á l g r ó f  S zéc h e n y i István  n y o m d o k á b a n  [Pál Teleki following int the wake of Count István 
Széchenyi], (in B u d a p es ti S ze m le , May, 1942).
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The Danger of War and the /  \
Second International (1911) I Ц | | | | | | | | |  I

by J. Jemnitz

The work relies on protocols of ISBN 963 05 0371 9
congresses, press-material and
letters of Hyndman, Quelch, A. ___ __ -...........
Labriola and li. Müller pub
lished for the first time on the 
basis nf the material of the Am
sterdam and Vienna Archives. If 
introduces in detail the attitude 
of the socialists in different 
countries and that of the various 
trends within a country concern
ing war, before World War I.
The author analyzes the relation 
of the working class movement 
to the Kill Moroccan war crisis 
and to the Italian-Turkish war. 
lie also pictures the efforts the 
working people made to restrain 
the war movements of their 
governments, and parallelly 
outlines the nationalist tendencies 
manifested in the working class 
movement, causing much anxiety.
By elaborating the year of Ball 
in detail, the author helps us to 
understand why the International 
failed in 1914.

Ill Hnglish • Id') pages • t loth 
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