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“The incumbent Pope devotes all Itis time to the spiritual life o f  the Church and deals 
with politics only to keep it away. ”

(about the Pope Pius XII. from the official statement of Baron Apor, Hungarian 
Envoy to the Vatican )'

Serédi Jusztinján ( his original name was Szapucsek György 1 2) was born in 
1884. He was an outstanding scholar of canon law, cardinal, Primate and the Archbishop 
of Esztergom. In connection with this latter function, we suggest that the above cited 
description of Pius XII. applies him as well. This comparison is also meaningful, as they 
governed the Church at the same time, though at different levels. It was a very special 
time in history, as the Church had already been deprived of its secular power and it was 
forced to focus on its spiritual life. On the other hand, for the sake of the universal 
Church the Pope could not turn from politics, which occasionally involved his neces
sary participation, even if his office was confined to the Vatican.

1 The official statement of the Envoy dated of I. June 1939. see in: DOCUMENTS OF THE RELATIONS 
BETWEEN THE VATICAN AND THE EUROPEAN FASCIST REGIMES. Compiled by B. LÖRINCZ 
Zsuzsa, Budapest. Kossuth. 1969. (below referred to: THE HUNGARIAN ENVOY TO THE VATI
CAN. 1969.) p. 168. Apor criticises the former pope, Pius XII.: “The deceased pope was deeply engaged in 
politics. Being a power -  thirsty man. he got involved in affairs not closely related to the Church, and with 
too much vehemence.” Concerning Baron Apor, Envoy to the Vatican, sec: B. Lörincz Zsuzsa. 1969.: 
Preface:pp.l8 19

2 MESZLÉNY1 Antal: THE PORTRAITS OF HUNGARIAN PRINCE PRIMATES. Budapest. Sz. I. Társ. 
1970. from p.394.
The parents of Serédi were Szapucsek Mihály and Oroszlán Júlia, who lived in Deáki in Kisalföld. The 
father’s ancestors come from County Árva. Szapucsek György was bom on 23. April 1884 to be the tenth 
child of the family. His brothers, among them there are a Benedictine monk, a railwayman, change the fami
ly name for Serédi which sounds more Hungarian. György changes his name when he is in the sixth grade 
of the school. He becomes a novice in Pannonhalma on 6. August 1901. His name in the Holy Order is 
Jusztinján.



In case of Serédi, a necessary political activity can be mentioned, because there 
seems to be a clear difference between the political activity of Csemoch János, the 
Primate’s legal predecessor and Serédi’s determined but always tactful political steps. 
Csemoch actively participated in the political stabilisation of the new Government from 
the very beginning of the Horthy era; for example, it was he who persuaded Károly IV. 
to leave after the failed royal coup3 4. In comparison, Serédi was not seriously involved 
in politics till Horthy István was elected the Governor of Hungary1.

This difference between the two Primates in political attitudes and style is expli
cable, as Csemoch János was enthroned to pontificates (Archepiscopal See of Kalocsa, 
then Esztergom) in the palmy days of peace of the Austro Hungarian Monarchy when 
pontificates were predestined to actively participate in politics according to the con
temporary public law.

At the same time, Serédi was appointed to the first pontifical see of the State a 
decade later after Trianon, when a lot had been changed in the relations between the 
State and the Church. Although the public lawyers still considers the right of coronation 
of the Archbishop of Esztergom effective, it became obvious after the royal coups that 
this privilege was just a fact of legal history, and not a real authority.

It must be mentioned the Catholic Church could survive the war with big losses, 
which meant significant losses in both the number of believers and territory, not to men
tion its possessions. Among the remaining and maimed dioceses, Esztergom became the 
most affected beside Szatmár and Várad. Perhaps it was only for Budapest, subject to 
Esztergom Archepiscopal See, and its increasing number of believers to be ministered 
that Esztergom did not become a vicarship. This situation, as in the above-mentioned 
case of Csemoch, could inevitably invite the interest of the Esztergom See. But Serédi, 
and it demonstrates his intellectual calibre if not political talent, resorted to steps in 
inner politics only if it was inevitable.

Serédi’s political career is mostly still unexplored. So far, only general historiog
raphy has undertaken to publish his memoirs, while his character is still a blank spot for 
church historiography.5 This also implies that up to the present, the available archivalia 
are the most revealing about Serédi’s primacy. Research work based on these materials 
indicate some interest, though.

We are not going to present new research , instead we would like to make a syn
opsis of the available research. We are encouraged to do this work, because we know 
Serédi’s political steps as a Primate, i.e. a public character and his opinions are infil
trated with the attitudes of a lawyer.

3 CSIZMADIA Andor: LEGAL REGULATION AND PRACTICE IN THE RELATIONS BETWEEN THE 
STATE AND THE CHURCHES IN THE HORTHY ERA IN HUNGARY. Budapest. 1966. p. 130. foot
notes 5; 6.About the Primate’s personal account see: BEKE Margit: THE HISTORY OF HUNGARIAN 
EPISCOPACIES AND ITS MINUTES. 1919-1944. Volumes I-II.. Munich, Budapest. 1992. Volume I. 
P-77.

4 MESZLENYI: 1970. pp.424-433
5 THE MEMOIRS OF SERÉDI JUSZTINIÁN. Published By: VIDA István, Budapest 1990.
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We grouped Serédi’s church and inner political activities around the following 
criteria:

1. Filling pontifical sees and the Intesa semplice.
2. The detached dioceses; ministering the Hungarian flock beyond the border.
3. The Church’s legal position after reannexation.
However arbitrary the above criteria may seem, considering the available re

search, they can be discussed from a legal point of view. It must be admitted, though 
that the conclusion of our paper cannot pretend to be more than what Baron Apor (cited 
in the motto) would often say in his official statements: “relata refero” I tell what I heard 
from others.

1./ Serédi and the Intesa semplice:
The church political career of Serédi Jusztiniân, a Benedictine monk started when 

he got to Rome. He built a very good working relationship with Cardinal Gasparri, the 
powerful superior of the Papal Court during the codification of CIC, the Codex Juris 
Canonici6. By the end of the war he was back at home, and according to certain sources, 
on 2. January 1919 Primate Csemoch called upon Serédi to go to Rome and inform the 
Holy See about the state of affairs in the Church in Hungary7. No doubt, it was his excel
lent connections with Rome that made the Primate choose Serédi. When the Hungarian 
Mission in the Vatican was established, Serédi soon became the canonist of the 
Mission8. At the same time, he carried on with the refinement of CIC, and he and 
Gasparri continuously published that huge pile of documents that they collected during 
the preparation for the codification9. This way Serédi kept up friendly relations with 
both sides: on the one hand, with the Holy See because of the codification; on the other 
hand, with the Hungarian Government for giving legal counsel to the Mission in Rome.

The contemporary Government did really need canon law counsel, it could even 
use Serédi’s connections in the Papal Court. It was important when the anomalies 
about the right of patronage became one of the most acute church political problems 
in Hungary. After the CIC came into force in 1918, the Vatican tried to enforce the 
provisions of CIC, like, for example the centralisation of church power. This endea
vour is reasonable, as the Church, being confined to the Vatican State, had only legal 
means at its disposal to maintain its universal pretensions. As the Codex authorised 
solely the Pope with the right of appointing bishops, it was only reasonable of the

6 MESZLÉNYI: 1970 pp.400-401. The data suggest 10,500 legal sources in 26,000 excerpts were processed. 
He stored up this material till his death, and docketed them at the end of his life.

7 THE HUNGARIAN ENVOY TO THE VATICAN. 1969. p. 12. footnote 4. Meszlényi does not know about 
this commission. According to him “He did not expect a new invitation from Gasparri, instead he travelled 
home as soon he could.” (see in: Meszlényi. 1970. p. 403.)

8 MESZLÉNYI 1970. pp..392.,404. and BEKE.1992. Volume I. p.59. From the minutes of the Episcopacy
dated of 27. October 1920.: “Serédi Jusztiniân, a Benedictine friar was appointed to the post of church coun
sellor. He is a capable of serving as the Agent of the Hungarian Dioceses at the different offices of the Holy 
See.......Serédi is asked to accept this post.

9 MESZLÉNYI. 1970. p.403. He worked on the sources in 1923 1938. It was published in nine volumes in co
operation with Gasparri. After his death he was the sole publisher of the CODEX JURIS CANONICI FONTES.
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Holy See to try to eliminate all legal customs, privileges or pacts contradicting this 
provision of the Codex.

It should be mentioned that at the beginning of the 1900s, it was only the Spanish10 11 
and the Hungarian Monarchs in Europe who were fully authorised to practise the right 
of appointing bishops, beside the German Emperor who had this power only in some 
parts of the Empire. These exceptions could be justified by certain church ,or geopo
litical concerns, of course. Both the Hungarian and the Spanish Kingdom represented a 
political border and a defence line towards the two big rival religions. Spain bordered 
with the Muslim World, while Hungary had been the faith defender against Orthodoxy 
for a thousand years. Obviously, this exceptional church political position was reward
ed with some legal privileges.

The Kingdom of Sicily had its privileges for similar geopolitical reasons some 
time earlier. The King of Sicily, as Monarchia Sicula and a secular subject, laid claim 
to a papal legate authority, similar to that of the Archbishop of Esztergom. Philip II. of 
Spain, for example was more than ready to practise the highest jurisdiction in church 
affairs, notwithstanding the protests of the Papal Legate." What is more, the court pro
ceeding on his behalf consisted of secular and not church lawyers.

Considering the above, Rome waited only for the opportunity to abolish these 
exceptions. The political instability following World War I. came at just the right 
moment, and a general papal right of appointing bishops seemed to be desirable for the 
interest of stability.12 In Hungary, this possibility arose at first in 1919-20, in connec
tion with the vacancy in the Episcopal See of Vác. Rome, referring to the anomalies 
concerning the powers of the Head of the State and the instability in domestic political 
life, appointed its own candidate to the Vác See without consulting the Hungarian 
Government. ( N.B. it is remarkable that Rome was not affected by Primate Csernoch, 
who advised the Legate functioning in Vienna to postpone the appointment13) This 
precedent shocked, at the same time frightened the Hungarian Government.

Following this, every Hungarian Government did its best to agree with the Vatican 
on a solution for the problem of pontifical appointments, which also involved the ques
tion of the right of patronage. Before a detailed government plan could have been draft
ed, the vacancy in the Kalocsa See brought about a new problem. This made the 
Government resolve to finally settle the question. Then, in the conferences with the 
Holy See, Serédi appears as a mediator intermediating between Under secretary 
Cardinal Gasparri and the Hungarian Mission.

Beside Csemoch’s political talent Serédi’s opinion seemed to be authoritative in 
these negotiations in the Vatican. This suggestion is reasonable if considering that the 
debates about the candidates to the Kalocsa See sharpened so much that one should

10 THE HUNGARIAN ENVOY TO THE VATICAN. 1969. p.323.
11 H. KŰENIGSBERGER: THE GOVERNMENT OF SICILY UNDER PHILIP II. OF SPAIN. London.

1951.from pp. 145. and CSIZMADIA. 1966. p.263.
12 CSIZMADIA. 1966. pp. 134.,268.,footnote 21.
13 CSIZMADIA. 1966. pp.269-270.
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have expected the open reprehension of the Vatican. It was well known that Gasparri 
sometimes tended to be vehement. Nevertheless, whenever the Hungarian Mission 
excuses for its mistakes, the Vatican’s reply is always friendly and lenient. This was 
probably for Serédi’s mediation, whose opinion in church law after his successful 
codification was authoritative for the Vatican administration.14 Slightly exaggerating, 
we can state that owing to Serédi’s popularity the Vatican was more lenient with the 
Hungarian Government, which sometimes had vehement, though compromising 
intentions.

Other sources also suggest that Serédi’s participation in the accomplishment of 
Intesa semplice( 1927), a provisional pact, was determining. This document, even if pro
visionally, regulated the question of appointing prelates between the Vatican and Hungary. 
The benevolence and sympathy of the contemporary Hungarian Government towards 
Serédi also suggests Serédi’s special role. No wonder the Vatican jumps into the false con
clusion that Serédi can be appointed to the vacant Esztergom See without consulting the 
Hungarian Government.15 Well before Serédi’s appointment to archbishop, Count 
Sommsich, the Hungarian Envoy to the Vatican through Gasparri urged the Holy See to 
reward Serédi for his merits in the codification.16 (N.B. Serédi was on the Government’s 
list of candidates for the vacant see in the Székesfehérár Episcopal See in 1925.)17

The creation of Intesa semplice was something to be proud of for Hungarian 
church politics. If one carefully studies the contemporary map of church politics in 
Europe, the following can be noticed. In Germany, at first the Vatican made separate 
concordats with the province states to regulate pontifical appointments. The most 
important of these are the Bavarian and the Prussian concordats which were effective 
even after the conclusion of the Imperial Concordat, resulting in a kind of dual regula
tion.18 According to the Prussian Concordat, collegiates, and not the Chancellor who 
had a right of appointment, had a right of veto against the Vatican candidates to the tra
ditional imperial sees.19

The Spanish situation is interesting, too. After the provisional cessation of the 
Monarchy, the Vatican denied the Republic the right of appointment practised by the 
former monarchs, although it admitted the new regime.20 Later, after long delays the 
Vatican made a new concordat with Franco. The Holy See agreed to allow the Spanish 
Head of State in office to offer six candidates to prelates. The Vatican selected three of 
the six candidates, the Spanish Government put these names in an order of preference 
and sent the list to Rome for a final decision and appointment. But, as Baron Apor, the

14 MESZLÉNYI. 1970. p.405. Serédi’s authority was also underlined by the information of Envoy Barcza 
according to which the Vatican asked the Primate canonist to co-operate in the codification of the Italian 
Concordat (1929), created not much !ater.(sec in: The Hungarian Envoy to the Vatican. 1969. p. 133.

15 CSIZMADIA. 1966. from p.315.; and MESZLÉNYI. 1970. from p.405.
16 MESZLÉNYI. 1970. p.404. Gasparri’ reply: "Do not worry. You will be rewarded.”
17 CSIZMADIA. 1966. p.304.; and MESZLÉNYI. 1970. p.405.
18 THE HUNGARIAN ENVOY TO THE VATICAN. 1969. pp.210 212.,214
19 the important examples are in: CSIZMADIA. 1966. p.30l. footnote 2.
20 THE HUNGARIAN ENVOY TO THE VATICAN. 1969. p.318.
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Hungarian Envoy to the Vatican put it: “this privilege to Spain was a pure formality; in 
reality, the situation was the same as in our county or many other countries.”21

Viewing it in its European context, Intesa se/nplice was a big success. On the 
whole, its rules conform to the similar Vatican pacts. However, among others, there is 
one big difference. In the above-mentioned examples they solved the problem with a 
concordat, while in the case of Hungary, both sides agreed on a provisional pact. True, 
this provisional pact proved to be a better solution than some of the concordats. Perhaps, 
we are not far from truth if we suggest that Serédi had his part in realising this modus 
vivendi, as that largely reflects the special circumstances in the Hungarian Church. The 
Holy See could have that kind of information at its disposal only if somebody provided 
them. Among others, one such confidential piece of information from the field of 
church politics was that Hungary was not interested in concluding a final pact. ( N.B. it 
is also of interest and suggests a special treatment of Hungary that Hungary has not had 
a single concordat with the Vatican, as contrasted with other states.)

It is important to note that Intesa semplice came into force at about the time of 
Serédi’s primacy. At the same time, behind the procedural form of the Pact there is a 
complicated political decision making machinery. According to the Pact, the Hungarian 
Government in office could select three candidates for nomination to vacant prelacies. 
The Vatican chose from these, but had it chosen someone else, the Government could 
have vetoed against this candidate. In the case of nominating army bishops, the Vatican 
provided further cessions, as the Government was entitled to make further complaints 
beside political objections.22 An important achievement was the Vatican was not entit
led to complain about political vetoes.

In reality, a whole range of influential persons were involved in the nomination of 
candidates. In case of Sedes vacantia, depending on the importance of the see, the Prime 
Minister or the Minister for the Culture conferred with the Primate. The Primate con
sulted the Papal Legate, but occasionally the P.M. contacted the Papal Legate. Then, 
after an agreement on the candidates, the Foreign Minister informed the Holy See 
through the Hungarian Envoy. The negotiations in Rome went on in the Mission 
Foreign Ministry Primate Papal Legate circle.

It is not without significance to write about the legalisation of the above-men
tioned circle. The research of Csizmadia suggests that P.M. Bethlen István dealt with 
the issue in a conference on church politics on 9. July 1925. Then the spheres of 
authority were clearly defined. Generally, the Foreign Ministry was to initiate negoti
ations with the Vatican, but the Minister for Religion and Education was to decide in 
church political issues. In the most important questions the P.M. was to make deci
sions. It was also declared the Minister for the Culture as a private person is also entit
led to contact the Papal Legate. The bishops can also contact the Papal Legate, as well 
as the Vatican.23

21 THE HUNGARIAN ENVOY TO THE VATICAN. 1969. pp.322.,347-352.
22 CSIZMADIA. 1966. pp.305-309
23 CSIZMADIA. 1966. p.298.
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Neither Intesa semplice, nor the above Government decree on the definition of 
spheres of authority in church politics states that the Primate should be involved in nego
tiations at any level. Oddly enough, Primate Csemoch, who participated in the preparation 
of Intesa semplice at home, noticed this deficiency only in the last minutes. He immedi
ately asked the Minister for the Culture to intervene in Rome in the interest of codifying 
the primate rights.24 However, the Holy See turned down this request. The reasons for the 
denial can only be guessed. As it was only a temporal pact, Rome perhaps did not want to 
cause the Primate inconveniences by prescribing the obligatory negotiation. Every sober
ly thinking government would consult the Primate anyway. (N.B. Csemoch refers to the 
fact that at the time of the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy the Monarch consulted the 
Primate in each pontifical appointment) Another explanation is that Serédi participating 
in the negotiations and refining the text of the Pact with Gasparri did not realise the sig
nificance of primate powers.25 These questions remain to be answered. The fact is that 
Csemoch’s worries about Serédi’s primacy did not prove to be right, any government in 
office would always and regularly consult the Primate in case of a vacancy.26

Serédi had a strange routine in episcopal appointments. He was a canonist, there
fore he might have sympathised with fellow canonists more than theologians. It can be 
observed that in the second half of his primacy that there are more canonists among can
didates to bishops. Even Rome noticed it. When the Government again offered Luttor 
Ferenc, the canonist lawyer of the Hungarian Mission to a prelacy, the Vatican firmly 
stated that since the appointment of Serédi it was decided the Holy See did not want to 
see any more canonists of the Mission in a prelacy.27 However, some canonists residing 
at home were appointed to a bishop, supposedly due to Serédi’s good diplomacy. 
Slightly exaggerating we could suggest that this was the practice till the inauguration of 
Bánk József to the Eger, later the Vác Sees.

2./ Serédi and the dioceses of Trianon
Serédi’s appointment to primacy, which took place without consulting the 

Hungarian Government, was commented on by Barcza, the Hungarian Envoy to the 
Vatican: “the Vatican wishes candidates to prelacies who are highly disciplined, loyal to 
the Church and ready to represent the will of the Holy See and insist on the regulations 
of the canon law.”28 This latter quality, an insistence on canon law is important to note. 
This was significant not only for the implementation of C1C, but also for the reason that 
the majority of Hungarians residing over the new borders were Catholics. These facts 
and the problems of church organisation related to them resulted in a plenty of questions 
concerning international law. Not to mention the situation in the Esztergom diocese

24 CSIZMADIA. 1966. pp.307-308.
25 CSIZMADIA. 1966. pp.302-303.
26 CSIZMADIA. 1966. p. 331. quotes Envoy Barcza's opinion about a complicated episcopal appointment 

(1933) which suggests Serédi’s proposal to postpone the appointment should be heeded, as “we could not 
propose any appointment without the Primate’s consent.”

27 CSIZMADIA. 1966. p.339.
28 CSIZMADIA. 1966. p. 321.
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where 90% of its territory and a large proportion of the assets of the Archiépiscopal See 
became the property of Slovakia.

Serédi got involved in these issues even at the time of his staying in Rome. He, 
being good at languages often translated for the new minority Hungarians visiting the 
Vatican. One of his biographers mentioned that once when he translated to one such del
egation at a papal audience, Pius XII. smiling said to Serédi: he does not understand that 
some days before Serédi inteipreted for a Slovakian pilgrim delegation, the day before 
for Yugoslavian visitors, and now for a Rumanian delegation. “Does everybody speak 
Hungarian there?” asked the Pope benevolently.29

Returning home from Rome as Primate and the Head of the Hungarian Episco
pacy he had to deal with problems following from the new situation.

At the end of World War I., two Hungarian bishops from Felvidék offered their 
service to the Vatican, still they had to leave their sees. At the beginning of Serédi’s 
office, they were still alive in Hungary(N.B. they were honorary archbishops).30 Some 
of the bishops serving over the border had a good relationship with the Hungarian hier
archy. For example, the saintly Fischer Colbrie Ágost, Bishop of Kassa; Majláth 
Károly, Bishop of Transylvania; his successor, Márton Áron, to mention a few. Both 
Rome and the Hungarian Government were of the opinion the bishops in service over 
the Trianon borders should not be appointed to the vacant Episcopal Sees in Hungary 
because of concerns for the flock living outside the state. There were worries that other 
prelates would also claim to come home to Hungary.

The stand of the Hungarian Government is explicable, but Rome’s rigidity could 
be explained by the Pope’s character. Barcza, the Hungarian Envoy to the Vatican, in 
his official statement dated of 1931, in detail discusses the dawn of republican move
ment in Spain and the place of the Church in it.. He mentions, among other things, how 
much the Vatican was shocked when Seguera, Archbishop of Toledo ran away from 
Spain to the Vatican at the beginning of the Revolution. Barcza writes: “When the 
Soviet troops were at the outskirts of Warsaw, Pius XII., then the Papal Legate to 
Warsaw, was the only person of the diplomatic corps who did not leave his mission. He 
really got furious when he heard about Seguera’s flee.... the Holy See rejects this behav
iour continues the Envoy not only for moral reasons, but because they think that the 
official concerned loses his moral superiority if he does not wait until he is forced to 
leave his mission. Beside Cardinal Seguera there were some other bishops who left their 
mission, probably not because of open violence. This did not strengthen the authority of 
the Church in Spain. The Hungarian bishops who did not escape during the Soviet 
Republic in Hungary in 1919. were mentioned as good examples!”31

The viewpoint of the Vatican in issues like this remained standard. In 1939, when 
the Soviet attacked Poland and the Polish Primate fled from Posen, the Holy See sent

29 MESZLÈNYI. 1970. p.404.
30 BEKE. 1992. Volume I. from p.39., pp.44 48, particularly p.68.
31 THE HUNGARIAN ENVOY TO THE VATICAN. 1969. pp.320-321.
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him back to his diocese despite an invitation by the Polish government to Paris. Apor, 
Hungarian Envoy to the Vatican wrote in his official statement: “Cardinal Maglione 
pronounced that a bishop is to remain in his diocese in whatever circumstances.”32

Other envoys in their statements underlined the importance of the Imperial 
Concordat with Germany dated of 1933. Masirevich, German Envoy from Berlin 
emphasises the significant 29. Passage of the Concordat.: “..the German Government 
assumes an obligation to guarantee the ethnic minorities of Germany a treatment based 
on the principle of reciprocity in their religious life. In the relevant passage of the con
cluding protocol the Holy See expresses its intent to consider a similar protection of 
German minorities in concordats to be concluded in the future.”

Oddly enough, the Hungarian Mission in the Vatican, warning the Foreign Mi
nistry referred to the same passage: “The 29. Passage is of special interest for Hungary, 
as that provides the same rights to a minority living in Germany as the home state of the 
given minority guarantees Germans living in its territory....The regulations of the 
Signature Protocol state the Holy See will assume an obligation to make sure (Bedacht 
nehmen), in accordance with the principles they respect, that in the interest of the 
German minorities a similar regulation be made in concordats to be concluded with 
other states. This expressed principle of the Vatican will be a feasible point of reference 
in the interest of Hungarian minorities.”33

The above documents seem to support the sayings according to which Primate 
Serédi well before the Vienna Treaty, made preparations with the help of the Vatican 
for an agreement with the Czechoslovak State. This agreement would have considered 
the above mentioned principles of reciprocity in the life of the ex Hungarian dioceses 
in Felvidék, and it suggested the principles of parity in allocating church offices. The 
Hitler regime, after it became politically strong, would continuously breach the Imperial 
Concordat. This did not influence the Vatican which since that time has considered this 
democratic and modem treatment of ethnic minorities its own. It is very probable that 
Serédi, who had excellent connections with the Vatican, might have had the silent con
sent of the Vatican in his efforts to solve the problems of the church in the newly cre
ated states of Trianon on the basis of reciprocity. It is remarkable, for example, that in 
the middle of the 1930s, the Vatican, after the Hungarian Government intervened, did 
not confirm the non Hungarian candidates of the Rumanian Government to the Epis
copal Sees of Várad and Szatmár.34

This favourable trend was stopped after the unexpected decisions on territorial 
revision in the Vienna Treaty. The tactful and considerate Serédi was not prepared for 
the changes in church administration following the border revisions. Supposedly, he 
might have expected the realisation of the draft he had been preparing, rather than a 
quick political decision which resulted in a late correction of the Trianon Pact.

32 THE HUNGARIAN ENVOY TO THE VATICAN. 1969. p.287.
33 THE HUNGARIAN ENVOY TO THE VATICAN. 1969.: Report of Masirevich p. 214., Report of Thierry, 

Agent of the Vatican p.2I2.
34 CSIZMADIA. 1966. p.336. and footnote 31.
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According to the records from the conferences of the Hungarian Episcopacy, one 
of the biggest problems of Seredi was the normalisation of relationships with the for
merly detached dioceses. He, characteristically, did his best. One of the signs of his 
good will was that, not long after the implementation of the Vienna Treaty, he invited 
the bishops of the returned dioceses to the conference of the Hungarian Episcopacy.35 
The co-operation which at first seemed to be peaceful soon ended.

At the conference of the Hungarian Episcopacy in 1940, the Uniate bishops of 
Transylvania particularly opposed the Primate. The legal arguments motivating the 
political ethnic conflicts are very interesting. The Uniate bishops had some legal reser
vation in the debate concerning the jurisdiction of the Primate. They said they regarded 
their attendance at the conference of the Hungarian Episcopacy as a sign of their respect 
for the Primate, but the canon law does not oblige them to do so. They argued the Pope 
exempted them from the authority of the Esztergom Archbishopric at the foundation of 
the Fogaras-balazsfalvi Archbishopric, and subordinated them to Himself. In his reply, 
Seredi, the canonist claimed he had the authority of a legate, which implies papal 
authorities, consequently they could not be exempted.36

Then, during the debate it came to light the Uniates had a lot of real and presumed 
injuries, and the disagreement about the authorities was a symptom of the antipathy the 
governors of the Uniate Church in Transylvania felt about the territorial revision. 
Nevertheless, there was no time to harmonise the Hungarian Catholic hierarchy which 
extended in number out of necessity, in a relatively short time. World War II. and the 
unexpected death of Seredi stopped the further debates about church authorities.37

50 RACZ LAJOS

35 BEKE. 1992. Volume II. p. 217. the Primate’s announcement of the territorial changes in the minutes of 
the Hungarian Episcopacy

36 BEKE. 1992. Volume 11. pp.247.,289., particularly pp.292 294.
37 MESZLENY1. 1970. pp.433 434. and BEKE: THE HISTORY OF HUNGARIAN EPISCOPACIES AND 

ITS MINUTES 1945 48. Cologne -  Budapest. 1966. p.28., where the presiding Archbishop of Eger, 
Czapik, commemorating Seredi Jusztinian, said: “The Lord sent for him on Holy Thursday (29. March) at 
noon."


