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4 Dwar Dr. Jozel Kirschbawm:

With eloge interest | have road in the Bith ssee of the ofticial
Rulletin of the Syetoey Bongres Slovakow your arthele in which
you address the “‘anti-Slovak propagands of the Tiangarians in
exile” and describe your view of the condltinns of the
Hungarizns in present-day Slovakin. The fact that you hnwe oot
signed wour article In your officlal copacity s the Prestdent of
thee SES supgests Lo me thit you kave published it as @ par=aml
view. Plegse consider My Tesponde 10 your article &= o persenal
view as well.

Yo state that your incentive fof writing the arthele i recent
altacks by the Hungarian press in exile pgninst the Slovaks
phroad and ot home, But il i=sa misundemstanding to regard our
writings as attacks against the Slovaks, T we werc inspired by
aggressive intentlons, we could have rezorted to publishing from
the wealth of documents nnd artickes dating back to the time of
the independent Slovakia, which would have becem greatly eme-
harmssing o many leading SlovaX personalithes in the esdile.
However, we seject the use of such means as being against the
spirit of fnir play: we hive never resorted o1 in the pas=l, #ven
under pressune. Neither shall we deal with the Magyar-Slovak
relntinns in a hostile frame of mind in the future elther, We
realize that it = a dangerous weapon which can backfine. Never:
fheless, we want to follow the principle that gubded the great
siatesman, Ferenc Deiks ““The truth must he said and lies must
be rejected.”

[ wish to siate emphatically: we have made me attacks
ngninat the Slovaks; we are only defending our just cause. Weare
defending our vital interests againdt the unparalleled gommcidal
attempts mgainst the existence of the Hungprisn minormty in
Slovakia, We ame also defending ourschoes against Slovak
publications ar home and sbroad which distort and fal=ify Lhe
historice! past. By dismeminsting incorpect duta they only
generate and foster & hiostile atthtade towand us, We are IEVIRE,
in an objective wid pestramaed HEnner, bo coanierbalamece the
propagands which miinferms the Slovaks in exile and at home.

We have had no arguments about the writings of Prof Milan
5. fwrica, or Frantifek Vuk who are sincerely searching for the
truth. They wrile with the sense of respossibility (hat
chamelerizes & true histarian, If they have to sy soymething wn-
favorable about the Hungarians, and support it with facts and
doruisents, we. do ot consider {6 ancatiack against us bag-a
substantiated view deserving our attention.

- You tesers that the glowing pictune ¥ou present in your artk
o about the *priviledged ™ status of the Humngariuas in Slovekin
is hased on rellable information coming straight from Slovakia
and alsn confirmed by Hungarzns living in Slovakis, Allow me to
ey MY Erave doubts about theic objectivity; my dewis nre
based on evident discrepuncies.

You cite the census of Nov. 1, LAAN, which rocoried S0T 000
Huogarans in Slovakls. Later howeVer, you assert that the
CEEMADOK, the cultural organ of Lhe Hungarians, has G locnl
hrnmehes whlch mumber all togather 700, members. How do
vou reconcibe this contrudiclory data? Only IWo Loewers are
thinkable: cither over 103,000 Skovaks joined the Hungarion
eultaral organization — which you akso probably consider very

unfikely; or there actually are in Slovekia many more
Fiunghurians than olficially eonrded — which appears [0 US TeTY
likely. It is very likely that the CSEMADOE does not include all
the Hungariars living in Slovakia. Consequently, there must be
many thousands more Hungarians in Slovakia than those
registered with the CSEMADOK. i

As far as the “independence’ of the CEEMADOE, until the
middle of the seventles it was traly allowed Lo b= 3 represen-
tative organ of the Hungaman minerity. Arpund 1975, however,
it became “sterilized" by a government decree which emplisd it
of Itz original role by subondinating it to the mationality depart-
ment of the Minitey of Education, GConsequently, the
CESEMADOE became a culturs] orgen of the government
Restriceed Lo the ares of folk arts, it lost its power to develop in-
dependant cultural polley, or to act a8 & defender of minority
rights and interests. The Hungarans in Slovakin presently ck
any represenlative organ comparable to the Demaeratic Assodis-
tion of the Shovaks in Hungery.

We have o commesl — with no hostile fecling = your state-
ment that the sireet sgns in the towns with large Hungarian
population are bi-lngual, Last Ootober [ wisiled Tve towms with
cverwhelmingly Flungarian population, and T could'not {imd =
single bi-ingeal strect sign. Hungaren sames for towns and
villages simply do not exist. The ancient Hungarian names al
villages, which had aever had any Slovak population in the past,
have heen replaced with newly Invepted Shovak names, evilent-
ly a first siep ioward abafishing their histerical Hungarian

| charpcter. Soce the tequently resurl 0 oOMparsnns
between the minorty conditions in Hungan and Slovakis, it is
praper o refer here 0o the fact thet in Bungary all the villages
which have mixed population the signs are bl-lingosl. In the
Hungarinn towns of Slovekia, even the veny [ew streels nameed
after Hungarian writers, ke Ulica Jdkaiho, or Tlica Madfcha,
are onlv In Slovak. This undeninble fact alone makes the
reliabiity of your information highly dowbeful.

According 1o vour information the uwse of Hunggrian
language is common in the offices in places with sizeable
Hungarlan popultion. [ have no nocurate information in this
regard. Even granting this, certainky it & nol sirong evidenoe in
itzelf for u liberal policy toward the Hungarian minosity,
especially in o territory which had been forcibly detached from
thousand year old national community. The usa of nationalily
langunge i= the minimal due 1o minorities in every clvilized
Ccouniry.

You refer in your article to the representation of the
Hungariens in the regional administration nnd in the national
parllament. Yoo must know as well 23 we do that these represen-
tatives are not elected officers but are appointed by the mling
party. As such, they are simply tecls of the government. Even if
they were the people’s appointees, In the moment they dare o
criticize the anti-Hongarzn actions of their government, they
receive the sumie treatment as De, Miklds Doy, whose recent
persecution and Lrial seandalized the [ree world.

- @ ok

“Denatlonakization, no matier by what means, is not only o
culbwral crime but 3 crime against homanity."” (Imeich Krugliok,
Horlzon, 7.5."82) i

MNow a few reactions o your data by which you sugses1 Lhal
the edumiional conditions of (he Hongerians are more than
satisfactory. They may perhaps :Enm:t'ﬁt&l:-‘ reflect the situathon
around 1970 Howeyes, e sk of 1) 526 published vedes e

~Foverment comtrol in Pozsony-Bratislava), which carmied the of-

Meial statisthes of A0E1 school year, shows abh alarminghy
detenorated pheture,

At the Hungarian Tepchers' College the namber of the mdmit-
tesd students decreased from 118 in 1064 4o 18 in 1970, The
number of the Hungarinn secondary schools nnd technical in-
slitutes has been constantly reduced and replaced by parllel
classes in Shovek schools. Along with them the quota of
Hungarian educators and certifisd Instructors & also continalby
diminishing. Doed It not indieate the gradunl repression of Tun-
parian cultumml lile?

The zame isue of 1] S26 gives further statistical data of this
ongoing genocidal process. [n the early seventies the number of
children in Hungarian kindergartens numbensd approximately
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20 M. After many of these kindsogartens had heen .-Eumn'ﬂﬂd.
the above mumber diminished over the short persed of one

decade to 15,690 children This means that over 28% of the y

Hungnrinn children of pre-schoe] age have (o be placed by their
parents in Slovak kindergartens. Out of 5,156 Hungarian high
schoa] students, 536 (18.1%) attend Slovak secondary schools,
We heard complaints from many Hungarian perents that in
several Hungarinn willages the kindergartens were closed fora
vitriety of reasons. Soon after a Slovak kindergarien was opened
and the Hungarian parents, both of them working. had no other
choice but Lo apply for sdmission at the Sovak kindergarten.
Even there, their childmen were accepted only afier the parents
signed a commitment to earoll them later in Slovak elementary
schools,

By vour information the number of fungarians definitcly
has rrown over the last decade. Dunng the sme Ume the
numbier of institutlons, which are Lo preserve and cultivate the
Hungarian language, has significantly deereaged, and 8 lorge
percentage of Hungarian students have to pursue their educa:
tion in Slovak schoolz What is this if not 8 planned attempt
against the cultursl sirvival of the Thungurian minonty?

We realige that the Skovaks in exile are in no position to
change the toemd of the official policy in Slomkia which s un-
mistakably geared to gradusl eliminatlon of the Hungaripm
minorty. We do not blame the Slovaks in exile for what is hap-
pening back at home. But we can not help but feel deep concem
when Slowvak poblicntions abroad not ondy fail o treat the
Hungaran problem ohjectively, bul even defend and encoursge-
the anti-Hungnrnan policy of the Shoak government. The SES
gave definite evidence of this by publishing an open letter md-
dressed to the President and 1o the Ministers of the Crechoslovek
Government. Your artsclbe, too, impresses us more 35 an apoloay
for the offickal Slovak polley than as o sincere offort Lo =ee the
Hungarinn situation olfectively. Your statement that “the real
situation 5 such that the Slovaks onaler Lhis regime suffer much
more than the Hunganans,, who in certmin penods enjoyed a
priviledged position™ sounds so unrealistie thot it gives your,
whale article the tone of cheap propaganda. Whoe would bolieve
that Slovak natinnn] interests are disadvantaged fodey in
Slovakia® The present regime in every possibile way suppor= ag-
gressive Slovak nationalism, which threatens the survival of the
Hunganpn minonty. Yoo most close your eyes nol To son the peal-
trequel! Your prejudiced attitode townnd the comditions of Lthe
Hungarinn minorty is cevealed by the casual attitode with
which vou cover the exterminntion drve of the pesi-war (nom-
Communist] Slovak govemment. You sipte: il = lrue the
Hungaran minority immediately after the war lived through
critical Hmes"" Such casunl comment apparently minimizes the
most brutal genochdal actions of the Koscky Progmm which cer-
tninly was conceived by the Benes eligue but was executed with
the active cooperation or slent assistance of the Slovaks.
Maoreaver, you make an utterly fllogical cliim when you state
that the Slovak Catholics — the nesjority of the nation — suffersd
the same ps the Hongarons did, as if the Hungardan Catholics
had not suffered the spmee relizious oppression in addtion 1o the
anti-Hungartan actions. You go even farther when you <late that
the sufferngs of the Slovaks were many times greater than those
of the Hongarans bemrse the pegime actually liguidaced [
Taso anmd his government while it was only planning to ligwidate
the Hunparian minorily but did not camy it w0 the end. Not to
mention thit the same megimne liguidated, even more creelly and
less justiftably, Dir. Jings Esterhdzy and all fe  political aml
culinral leaders of the Hungaran minority- Bul Lo pul Lhe Tate of
2 small poditieal group — upon which the survival of the Slovak
nitinn certainly did moed depemd — jn Llwe sme bevel with a large
mimerity popalation which the regime condemneed Lo extinetion,
even if it wos unabile o carey out the plan fully, this is evidenthy
2n irrationil emotionel slatement not worthy of & historian of
¥Our Feparaion.

W would be zineerely interested to hear vour view on how
o visualize o commoen Doool afainst Uhe commden #nemy — &S
¥o urge it — while such am allitude prevails among the Slovaks
at hme and abhroad as well. We sincerely desine Lo reach mutual
winberstasding and efTective sooperation, Bot it ts hard for 2s to
overcmme the frear thil while one arm of yours opens for friendly
embrace the other hides & dagger pgainst our vory cxistence,
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The Slovak publicists pay close sttention to the Slovak
- minority groups scattered in Hungary. Moravia and Bohemia.
This certamly = Uvedr geht aod duty, When wie ke some cor-
' reclive comments L such publicelions — e o Lhe highly exag-
gorated number of Slovaks in Hungary — we doit with no hostilea
il isomy bat oy fo pressane e Slovak writers [0 pespect the
Tacts and the (zuth. Epreading historical theories and other infor-
maiion which lack objectivity generates only conflice and
adverse feelings. We acknowledge the national duty of the
Slovaks Lo show cire and Enlerest in Che plight of thedr minocity
groups. We alog expect the Slovaks to respect our efforts bo sup-
pors our fellow Hungarians in their stTuggle for surival, which
we do in paalrEtakingly objective and pestrained manners.

Yo expressed mlverse eriticisn on the English edition of Dr.
Kalmiin Janic=" book. Since [ could not ovril myzalf of it, [ cannot
degl with your crilkci=m of its merits. However, I am [amiliar
with the Hungamban edition which is replets wilth appilling
dotminesnls on the fenociipl attncks - ageinet  the Hungarinn
minority. You call the English edition & politicsl mistake com-
pamafle, on tho part of the Slovaks, fo the publishing agaim
Sentus Vietor's: Radleal Problems of Hungary. Permsonally, I
wionld weleoms the realization of thiz idea, in spite of the fact
thitt the book is antquated since it deals with an anschrongstic
problem long bured by the ruins of two World Wars. 1 would en-
ooursge the Hungaran arganizations to bay op all the copies znd
distribute them along with Dr, Janics's book. Hoth together
wooulid make very enlightening reading for many misinformed
readers who thus would have a chanee o make an authentic
oomparigon belween the oppression of the Sloveks in the
Hungaran Hingdom and the fate of the Hungarlans omder
Czecho-Slovak rule. Such comparison would cleary show which
sicle comimitied greater crimes against hasic human nghts.

Yo refer, with a disparaging side remark, 1o the antlels foom
Gy orgy Gydefiy (published in this paper on Sept. 5, 1882 ) calling
its vlew on the past of the Slwaks not worthy of atention.
Afaine=t him yon cite the asthority of two hardly known Slovnk
histarians from the begmning of 18th century who sopposedly
proved, with scicntific puthority, the descent of the Slovaks
from the Great Moravian Empire. [t i3 ol uncomenon Tor
historians o disagres when interpreting historical periods for
whieh ey can rely on wvery limited soarces, [ am not funiliar
wilh the work of the Jesnit historian Samual Timon, nor withthe
wrilings of I B, Magin, & one time parish priest of Dubnbea. But it
i= pwident that sipce thelr time many previously upknown
documents have been discovered, additiomally recent ar-
cheological Nindingg ke those of D, Gyola Liszld, hove shed eni
tirely mew light on the distant pest of Cantral Evrope. It 8 an-
professional o dismiszs as "ol serious’ the view of an
acknowladged hictorian who is cormecting the historical pletere

roncEmed on page 5]
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which the respectable parish priest of Dubnica drew up of the
orgin of the Slovaks mope than twe hundred years ago. Om the
basis of the seanty dociments, it may have apgeansl Lis lilm &5
trae history. Tel views of historians must be entienlly cxamined
aml comrected if they ame in disagreement with the reliable
doctuments; it ks not profession] to dismisss Lient with 3 mere £x-
“pression of displeasure, We would wolcome a2 documentsd
refutation of D Gydelfy's view: In critiesl times national
legends do not pass for history, and hiltorical vlews cannot be
impased tn dirtaronnl fa=hion.
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AL he gen.eml, meeting of the SES in June, 1081, {he Prosi-
dent of the organization made the following statement: *The
Hungarigns avoid being dmwn into controversy with the Slovaks
on historical questlons. Yot we shell pressane themn e debste
with us.™"

Well, Dr. Kirschbpum, we yielded to this pressure and since
that time we have dealt with some controversial Bsues with
regard to the Magyar-Slovak relatlons. You, however, Lo owr
regret, seem bo tnke o stand against such diseussion. We regret
that vou conslder our writings as stiacks against the Slovaks,
though we have been panlcularly careful to continue Lhe
diglogae in o deteched, objective manmer, We never aim at
generating hostility and hatred; on the contrary, our writings are
inspired by 2 deslre to dispel mistmast amd prejudices among us.
Wi nre not entertaining, though, the ideaof a kind of political
* agreement 2= it would be beyond our sutherity. Yet an accept-
able modues vivendi could be worked out between the represan-
tatives of the two nations destined by history to live =s
neighlors, sikis by side. The first step is to dispel the aimasphera
of mistrust and diffuse all artificially fueled antagonism. The
leaders in exdle can meke a valuahble contributkon to this procass;
they can draw Insplration from the conditions of some milia-
eultuml democratie countrles whene thay establishisd their new
homes and whee (they can aoguine & broader parspective oo Lhe:
co-axistence of netionzlities which &= often disturbed in mono
culiural states,

1n this aAwareness we contine seeking ami strengihening our.

comman interests, this rebuilding the historical bridge over the
gulf that was hrought about betwesn our nations by twoe Wiord
Wars. The failure or sucorss of this endeavor will not depend on

LS '\-ﬁ
s




