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Introduction: the Topic of the Research

In August 1940 the Romanian and Hungarian governments asked for the arbitration of the
German and Italian governments in order to solve the territorial dispute between the two
countries. The applicants obliged themselves to accept the terms of the decisions without re-
luctance. The arbitrary decision, which was made on the 30" of August 1940 in the Gold
Cabinet of the Belvedere Palace in Vienna based on ethnical, economical and strategic prem-
ises, divided the land of Transylvania, which constituted the topic of the territorial debate, in
two parts. The Northern part was annexed to Hungary, and its southern part remained in Ro-
mania.

The new border tore Transylvania in two parts in an unprecedented way. It divided his-
torical regions, centuries-old economical, social and cultural relationships, villages, families,
doing all this without any pragmatic regard. Cities lost their supplier villages, industrial facili-
ties their raw material bases, producers their markets, important rail-lines became standoffs,
main roads became dead-ends. The decision parted Transylvania and its inhabitants. Romani-
ans in the north and Hungarians in the south sadly watched the new border, joy and acclama-
tion on one side and rising hatred and nationalist hysteria on the other. The already burdened
relationship of the two nations has turned to open animosity. Hundreds of Romanians were
killed by the revenge of Hungarian paramilitary units in the north, and hundreds of thousands
of Hungarians were expecting their darkest period of minority existence in the south.

The border, which has been drawn by Adolf Hitler himself, also tore the Transylvanian
Reformed Church District in an unprecedented manner. 3/5 of it was hoping development and
integration in Hungary, but 2/5 of it was expecting an almost total narrowing of its possibili-
ties and the continuous and stubborn fight for survival in Romania. The southern part of the
church district lost its centre, and was left without government, Theology, normal school for
women, official newspaper, printing press etc. At first, the departure of its leaders and follow-
ers had been anticipated, followed by the decay of its institutions, total chaos and the certain
liquidation.

It didn’t happen that way. The Reformed bishop of Transylvania, Janos Vasarhelyi de-
cided in the night after the Vienna Award that he would stop by any means the disruption of
life in Southern Transylvania. The next day he delegated a vice-bishop to keep his place, and
a Governing Committee to keep the place of the Governing Board. His decision was very im-
portant, because due to this committee the church district managed to avoid the irreversible
decay, this committee was able to rescue five complete and four partial dioceses, almost 200
congregations, a large number of primary and secondary schools and several charity institu-
tions from the torments of war and the wrath of the Romanian nationalism.

The Governing Committee fulfilled his duties with exemplary consciousness. They settled
a new headquarter in Nagyenyed (Aiud), established contact with the Romanian government,
asking for the financial support for the Reformed pastors’ salaries, they collected data, estab-
lished provisory dioceses, and in only two months set up a working administrative machinery,
which helped the church avoid the disruption of life after the break-up. After the consolidation
of his situation, the committee tried to set up the final organization of the Reformed Church in
Romania, organized the church work from the internal mission to charity deeds, supported the
primary and secondary schools, established a Theological Faculty, took care of the retired



people, helped its distressed pastors and followers, offered legal remedy for the people har-
assed by the authorities, established a printing press, edited manuals, calendars, catechism,
hymnbooks.

Synthesis (general and chapter description) of the dissertation

In our dissertation we present the five years of existence (1940—1945) of this particular
and unique form of church organization from the history of the Transylvanian Reformed
Church District. Five years, which until now have not been presented by the church histori-
ans. The researchers and the inquirers of the era know well, that the Reformed ecclesiastical
historiography has a severe lag in the up-to-date and factual presentation of the 20" century
Reformed Church History of Transylvania. The period of 194045 is undoubtedly one of the
most interesting and unique parts of this era. In the decades that followed the Second World
War, during the well known circumstances of the communist regime, the topic could not be
treated, so the analyzed period is a white spot regarding both the Transylvanian parts annexed
to Hungary and those left in Romania. Moreover, the latter has been considered a taboo until
1990, so the wider audience had not even heard of the existence of the Southern Transylva-
nian Church District. The main goal of our dissertation is to clear this white spot.

In the first chapter we present the circumstances of the partition of the Church District.
After a short presentation of the premises of the Second Vienna Award and its consequences
over Romania and Hungary, we present the new situation caused by the Award. We present
the process of the formation of the Governing Committee, which ruled the Southern Transyl-
vanian Church District, the circumstances of the accreditation of vice-bishop Ferenc Nagy,
and the churchwarden of the Church District, Balint Bethlen, and finally the events of the first
period.

The second part of the dissertation presents the everyday life of the church structure
partly consolidated from November 1940. First we present the church government. We show
the attempts of the Governing Committee to create a new church district in Romania, and
what has obliged them to exist until the liquidation of 1945 in the mainframes settled on the
31% of August 1940 by bishop Vasarhelyi. We present the activity of the main governing au-
thorities (Governing Committee, College of Deans, Presidential Board, Departments), thor-
oughly presenting the persons and activities of the two presidents (Ferenc Nagy and Balint
Bethlen). Next we present the relationship of the Governing Committee and the Reformed
pastors with the Romanian government, and what they could expect from the Romanian au-
thorities, and the relationship with the other Hungarian Christian denominations, with the
other Reformed Church District from South-Western Transylvania, and with the Governing
Board of Kolozsvar. The next subchapter presents briefly the contemporary situation of the
five complete, four partial and one dismissed dioceses, which were left in Romania. The chap-
ter continues with the presentation of the internal life of the church: we present the liturgical
life, the catechesis, internal mission and charity work of the church, the life of the two impor-
tant charity institutions: the orphanage of Szaszvaros (Orastie) and the alms-house of Brasso
(Brasov), we outline the few results achieved in the field of church press and Diaspora care,
and finally how the Governing Committee took care of the retired pastors and teachers, and
how it helped its distressed pastors and followers. The chapter ends with the presentation of
the Reformed elementary and secondary education of Southern Transylvania.

The next chapter presents the injuries of the Reformed people of Southern Transylvania
between 1940 and 45. First we analyze the background of the anti-Hungarian mentality of the
Romanian government and public opinion, outlining all of the possible reasons, which are re-
flected in the contemporary political and social circumstances, and after that we present in
short the full scale of the injuries suffered by the Reformed Church. The next four subchapters
give a detailed presentation of the injuries, which the church had to suffer in individual, com-



munity, and economical matters during the Antonescu regime. We speak about the anti-
Hungarian atmosphere, the mass dismissal of Hungarian workers, the insults suffered by Re-
formed pastors and followers, the different kinds of harassment of Reformed pastors by the
authorities and the proceedings of court-martial against Reformed people (individual injuries).
We present the laws regarding state of siege in Romania, and those community injuries,
which were caused to the church by the arbitrary application of the laws regarding mobility,
gathering and language usage and by the censorship. We follow the line with the discrimina-
tive economical measures, we present the occupation of the different types of buildings of the
church, the differentiated tax policy applied against the church, the war loans, and the irregu-
larities regarding the church financing and the salaries of priests. At the end of the chapter we
present the injuries suffered by the church in the period following the 23" of August 1944,
mostly during the Romanian-Hungarian war, caused by the authorities or by the passing ar-
mies: violent actions, internment, destruction and looting.

The dissertation ends with the presentation of the reunification of the Church District. We
shortly outline the circumstances of the reunification of Transylvania, and the reintroduction
of Romanian administration on the whole territory of Transylvania, and we speak about those
kinds of measures, which lead to the recreation on the 28"™ of May 1945 of the united Tran-
sylvanian Reformed Church District. The chapter is ended by the presentation of the events of
the next half year, steps taken toward the liquidation and dismissal of the Governing Commit-
tee, and the presentation of the last meeting of this committee.

After a quick look over the structure of the dissertation, it is obvious that there is a whole
chapter dealing with the injuries suffered by the church. This is the consequence of the fact
that in the particular situation and due to the anti-Hungarian and so anti-Reformed mentality
of the Romanian administrative authorities and public opinion, we can count much more inju-
ries than results in the life of the church. Looking over any aspect of its activity we will
shortly meet barriers, hardness, disabilities, which are mostly caused by factors outside the
church. The followers and the pastors of the church had suffered in an unprecedented way,
and we think that these injuries would appear more accentuated if we presented them detailed
in a separate chapter. The large number of injuries is proved also by the contemporary general
presentations of the church life. For instance, the monumental report of the Reformed Church,
called The Situation of the Reformed Church of Southern Transylvania from the Second Vi-
enna Award until the 5" of May 1943, presented under the signature of vice-bishop Ferenc
Nagy to the Hungarian Ministry of Foreign Affairs, gives a detailed presentation of the church
life in 241 pages, answering the questions of the Hungarian government. 200 pages of the re-
port speak only about the injuries suffered by the church. And even though the injuries are
presented in a separate chapter, when the report presents the life of the church district (pub-
lishing, internal mission, liturgical life, etc.), it also outlines barriers, hardness and discrimina-
tive measures. On the 25™ of November 1945 on the last meeting of the Governing Commit-
tee, Ferenc Nagy had presented his presidential report of the five years of existence. The re-
port has 35 pages, of which 21 contain the detailed presentation of several injuries suffered by
the church. The proportions reflect the mentality of the vice-bishop and the pastors and fol-
lowers of the church, who considered the five years of separate existence as an injury.

We also have to mention that in the dissertation we did not present thoroughly the history
of the Bethlen Géabor Theological Academy of Nagyenyed (Aiud). The main reason of this
fact is that when the Academy was dismissed in 1945, its rector, Laszl6 Musnai edited a thor-
ough and detailed presentation of the history of the institution (Serving the Word of God,
Nagyenyed, 1945), which was published in the same year. We could not add any new detail to
the facts presented in the book, so we did not want to repeat the information it presented. But
this does not mean that we did not mention the Theological Academy. We do it, whenever its



existence, its problems, or issues regarding it come to order. But there is no chapter or sub-
chapter dealing with the Theological Academy.

Sources

Because — as we mentioned — there is no monographic work written either about the
Southern Transylvanian Church District or the Transylvanian Reformed Church during the
Second World War, in our research we could only use archival sources. In our breaking of
new ground we could use only the memoirs of some of the contemporary personalities and
some general works describing the political, military, minority situation of Southern Transyl-
vania in the researched era. Due to the fact that in the mentioned period there was almost no
ecclesiastic or laic press, the press publications of the era could not be the basic resource of
information.

The main body of our research source was the archive of the Southern Transylvanian Re-
formed Church District stored in the Archives of the Transylvanian Reformed Church in Ko-
lozsvar (Cluj). The material consisting of 5.4 linear meters is the most important resource for
describing the life of the church district. It has been seriously damaged (at the end of Septem-
ber 1944 Soviet soldiers quartered in the offices of the Governing Committee broke into the
cabinets, and ravaged all of the documents), so the image outlining from it is sometimes in-
complete.

The minutes written on the secret meetings of the Governing Committee and on the last
meeting in 1945 are held in the Archives of the Governing Board of the Transylvanian Re-
formed Church. This archive stores also the first report written by Vice-bishop Ferenc Nagy.
From these archives we have also examined the documents of the Transylvanian Reformed
Episcopate regarding the related period. The Archives of the Reformed Dioceses (Hunyadi —
Hunedoara, Kolozsvari — Cluj, Kiikiilléi — Tarnavelor, Nagyenyedi — Aiud , Nagyszebeni —
Sibiu) have also offered data concerning the life of the church. These archives — excepting the
one of Nagyenyed — Aiud — can be found in the Archives of the Transylvanian Reformed
Church. Our knowledge was enriched with useful background information by the correspon-
dence of the professor of theology Andras Nagy. In his letters we have found information
about the relationship between the Governing Committee and the Borough Council of the
Bethlen Reformed College in Nagyenyed (Aiud), about the financial aid, which arrived from
Switzerland and about the fate full of torments of some southern-Transylvanian pastors.

In The National Archives of Hungary we have researched the following collections: Press
Archives, Archives of the Hungarian Prime Minister’s Office, Archives of the Hungarian For-
eign Ministry. The collection titled Press Archive has a smaller collection called: “Southern
Transylvanian Database” holding an important volume of reports regarding the lives of sev-
eral southern Transylvanian Hungarian institutions, churches and regions. In this collection
we have found the earlier mentioned exhaustive report, which was written by the Presidential
Board of the church district for the Hungarian government in May 1943. The Archives of the
National and Minority Department of the Office of the Hungarian Prime Minister, and the ar-
chives of the Political Department of the Hungarian Foreign Ministry hold a large number of
documents regarding the injuries suffered by the Hungarian Reformed people and pastors in
Southern Transylvania. We have found a small but important amount of data in the Archives
of the Hungarian Community of Romania.

In the Archives of the Synod of the Hungarian Reformed Church we have examined
documents regarding the support provided for Reformed people in Southern Transylvania,
and the pastors and followers who have fled to Hungary during the years of separation, as
well as the Southern Transylvanian students, who have studied in Hungary in that period.

In the Romanian National Archive we have researched the collections of the Ministry of
the Cults and Education of the Antonescu-cabinet. In this material we have found substantial
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information regarding the correspondence between the Reformed Church and the Government
Institutions, and the background of several administrative actions of the government against
the Reformed Church.

Because there is no relevant bibliography of church history regarding this period, we
could only use works of general view.

We could use some of the memoirs of contemporary Hungarian and Romanian personali-
ties. One of them was the summarizing writing of Istvan Hegyi, former Reformed pastor of
Petek. An abridged version of this writing has been published in the journal Reformatus
Hirad6 in Székelyudvarhely (Odorhei), and its manuscript was presented to us by prof. Istvan
Tokés, whom we thank his kindness. Another memoir used was the autobiography of Sandor
Kacso, former editor of the newspaper Erdélyi Gazda. In the third volume of his work, which
deals mostly with the period following the Second Vienna Award (Nehéz szagu iszap felett)
the author presents a serious amount of details regarding the life of the Hungarians and the
Reformed Church in Southern Transylvania, and the fate of the Hungarians (and among them
several Reformed pastors and College teachers) sent to internment in Targu Jiu. We could
also use the memories of Horia Sima, which speak about the period following the Second Vi-
enna Award, and of Petru Groza: Malmaison, in the shade of the prison, which has been writ-
ten in 1946, when he recalls the years of the Antonescu-regime.

From the bibliography dealing with the events of the researched period we could use the
works of the Hungarian historians: Déniel Csatari, Péter Illésfalvi, Béni L. Balogh, Mihaly
Zoltan Nagy, Péter Szabd, Norbert Szdmvéber, Laszld Szenczei, Gadbor Vincze, and of the
Romanian historians: Dumitru Sandru, Ottmar Trascd and Viorel Achim. The writings of the
enlisted authors deal thoroughly with the second Vienna Award, the Hungarian-Romanian
relationship, the activity of the German-Italian military committees, the minority policy of
Hungary and Romania, the demographic movements between the two countries, the events of
the Romanian—Hungarian war etc. We used these works to examine the situation of the Hun-
garians in Romania and the approach of the Romanian government and public opinion toward
the Hungarians.
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Results, conclusions, theses

In our dissertation we have presented the history of the Southern Transylvanian Church
District between 1940 and 45, a period in which 2/5 of the body of the Reformed Church had
lived a provisory separate life, torn from its centre. We have presented the newly created
church structure, which came to existence in a particular historical situation during World
War II, on the southern part of the divided Transylvania. Based on the available information,
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we have presented the circumstances of its formation, organizations and the hardness of the
first months. We have presented the newly formed governing structures; we have outlined the
results of the government of the church authorities, the hardness and lags of their activity. We
have run through the relationship of the church district with the Romanian government and
with the other Hungarian churches, through the life of the dioceses left completely or partially
in Romania, and through the different segments of the internal church life. We have outlined
the social, political relationships, which formed the background of the injuries suffered by the
church and of the anti-Hungarian and anti-Reformed approach of the Romanian government
and public opinion. We presented thoroughly the several types of injuries suffered by the
church from individual, community or economical aspects, and the torments and looting suf-
fered after the 23™ of August 1944. Finally we have presented the events of the reunification
of the Transylvanian Reformed Church, and the reorganization of a unified government.

From the large amount of presented data regarding the unique chapter of the history of the
Transylvanian Reformed Church, we can conclude the following:

1. The Second Vienna Award tore not only Tranyslvania in two, but it also divided the
Transylvanian Reformed Church District. By the measures taken by Bishop Janos Vasarhelyi
and the meeting of the Governing Board on the 31* of August 1940, the church could avoid
the final rupture of the Southern Transylvanian part from the body of the Transylvanian Re-
formed Church. The decision of the meeting, claiming that “it declares the congregations,
schools and institutions left in Southern Transylvania belonging to the body of the Transylva-
nian Reformed Church”, had a key importance, because through this decision the provisory
character of the division was preserved throughout the whole time of partition. In the first two
months, the newly created Governing Committee did not try to organize a separate church dis-
trict, hoping that based on the principle of mutuality, the Romanian Government will allow
Bishop Vasarhelyi to exercise his Episcopal authority over his followers in Southern Transyl-
vania. When it became clear that this is impossible — after the discussions of November 1940
from Kolozsvar (Cluj) — the presidents decided to convoke the general assembly of the church
in order to elect a new bishop and a new governing board. We presume that their main task
was to preserve the continuity of existence of the Reformed Church of Transylvania, ac-
knowledged by the Romanian confessional law in 1928, and to get a better dealing position
with the Romanian government as a separate church district, and finally to pacify those who
were discontented because of the naming of the presidents and the lack of elections. However,
the convocation of the general assembly and the election of the bishop would have meant the
acceptance of the final partition of the Southern and Northern Transylvanian Church District.
But this did not happen due to the approach of the Romanian government, which considered
the decision of the Governing Board from the 31% of August 1944 unchangeable, and ac-
cepted the authorities created by this decision only. This way the Governing Committee had
become the substitute of the Governing Board in Southern Transylvania, and it always had to
report to this governing authority. This way the unity of the Transylvanian Reformed Church
did not cease, and this is best proved by the fact that there was no hardness in 1945 in reestab-
lishing the unified government in the whole church, and it did not involve any relevant change
in the government system or structure of the church.

2. Despite the fact that the unity of the Transylvanian Reformed Church did not cease, the
two divided parts practically started separate, different, parallel ways of life. The Northern
Transylvanian part became again part of the Hungarian Reformed Church, new church laws
were introduced, and on several areas the way of ecclesiastical government changed substan-
tially, in Southern Transylvania however the 1904 Church Law remained the only valid law
source. Bishop Janos Vésarhelyi was not in Nagyenyed (Aiud) between the Autumn of 1940
and the Spring of 1945, starting with 1941 the Governing Board of the Transylvanian Re-
formed Church did not deal with the problem of the Southern Transylvanian Church District,
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and the Governing Committee in the south introduced new regulations during the time of the
partition. After the liquidation of the common pension fund the problem of the Reformed pas-
tors’ pension was resolved separately, the financing of the Church District also being resolved
from separate funds. The schools held by the Reformed Church worked in the south according
to the Romanian Education Law, and since the Theological Institute remained in Kolozsvar
(Clyj), in the south a new Theological Academy was established. The Church District estab-
lished a printing press, published his own official paper, new manuals for primary education,
and his own hymn book and a new translation of the Heidelberg Catechism.

3. Looking over the five year long history of the Southern Transylvanian Reformed
Church District, we can affirm with certainty that on the day following the Vienna Award
Janos Vasarhelyi and the Governing Board chose such persons to lead the newly created
church district that were perfectly fit to fulfill the tasks they had been given. Ferenc Nagy,
pastor of Tovis (Teius), dean of the Diocese of Gyulafehérvar (Alba Iulia), has led the church
district for five years with consciousness, patience and prevision, and preserved it in the pe-
riod which brought probably the most torments in the history of the Transylvanian Reformed
Church, even though he did not look for his mandate, and wanted to decline it. His attach-
ment, endeavor and responsibility for the cause of the church is obvious both from his decla-
rations, and from the opinions of his contemporaries or his governing methods. During his
negotiations in Hungary or in Bucharest he perseveringly represented the interest of the
church district, and providently handled its spiritual and material concerns. The most eloquent
proof of his prevision is the fact, that in August 1944, jeopardizing his own image, he decided
to bury the money deposits of the church district (cca. 30 million lei), saving them from the
looting of the Soviet soldiers quartered in the offices of the Government Committee, who had
broken its safe. The churchwarden Bélint Bethlen, an aristocrat with Spartan habit, who
avoided boasting and display, became an excellent working partner for Ferenc Nagy. The co-
operation of the two leaders was undisturbed; we have no information of any dispute or con-
flict between them.

4. In its activity, the governing authorities and the central office of the church faced critic
from the beginning, and had to deal with serious animosity. Most of these emerged from the
frustration of persons, who considered themselves neglected, and the resulted debates and
conflicts often turned into personal remarks or ill-advised affirmations. Such conflict was out-
lining from the relationship of the Governing Committee with Erné Tékés or with the Confer-
ence of Pastors in the Diocese of Nagyenyed (Aiud). The conflict that broke out between the
Governing Committee and the Borough Council of the Reformed College in Nagyenyed
emerged from the opposite standpoints of the warden of the College, Pal Szasz, and the
churchwarden, Balint Bethlen, and from the differences in principles and ideology regarding
financial problems between the Presidential Board, the College of Deans and the Borough
Council. During the debate however old injuries or disputes of decades between teachers and
pastors had come to surface. The boards standing on opposite sides could not find the possi-
bility of cooperation, and their bad relationship was preserved until the liquidation of the
Church District, since the members of the Borough Council decided to boycott the last meet-
ing of the Governing Committee. The animosity between Ferenc Nagy and Laszl6 Musnai
and Sandor Szdcs, shaded their activity, which on the other hand was efficient. The lack of
proper tone and communication made their reconciliation impossible even after 1945.

5. The zeal, consciousness and perseverance of the Governing Committee of the Southern
Transylvanian Church District and of the pastors and teachers helped to avoid the liquidation
of several congregations and institutions of the Church. In the first months Bishop Janos
Viasarhelyi and Vice-bishop Ferenc Nagy were those who stopped the mass of pastors and
teachers in fleeing to Hungary, even though some of them still left the country (pastors in a
smaller, but teachers in a larger number). And even though fleeing from the church district
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was constant, its foreseen liquidation did not occur. Moreover the church achieved consider-
able results in the field of education, internal mission, Diaspora care, assistance of distressed
persons, book publishing etc. The lags in their results are not the consequence of some kind of
wrong spirituality, or the lack of zeal, they emerged instead from the countless individual and
community injuries the church had to suffer and from the complete narrowing of the possibili-
ties of the church. This fact is proved by the conclusions of Bishop Janos Vésarhelyi formu-
lated on one of the last meetings, and those of the Governing Board formulated on the 25™M of
October 1945, statingthat “given the circumstances the Governing Committee tried his best to
fulfill the duties” given by the Governing Board in the Autumn of 1945.

6. The Church District has found loyal allies in the other Hungarian churches for his fight
for survival. The relationship between the Hungarian churches is best characterized in this
period by common stand-out for the common cause and by cooperation. Their good relation-
ship was clouded only by local quarrels, but these did not interfere with the achievement of
common goals. The plan to unify the Church District with the fraction of the Western Tran-
sylvanian Church District failed, and this failure was followed by a cold relationship between
the two fragments, mostly because dean Elemér Nemes made a grievance of the way the
Hungarian financial aid was distributed in Southern Transylvania.

7. After the Second Vienna Award the burden of preserving the Reformed elementary and
secondary education fell over the Southern Transylvanian Church District. The educational
network, which was hard to preserve even for the unified Transylvanian Reformed Church,
despite any effort of the Church District started to atrophy and decay. Organizing the elemen-
tary education was severely hardened by the fact that a lot of teachers had fled from the coun-
try and by the discriminative measures of the authorities against Reformed schools. Therefore
only one third of the Reformed children of school age attended Reformed schools, and their
number was constantly decreasing. The number of schools was also decreasing: in 1940 there
were 104 elementary schools, but in 1945 there were only 75. The efforts of the Governing
Committee were in vane: they could not raise the number of well prepared educators, they
could not substitute those who had left.

The secondary schools were also expecting a slow but sure decay. Even though at the end
of the first school year there were signs of optimism regarding the flourishing of the secon-
dary educational system, starting with the second year, the number of leaving teachers was
constantly growing, and there was no chance to substitute them. Even though the number of
students was constantly growing, the aggressive approach of the Romanian government,
which peaked in 1943 with the closing of the secondary schools on Nagyenyed (Aiud) and
Brass6 (Brasov), narrowed every life chance of the secondary education. This way in the
summer of 1944 in Southern Transylvania neither the church leaders, nor the political leaders
of the Hungarians considered the educational problem a key matter, because their 15 year
long perspectives were only the total liquidation of these schools.

We have to emphasize the fact that preserving the school system would have been almost
impossible without the efficient help of the Hungarian government. The church directed 71 %
of the financial aid of the Hungarian government to preserve the school system. We think that
this measure stopped the quick decay of the schools, but it was not enough to cease their slow
disappearance. Looking over the five years history of the elementary and secondary educa-
tion, we can affirm that its decay was not caused by the lack of proper financial support. The
fleeing of teachers and educators was the result of spiritual and not material reasons, and it is
obvious that the human resource problems could not be balanced with the raising of financial
support.

8. The approach of the Romanian government and public opinion toward the Hungarians
was characterized in the researched period by serious hatred and revengefulness and the de-
termination for ethnical cleansing. In the background of this approach were the following: the

14



desire to avenge the injuries that the Romanians had suffered in Northern Transylvania; the
determination to create the ethnically uniform Romanian national state; the politics based on
reciprocity, which were concretized in mutual avenge from both sides; the primitive national-
ism and finally pragmatic and economic considerations. In the researched period there was no
place either for pluralism or for the elementary rules of democracy in Romania. The Hungar-
ian could feel themselves as second-hand citizens, or “vogelfrei” as the Jews. Their situation
was improved after the break with the Nazi ideology, moreover, during the Hungarian—
Romanian war they were treated as dangerous elements, public enemies in Romania. The An-
tonescu-regime was nothing more than a totalitarian dictatorship, which extended to the infi-
nite the nationalist state politics of the 30s, and the following governments, even though they
denied ethnic discrimination, practiced hidden offensive politics toward the Hungarians.

They did not consider the Reformed Church as a spiritual reality, but more as a Hungarian
public institution, so the discriminative and biased measures taken against Hungarians hit the
church as well. The authorities have considered it the representative of the Hungarians, so as
they have narrowed the life possibilities of the Hungarians, they have narrowed it for the
Church also.

9. The history of the Southern Transylvanian Reformed Church District is a history of
suffered injuries. Even though the main target for the newly created Governing Committee
was to find a modus vivendi, as we look over the wide scale of the suffered injuries, or over
their considerable number, we can affirm that the five years of separation brought the church
no chance for living, only suffering. Ferenc Nagy characterized the life of the church in 1943
by saying that “the Reformed people here live with the tormenting feeling that there is a death
sentence declared over them, but it has not been executed yet”.

Taking into account the large number of illegalities, or crying injustice, atrocities of
xenophobe acts emerging from declared hatred, committed with the appearance of justice,
among any type of background search is obvious: the contemporary Romanian community
and the government considered that they have to create with any price the ethnically homoge-
nous Romania, which is free from Hungarians or other minorities.

Beyond mutuality, revenge or pragmatism both during the Antonescu regime and during
the following governments there is a definite outline of a well thought policy to bereave the
Hungarians of their basic human rights, forcing them to voluntarily give up their positions and
find a new home in their kin state. Even though this policy had succeeded, there was no com-
plete success, because the majority of the Hungarians stood still on their positions. Anyway,
this policy had brought unprecedented sufferings for the Hungarians and implicitly for the Re-
formed Church. The violent actions, the countless harassments from the authorities (confisca-
tions, court martial proceedings based on false accusations), the constant abuses, the requiring
and the war loans, the illegal limitation of salaries of pastors, which meant their daily bread,
and finally the internments lasting for months and the complete lack of legal defense against
injuries had stressed considerably the leaders of the church, the pastors and the followers,
causing for some mental illness, and for others even their death. The injuries regarding the use
of languages, the limitations of traveling and gathering, the censorship, the decay of newspa-
per and book publishing, the austerity of the authorities that paralyzed in every aspect the ec-
clesiastical and educational life, the over calculated taxes, war loans and the bereaving of the
communities of their legal financial support made whole church communities incapable of
living, and turned the life of the church into a constant struggle for survival.

10. The constant attacks aiming at the welfare, assets and communities of the church con-
tributed to the violent assimilation of the Hungarians in Southern Transylvania, and therefore
to the dispersion of the Reformed Church. The representation of the Southern Transylvanian
Hungarians and Reformed people, their demographic and spiritual potential was seriously de-
creasing in this period, and the effects of this decrease can be seen even today.
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11. Finally it is necessary to emphasize the heroism of those people who made their sacri-
fices for the survival of the church. We think that by presenting the life of the church and the
suffered injuries the importance of their resistance becomes obvious, and it can be proved that
there were people who held their positions in knowledge of their vocation and mission, ne-
glecting their own financial advancement and jeopardizing their own and their families’ exis-
tence and safety. There were only a few servants of God who fled from their duty, and most
of them did this when they could not stand anymore the everyday torments.

And finally we have to agree with Béni L. Balogh, who weighing the importance of the
minority life between 1940 and 1945, mentions as the only positive fact that the Hungarians
in Southern Transylvania survived this period full of torments, even though they brought
enormous sacrifices. We think that his statement is valid for the Reformed Church also.
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