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The number of Trianon refugees 

’So Joseph stored up grain in such abundance 
 – like the sand of the sea –  
that he stopped measuring it; 

it was beyond measure’.  
(Genesis, 41:49.) 
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This study summarises the knowledge on the
number of Trianon refugees. The study argues
that one do not and will not have the
opportunity to determine the number of
refugees with approximate accuracy. The
figure of 350,000 people published by the
National Office for Refugees is only a partial
result and the situation is complicated by the
fact that it cannot be verified due to the
disappearance of official documents. The
reliability of the data has already been criticised
by prominent statisticians of the Interwar
Period and there have been several attempts to
calculate using census data. However, not only
were these materials unsuitable for establishing
the exact number due to their staticity, but the 
data recordings for 1930 are no longer
available in the archives.  
The study also summarises the experience of
the county archives. Excavation of the source
in the Esztergom branch archives of the
Hungarian National Archives revealed the 
names of refugees who were not included in
the previously compiled refugee database, but
those whose names appeared in newspapers as
refugees could not be found in the archives.
The literature and archives conclude that an
uncertain calculation of 450,000 to 500,000 is 
the best one can do when discussing this issue.
The study also reflects on the administrative
burden of Hungary’s administrative offices in
the country in 1919–1920.  
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Introduction and objectives 

‘Trianon refugees’ refers to those who moved from the territories occupied during 
the 1918–1920 ‘change of empire’ toward the interior of Hungary. In a narrower 
sense, this includes forced refugees (Kovács 1989), and in a broader sense, everyone 
who left their original place of residence in the hope of a better livelihood and a 
higher quality of life. World War I refugees are treated separately from Trianon 
refugees, given that they had left their homes earlier, that is, not as a result of the 
change of empire, even if they would not return home later because of it. In the 
strictest sense, ‘Trianon refugees’ is typically but not exclusively used to mean native 
Hungarian speakers and does not include those who moved from the remaining 
territory of Hungary to that of any of the successor states. The main reason for this 
is the problem of statistical tracing of refugees, but new research is already moving 
in this direction (Bereznay 2020, Elekes–Szilágyi 2020, Hajdú 2020, Kókai 2020, 
Pénzes 2020, Szilágyi–Elekes 2020). 

The National Office for Refugees (Országos Menekültügyi Hivatal – OMH) was 
established in 1920 upon the proposal of the Transylvanian group of the Peace 
Preparation Office (Békeelőkészítő Iroda) to ‘subsidise, support, and manage the affairs 
of all refugees in a uniform manner,’ which operated with six provincial offices and 
eight border bureaus in addition to the Budapest headquarters (Petrichevich 

Horváth 1924, Bárdi 2011, Pálvölgyi 2018). In addition to assisting refugees and 
dealing with their grievances, as well as supporting Hungarians living on the other 
side of the borders, the aim of the office was much more to ensure the refugees’ 
permanent settlement and, ultimately, to achieve their complete integration (Jándy 
1924, Kovács 1989, Bárdi 2011, 2013, Szűts 2012). Prior to its establishment, several 
Hungarian organisations dealt with refugees’ affairs (such as the Upper Hungary 
League (Felvidéki Liga), the Southern Hungary League (Délvidéki Liga), or Peace 
Preparation Office). After it ceased its operation in 1924, the Ministry of Social 
Welfare and Labour took over its responsibilities (Kovács 1989, Bárdi 2011). 

Both actual figures and estimates are available for the number of Trianon 
refugees. In its final report issued in 1924, the OMH determined the number at 
exactly 350,000 (Table 1). However, the values given in the report of the OMH are 
not even rounded to tens, so the still overly round result gives rise to suspicion as 
we know that the institute ‘registered only refugees who arrived after October 1919, 
and they could only have had estimated data on those arriving earlier’ (Szűts 2018). 
There was also less emphasis on the fact that the office ‘took care of those refugees 
who reported’ to them. Thus, ‘it would be difficult to estimate the number of those 
expelled to Hungary who had sound and serious family or business relations here, 
so they were not forced to manage their affairs through the OMH’ (Kovács 1989). 
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Table 1  
Report of the National Office for Refugees on those moving to Hungary  

from the 30th October 1918 to the 30th June 1924 

Year of 
seeking 
refuge 

Number of refugees 

Eastern Hungary 
(from Romania) 

Northern 
Hungary (from 
Czechoslovakia) 

Southern 
Hungary 

 (from Serbia) 

Western Hungary 
(Austria) 

Total 

1918 40,952 12,373 5,459 0 58,784 
1919 33,551 57,783 19,239 0 110,573 
1920 79,773 31,606 10,551 0 121,930 
1921 19,879 1,722 4,023 499 26,123 
1922 13,651 2,310 4,705 576 21,242 
1923 7,536 852 541 112 9,041 
1924 1,693 195 385 34 2,307 
Total 197,035 106,841 44,903 1,221 350,000 

Literature review 

Although he accepted the numbers given by the Office, the statistician Dezső Laky 
(1929) noted that ‘the report on refugees by years suffers from minor errors’. 
However, he did not venture to go into more details. In his study entitled The issue of 
pensions for public service employees and possible solutions, Hollós (1940) raised the opinion 
that the Office’s data collection was defective, that the figures could not be 
considered reliable, as well as that ‘under the transitional conditions at the time, no 
accurate record was made in relation to staffing numbers, which now makes it 
virtually impossible to accurately determine the so-called Trianon pension burdens 
related to the expulsions’. Nevertheless, among those dealing with the subject, the 
figure of 350,000 has become widespread for the past nearly one hundred years (in 
particular because Lajos Thirring (1938), who was highly regarded among 
statisticians, also accepted this number without major reservations), even if reliance 
on the estimated value of around 426,000, which is more than 5 percent of the 
population of Hungary at the time, calculated by Mócsy (1983) has also been 
frequently cited in recent decades (Gyáni 2001, Karády–Kozma 2002, Csóti 2002, 
Zeidler 2009, Faragó 2011, Ablonczy 2011, Szűts 2012, 2017, Szilágyi 2018). 
Sweeping away any doubts and verifying the published number of refugees are 
complicated by the fact that the documents and files of the OMH were notoriously 
destroyed and not even copies survive. However, the index books of the 
departmental documents of the Budapest Municipal Council (Budapest City 
Archives IV. 1407. b.) did escape destruction, and these show the names of the files 
related to refugee affairs from 1917 and to the operation of the OMH from 1921. It 
is worth highlighting some of the items that originally helped to determine the 
number of refugees. These include documents relating to the repatriation of 
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refugees from Transylvania and Galicia (the latter having Austrian citizenship) from 
1918, to those arriving from Croatia–Slavonia from 1919, to the census from 1920, 
documents from 1921 and 1923 that still pertained to the census, and documents of 
a statistical nature compiled by the office.1 However, the only factor in connection 
with this that can be known for certain is that these documents existed, because 
even if there are some actual documents behind the shelfmarks, they are mostly very 
incomplete, lacking the appendix that describes the figures. According to the 
Budapest City Archives, the systematic absence of the documents of the OMH may 
be because they were not entered in the central files of the Archives in the first 
place but remained with the competent official at Department I of the Budapest 
Municipal Council, and eventually went missing there, or were destroyed during the 
war. In this way, no further knowledge will be gained regarding the exact figures and 
especially the summary calculations made by the OMH. This statement is 
underlined by the fact that the report submitted to the Minister of Finance, Tibor 
Kállay in February 1923 (Hungarian National Archives OL K 275. 10. 11.), which 
published exact data of the Office regarding the number of emigrants for the years 
1919 to 1922, determined the number of refugees fleeing in 1918 from Eastern 
Hungary (i.e., the Romanian-occupied territory) as 23,043, which is 17,909 fewer 
than reported by the OMH in 1924. In the case of occupational structure, further 
anomalies can be highlighted in the report. Nevertheless, following István Gergely 
Szűts (2012), who has been researching the issue for a long time, it can be 
established that ‘the data of the OMH carries an important source value, as the 
figures therein, to the best of our knowledge, are the only macro-level dataset to 
date’. 

Data and methods 

While researching for numerical data, due to the unreliability of the figures of the 
OMH discussed above, it was appropriate to proceed along a different path, 
approaching census values. Regarding the published values, Kovács (1929) 
highlighted some calculation difficulties already in the era, which arose from the 
unsettled conditions existing at the time of taking the census. Thus, by comparing 

  
1 From 1918: Repatriation of Hungarian-speaking population fleeing from Csík and Háromszék Counties: IX 

41647, 44701, Change of repatriation routes of Transylvanian refugees: IX 57314; Repatriation and subsidization of 
Austrian refugees: IX 68731, Homecoming and subsidization of Austrian refugees: IX 68203, 96546; Homecoming 
and subsidization of refugees from Bukovina: IX 69095. From 1919: The case of Hungarians fleeing from Croatia-
Slavonia: IX 2076. From 1920: Employing refugee civil servants for the census: I 128047-131094, Organising the 
registration of refugees on the occasion of the census mentioned above to be conducted between 1 and 10 January 
1921: I 130522. From 1921: Census of refugees arriving from the occupied territories: 9,932/20. ME szrB 1. 
National Office for Refugees registration of refugees on the occasion of the census: I 3126; Permanent settlement 
of the refugees, the stateless and the former prisoners of war: VII 80740. From 1923: cen[sus] of refugees as above: 
VII 100490. Hernád Str. refugee office the number of refugees: VII 129637. 
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the population of the post-Trianon territory of Hungary between 1910 and 1920, 
despite the war years, we can establish an actual increase of almost 5%, which can 
be explained by the large number of refugees. The value of actual increase consists 
of natural increase (the difference between births and deaths) and the extent of 
migration. With accurate knowledge of birth and death data, it would be relatively 
easy to calculate a value of acceptable order regarding the extent of immigration. 
However, the multidirectional population movements as a result of the acts of war, 
the inaccuracy of casualties of the war, the registration problems mentioned by 
Kovács (1929), as well as the unknown extent of unmeasured remigration to 
Western Europe and America or repatriation to America or the annexed territories 
make it impossible not to obtain distorted values regarding immigrants arriving 
between 1918 and 1924 (Faragó 2011). Regarding the volume of repatriation from 
America, Laky (1929) also considers it probable that ‘upon hearing the news of the 
end of the World War, there were some repatriation from even far away emigration 
territories in 1919 and 1920 to the land of Csonka-Magyarország (‘Stunted 
Hungary’), even if this kind of remigration was unlikely to move extraordinary 
masses of people (...)’. According to his calculations, the number of such people can 
be estimated at twenty thousand. Post-war emigration also affected the so-called 
‘wagon-dwellers,’ but the restrictions on immigration that came into effect in the 
United States in 1921 obviously applied to them, so many such families were forced 
to return or choose another destination (Pálvölgyi 2018). 

Table 2 
Values of the 1920 and 1930 censuses 

Number of population 1920 1930 

Total population 7,980,143 8,688,319 
Born locally 5,036,965 5,203,946 
Born elsewhere in the current territory of Hungary 2,253,563 2,865,258 

Born in a territory annexed from Hungary 

to Austria 21,416 12,768 
to Czechoslovakia 265,145 224,740 
to Poland 452 76 
to Romania 197,181 192,933 
to Yugoslavia 74,412 74,242 
to Italy 2,206 2,222 
in total 560,812 506,981 

Born in the historic territory of Hungary, in total 7,851,340 8,576,185 
Born in historic Croatia-Slavonia 23,231 22,371 
Born in the historic Kingdom of Hungary, in total 7,874,571 8,598,556 
Foreign born or unknown 105,572 89,763 

Table 2 summarises the place of birth of the then-present population, published 
in the 1930 census, which shows more than half a million Hungarian citizens born 
abroad (roughly 50,000 less than in 1920). However, this does not contain a 
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breakdown of the years in which they moved to the territory of post-Trianon 
Hungary (i.e. it could have happened at any time between the mid-19th century and 
1929). 

The census processing tables are the intermediate primary summary sources of 
the published census data and the data collection during the census. However, 
questions 20 and 21 of the 1920 census (If you had your usual place of residence elsewhere 
before the World War, where was it, when and why did you change it? If you were not counted at 
your usual place of residence, for how long have you been residing at the place of the census?), the 
data of which should have been included in processing table Place of birth and table 
Place of birth vs. language and religion, cannot be found in the archived material of the 
Central Statistical Office, located at the Óbuda research site of the Hungarian 
National Archives. The published values apply only to the counties that preserved 
their territorial integrity. In addition, a thorough examination of other materials 
related to the records in the archives has not yielded any results.2 

Figure 1 
‘Trianon refugees’ in Budapest (1918–1924) 

 
Source: Bátorfy–Szabó (2021). 

  
2 The following materials were examined: Manuscripts and proofs of census volume (of year 1920) (Shelfmark: 

XXXII-23-h-E-241). The estate of Artúr Némethy (Benisch) (Shelfmark: XXXII-23-j-2). Extract from the 
manuscript archives of the library (Shelfmark: XXXII-23-i-C-IV.). Census-related documents and forms (Shelfmark: 
XXXII-23-m-B-II-1.). Census Publications (Shelfmark: XXXII-23-j-7.3-VI.). Publications of population, social, and 
cultural statistics (Shelfmark: XXXII-23-j-7.3-VII.).  
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One of the consequences of the migration that preceded the military collapse, 
which significantly worsened the situation of the Trianon refugees, was the housing 
shortage that had developed by 1918, which brought about the rigorous yet 
inevitable lives of the masses of expelled families in ‘wagon homes’ (Pálvölgyi 2018). 
During the war, Budapest was continuously and increasingly exposed to the waves 
of migration compared to the already not insignificant trends of the peace years. At 
the time of the Russian attack in 1914, there was a significant influx from Galicia. 
Part of this population moved out or was forced to leave the city during the war, 
another after the war. The migrants arriving from Galicia, then from Bukovina were 
considered Austrian citizens due to the right to rule over these territories, so they 
can be more easily separated from the Hungarian population. However, during the 
Romanian invasion in the autumn of 1916, Hungarians fleeing Transylvania also 
made chiefly for Budapest. In their case, in contrast with the former group, ‘the 
possibility of large-scale reshipment did not arise, but their accommodation was no 
small task for the authorities’ (Pálvölgyi 2018). The goal was definitely repatriation 
to Transylvania, but it was implemented in a slower and more prolonged manner 
than desired. Meanwhile, the resettlement of Jewish refugees from Galicia also met 
with difficulties. Hence, at the end of the war, following the break-up of Austria-
Hungary, their situation also became unstable, and it was not until the 1920s that 
most were finally moved out of the country as Polish citizens (Pálvölgyi 2018). 
Thus, when determining the number of Trianon refugees, if sticking to the 
definition made at the beginning of the study, we must, or at least should, omit the 
Galician and Transylvanian people and families who came here during the war and 
partly stayed from our calculations. (At this point, I would like to complement 
István Gergely Szűts’s earlier finding that states that ‘The OMH report does not 
include those who were at some point in Hungary or settled here during the war’. 
They are not included, but the Office paid attention to them, which is proven by the 
cases found in the index of the departmental documents of the Budapest Municipal 
Council, such as the cases of Austrian and Bukovinian refugees noted above.) The 
imposssibility of doing it with surgical precision is explained by the fact that the 
number of this population cannot be determined either. As Laky (1929) 
summarised, ‘There was a very large volume of immigration to Budapest even 
during the war, obviously larger than what (...) could be inferred from comparing 
the actual and natural increase. Those immigrants who happened to be still in 
Budapest at the time of the 1920 census became Budapest residents’ (Figure 1). 
With this solution, the subtle differences researched herein have become balanced. 
Laky’s volume on the demography of Budapest between 1900 and 1920 was 
published in 1929. Considering that the Hungarian capital was the most important, 
either permanent or temporary, destination for refugees, he placed particular 
emphasis on the presentation of post-war events. Laky had reservations about the 
figures of the OMH, estimating these values higher (about 110,000 living in 
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Budapest instead of 7,860 wagon-dwellers). However, he himself already 
emphasised the distorting effect of the mentioned problems, such as the migrants 
who moved to the capital during the war, then moved forward. Furthermore, the 
complexity of the calculation problems regarding housing is also highlighted by 
Zeidler’s (2006) finding that states that, depending on their luck and financial 
means, refugees could also stay with relatives, or in rented places and shelters in 
addition to wagons. 

Figure 2 
Summary of the occupation of refugees fleeing the annexed territories  

between 30 October 1918 and 15 June 1924* 

0 50,000 100,000 150,000 200,000

Other with unknown occupation

Homemaker

Pupil and student

Person of independent means

Mine worker or officer

Doctor or pharmacist

Lawyer

Farmer (landowner, etc.)

Industrial or commercial employee

Self-employed artisan or merchant

Civil servant

Kállay Office  
* According to the data published by the National Office for Refugees and the report submitted to Minister of 

Finance Tibor Kállay in February 1923 (Hungarian National Archives OL K 275.10.11.). 

In its report, the OMH specifically addressed the refugees’ peculiar occupational 
structure, namely that ‘members belong mostly to the intelligent middle class, who 
have become exiled for loyalty to the state, as well as the disabled, soldiers, and 
students returning from captivity’ (Petrichevich Horváth 1924). In this case as well, 
the published data totals exactly 350,000. Comparing this with the above-mentioned 
report to Minister of Finance Tibor Kállay (and, considering the fact that the former 
makes its calculations until the summer of 1924, while the latter until 
February 1923), the earlier suspicion about the source is confirmed by the fact that 
while the number of people belonging to the individual occupation structures 
mostly increased over time, the number of artisans and merchants remained 
suspiciously the same, while the number of industrial and commercial employees 
increased (furthermore, as if no more lawyers, doctors or pharmacists, as well as 
mine workers had arrived in the country, which again seems unrealistic). However, 
the fictitious nature of the data is best confirmed by the fact that while in 1923 there 
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were 3,554 civil servants classified in the other category, this figure was 1,554 in 
1924, which is unrealistic given the direction of the trends. I believe enough 
evidence has already been found to prove that the OMH manipulated the figures, 
but no attempt was even made to fully harmonise the data in the report to Kállay, 
which is clearly shown by the fact that the alleged final result of 321,857 is also 
incorrect, as the values should add up to 322,307 people. 

At the same time and in more significant volumes, there was a migration of 
population also within the post-Trianon territory of Hungary, of which finding or 
changing dwelling places for the refugees was only a part. According to Laky (1929), 
the background to this process was the fact that following the wartime economic 
boom, and in particular, the growth of the industry in the capital, ‘there began a 
great movement backwards, out to the countryside, to the abandoned old places of 
residence, mainly to the villages or more often also to smaller rural towns (...)’. 
Schuler (1936) thought that the revival of agricultural production after the war, as 
well as housing conditions encouraged the population to leave the capital. However, 
Szilágyi’s (2018) recent research questions Laky’s and Schuler’s statements. Szilágyi 
describes migration from small towns expressly as a consequence of the post-
Trianon events: ‘the masses of refugees arriving mainly from the east, who 
undoubtedly found temporary homes also in these towns, triggered a ‘chain 
reaction’ that also prompted locals to migrate’. Among the directions of migration, 
we can also take the one towards the successor states, which mainly consisted of the 
return of minorities living in the country to their motherland into account. 
However, according to Thirring (1938), this did not cause a major population shift. 

Estimations 

When determining the number of refugees at 426,000, Mócsy (1983) took the 
figures published by the OMH and the census values as a basis, supplementing 
these with the statistical figures of the successor states and relying on strong 
estimations (Zeidler 1997, Bereczki 1997, Popély 2003, Ablonczy 2011, Bárdi 2013). 
Despite all the uncertainties, Mócsy’s (1983) calculation is still a value which anyone 
dealing with the issue has since been using more willingly than the figure of nearly 
500,0000 estimated by Kovács (1989), which she determined as more of an 
impression than as a result of a different calculation. In terms of scale, there is a 
general consensus that refugees were arriving in the greatest volume and for the 
longest period from territories that came under Romanian rule, followed by arrivals 
from Czechoslovakian, then Yugoslavian occupation. Numerically, the Hungarian 
population decreased the most in Czechoslovakia, while proportionally, that of 
Burgenland (Bárdi 2013). Bereczki (1997) calculates a total of about 366,000 
refugees leaving Transylvania during the interwar period, some of whom settled at 
the eastern frontiers of the post-Trianon territory of the country (Szilágyi 2018). 
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Kovács (1989) calculates that about 105,000 people left the Czechoslovak state 
during the same period, while Popély (2003) estimates about 120,000 people for the 
years 1918 to 1930. Furthermore, Popély (2003) estimates that there were about 
100,000 Hungarians in Slovakia with dual ties who were identified as Slovak after the 
change of empire. Considering the above values, we can see that Kovács’ (1989) 
estimation of nearly half a million people is far from being far-fetched, even if we 
can only achieve this number in a very hypothetical and indirect way. 

After failing to determine the number of refugees more precisely, nor their scale, 
either starting from the OMH or the censuses, I turned to the county archives and 
museums for help. In response to my circular, in which I inquired about aggregate 
statistics at the county level, I received helpful information and several tips, but 
none of the places knew of any summary documents. Obviously, earlier researchers 
have already drawn attention to the difficulties of researching the Trianon refugees 
(Kovács 1989, Szűts 2017, 2018). Regarding Szűts’ (2018) statement ‘documents 
created at ministry, county, town, or village level found in public collections, still 
largely unexplored and existing often only in a fragmented form, could be 
considered, as their systematic evaluation and analysis could confirm, or refute, the 
only OMH report about the official number of refugees,’ I believe that we cannot 
even hope that much. As a test, I examined the relevant records of the old 
Esztergom County in the Komárom-Esztergom County Archives of the Hungarian 
National Archives.3 The town clerks reported a total of about 16 refugees (35 
together with their family members) from just three villages, namely Dömös, 
Sárisáp, and Süttő. Furthermore, Dékány’s database, recently published by the 
Trianon100 research group, which is based on the processing of the weekly paper 
Erdélyi Hírek and was also supplemented by the members of the research group 
(available at http://trianon100.hu/menekultek), lists about 65 people (185 together 
with their family members) settled in Dorog, Esztergom, Kenyérmező, Lábatlan, 
Nána, Nyergesújfalu, Piszke, and Tokod (while the database is known to contain 
data of a total of approximately 15,000 people, or 37,000 together with family 
members, which makes up less than one tenth of all refugees). There is not a single 
match between the people found in the database and my own collection. 

Conclusions 

In summary, it can be concluded that it is not possible to determine the exact 
number of Trianon refugees, not even in the order of tens of thousands. As has 
already become accepted in the literature, their number significantly exceeded the 
figure of 350,000 reported by the OMH. Mócsy’s (1983) calculations have become 
generally referenced due to their seemingly more convincing appearance; however, 
  

3 Komárom-Esztergom County Archives of the Hungarian National Archives (MNL KEML) V-3. 4693/ 
1920–5468/1920; MNL KEML IV. 303. 2733/1920–2919/1922 
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Kovács’ (1989) estimate of half a million people cannot be considered unlikely either. 
The exact number of refugees is therefore likely somewhere between the two values. 
By accepting this, we may not be on the wrong track, considering the fact, and 
referring to the biblical motto, that being beyond measure is also a statistical value. 

Acknowledgement 

The Hungarian version of this study is supported by the Lendület (Momentum)–Trianon 
100 Research Group. 

REFERENCES 

ABLONCZY, B. (2011): Nyombiztosítás. Letűnt magyarok. Kisebbség- és művelődéstörténeti tanulmányok 
Kalligram, Bratislava. 

BÁRDI, N. (2011): A budapesti kormányzatok magyarságpolitikai intézményrendszere és 
stratégiája, 1918–1938 Limes 24 (2): 69–110. 

BÁRDI, N. (2013): Otthon és haza. Tanulmányok a romániai magyar kisebbség történetéről 
Spectrum Hungarologicum 6. University of Jyväskylä, Faculty of Humanities, 
Department of Art and Culture Studies, Hungarian Studies, Jyväskylä–Pécs, 
Finland–Hungary. 

BERECZKI, A. (1997): Románia népesedésének helyzete a statisztikai adatok tükrében Erdélyi 
Múzeum 59 (1–2): 88–103. 

BEREZNAY, A. (2020): Trianon: self-defeating self-determination. Regional Statistics 10 (1): 
151–156. https://doi.org/10.15196/RS100106 

CSÓTI, C. (2002): A menekült köztisztviselők társadalmi integrációjának keretei 1918–1924 
Limes 24 (2): 25–40. 

ELEKES, T.–SZILÁGYI, F. (2020): Administrative, spatial and demographic changes in 
Székelyland since the Treaty of Trianon to the present day Regional Statistics  
10 (1): 120–132. https://doi.org/10.15196/RS100107 

FARAGÓ, T. (2011): Bevezetés a történeti demográfiába Budapesti Corvinus Egyetem, Budapest, 
Hungary. 

GYÁNI, G. (2001): Magyarország társadalomtörténete a Horthy-korban. In: GYÁNI, G.–
KÖVÉR, GY: Magyarország társadalomtörténete a reformkortól a második világháborúig  
pp. 189–390., Osiris, Budapest, Hungary.  

HAJDÚ, Z. (2020): Structural and administrative implications of the Trianon Peace Treaty, 
1920. Regional Statistics 10 (1): 3–22. https://doi.org/10.15196/RS100103 

HOLLÓS, I. (1940): A közszolgálati alkalmazottak nyugdíjkérdése és a megoldási lehetőségek 
Budapesti Statisztikai Közlemények 93 (2): 1–115. 

JÁNDY, I. (1924): Az Országos Menekültügyi Hivatal Ország-Világ 45 (35): 246–247. 
KARÁDY, V.–KOZMA, I. (2002): A mozgalom szerkezetváltása a Horthy-korban. In: 

KARÁDY, V.–KOZMA, I. (eds.): Név és nemzet. Családnév-változtatás, névpolitika és 
nemzetiségi erőviszonyok Magyarországon a feudalizmustól a kommunizmusig pp. 115–173., 
Osiris, Budapest.  



The number of Trianon refugees  181 

 

Regional Statistics, Vol. 11. No. 4. 2021: 170–181; DOI: 10.15196/RS110408 

KOVÁCS, A. (1929): Általános népleírás. In: 1920. évi népszámlálás 6. pp. 22–45., M. Kir. 
Központi Statisztikai Hivatal, Budapest, Hungary. 

KOVÁCS, É. (1989): A hontalanság ötödik éve: 1922. Košice. Medvetánc 9 (4): 35–48. 
KÓKAI, A. (2020): How the Trianon Peace Treaty impeded social and spatial structure 

progress in the Bánság (1918–2010). Regional Statistics 10 (1): 133–150.  
 https://doi.org/10.15196/RS100108 
LAKY, D. (1929): Budapest székesfőváros népességének fejlődése 1900-tól 1920-ig, különös 

tekintettel a fejlődés gazdasági rugóira. 2. rész Budapesti Statisztikai Közlemények  
51 (1): 1–487. 

MÓCSY, I. I. (1983): The effects of World War I: The uprooted: Hungarian refugees and their impact on 
Hungary's domestic politics, 1918–1921 Brooklyn: Brooklyn College Press. 

 PÁLVÖLGYI, B. (2018): Lehetetlen küldetés. A magyar migrációs politika kihívásai (1900–
1924). Századok 152 (1): 127–145. 

PETRICHEVICH HORVÁTH, E. (1924): Jelentés az Országos Menekültügyi Hivatal négy évi 
működéséről Pesti, Budapest, Hungary. 

PÉNZES, J. (2020): The impact of the Trianon Peace Treaty on the border zones – an 
attempt to analyse the historic territorial development pattern and its changes in 
Hungary Regional Statistics 10 (1): 60–81. https://doi.org/10.15196/RS100102 

POPÉLY, Á. (2003): A lévai járás etnikai arculata a csehszlovák telepítési politika és a 
reszlovakizáció tükrében Kisebbségkutatás 12 (1): 69–122. 

SCHULER, D. (1936): A hajléktalanság kérdése a székesfővárosban Budapest Statisztikai 
Közlemények 76 (1): 1–163. 

SZILÁGYI, Z. (2018): Vándormozgalom a trianoni Alföld területén a 20. század első Századok 
152 (1): 85–126. 

SZILÁGYI, F.–ELEKES, T. (2020): Changes in administration, spatial structure, and 
demography in the Partium region since the Treaty of Trianon. Regional Statistics 
10 (1): 101–119. https://doi.org/10.15196/RS100104 

SZŰTS, I. G. (2012): „Kiköltözők regényei”. A trianoni menekültkérdés két korabeli 
ábrázolása és értelmezése Kisebbségkutatás 21 (1): 22–42. 

SZŰTS, I. G. (2017): Egy káplán patriálásai, 1919–1922 Pro Minoritate 26 (3): 32–43. 
SZŰTS, I. G. (2018): Optálási jegyzőkönyvek mint a trianoni menekültkérdés forrásai. 

Századok 152 (1): 1237–1260. 
THIRRING, L. (1938): Népesség és népmozgalom Magyar Statisztikai Szemle 16 (4): 375–390. 
ZEIDLER, M. (1997): A Magyar Revíziós Liga. Trianontól Rothermere-ig Századok 131 (2) 

303–352. 
ZEIDLER, M. (2006): A trianoni békeszerződés és Magyarország: Kihívások és válaszok. In: 

GERGELY, J. (ed.): Fejezetek az új- és jelenkori magyar történelemből pp. 157–258., 
L’Harmattan, Budapest, Hungary. 

ZEIDLER, M. (2009): A revíziós gondola Kalligram, Bratislava, Slovakia. 

INTERNET SOURCE 

BÁTORFY, A.–SZABÓ, K. (2021): Befogadó Budapest: Magyar menekültek Trianon után’  
 https://atlo.team/befogado-budapest/ 
 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


