Nati o Hungaric
1896 (Under th

ABSTRACT

a: The Struggle Between-Cultura
e direction of Dr. Noah Strote)

This paper challenges recent developments 1in
has
Suc
dur

depicted the nationalism of ethnic Magyar
h an assessment problematicapbyi tiignalresatihc
ng the dualist era in Hungary. Il ncltusi ve

i ¢ rQharline t i Nabha gaynadd niodrent i ti es were support
for separatiwenr aflrlom ntpuerrg arly aoprp atrhaet ucs . D u
ngariané did not have an ethnic or cultural
cept Matsi ¢ aHleigtarwasa the policy of the Libe
ruling party. However, despite their best
onstant threat during the -doawne rodl bytetabres of d
g asryi sctae m.

i
n
I



ECopyri4qgbhyt J28k2ob War e
All Rights Reserved



Natio Hungarica: The Struggle Between Cultural and Political Nationalism in Hungary 1867
1896

by
Jakob Istvan Ware

A thesis submitted to the Graduate Faculty of
North Carolina State University
in partial fulfilment of the
requirements for the degree of
Master of Art

History

Raleigh, North Carolina
2024

APPROVED BY:

Dr. Noah Strote Dr. K. Steven Vincent
Committee Chair

Dr. Verena KaspeMarienberg



AA

DEDICATION

For my Aunt Gydrgyi, my grandfather Jerry, my mother, and numerous others who have all been
places of comfort and guidance.



AAA

BIOGRAPHY

| am Jakob Istvan Ware, a North Carolina Stabéversity graduate student. My studies are
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|l ntroducti on
On JuPy2p23, Hungari an Prgiames Miirsi syteearr | Wi kstp

B8l v8nyos Free Summer Unn vehkisltd yR aahedaidat. u Pe rety i
speeches at this event by Orb8n have drawn cr
races and nationalities and the championing o

During his 2023 spefefcdqigt Ordfg§nt deeskdundpadi arhe2 (]

strengt hen HunAMparyya ra sh otnheel aentdh.ni c

Alf you read the Hungarian Constitution, y
Hungarian Constitutionbs essence, its foun.
our s our home. There I s a comneunel tiys tah amay
of 1iloirf eper haps mor e pirwehciicsheliys aonurosr:d eoru rt oc ul
| anguage. Therefore in the Constitution ou
I mportant things in human | ilfomear @dhtikoses w
Oweb6 is at the heart of the Constitution.

spirit cannot be obtained aloneé Therefore
of communal ties, whi ch serekfsorteo sttaredqgtdhe
ground of a culture of strengthening. Libe
attachment, but of detachment; and they do
sometihinng he name of indiviiodnu,al hdwewaro,m. a fCui
pl ace where our children® wild/l l' ive as bein

TeAiwed mentioned by Orb8&8n are ethnic Magyars |
the Orb8n government has posi-wooheédi ntdetl ér raisr
how Hungarian history shoul d bhee ipnrtoetrepcrteotre da f
Magylairnscl uding those in neighboring countries.

cul tur al associations abr-badn@nadf | ebbyi agMaagy .

11t i s knBo8wnv 8ansy otshie Ny 8r Di Sk & Bnh d hgey eMaggny a®s |Uanrni gyleageé t art ¢k a
de Vart Oi Tabtra Siud®popiWwmeasah. ABS§lI vEnyosod

21't is referred to as B8l vs8§nyos in Hungary. It is a spa
Sz ®kMd gyy ar .

SiSpeech by Prime Minister Viktor Orb8&8n at the 32nd BS§I
Speeches and Remhtkps:Jiuhbpo22 hwinadaIngr ksl o p praierbihetse r

Vi kd robratnh3e2 rbda | v asnuynorberre B i v earnsglit tu vt eamtp



https://abouthungary.hu/speeches-and-remarks/speech-by-prime-minister-viktor-orban-at-the-32nd-balvanyos-summer-free-university-and-student-camp
https://abouthungary.hu/speeches-and-remarks/speech-by-prime-minister-viktor-orban-at-the-32nd-balvanyos-summer-free-university-and-student-camp

According to Orb8n, the 2011 Constitution
spiritual and e“Aosnadmitcerfpaen calt iboynst.hoe hi stori a

brought a reinterpretation of Hungarian histo!

replacing the political one explains the <chan
Repudl was renamed Hungary. The ethnic underst e
constitution and a central role was assigned

During the 2022 B8l v8nyos Free Summer Uniwv

stated that:

ASo, for exampl e, in the-r@aepatwei amr eBas imp l
mi xture of peoples living in our own Europ
alignment of stars and a following wind, t
HungRamomni an sauce, creating their own new |
have always fought: we are willing to mixX
become peoprlaeke.o00f mi xed

While this part of his speech acknowledges th

i ncludes Hungary and its neighbors, It puts f

is dominated by Hungary. AaMagghrprdeanctitpf i mi

Carpathian Basin. This rhetoric, along with t
of an ethnic Magyar identity. This is a direcH
Hungary abandosed andefimnitiicahn mati onalism fo
4l bid

SPaul LehedviHungarians: A Thousandr deads OPrivihcébomg: i Rr De
Press, 2021), 492

fSpeech by Prime Minister Viktor Orb8n at the 31st BS§I
2022, Tusn8dfg¢grdR [BEile Tuknad], 0 Ambasada Ungari ei Bu
https://bukarest . mfbay g ommierhiwnditrkarobraate kBsl/-bstpl eveasnbynoskerre e

uni v earnsslit tuyteamipd u-P 9 220 s n a dif auielued.o a d



https://bukarest.mfa.gov.hu/rou/news/speech-by-prime-minister-viktor-orban-at-the-31st-balvanyos-summer-free-university-and-student-camp-23-july-2022-tusnadfuerdo-baile-tusnad
https://bukarest.mfa.gov.hu/rou/news/speech-by-prime-minister-viktor-orban-at-the-31st-balvanyos-summer-free-university-and-student-camp-23-july-2022-tusnadfuerdo-baile-tusnad

Since the Revolutions of 1989, Hungary and
themsel ves. This historical reckoning cul mina:
where the new official historical iIng reeg ptred at |

The struggle to define Hungary as either a na
cul tur al nationalism has cast a | ong shadow o
buil ding, the Orb8n govdemtmefnyt Hiwarsg @rry ewli ttho osr
history. The 2011 Funda®tmeOtgkbalLawamaakedr ahwi t
sovereignty where Hungary was deemed as being

f or’cTehse. Orb8&8n government has portrayed Hungar

a quest for freedom from interfering external
AOne of the main heroic attempts of the Hu
against the Habsbuftyentoaoryhecmusdéd by Rbs
the Tsar of Russia. They helped the Austri:
And the Russians were invited by the Habsb
i n Hungary. Thatos first Then they occupi ¢
we tried to get rid of th#&ir yoke, in 056

The wunder dfoigghtfirregpeddangyars have been mythol ogi
culture. However, a great portion of this myt
spontaneous rising with no central el esaedeenr sahsi p
the voice °A6 tbe peepl848 Revolution, the reb

society with many sol diers, reformer s, and na

"TiHungary 2011 (Rev. 2016) Constitution,o0 Constitute, a
https://www. constituteproj.ect.org/constitution/ Hungary._
Al nterview with Viktor Orb8n by Tucker Carlson, o0 Speec!l
https://abouthwtmglamar kg /\Wwigtple ledrbbdeh uc-k&rl son

LendVlmeé ,Hun,gairidanesd. , 449



https://www.constituteproject.org/constitution/Hungary_2016
https://abouthungary.hu/speeches-and-remarks/interview-with-viktor-orban-by-tucker-carlson
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of revolWYtUnéoatynandigafFibsmthe Orb8n gov

c, there is i mmense nuance to these hist

understand how contrasting Hungarian na
ne the first maj ebruiil s tnagn c el to fw aHsu nhgearrei atnh
en inclusive political nationalists and
the -HMB86garAiusn rGompromi se and the years of
l asted until 1918. Jusfti nees iHwreddr, y tahfet eHu
1867 to 1918 found itself at a historical
nalist and |iberal movemenhsi of stlaéesine
ian Empire isntrairgmgdle dc dlbe smad mtian nt he f ace
each had their i dea of how the empire sh
rl oJb8bsizeid f or reform through constitutiona
e. Radicals of the ti me, |l i ke Lajos Koss

i al framewor k.

examine how the Hungarian government at:
pt of inclusive political national i sm, t
the years 1867 through 189i6st dhiicalt heges!
ng to the present were not a I|inear path
nalism wielded by the Orb8n government.

Hungary could not egyierts sibdueltyo atshea Isitgahl

e nationosds -1p86p7u |l Hhun panr. i aArs o dmaeti dpdbesmgagad i

0] st v§
Yor k,

nB eByeo8nkd, Nati onal i sm: A Social and Pol i-t9X&éwHi stor
NY: Oxford University Press, 1990), 8



needed to account for the desires of ethnic M
dominated by an ethnic Magyar elite, accommod.
strategy. Due to tidMagyaesd Haoprog eactgeudn hacrb oirn cnl ouns
ethnic definition of the term 6éHungareilamgd otus
l i nes. Thi s w\ast iHu nHyuwanrgyaoruiocelge,t t hat originated
Hungarian Ki ngdodm tthhea tk i snogudgohm ttoog ebtihre t hnihe ough

definition of OHungarian. 6

As Hungary enbguaigledd nign annadt isoonught to reach &
minorities, exclusive Hungarian nationalism s
the incNasioi Hmegket haoac Magyar nationalists d
homel and of the Magyar people. According to t
the Hungarian st avaeg ytaao sa samnidmitloa tper ointos en@n si ng
Latercludies ehements of ehirti swasnaansadri toenda|l ti sant
i nhabitant of Hungary was a Christian Magyar.
Hungary did all ow fNartitohdedumrgapga gatcilaursi vfe tamda
nationalists constantly squabbl ed. By the 188
overt due to a rise in antisemitism and the s

that exclusivegdMaggdrgnatndnabi ®tsnic Magyars

alienatbkd Wwibéar al Partyds accommodation with |
Paul Lendvaids assessment of the era &s a per
Whil e modern Hungarian nationalism is synonym

this thesis makes the point that minorities |

1L endVlheé ,Hun,galridare®l9 , 297



the Hungarian nation. In contrast to the word
culture present I n Hungary. During the duali sf
encouraged as |l ong as it wasl widkinti ag. overar

The nearly thirty years that are covered b
administration and | egal reform that had i mme]
chosen as the starting point as thanedwagd ot lae
duali st structure -WWihngaripamdiBmepidr ¢ hel 3da6tser v«
thesisd scope as that year was selected for t

ontehousandth anniversary of the Hungarian st at

Chapter | of this project focuses on the h
with terminology definitions. This chapter wi
history and nationalism after 01f98Paull tLeaidvlaiad

on Hungarian history that this thesis has qua
1848 Hungarian Rewplandoafwetmatihedi eadssed.

mythol ogized event uwpreiwseidn gbya gMaignysatr sAuasst rainan t
minorities, the Revolution maikkeed ar enainiidmesbdar
Magyarcentric state t Heatgyjaegsp arTdniez esdh atdhoew foaft et
Revolutiontheom8670Cempromise and the years t
demanding the Revoluti-Maangdyardse manuwghtt oa U rmer c €

protection of their rights.

Chapter 111 focuses on these assurances th
state by creating a pl urNaltiist iHurdsgoesr iinay.k eudn dee r

befuddling era of modernization that included



During this period, the NationalitieMaglyaw of
rights as being equal. Administratirae prefvvorf eg
centralize the state, andtreedrwaw It de srcatsiso nadest
1874890 by the Hungarian government while it w
K8l mg8n Tisza. Tisza sought a middle ground in
This would | ead texahuseimbel dani agt obf tHengar.

the assi mi-Maagtyiaorns .of non

Chapter IV focuses on Hungarian Jews, part
Libel Affair which brought the politicization

assimilated nature of Hungarian Jéws | cshdedierc aan

i mpossible in the 1880s. During the antisemit|
|l st-czy founded the National Antisemitic Part:
within Hungary. | st - czly 6csu edle nvaigtohg utehrey Jleewdi stho p
Wahr mann. This duel became sensationalized 1in
the rise in dueling by Jews who took to the s

| sraelile Faith.o

Chapter V focuses on Romanian attempts at
| argest minority group present in Hungary und
Pronouncement and the 1892 Transylvania Memor .

mi et ment , Romanians continued-Huoghegl ®Bloath t

2Mary Gluck, Alntegration and Its Discontents: Humorous
Ambi guous Transformation of Budaped®toldeaws Sltnutdo eMa g yna rPso |
Vol ume 31: Poland and Hungarey: Jewiomnty RPedlointsikeeys Commame
Lupovitch, vol. 31 (Liverpdcol Uni versity Press, 2018),



documents built the case that Romanians were
of both Hungary and the empire. These documen
accommodations that had been made beaw@den Vie
precedence for autonomy. Unfortunately for th
puni shment as the Hungarian Parliament decri e
the 1868 and 1892 Romanian demandsupaeld aadse
of minority demands to maintain the Hungarian

type of Hungarian nationalism had become more

Lastl vy, Chapter VI focuses on the 1896 Mil |
i nclusionary and exclusionary national i sm. Th
paintings that were di slpdmg e@ywwndr:iBnBgo dtahveg dbse v e
vi sszav @taenl ef Th@8 Recaptane OCfpBaAdmaeagChnsy d & ]
bej°vetele [ Arri.vaBenocfz Y“4rhées Hwonrgka rwaasn siln f avor
identity that i ndudmugandi &rired caperidar.el FAadszttryobs wor
the idea of Magyar supremacy and exceptional i

politics of the 1890s where the power of the

Magyar nationalists.



¢

Chapter | : Terminology and Histori
For tthheiss s, the term 6Magyard will be used
from their Ger man, Romani an, and Slavic neigh

to describe the | anguage of ethnic pMagphesd.i W
used, this denotes the i nhatbhungartys roef g atrhdel eHsusn
affiliation. The terms o0dual i smod,1l96ld8u aelrias todf,
AusiHmuuinag ar y. Unl ess spegiaffiyédd, swheerdt hetteemed
territories within the Lands of the Crown of

Habsburg Monarchy.

The boundaries of the Lands of the Crown o
Aus-Huagarian Compromi se. The territories cons
Stephen stem from the Middle Ages. A portion
with the entirety gained by 1t609 9t.h eB eH aolr seb urhge f

the realm consisted of the Hungarian crfown wh

In 1526, Hungarwawndievweingan aattheeean Ottoman
Moh8cs | ed to the death of the Hungarian Kking
crisis. The Habsburgs rul ed whiaa iwma st hken onvonr tahs
west; the southern and central regions became

seimindependent Pri nc'Afatldrt yt hoef GCrreaantls 68 Wnakniisah. We
Ott oman Hungary and Transylvania were annexed

granted autonomy and considered separate from

BLendVme ,Hun,ga3ridanesd. , 40
“peter HHeWrtsoh, Europe: A Hi st(oGaymborfi dtghee, HWA:y TRoemaBne | Ekm
Harvard Universilt50 Press, 2016), 149



Figur eMap o—IﬂuAkglaltyi where
Cro&dttiazonia are highligh

subsumed the ré&firom iI186Fd Hohghr $918, Hungary

Kingdom of Hungary and thelawvhhani di ntteee Kiigud e

Throughout this thesis, the terminology Oe
nationalismdé wild.l be used. These def2i02ilt)i ons
works on how the definition of who iwaes consid
nationalism pertains to the definition of Hun

Aauthenticdo family whergrmhedppaeeantss, egrandvea

culturaltVpPuMagyarlsis, the individual could be
had Magyar roots stemming from several gener a
LendVlheé ,Hunga3ridanesd. , 286

BHerr ZhéfMap Shows Admini siHuatgiaveg . DCVvissieo tAhaf r Alas tGois e r
Shown in Red; the Lands of the Crown of Saint Stephen,
Condominium of Bosnia and Herzegovina, Which Was Govern
December 28, 2012, December 28, 2012 Oown wor k,
i I F

https:// commons. wi kimedia.org/ wik ile:Cisleithania, _L
egovina.svg

7l'v8n Vitsgnyi, fADoes a Homogeneous ConceptioBegbnMNati on
Nationalism? Sover,eiegint Wramnd D@l 1t magmnshngd Jos® M. Rosal e


https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Cisleithania,_Lands_of_the_Crown_of_Saint_Stephen,_Bosnia_and_Herzegovina.svg
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Cisleithania,_Lands_of_the_Crown_of_Saint_Stephen,_Bosnia_and_Herzegovina.svg

who are only recent in the acquisition of the
these definitions of Athick Hungariano and #ft
variant o¥Thasidnahbsmmy itself lent itself t
subsequent othering of thoseaumhhoe nhtaidc bMeaegy arsss
were considered Athin. o The process of o6other
bedg@i ng especially occurred during times of cr

a product of economic, nationali st, and soci e

|l i ke the anti semtlt9el 5Gy RpR cedti taivyg YyE U&AJGteh ough

Jewry was heavily integrated into Magyar soci
At the state | evel, exclusive nationalism
assimilation, cul tural genoci de, or ethnic cl

authoritarianism with enforced dissamidmienaartliyon

1900s in Hungary, members of the-1®@Bp3gsiwhioon | |

sought to erase minority identities attempted
that | imited minority | anbgeuda gMa glyeasrsiamast.i oThh iass
eras#Maggar identities and replace them with n
societal pressurMasgyar sdi slldiva nwag ed mmen t 0 encc
Magyar | anguage, sMagyar breamdho,wnetlateh in this

by nationalists I|-1&#1aB®laacGrvihwalidg( m83%i on.
removed the autonomy from the individual as n

deter mi ned at birth.

B bid21 20
“Not to be confusSednwial d9B®BE&Thwe8mpwii nt er .



I nclusive nationalism is the opposite as i
i ndividual. It I's not oneds familial history
i ndividual. At the state |l eveledfbHutinhargc aeapt
of a pluralistic society where different ethn
term 6Hungariano. I nclusive nationalism is a
point of identityomhaanthal lpyeopd @umwmd ias npart |
the state. Unli ke the authoritarianism of exc
democratic instit««toimpmo®.mi ey Hbnhngawgspwsth a

systemwteldatr eplrleent at i oMa gfyoarr sMaigny aercso naonndi cn, 0 nj |
political matters. This preserved Hungary as

autonomies but a universal set ofamy gwher & oirt ¢
i nhabitants were viewed as a part ofNaaiplural

Hungarica.

The ConNa&tpito oHlungari ca
Nati o Hwagami cancept in opposition- to the

state. This concept was based on the idea of

the Kingdoflaf iBungnproyNamito tldwmg@drebtdhatterm e
used in the nineteenth century as it had give
nation. 06 However, this term has been selected
Hungarian state basmdtonupoltietid¢casl dnaersealeth

definition is different from the modern inter,|

20)J.zsef Zolt8&8n Fazakas and K8roly Kistel ekHungdidalriaamrsy !l v a
Dual Monar¥rlddhly8 )C,dod ®tni t uti onal Hj sedr yEmRd TYamesyd ,vahtivadi e
Law and Justice 25 (Baltimore, MD: Springer, 2023), 277



based on a puNatyoeHhhmgacabasom. Hungarian st a
Hungarian identity and belonging was not sol e
assimilated. TheNabil ot Hoagagnchadi et hwooé&l i gi
Hungary and promised equality across these bo
Hungary was a regional indicator rather than
Nati o Hungacttcan waasalithieed868wNwhioh brought

rights and assurances of equality. This wil!

The Naetmo Honggrnated in the fourteenth an
indicator of belonging to the HUhganei wasnabi e
connotation to this definition. The term serv.
ethnic kingddNmati ohdwagapetaf | ed by the human
archbishop of E$2AtletOB6&) Mi Ol 88 WhEhof mixed R
dese&dmt .hi sHunmgeantOb®h dd&sdriiob edda stghachecdaome of t

nati ons:

AThe territory of the Hungarian kingdom co
Hungarians, Ger mans, Bohemians, Slavs, Cro
Cumans, Jaziges, Ruthertans, and most rece

Of the people mentioned by Ol 8h, there wer
Hungarians and the Sz®kelys. The Germans and

waves of German settl ement after the Moamrgol i

2lLeslie S. Domonkos, @AThe Multiethnic Character of the
Transyl vania: The Roed.s bdhrkEtHh.niCa dCzoonw,l iAmtdrew Ludyani,
The Kent State University Press, 1983), 41

20l 8h is also referred to by his Latin name Nicolaus Ol
2The term 60Ol 8héis an archaic Magyar term denoting Roma
6of Romaniad6 or o6of Wallachiabdé as his father was a Roma

22Domonkos, iThe Multiethnic Character of the Hungari an



the Transylvanian Saxons and the Zipser Saxon
|l argely rural areas. The second wave of Ger ma
border with the Holy Ro@arheEmmirme fAdBrod einmi amsva
the Slovaks with the | abel applied borrowed f
Wars. The terms ACroexipamraatang. i Taebser axr é Ral
to the East€mampathéov sb ecfam®kuli he modern Rusyn an
The term fiSlavso referred to Slavic peoples w
applied to pockets of Slavic settlement in Tr
into uwrtBEdhece erm also included Slovenes and t
The terms ACumanso and fAJazigeso referenced n
Whil e these groups were granted autonomy that
tmsel ves to the point of there being only a h
| angiibget |y, the terms AVIachso and ATurkso r e
encroaching Ottoman Empire respectively. By t
except for the Cumans and Jaziges who had ass

feed out, stildl existed in Hungary.

According to Mikl.-s Ol &8h, there were both
alongside many other communities of ethnic gr
there were two definitions that ephreesteemrrtne do Humt
ethnic MagWMaggamndnhahbhitants within the borde

this was the Middle Ages, this definition onl"

5 bi d51 50
6 bid, 54
27 bi d, 55



M P

structure of the Kkingdom. These individual no
feudal dluintgedsmawdree s of t he2Nathigeariamgea@aédanhe

gap between et hMagyadMagghirtandt momugh a shared

crown. ThisNadeiserHpergpridodet the seeds for ini
political nationalism i#®lihesniwerettesnhtolwl ge miouwn
be a part of the national consciousness.

With the various national awakenings of th

Ref orm EIr84 §)1,82i5t became <clear that there were
Hungarian state. There was the seepaorfatteh en oettihon
Magyar people and the Nateiao oHe r thet iHwugn gaay i tame sy
and | egal unity uniting the mul?®TRreé hfniil cstLands
definition of a Hungarian state isS synonymous
ethnic Magyars. This was the stance of excl us
Magy ar iMaey yma rs . The second deffiinndgli wni vwee cMangy a
nationalists who hoped to unify the state pol
Hungary were a homel-Maxgy afrorp eMapglyeasr.s lann dt hneo ny e a
1848 Hungar i anMaRjeyvaorlsurtweome nignhogn si del i ned to ¢t}
sided withevlhéutctoontney AustrianHuUmgareisan When

Compromi se was negotiated, the contingent of

8Fazakas and Kisteleki, ATransyl vidmnagaiinan hu dlabMdmua gc IE
1918),0 277
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provisions wer e-Vage/dad stuop peomrsur eTonoggmin this s

nati ond&dlhitsm bfwagaoif€tacially wielded by the Hu

Hungary after the 1867 Compromise became a
were guaranteed. This systdédmnwywas i aadiCfoimpd owi ts

t he 3ANBa6t8 onal ities Law which guarante#&d politi

Nati o Handarnchusive political nat Nan aloi sm ha
Hunganrewear described a federated Hungary, and
federhatiiom.Hupgaeseated a politically wunited ¢
nature by deeming all inhabitants within its

was a shift awayyfFeomohi lpbebudgnatitanaleiszat i

was accepted and encoupayddbeAboit hi aemneovohnHan

political Hungarian along with being an i mper
In the decades after the Compromi se, the natu
continued to ®evedebatedxbyVushebunationalists

noMagyar naNatoin,mlHismgahecai neteenth century ma
from maintaining regional autonomies based on

consti tauti.onwhs san attempt Hoaiédgageiinn Huemgiaaog

creating a Hungarian politicdMagegatstynto anuh
state.

30A similar act of passed in 1849 in the wake of a | ack
This was passed too |l ate to make any difference as the
1868 with additoinenal pro

SlFazakas and Kisteleki, ATransyl vidmna@aiinan hu dlabMdmua gc IE
1918),0 281
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Hi storiography
I n works that describe the entire -Dreadth

worTkhe Hungarians: A Thouslhas beemsomdé dofi ctobey
ambitious forays in presenting Hungarian hi st
di scussed, It has received the most updates t
more | anguages. Thesetsedcdedhsei bookpaddtosel gato
devel opments in Hungary. | tn weasse fUnrgsatr np u bEliins h
Jahrtausend Si 8ddr wiars Nihedertlragep wahleids hend oi rEn

2002 endvai 6s work was not the only new work o

turn of -ftirestt weenttyury. Wi th the end of Communi
were published due to better acewaslise t HuiHgamgiaa
history.

Mi kIl -s Mo-20@B) (paBBIComed ski #Hi sftiarsyt afn Huwremn
in 1996 and then into Eng)lipghblins (220 dH1 hsit$o§wa tokf
Hungary: Millenniium 1i9n9 9C émt tEantghlEesehowe r ks wer e
near the anniversary of the WBegykhrotonheesstt v
wor ks was ai meMda@ytara dwadigenge . nohhey were the f
totality of Hungarian history since the Revol

Hungary, and the-caphbshtaisyo®mnem.o FRr omartkleease t hr e

Bpaul LPndv@dmngarn. Ein JahrtauMwemidc I8, e@errma my :Ni &.d eBd ratgee
1999) .

“paul Leéhdvidungarians: A Thdesmzmadandeads OPriVhcebowgm:i Rri
Press, 2003) .
Dani el M Pen I , AThe HungarEiasn I|Edea o pata nt hPeoll Bljtlilcesn mair

. nel
no. 3 (2005), 495
1996 was deemed the official vy
of the Magyars was in CE 896, 8

for Hungaryds 1,100t
900, or some other vy



MYy

wi || be engaged with the most as he continues
died before he could engage further in Hungar
Enlightenment in Ger many.

Of these three authors, Kontler is part of
two. Kontler was far removed from the societa

experienced by the other two writgrsleKdunlenr
Mol n8r | eft Hungary for Austria and Switzerl al
authors belong to a historical geROr2a8t)i ars tthe

experiences were shagre,d tbhye tdweb sSeeqcwoenndt WO o rhrdu NN

failed 1956 Uprising. Their experiences great|
|l stv8n Des8k, Paul Lendvai, and Mikl - -s Moln
them becoming refugees. Due to a shared Jewis

certain deaths during the Second %ovl dwwdr as Wt
political dissident for hisfdrededslk3awmhiird ves ahrem.d
was not a practicing Jew, |Istv8n De8k and hi s
assimilated Jews. De8k himself was forced int
before he and his famDe8Wwelrefabfertf&rgoncentao
Communi st t akebveenrrdvaafi Hwunndg aMoyl.n8r al so fl ed Hu

in 1957.

3Mi k1 - s AMMoQonn8cri,s e Hi st ®ambroifd gHeu,n glanriyt ed Ki ngdom: Cambri d

son and Marshd2®22enblntMerdsita®no DRBkt r(ildML 6



M &b

Lendvai was born to Jewish parents which |
as restrictive | aws were placed on Jews. He n
was a recipienttOWhfi la dwi daadpasnsporal. success a
Communi st Hungary, he was imprisoned in 1953

Demodéd at February 1957, he |l eft Hungary for Au

cit¥mMeh!l -s Mol ng&r |l eft that same year for Swi
the repression that*®followed the 1956 Uprisin
Unli ke Paul Lendvai and Mikl-s Moln8r, | st

the Habsburg Monarchy have a more positive vVvi
apparent i nBewyiosnd 9at iboomakl i s m: A Soci al and Pc
Of ficer €Odgactd®48ing to Desgk, military servi
the empire to the point that officers viewed
of the Mdmaer Asngari an armyodés extensive infl ui
and society produced a sense of imperial uni t

De8k, this sentiment was especi ®The m®mithriohagr yam

an equalizing force that helped expand the mi
the power of the nobility through *tThe eoonwebl e
of the military to create societal cohesion w

1867 Awantgrad i an Compromi se as society was deep

“®Heinz Sichrovsky, fAivon der Leyen ist f¢gr Orb8n bl oC e
https: // www.lneenwegvodaie yoarnbmaanu F-flil 4 64 57 0

11 bi d
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Mol nA8rConci se Histdry of Hungary

“4De8kegyond Nati onalPiodm:t iAc aSlocHiaslt oarnyd of t He& 1Hallkbsbur g Of f
45 bi d1,8 17

6l bid, 168


https://www.news.at/a/paul-lendvai-von-leyen-orban-witzfigur-11451570

ur braunr al divide. Even at the time of the Hunge
of ficers remained in Habsburg servi ¢eDec8kndpar e
work successfully shows how military service

among the Habsburg Monarchydéds many subjects.

Hungary regarding the popul aoftyaofendwedoinmt ¢
Habsburg military history which has continued
acknowledges that there were conflicts in Hab

played by Magyarizatias thltaes mEinr eoviee edn@d atsh e

diverse population to survive as long as it d

Regarding Magyarization, De § Kithse nhoaswtf ufl a mo u
Revolution: Loui s KossluSt4h@ ratnldy t daed Hasnged i tamiss
study of the Hungarian Revolution. Due to its
i ncluding numerous documents by Lajos Kossuth
the Revolutiontted fahbhtngbe OeB8&bIlsitahment of tl
primary | anguage of Hungary le&sue &l haa ilfeetakr o f
felt by national minorities that they would b
the Magyars. As noted by De8k, this fear of e
by the German philosophded 8ddhanhc Gotdifmgetdo Hid:
the mataiten and nationality, Al anguage [was] th

history, religionAwi sdomyphebaetd, bgnitMagygalr. aa

l'bid, 8

8] st v &nlhke 8ka,wf ul Revolution: Loui-s8KNeswutrhrBndNY:heCdluur
Uni versity Press, 1979), 45

91 bid, 44



wer e

sepa

needed to cultivate the Magyar | anguage

rate Hungarian entity from Austria.

This view influenced Magyar elites during

Ma gy

ar cul tural i nstitutions to defend agains

However, as shown by De8k, this | erdadiocal cl ef

refo
econ

|l ang

rmer s. Radi cal reformers | i ke Kossuth bel
omically and culturally. Al ong with i1indus:H

uage with-Magyregar ddAsf one nhcohoanpetde r e a rt lhiee rc oinrf

between | stv8n Sz®chenyi and Lajos Kossuth be

radi
mi no

afte

St at
Oof f i
De 8§k

Hung

cal reformer cleft. Whil e Kossuth did cha
rity concessi ons®Tahgigsr afvoart eesdh andaonwe dMatghyea rsa r

r the 1868 Nationalities Law Mbhgyarthe de

ionalists had Tthe Hbe wif aull a iReevdb.l u®v emal IL,Loui s

ari dmdaA X 84 8hi storical classic t hat correct

treat ment of nati onal minorities and the

independent Magyar state. W ith ame 1&6&r d

ionalities Law, it i s correct to assess th

rities. Even thoughMadhyardeswers mdt Magmm@lr e

ed in DBEWOsd!| dtaei owalt ksm: A Soci al and P

cer €COdpsm s&848e of political uni fication
has a more positive view concerning the

ary under dual i sm. De8k pushed back again

0l bid, 243



Hungary, which wrote off tkapHal@sbstg oypeares sa:

Hungary | ittle®more than a colony.

The narrative of Hungary existing as a col
anCompromi se publications. I n the rewriting o

was further popularized by fasci st Magyars wh

Trianon. After 1945, the col oogmmami t $ vehwais:(
their usalblkedf dsal ami tacticsd6 to destroy the
the opposition by <calling -ctahpeint afla ssctiss,t sg mo nngp ec
accus®ttowas not until the 1970s that® the col
Lendvai and Mol n8r agree in their respective
however, on national i sm. Lendvali draws extens

Oszk8r J-88%3v) (LB7Bboncluding tkat dulae i e mt icroautl yd
described as the era of Magyar fimegal obani ao

This conclusion also apPppé&nedHiumghewhtw a&iStseo d @

stated:
AThe notion of Hungarian exceptionali sm, o]
of a speci al mi ssion flowing from this was
1867 (and despite th® diktat of Trianon in
This generalization of Hungarian history and
dual i sm. I't i gnores the accomiWadgytairen made be
problematically suggests a directndomeact Ify oavs

S1De §kkgyond Nationalism: A Social and Pol i-t19%k&8 History
2Mo |l nA8rConci se Hi st ®r9y of Hungary

8lvg&n Tibor Berendumgar sy°Ag@e RSumky , o(fL oErccdbanmo,mi K :D eDvaevl i odp
Charles, 1974).

“LendVkeée ,Hun,galridangsd 9, 297

Spaul LOnW§m@mai ,Hungar(yNesw Svtorrckkngmiarn Oxford University Pre



being of pure Magyar megal omania or chauvinis

national i sm. To understand Lendvaibés viewpoint

OszW8szi 6s perspective was tinted by his a
structure. This movement of creating an MnAEast
di ssolutiBlongér Auahdi ahéJBrsaeat yweafa mer ifamrdr.er
with Hungary following the outbreak of a comm
nat i-coonnasler v at-i ewo lcuotuinotne.r -Aéveruthan, cbehtests
themsel ves acacmmwadiisgfn eld-MieagngdarantMNo | onger feel
his homel and, J8szi spent the rest of his | if.
Hungary slip further tocdameenvgthitsmi ahdt hasci !
polsi tiimccreasingly became a part of Hungarian ¢
neighboring nations. J8szi viewed his experie
prelude to the rise of the Hundguarriinagn tfhaer dru aglhi
for reform, his experiences |l ed him to conclu

solely for ethnic Magyars at the expense of m

Paul Lendvaiodos id@eszpdédsaviewsof nOsezkg§s ass
hi story was a product of his new |ife in Aust
experienced both fascist and communi st oppres
Hungary in 00€0€s19%Wwbhs canava?® accompanied by ant
of Hungarian nationalism became cemented. Len

antisemiti s>l nantdhei tnso srto ortesc.en't edition of hi s

LendVkme ,Hun,ga3ridanesd. , 252
Pennell, AThe Hungarian |Idea at the Millennial Crossro



nationalism and antisemitism w)-thWhut eentenewaea
right to show how unresolved national i st tens
known, his work gives the appeat&amrceacaf oasdior
Orb8n government. This itself is problematic

government 6s rewriting of Hungarian history t

forces with no autonomy.

In the 2021 edition of his book, Lendvai d
redefinition of Hungary and its his®¥dhysas an
redefinition of the state was achieved with t
new constitution rushed through Parliament 1in
Oppositi®mheuppwrtonstitution affirmed Hungar
state. The crown of Saint Stephen became the
punishable by |l aw to slander i1t. This was a r
199D an era without sovereignty. This shifted

oppression orftfo outside forces.

After the new 2011 constitution, |l aws wer e
outside of Hungary even if they | acked per man
permitted to vote in Hungarian el ecel mnsgldyesp
voted for the ruling party Fidesz. According

facil i thauiel S €Cantgispn cuouUady, ddsingnated as the Da

8LendVlme ,Hun,ga3ridanesd. , 492
¥l bid

80| bi d, 493

11 bi d
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Solidarity to mourn the 1920 Treaty of Trianol
devel opments as this redefinition of Hungari a
unfortunate historical evenbasckéwhi AeraweCro ws
rul e frRdAM51 %504 the Hungarian CdA®@ONiwetr ePanotty o
possible without support amdfag Magypyr .o Moer d

Treaty of Trianon colnd idnaaepse nt.0 |lkie ehpa sa | ceedn ttuor yt

Magyar nationalism as a force to keep the cur
|l ed to interpretations of HWMaggmrairareXxlpiegti ernyc ea
than -at bnbossamnldt wr al experience.

Lendvai is quick to condemn theday hnic, e x
Hungary, he does not offer a view of Hungary
definition of the nation. This unetehmiaoes his
Magyar definition of Hungary entails. This pr

Lendvai 6s book. When the 2021 English version

chapter fAEveryone is a Homg#aTéehdrs: cBampitese waasn
closest that Lendvai wrote to describe inclus
brief descriptions of historical figures who

ethnic Magyars or mmagd abeegmrbearts.aldrtoawast moM ac
edition of the book, the version that include
chapter. While Lendvai claimed in the preface

excessive ,pairet iissangsuhiilptoy of such pa%®tesdwahip

2l endVme ,Hun,ga2ricanesd., 466
85LendVme ,Hun,galridanesd. , Vi i



claimed that his position as a former politic;
allowed him to address Hungarian history trut
as a nonpartisan authority endeungbBowawmehistd
worldview is directly influenced by his exper

journalist within Communi st Hungary.

Whil e Lendvali ri@rhbb§muldoverrnmercti,zelsi st heeon d e
room for nuance as he completely ties Magyar
The chapter supported that inclusive national
Magyars werseceornft mixedomei dered to belong to mt
Lendvai marks Magyar nationalism as -being ent
Magyar s. This 1s probl emalttiwr aals Matg yaacrc enpat tsi otnha
existing form of national i sm. This plays into
there is no nuance to a Magyar/ Hungarian iden
cannot have adeintiéyermtndetshmi¢ be Hungari an.

thus a Hungarian, or they arenodét and belong t

The only part of Lendvaids book that broac
remained in all editions is his chaTtheer AZrin

chapter focuses on the 1616684 mavh oMiilsl -ad sV kamniaw

Croatian form of his name Nikola IV Zrinski
aHungamws vi dual whhaot iwoa sH.uan igpearrvic ewfed hi msel f as
Hungary while being a Croat nobl eman. Zrinyi

64LendVlmeée ,Hun,ga3ridanesd., 126



what i s ndoaw n@BpPdweatthi at hi s background, he stild]l
Royal Hungary WwetdhimonarkeBhpgshgagnst tHe encroa
Modern ethnic | abels that <call Zrinyi either
place in Hungarian and Croat national i sm. The
of the book without the i Esvetrhyeoniempirse sas ikbuin gtahre
to claim to be a part-MafgyHdungvarsi am | whiplre skeeitn

a highly partisan argument to make.

Zrinyiods role as a Croat nobleman defendin
Habsburg Monarchy against the ONdtoimanH.EMmMg®ptariec :
ma k e s Huinng daau .Hungarian) rather than a Magyar s
Hungarian. While Lendvai iIHu ng@mrhec te xipn ap emsi ttih
conceidusgamMati o Hbegamecdisplaced after 1848
gaining an ethnic connotation to only include
for nuance as it assumes an individual can on

backgrounhdrpibatation plays r i gGrtb8inntaon dt hteh er hFei

government in the present where vy nldagy ai x e
ethnic background is impossible to avoid in H
hstorically mixed. This was true for Hungary |
i ncreasingly interconnected world. A pluralit)\

exception. Otherwise, the &aytormomoywyedf amlde tihedg

to only identify with a singular ethnic group
6] bi d 127
86| bi d 128
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The historians H&OCt9)Haqdadl Ptedi@29ONSu@ipa €8 191l
Lendvali in &daguobndHoblmatetpthdecame Iins18§40fican
Hungarian?®RaevoheNatoivoi elvwanganiegated with the 1
as the Magyar | anguage becam®Thihe ipgnomaey taa
all owance for other | anguages to be wused in t
had -Maogny ar popul ati ons. This sent-ithdBt asypecnsg
uni form movement thagomiaiattiaomedf awhmat r mavd &€ aa |
Hungarian. This generalization is false as Ma
camps regarding the fate of national minoriti
Hungary, Al elxaatdteac kVMsa xtwheils typecasting of Magy
the Slovak autonomy movement in Hungary, supp
empire continued until 1918. Even during the
fire ovwvnkS protestor s19388n)d,r ewhdlIliendk at h(el 8%l140 v a k
affirmed his Il oyalty to Hungary by stating he
nationalities of Hungary may freet®pl wok& 6diod
not support separation from Hungary and the e
collapsing. He was committed to Slovak autono
Czechoslovakia was establishmdti &ds o0bdbt S8dobgk M
Hungary was present within Slovak Fli87elr)atur e.

specialized in folklore overtl yMidlekcd @wieelod i s

67Al exander Maxwell, fAMultiple Nat iCemdluirymHuMagtairynaln dC Bnr
Andersonédés 6l magiNme d o@armmuwusm tainlells, Edndoni 8 H®Icit otbes 2005) ,
8pet er Sugar, fAThe More It Changes, thdauBoreamHumgatioany
Year BdoKJanuary 2000), 128
Maxwel |, AMultiple Nation
6l magined Communities, 60 3
OMi | kési lGrAweg!l i sh

al i-Gamnt Ny i Wuinmd a rCyo nacred tBe i end il
90



H O

the main character decl ares, AMy dear Mari al!

|l ove for the HUngarian homel and. 0

unt i | it was clear the empire was in colla
minorities in Hungary and the empire did not
situation in Hungary, this NatipooHbooghmabhoadtet

exi st as minorities viewed themselves as belo
Hungari aNatdenHwaganbtaa dead concept after 1
Hungaryods inhabitant ssiwerud alrayiedreendt,i tti eesy bwetr ea
ethnic and political i dentities. To state ot h

describe vastly different circumstances.

Recent scholarship on Polish and Ottoman n
recognition of the power of inclusive, -politi
buil ding. Brian PorterWharnNaffi@esaltihsms Begadan st
| magining Modern Politi cBoritnerNisnheavese ntthha tCema lui
that emerged after -Lthehttanmad wastatifonceff ol
noMol es and was théedadal®86a34 nxanfwarcye Wmrtiidi g i n
Lithuanians, Ukrainians, and other peoples pl

nostal gia -Lfiotrh utahnei afo | @&rhmen wa sl tbrecause the Col

comparatively |iberal to the autocratic RussiI
an inclusive and exclusive camp only occurred
T™Maxwell, AMultiple National i-Gamnt Ny i unmgd arCy naxred tBe r end iN
6l magined Communities., 60 389

2Bri an AWhemrNatrional i sm Began to Hat e: Il magining Moder

(New YorKk: Oxford University Press, 2000), 20



Poles to conclude that independence could onl
to prove to the world th@thité$ ep Padosdsewefrcasva | d
came through enforcing a uniform Polish cultu
noet hnic Poles into a uniform population. Thi
nostalgia asiphenumgtypyfabhtdedpspul ation were s
i ndependence and progress in the Soci al Dar wi
the inclusive strain of Polish nationaleam co

t hat the Commonweal th could not be Nragswrrect el

Hungalraircpagel y died as Hungary became a state wi

I n recent scholarship on the-)Otptroensaenn tESmpi r
Ottomani sm i Aglki 9fT2Cbexbhacdlknce: The Ecumeni ca
Moder n Arasb aWoraltd empt to bind the many ethnic
together with politiNatli onaHda mndgaldmam n wseianitlharr o
i n Pol and, there was a recognition that a col

divisions to unite the natropeas D&t Obhamasms

added focus on religious divisions, it sought
identity. Makdi si asserted that AOttomanism w
secul ari sméRather, i hsbopghettwweenecedaigi bhe
allegedly nat'tohmhal moeé¢me nbnehi Pt bomani sm soug]l
religious and ethnic fanaticism by producing
shared geographic position within the Ot t oma

Bl bid, 78
“Ussama Mgkdiodi Coexi stence: The Ecumenical Frame and t}
(OCakl and, California: Uni versity of California Press, 2



supposed to be equal before the | aw and all ow
as long as this was maintained within the fra
reads ver Wadiimi |Harslgydutnagar i an et hnic minoritie
maintain their cultural identities as |l ong as

state.



Chapter 1 1: The Leadup to the 1867
To fully underst aadi ohiiwagaeseserateptl ot o th

the Kingdom of Hungary -a&4 % HemgartioamaRewmltutti
examined. In the decades before the revoluti ol
Magyars and ot her peMopnlaersc hwi.t hPirne vti beu sH ayh s it threg
used a policy of denat-Genméanzabbohity. i Géemaa!l
used in the administration of the empire rath
governed.cyT hwosr kpeod wel l since many within the
vernacul ar of t°*Hen Hanmlag yt hehi sulceadti nued unt
century when the reforms-1860LCobergahsiwng8§n835®c

|l eading up to the 1848 Hungarian Revolution i

After having served in the Austrian army d
throughout Europe and the Levant for several
travel s, Sz®chenyi sought to ref arsmhtehd oddummg a

Hungary to be sorely behi®Hd sadwamaéd sn gi o f B reictoan

cul tur al institutions along with his addressi
caused d’Hger esgpturgteidr.ot hers to action in using
administration. He also earned the watchful e

Out of Sz®chenyi 6s endorsement of the Magy.

bureaucracy, and technological advancement ca
Magyar national consciousness that wag twholOfy
“LendVmeé ,Hun,galridanesd. , 174

Hugh SWmtshant,i ons and States: An Enquiry into the Origi
(Boul der, Colorado: Westview Press, 1977), 161

"LendVmeé ,Hun,galridanesd. , 174



course, this cultural awakening was not sol el

groups within the Habsburg Monarchy began to

empire in their favor while i®ewni ag @ompReti md
homel ands. Despite being a refor mer, Sz®cheny
gradual soci al reform as he was concerned wit

Hungary. Because hanlgel i Sv®t hemygr dduoaledc head

reformers | i ke -1L8940)s. Kossuth (1802

Similarly, to I stv8n Sz®chenyi, Lajos Koss
nobility rather than the magnate nobility. Ko
political situation within theowenpairgntays, haen ae
serfdom, the political enfranchisement™of all
It was on the iIissue of the usage of the Magya
most . I n a speech on November 27, 1842, Sz®ch
i mpl emented the Magyar | anguage a@&usc dthieors 03 st ¢
government, and parl i ament-MawaysdUast. oa dtu naft ediyg |l
Sz®chenyi 6s influence had begun to wane by th
With the rise of |iberalism and the outbreak

a new Hungary.

The 1848 RKRewaluwsteidonbsy a combination of Enli
|l i beralism and national i sm. While revolutiona

i deas that it had stood for continued to | ive

8S e t-Want sant,i ons and States: An Enquiry into the 1®rli gi ns
Il bid



i ncreased political representation, social ju
state. Il n Hungary, inspiration was also taken
mani fested itself i n demaxntd st H o r ldapme enlaye erdo kelpe
government. This was also a decisive rejectio
Il mpl ementation of constitutional systems. Amo
woul d become modern n@drimanmy i amd alltsaol j oi ned th
and Enlightenment thought. Nationalism also p
Austria as demands for ethnic representation
t he arearetaidooned Magyar national awakening whicl

i deas for refor m.

The outbreak of the 1848 Revol-RHRiilolnisp poee gvaas
overthrown. This brought much fear to Europea

providing much excitement for thé&Ferwhbdbedesir

situation in Hungary, news of the radical eve
true parliamentary system for both Hungary an
end to numerous priviledgdstagf fsaurcched st @ xtehmptiHo
tax @tKonsut hds demands were translated into Ge

the éEnoimbei.ned with the efforts by other intel

Vienna and ot her Austrian cities, revolution |

80pjeter ThaedBabsburg Emp(Hervar NeWwnHvetsiryy Press, 2016)
811 bi d
82 aj os KKoastsaustthr,op h@r ii i Walg @l eSmti9c. h t



op

i mperial 8jwosegwntmenand his allies took advantag
twelve points tha%¥ became the April Laws.
't is important to note ®was thereastalkmli sgl

autonomous Hungarian state ruled by a Habsbur
from the ot her8Hmadshpurigl hlodws nlgesgi sl ated by ¢t

signed by Emper-db87%erdimiasndcdueyg®®d a great coml

government as Ferdinand approved the | aws wit
history oéi 2prieeptacregency council ruled for
throne in 1835. After revolutionary activity

abdicate in favor of Rli%16n)e pbthye w hFer arnezg eJnocsye pcio L

Ferdinandds ascension, it was declared that th
his regency council were inv88Outdr adgreheatAptrhé rLe
of the |l aws, along with revolts by ethnic min
establ i shment of a Hungarian state, l ed to ev
being dispatched a8 .restore order in Hung

I n the years that followed that revolution
Magyar nationalists with a demand for the res

of the 1867 Compromise. The Aprikrtawasr balciatme

detri ment of ethnic relations. For exampl e, o]

83Judslfdhre, Habsburg Emp,i rle66 A New Hi story

84De 8khe Lawf ul Revolution: Loui-$8K669uth he Hungar

8%They were also known as the March Laws a ey were pa
i

and t
s th

igned the | aws
a

signed by Emperor Ferdinand. Ferdinand s
8De 8khe Lawful Revolution: Loui-58K6&6dth nd the Hungar
Wi I I i amMuSttirlieed 9 n2 18atl8s. ( New Yor k, United States: Arno

8Judsidhre, Habsburg Emp,i r2el4 A New History



Transylvania with Hungary. Romanian support f
were not consulted on whether Transylvania sh
Romani ans regarding decisions aboutHuhrgamrdylnv al
politics of the nineteenth century. Overall s
for the Hungarian cause during the 1848 Revol
the recent | egislaturfa edf tthlee M4 @&s tl hmantg ufagret
of the state, nati onal minorities fretted ove
Due to this, nobl emen | i ke -1t8h5e9 )B aonp eonfl yC rroeabteil d

the Humgwaol anhi onaries and afrieyomeéedti beams gl Had s

fordes.

With the revocation of the April Laws and
Hungarian Revolution became a war of independ
side of the Austrians, the revolutieownolwds oar u
failed with a return to absolutism in the emp

other revoluti8rady oweadetdhedigdasbi ng of all

Austrian Empir-eorqgtpeeflbaodecidm where the emj

centralized around Vienna, freedom of the pre:
enforttclkee laanguage of the administration. Fol I «
began to reform with a grddual easing of reac

89 . endVhe ,Hun,galdricamel7, 226

YpDe 8§khe Lawful Revolution: Loui--8K68d46th and the Hungar
91S e t-Want sant,i ons and States: An Enquiry into the 1®r3i gi ns
164



I n the wake of the revolAbsiodmds smaitlhwante f a@anh

Habsburg sentiment was further stoked along w

radicalraddcallihzati on included the rise of ex
bl amed national minorities for the revolution
others who s®¥phppose&oAssthiaealized too | ate
the national minorities of Hungary to bring m

changed his opinion on Hungary from a cultura
sate united by politiNMati onaHWmdakiecanhen|l abher st
Nati o Hudgarataer the 1867 Compromise, Kossut
state in a future Hungary-l ewdtimesltytsépanat ©uf
Kossuth attempted to broker agreememft si mciitthi n@
a rebellion to creat @Kaossarnthr all sburcopedr df &da
Piedmont to gain military support by suggesti
counter to PrussiPRi eadnmb nst OWEp SéHitawBesredtion itldtres g .

negotiations failed and Kossuth |ived out the

As for I stv8n Sz®chenyi, he fell into a de
1856 to 1860 he briefly returned tAbwpiluingtt
system. He acknowledged t he s uarcteiscsuloafr Isyo neh e

ser f%Mdtm.t he same time, he placed the blame for

2Art hurrhMayHapsburg -M6dLraaby i &7 Massachusett s: Harvar
35

9BSetWant sant,i ons and States: An Enquiry into the 1®r2i gi ns
“De8khe Lawful Revolution: Loui-58K868d46th and the Hungar
%Gy°rgy Spira, A Hungarian Count in the Revolution of 1
Akad®mi ai Kiad-, 1974), 316



oy

revolution onto himself while remaining adama

the answer to Hungarybés place in the empire.

Now a million good and happy men have bec
ortur e, and millions and millions of othe
esponsi ble above al/l for this hamppdfnetsise |
ew Hungar®®an school . 0

o e S e 1}

This new Hungarian school that he referred to
nationalists who did -Magyaeeki compeombder wi z &1
This was the school of thoughtomthéate a&lmporeall
Sz®chenyi 6s | ater works condemned Magyar nat.i
minorities while also condemning Austrian att
revocation of | iberal rleifeovremsr. e f Sozr@&mt hienn ytih ec oAuts
possible through the usage of political nati o
i ncluding al/|l i nhabitants and all etMat ico mi no
HungaHowaver, as Sz®chenyi reached the end of
exclusive nationalism espoused by his fellow

commi tted suicid% by gunshot in 1860.

Despite Sz®chenyi 6s suicide and Kossutho6s

developed further without their direct 1 nput.
compassion towards national mi nor iotriietsy pl ayed
protections during the 1867 Compromise. As fo
opponents of Compromise and by those in favor
views to be in favor of cooper@dammpmomisteh snoaugfl
%| bid 313

7 bid 316



o ®

create a middle ground between Sz®chenyi 6s an
Hungary that recognized and protected its nat
i mpl ement &Ntaitor dlohglae Homagary where the i denti

a pluralistic, political connotation rather t

The Need for Compromi se
For ten years after the revolutionary year

engaged in an intensive centNredlbisodtuitars mpr égr &
the program of centralization eliminated the
closer in size to admi n®Bumreaauweratrsegfiromm dtnh ér
empire were brought in to administer what the

called the Aforme¥TIKeé nGelomarmfl Huqwage . e c ame
of the administration so bureaucrats from acr
This greatly incensed Magyar nationalists who
admi ni s tHuatgiaary @afs proof of an attempt to eras
Revolutions, | anguage had become a political

the new administrators in Hungary werremamati ve
for theirl®gmelyowmert not a force seeking to Ge
of German as the | anguage of governance mirro
primary admini st rCotmpwe mi @®g WHaugheg airry . pddgt was me
centralize the bureaucr aeAyp.soQfutd sumr, s eMa gd/warri ma

not view it Il i ke this and feared a | oss of i d

%pjeter ThaedBabsburg EmpiCambrAi Ngew, HMAt oHgrvard Universi
¥l bid
1001 bid



While most political activities were banne
reforms by | iberal reformers from the revolut
establishment of a fully capitaldmsnhatednomic

antiquat®dhey etdamati on system was reformed ac
system was i mplemented, and industrialization
defeat on the battlefield at the handsueoft onei
passive resistance in Hungary and poorly mana
ref ¥¥Am.stri a became increasingly diplomaticall]l

(185859) and the |l oss of wealthy territory of

Sar dRinegdmont in 1859.
After 1859, it was recognized in the Austr
had to be reinforced. What began as a superfi.:

| eaders within the crownl ands defmatnhdei nig8 6g0r eQctt
Di ploma attempted to solve this by empowering
di ¢é%owever, this did not satisfy politicians
recogni zedndeéedb-amias$ thomnr ati c nobles across the
either. The February Patent of mMeBn6tlR eviatske ¢ rheaetn
to strike a middle ground between devolution
Vienna. This system did not satisfy all parti
and Croati a. The boycott was joameédMomawi8®B a

Czechs who wanted further au#t%Fuorntyh efrorn etghoetiirat

101 |
102 |
103
104|
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mend the empireb6s parliamentary system was da
1866. The swift and crushing defeat that was

a federalist Austrian unificadiom tolfe Gherrinmakn,y . &

system was needed. This WasghroaghtCowmptrlomibe.

The Compromise was achieved with negotiati:

parl i aments. Numerous concessions were requir
i mpl ementation of most of the 1848 April Laws
separate b®w&rendotarimycl uded. Knowing that thi

empirebés diverse population needed to be boun

and the | aws passed in 1868 sought to guarant
bound&@hegsal so sought to shore up the | egiti me
cohesive sense of political nationalism withi

15Whil e Hungary was granted its o
to concede that the army could b
contribute to ttke AConmrmdn Ar my (Kk

wn army, the Royal Hu n ¢
e sent abroad in ti mes
. u.



Chapter 111: THNaet Foakewgeaki oé
Foll owing the 1867 Compromi se, iNlme i Hungar i

Hungatro cjaustify its existence. This was throug
Hungarian identity. W th the passing of the 1.
the nation were regarded as pgqoambt behocehtbev
encompassing Hungarian identity based on incl
temper separatist niang onahgaty ie@eingt ¢-d esobyase
centric state. The 1867 Compr omtbsuae | alilngwepdr olte

The previous revol utd4d D nwmay -tgoooveedr minmoetn t a noyf  nie8adn8i

nati onal buil 48 nBev @Bled toiren,t hgr €&8i ous admini str
were solely concerned with the nobility rathe
nati onal consciousness.

Il nclusive nationalism in Hungary was <challl

184849 Hungarian Revolution. The fact that ma
Austrians |l ed to an nioilargeeaas esd Meagnea rMadiysatrr wunsatt
clamored for a redefinition of the nation as
state that was to exist only for the benefit
Vi sions. S@ame omfali k¢ se were in favor of assi mi
expul si on. The Magyar nag8bahawiast oB®|l af Gt hawa
assimilation of minorities. He asserted that

[@ati onal minorities], to ®Wbsocbnthasmt, n6EpRAaRSsI

16John LBikkdaacpsegst 1900: A Historica(NewrMorraki:t Wefi dae ndietl yd &
1988)12928



1915) was an antisemitic nationalist who favo
he called for Hungary stool uetniaocnt oaf, tfiher alde wiad h ac

Whil e Magyar chauandibs$sts:-dzkew&reg nwad al , t |
support for a more inclusive and accommodati n
an incorrect assertion to call this the era o
J8szi andvi®Hwhgari an nationalism was not a mol
exclusion. There is nuance to the notion of H
how Hungarian nationalism presented itself. F
186a7/n, i nclusive strain of nationalism was dire

under the guidance of K8I m8n Tisza

With the 1867 Compromi se, the two new hal v

diverse territories where matters concerning

forefront. I n the Hungarian half eohetthabempi h
they would be governed in this new state. Pre
1848, the fears by national minorities that t

rights | ethgmanrys nomMsisdei wnt Emphee. To- ensure
Magyars, the Hungarian state sought to codify
the recognition-Mamgyg aprsotwdatcihomwasf afido@r ded by
1868. A wiami ladrsol awmacted in the Austrian half

same ®whl be these | aws were sweeping in codif

WAndrew HanElaedy Blueprint for Zi o%d mint: Ne3m RzoR kl:s tC ocl zuyndh
Uni versity Press, 1989), 92
8. endVmeée ,Hun,ga3ridanesd. , 297
1093 St aat sgrundgesetz Vom 21. December 1867, | ber Die All
Reichsrathe Vertretenen K°nigreiche Und L@nder [Basic S



protected representation, they stopped short
Hungari éouinmnat ingn after 1867, t Hegtyearrms @Hundiar ir

of a Hungarian state was defoimm eedt hbnyi ct eMag yt aorr i :

boundari es.

To ensure t heelraonaalst-Meegpdy aorfenn ocnar e was taker

and Hungarian governments to represent the in
their desires. This policy, of naduosal i anhger &M
hardline German nationalists who sought wunifi .

Magyars were part of a joint const¥inabByunwat ¥,
hardline, exclusive Magyar natti9orial, i vted i evied
Magyar supremacy had to be promoted as he <cl a
or the Slavs would tldwath behnestsitoantaslriasn i Eur ogxec
i nfluences on the rise, Hungary had to narrow
visions to maintain its own national integrit?

apparatus.

The Usage of Inclusive Political National i sm
The two states that were created from the
Austria and Hungary, were also known as Cisl e
accepted that the two halves of the!t%e mwiere, w
Citizens for the Kingdoms and Lands Represented in the
accessed July 19, 2023,
https://www. ris.bka.gv.at/ Dokument .wxe?Abfrage=Bgbl Al t &
110Sst even Riess, AANti semitism and Sportl 9 3n2 JGewsstnrianl tEhuer o
Gy m: Judaism, SpobyslLeandr dt hl eGiesnspoon (West Lafayet
Uni versity Press, 2012), 136
11l endVkme ,Hun,ga3ridanesd. , 307

112At the time of the Compromise, the center of the Hungaea
and ¢buda in 1873 to form Budapest.
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np

not exclusive toGermmasre aorMdedthmnicc AMasdgy &ar ori gi
crownlands made up the realm of Austrian Ci sl
two crownlands that were viewegtheams Déleod @irmges
crownland within this territorial unit was th
Principality of Transyl V&aAise caonndd tshmea Icloears tkail n g
Cro®dtliasonia was created as an autonomous Crow
government i n -SHudvaopne sat .waCsr otahte amer ger of t he s
Slavonian kingdoms whiclCrwad i gqoveranméeéd ameget he
Zagreb. The exact deline8ltavoniod wabti hbptalbdepal
Compromi se. This nkBoegartanedethée@eontt wamch

delineate the epZvagrrse bb eatnvde eBir*'dtapest parl i ament

Out of the nineteenth century emerged two
l'iving in the Hungarian half of the empire an
form of Hungarian i1 dentity was €& rsoent can dp ofl drtm cv
that of cultural national i sm. The Hungarian g
overarching political nationalism combined wi
il dentities so |long as ek oseparudttiuvomlf ricdme nHun g a
i mperi al Habsburg framewor k. By encouraging a
framework of Hungary and the empire, the gove
This especiall yg waosmainmpaonrst aanntd aSmeormbs due to th

i ndependent Serbia and an independent Romani a

13Modedrany Rijeka in Croatia. The city was transferred to
4R, W. ®etsan, trans., fAlLegi sCradatvieanm”icGo XXo miThe [MHEwnigaXX
Horvgt KiegyeTlzh®es ]S o Ut8beBr)n 0Slianv Questi ophomadant hGomMabable
LTD, 19 1719)., 361



i dea of Yugoslavism to unite the Southern Sl a\

empire due to the | arge populations of Croats
borders. As for Romania and thled i Romdamisan ,0 ntcle:
6Greater Romaniadé would result in separatism

Whi |l e t hdeo nMangaytaerd nobi | i ty-gfoevletr nimemd i ctahtaetd

been afforded with -MagyaB86wmi CGomptbessaeer gronoon

fatlds.a Hungarian state were to exi st as a sta

minorities who had different ideas on stateho:
inside Hungary, there was concerd tdathe her asn
minority identities. T hni st hteu romi nadfs eovfe ntthse wAauss t

Hungarian negotiators during the 1867 Comprom

place to ensure the righigngdr imammoSBetyl eomeomptl e.

Nationalities Law.

The Crdlahgani an Settlement and the Nationali't
Care was taken in the writing of these | aw

Hungarian state as it was a newliSy appwtnitagget he

Transyl vani a, and Fi ume. Legitimacy mwalsy espec

and of the Hungarian nobility since national i

Compromi se. For the creation of an i mperi al [

variety of shared and unshar-@ed nranl eddad) ysauopp or t
sections of the popul ationrHunWarhi atnhi Se tgtolael meinnt
Nationalities Law sought to assuage the worr.i

historical | egal jurisprudence of rights.



Regarding t heSlpavaocnei ao fwiCtrioiann idungary, a | eg
the original entry of the Kingdom of Croati a
the formatio-mMupn§gathanCBetat!| amemtn.i sHirsat é oinc aol fl

was given to Croatian nobles under the tutel a

ki A3yr.hi s |l egal tradition was resurrected with
Parliament to ser vSl aaso nh eaand®éi e ltilwaemeaGetrosa-t o fa nt h e
Hungarian Settlement wused this legal traditi ol

administrative entities that beca®keaWHaumigar was.

afforded a | argehidelgrieeclodidddmeonud el over thi
|l ands considered a part of it; it controlled
and religious matters; and it hadwhel powéae t
establishm&havohi €radadi pl acate Croat national
region of Dalmatia was not included. Dal mati a
due to the iIimportanceEvefn itthoumdv dlhalhasds warsd n
Slavonia, Croat elites were supporteé® by the
nobi%s

The notion of wusing historical | egal tradi
especially key for the struggles of national
115 endVlmeé ,Hun,galridanesd. , 295
116setWant son, fdiLegisl ati ver dati XKXXCompeohki Slarfwbw&ti XXX: Ma
Kiegyez®s] (1868).0], Article L
Wl bid, A+ulilcdl es IV
118There was a fear that the Italian minority would agit:
This was especial-Hyndaenirad Bmpithe &Assittrohad | ost the Lo
1866. This r egntoer ewvats ti o0 dteleed lotfalii ans as it was promi se:
into the First World War.
119Gi me Perilil, A0 broju Talijana/talijanaga u Dal maci j i

During the RatdlbvCe rZtawroy]a, @a povi j,esnmmoe z4nsa n Betpit eHnbZ2U  ul 92
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Cro

ny

urrected to justify-Stlhaer ognavaer nminngo rs ttri uecst ubra
autonomy on similar historic structures.

el l ectual s. T h eSyl asvtoantiead h lehichat inesisit naccaem dCpr laooant el ar
nsylvania should have regional autonomy to.
onomous cr o@Wanmmamamiusnedealpsleurg rule. This |
eared in Romanian petitfioonsTriams$¥86&8naad 18
ge of historical precedent became essenti al
tury when separatist movements by national
ecially beforganhethies®t RWonalnd aWasr almned ot he

gely supported the |imperial system.

During the nineteenth century, nati onal mi |
onomy as justifications for autonomy durin
aHummagari an Settlement was pointed tthee as a
givings that were felt byNahieoCHomapanddeaga
the interpretation. For minorities, it was
egrity of the state cool dther maunhbaiomeds F
ded since a8tawvwvomyai wa€rbheéeiaontinuation o

sent . More importantly, this was a medi eval

noHabsburg Hungtahlriisant rkadiigtsi.onAspredated the Hab

|l eg

i ns

a t

itimate to the notion of-l @ad Hlieega@lro @ame mtad .i o

As the Hungarian government attempted to ¢
tances of regionaiSlawtoon @amy nouti indad anfi NO©mM o0

hreat to their own cultur gloviedemteinty .prTa urc



n o

1868 Nationalities Law which declared that al

politicddThinatplmasing was important as it mear

of the empire was not a federation. The | aw s
Aln Hungary, the following nationiliands,
Germans are recognized as nations with equ
political autonomy is guaranteed within th

security of the country B¥% the fundament al

The | aw struck a middle gr oundMabgeytawese n Whhiel ed et
would be no autonomousS|l agghoas athecithaen€ro
ethnicity, were equal before tdlket | faovt Thei ri gl
|l anguage to be used in local admiA3wdah adn ons,
accommodation occurred for counties-Mawhppar at

|l ang¥ade. | aw also allowed for the independenc
educational, and cultural inst®tutiweamss | @ahiechi
1890s and early 1900s that education independ

and enforced teaching of the W agyar | anguage

120Thomas J. DeKornfeld, trans., #AE£vi XLIV. T°o°rv®nyci kk a
XLI'V On Equal Rights forAutlhe oMateisonal Hunhga}fy( A& &8 Eud oipre
2nd ed. (Buffalo, NY: TZT®9vinus Society, 2005), 205

121The term 6Russiand was used interchangeably with O6Rut!|
Ukrainian peopl es.

122DeKornfel d, AEvi XLIV. To°rv®nyc
Rights for the Nationalities] (1
123 . zsa A®tvédrzeomi es in Hungary andB
2005), 39

124DeKornfel d, AEvi XLIV. T°erv®nycikk a Nemzeti s®gi Egyer
Rights for the Nationalities] (1868),0 Articles 7 and 2
12Fazakas and Kisteleki, ATransyl vidmn@at inan hRu dla-bMbdmua gc h
1918),0 290

126Thomas Owremava,ki ng of the Slovak Peopleod6s Party: Relig
20€Century(Eamodpr, UK: Bl oomsbury Academic, 2019), 151

a Nemzeti s®gi Egyer

fap ®:;, AeonMpakat Coev
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To the delight of ethnic Magyars, the Magy
the administration. Their fears that the crea
di sintegration of the state weree raastshuearg etdh aans
becoming a feMagwparsn. whorenohere would be no
their rightMatgo agp dak gau algen was protected. The

be viewed as equal Hu n gar ibayn st. h el tl adrigsepllya yestdh nai

elite that cooperation with national minoriti
The 1848 Revolution proved that the alienati ol

The Nationalities Law was revolutionary in
i nstance where equal rights for minorities we

the Belgian Equality Act of 1898i whitctheresage

Flemish and French equalfyhed nBealhgi a8rel Bqaal iatdym

| ater redrawing of the nation into |inguistic
communities. This was a process of devolution
centralization. Thhei npoHu rcgya royf scoeungthrtaltiaz adrn ewat e
securing the rights of its diverse population

J-zsa H®WauZziohhsonmi esk i n Hmumtgeas yt raantd VEhuirlog et h
uni fied political nation may seem to be at od
juxtaposition has been present in other natio
more recent ewentts,wakk®w?2izmi |atratt o the French R

autonomy in 1991. I n that case, while it was

127HRvV 2Amit onomi es in Hun®&ry and Europe
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bet ween

gi ven,

French

norit.i

stabi
stabl
mi sunder

ended.

framer s
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Despi
threats

ref or ms
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as their primary | anguage, it was deci
citizens, no spéZdEwdn atuht mnphmyn ovaasu tga nvc
he French administration of Corsica u
ion meant that while Corsicans coul d
n the natwiagadmonThins Hmaag atrlye fol | owi ng t
es could use their mother tongues for
hometowns and countries. At the same

Hungary and having the same rights gu

a Government
the passing of the 1867 Compromise a

ity to the diverse citizens of Hungary
The early years of the nemd dualist sy
standing. Much confusion existed as t
n Hungary, the new state found that i1

debt grew. Politicsaweteodebaphdedi bi
of the 1867 Compromise slowly Il osing
on to this eoarpirtoingimevwapsp nad evnacrei eftayc toi fo

efly |l ed by ethnic Magyars.

te the political divisions, a united
to Hungaryodés newfound power in the em

of 1867 by federalizimganhe&llphpegoirte f a

28] b3 @,

12Jonat halni Kevaal, i sm and t he Ha8bqsibaimr djo Mo nlak:c hRa | dlr8abvie Mac

2013),
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Mi ni-Brtegi dent of Austria, asBwmt) , Kartlt evnpn eldo It er
agreement with the Czechs and Croats in favor
been tenuous due t-8l avdesarast sluhgagiycCabdbagbai
ultimately failed foll ow$lhagv arhiea .Rakle i rceav Rletvios
Kvaternilg87({1828esired a complKeweasepai &ktion f
underestimated the amount of supplduhgdoiranhe

Settlement which | ed to a | ack of popular sup

(@]
—

ushed, and he was summiaFalllyo weixnegc uttheed rfeovro litn,
vetoed the atté¥phe anevieldterad ozviadéedna perfect
government to use to represent the wunreliabil
veto was a Hungarian desire to not relinquish

the empThe Rakovica Revolt and the veto again:

politicians were against any measures that <co
guestion. I't was feared that wmptofgHundgedegr ah:
smaller territories. Federalization would hav
boundaries. This would not have satisfied exc
woul d have shrunk. Foirs imkd eaat emad yt maitn oindé a

Hungary -@atshmi croenscept of being Hungarian wou
I mperi al Il dentity. I nclusionary nationalists

and as aasevereign st

130Branka CMaogpag,a Through Hi story: (TLhoendMank i WK: ofSaa i EBromkes
Bl bi d
132J udsTchre, Habsburg Emp,i r229% A New History
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Despite this brief political unity 1in 1871
1870s praoggreoswsiendg economic crisis was compound

di strust -lddnddarei AdPSIthueorree ncdye alssame of outstand

total debt in the empire was ®¥dlitt Wwatswear Al
more controversial parts of the Compromi se. B
empire, i nterest rates on foreign | oans incre

the empire. For t hye Itaireg eplryo bd germa roifa nhikythregari nt
and | oans was exacerbated since the state was
the Hungarian Plains were home to many far ms
shar ecg opmpd tenant farming hampered agricultur
Hungarian government heavil yddvwmr rionveus tnroinaelyi zta
project. Despiteetimedehbtyy eat etveaan bkebcpoento mihcatgrlo
would allow for the quicker paying off of deb
better connect isolated farmlands and to intr
high interest rates ultamatetyomrdopghowingahnhb

cr a¥h.

The economic problems of the nation gave w
compromi se factions poc¢omgdomiosd hgovVai hmerst D
probl ems. Fur t hecro ntprreodne nscee ctaou steh dwaasgso tsli ekid s wt h

who stated that thefeh€ompuomrye|[ hattomadegcol ony

1383Marc Flandreau, AThe Bank, THenYtaat as, Tand -THE4 Bar bénr
Oesterreichische3NaMamoank rdb,ank001), 16

B34 pbi d, 28

135 pbid, 18
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i's mil keébltto i3l codd.note that this senti ment w a

Hungarian history. This notion was challenged
economic growth in Hungary was®¥on par with We

For Hungary tdeouengageg itm metfioornm i ts ail i ng
economy, a new generation of younger politici

the formation 6% abheelLTvhdiesP &lretwp apratryt y( favored t
Compromi se and promoted an inclusividhenati onal
i ncl usNatiitoy Htofegamecaart of a national policy

moderni zati on.

The new alritbye rnadkss IHmM8ch bry-1sz0a2 )( Iw8h3c0 | ed t he pa
being the Hungarian Prime Minister from 1875
of a Imblusailve Hungary as his political roots
Bal kPg¥@hi ch had opposed the 1867 Compromi se.
best summarized in the words of Lajos Kossuth
Hungary, fAéslip[ing] iWtDespiverteéex ohitmper iop
Compromise, Tisza eniCeom@gd oai ser Peeg8kkwhPafitt ¢y h  p

De8k Party arose in 1867 Reor esrucp ppr 8 K & jhle8 (p&Bg k t

was one of the architects of the April Laws d
163 . zsef Solymosi, ed., ATorino, 1877. November 29. Figy
Mag8n®l et ® RI, Csal 8dj 8r -1 ¢€r. Kifejti V® em®ny®t a Mag
K¢l detts®g L8togat8§s8rih HTsriLettNovember | 2P, FIZFEI mess
Private Life and Family. He Expresses His Opinion on th
Person Del egat i cdBmrfS§rtojm ,C eKgols®&du.t]lh, O[BMyh afpreiseéend ,P ek ad sts uRteh]l K
2003), 152.

BLendVmeée ,Hun,ga3ridanesd., 316. See | v §8§nHuTnigbaorry :BeA e(hedn taunrdy @

Economic DékehdpmenUkK: David & Charles, 1974).
138 bid
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negotiators of the 1867 Compromise and a supp
foll owing t hDe 8&o mmrdo miisse,party were suppdrters

monarchi al system.

I n March 1875 the @eengtkr eP aPratryt ya nodf ftihcei al d fyt u
bitgent political3Tdarztay jluishhearfdledP dirhteyl. meegey by
fatherland mor e BlRdormy t hei meirglees. 6t appeare
Compromi se was Dueamignd heolellagdae.on in the summ
was widely successful, secu¥iWwhg | 233 hef Ltibheral
future electoral success never reached the sa
the ruling political party until 1905. The ke

i n i ts suphMaogyts . frBimeatomr al maps, when compar e

----- ] ; 3 ‘;’ ; . s £5 Trans: &

Kingdom of Hungary
Ethnic/Linguistic Map (1910)

&

B Hungarian ~ ~ |Croatian [ Slovene
3, __Romanian @ Serbian || Czech
__ German I Ruthenian [ Palish

Fig?rrﬂeEthnic map of Hungary acc
ethnic Magyar areas are in gre

Iis7a=lY

B9Bencsi h Magwahr, Cl | an2 0TC & t[®hheet eHils7tlolry of-20 G @]1HBwBngari an
140MayTlhe Hapsburg M6adaB8hy 1867
4 pbid, 374
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composition of Hunglaaworniex)c,l udspegciCalolay i after
that counti esMawiytahr ap olpaurlgaetri omo nv ot &4l hmosr e f or

support that the Li bvargaylarBaritsy ceomjtayaed/ ftroo m hne

Lendvai iThehiHunlw@aok ans: Victory in Defeat

1878. VII/E.

B s2atocevipirt -~ Portitiéral - Litersl porly.
R /5011564 5t — Portide indipandanse. ~ ndgpandent prly.
— — Pt -

L0 portansavi:——  £ndlebors des partis. — Outside all parties.

Fig&rel878 EIl ectora

1881-185%. VII/F.

[ sustocenipirt — Portilibéal.
- o i =
_—
[ Pitonkicili —  Encltors des parkis. — Qutsice ol ortes.

Figure 4: 1881 EI e

42Ferenc Fodor, AA Magyarorsz8§gi Orsz§8§ggyTo®gi [Wapwi 9| F
the Parliamentary El ection Districts in Hungary from 18
April Httpe882B/ mpgy.ogyk.hu/ . mpgy/valasztasiterkep/ #top
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Figure 5: 1905 EI e

Figure 2 isethAnmappiaeg oh Hungafgar easeidnon

Hungary that had a majority of its pldghlkation
following maps are electoral maps with distri
district vote. The Liberal Party is in green

El ector al maps fro#ho9€&bechi avrhd Rdrettt yiv e avri thigcridplat e

found in the Appendices section. Figures 3 an
respe®tWhveenl ycompared to the ethnic map in Figu
et hrMagyar Party of Independence & 0648, corresfg

by a majority of ethnic Magyar s.t Ihnadc can tnrag sotr,i

noMagyar inhabitants voted for the -Magyearal Pal

M3Ascended ADrMagmenNh,i ch Shows the Counties and Larger Reg
Hungary According to the 1910 Census, witblaWMapoyi 18/ PRC
January hit3t,p s2:0/2/3commons. wi ki media.org/wiki/File:Ethnic_
144The ethnic map from 2023r evasesdmwmtseMa@ypali $-cdlsd eisls nt®HLed oo a
ifiRed M#®B0 el dRIATH 82023 map better captures the ethnic
6 f
n

R. Shepherdbs 192 stri bhun par od mehpe. RAGaomrkise s no fFoTerea
maps are provided i he Appef8i map.section as a compar
MSFodor, AA Magyarorsz8gi Orsz8ggyTl ®s19K®p\|iMa@lsRoE!| asert
Parl i amentary Election Districts in Hungary from 1861 t
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Py

support for the Liberal Party Whtcb Holfrmhtgarmncm
election map for 1905 (Fi gMargey a5r) siusp ptohret cfloerart
Parllyt is the clearest in showing ethnic Magye
districts in red bear a resemblance to the di
rough outline ofdayweHbmongary scarfhipe Ssedbtieal angd
Transyl vani a. The 1905 election map clearly s

most ethnic Magyars.

Reforms of the Tisza Era
For the reformation of the bureaucracy, thi

system. These counties had originally been ba

redrawn with some counties conbel hdhtdeof Thps

magnate nobles in favor of the | esser nobilit:
of speci al feudal privileges was thl&sekiumisigat |
in 1876. The r egoiuosn shiandc eb etehne atuhtiorntoene nt h cent u

Cumans anfThhe BEBemght the establishment of t
Ki skuns§8g, and NagyMagqnysa&8rg. paMipll @es tdeisek Inyonassi
the nobility among their ranks continued thei
these autonomies was slowly reduced during the
reduction and | oss of autonomy occurred once
sever al Hungarian rebellions were duwrti ndgo wnh.e |

reign of MBTha MThalrmsawere also fused to form

1461 bi d
MH®vV 2Aziit,onomi es in Hunzyhry and Europe
48] pbid
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This |l ed to an early abolition of feudalism i
rest of"HmuintgiaalyL,y prosperous, by the middle of
plagued with economic woes due to drought and
exacerbated by the ®doersgdenmllaviep! eaveemedav ¢ $

territories that had been gained through marrtr

I't is interesting to note that while the ¢
during the 1840s, a movement began within the
suf f¥apges democratization movement itself was
early liberalism and due to the county repres

status of the county was discussedtiduri@g3tthle
change was seriously considered. The initial

Szap8§ry90583as unpopul arwayndevi si ecavlibtdl §or
the creation of an entirely new county. After
Kiskuns8g wBubBd$joiCouRé gyt while J8szs8g and Na
Szol nok™@biuheythese negotiations initially st

new prime minister in 1875 helped push throug

streamline Hungarydéds bureaucracy.

The elimination of J8szkuns8g was not the
The counties in Transg¥yThiasmniwasvepgar talsfo a elaar qe
149 bi d
1%0Gg8bor Bagi, AMusz8j V8rmegye. A J8szkun Kerg¢ilet Fel szs§
J8szkRwunbli, 2Z®,n no. 6 (June 2017), 78
151Gg8bor Bagi, AT8rsadalmi £s Politikai K¢zdel mek a Refor
J8szkuns8g duri ngHotnh es 2Ffg fechirom Pe r(il1o9d9]8,)0, 60
52 bi d
183 1876. E£vi XXXII1. T°rv®nyci kk N®mely T°rv®nyhat: -s&8g 1

Int ®zked®sekr RI [ Act XXXI 11 of 1876 on the Regulation o



kingdom to eliminate all county enclaves and

J8szkuns8g, were feudal relics from when coun
aristocratic | ands. This aich theeHbuséi gk Mag!
further centralized mawme mgaa otbhhd i pywevrasofgrtehad
also a success from a bureaucratic standpoint
county rights MWehe dreawiceg dfo ©ORRese new bordel
initial propositi &nhThheadchibdeonr i m@gdeapihn ch873F ecor
counties | argely focuses on the Romanian reac
other grievances, was mentioned in the 1892 T
attentiomntia@ant ipd iBdin of poor representation.

was a significant presence of Transylvanian S

as the Romanian or Magyar populati basl, beekeat

c
(@]
—

prod of a feudal granting of | and. 't has
changing of county borders. A future study <col

ot he

]

groups i n Transly8 T@&waran isnign cset rmiuccthu roef otfh

the product of feudal |l and grants and organi z

Whi |l e muc hMaogfy atrhse pnoopnul ati on in Transyl vani
changes that occurred under the Liberal Party

popul ar. This itself was an achiadelmern since

Rel ating Thereto
torveny?doci d=87
torvenyei ?keywor
, Article |

B4 pij d

5Bagi , ifT8r sadal mi £s Politikai K¢zdel mek a Reformkori
J8szkuns8g during the Reform Period], o 60

], 0 Database, hWolptsev ¢ nkltaiwyeorg,t aarc. cheus seezde r
6000e3w3. TV&searchUrl =/ ezer
d%3D1876. 2520%25C3%25A9Vvi %2520 XXXI 11 . %
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organized around the support for the | eftover
These institutions were touted as early for ms
much of the partyds supporMagfyraam MOrZ2rtsa 1N0 [
that the party took part in from 1881 to 1905

for the U%bBweml| wiPtahitry.t he counties that previc

Transyl vani a, a t-MagyaoriahalbintanwhobBadnbeen
end of an independent Transylvani & Dinetn,onmos:
Magyar majority counties. I n those counties t
region of eastern Transylvani a, they tended t

|l ndependené°Th& arnedp rée4s8e.nt ati ves were entirely

to minority groups as it threatened the | opsi

Another archaic institution that had been
of magnates to keep a seat in the House of Ma
Hungary had a history of a | aofgeMagn atteoscrvad s ck
with over 12MdOs tmembwears.showed up and instead s
behest. To reduce the bloat, a yearly Il and t a:
wi shed to participate in the House of -Magnate
hereydipeaars who were involved in public welfar

seats did not exceed 1/ 3%%ft twhesalism gharlkdot e

three of the seats woulSd avengiavemMfterpedrsefnr

8Fodor, AA Magyarorsz8gi Orsz8ggyTl ®s19K®p\|iMa@IlsRoE!| asert
Parl i amentary Election Districts in Hungary from 1861 t
%71 bi d

18MaylT,he Hapsburg -M6andaeréby 1867
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of Magnates was reduced to 376 seats, signifi
ot ouch Watiel iatdyd.ed | and tax was especially a d
members of the House of Magnates. Overall, th
industri al ownership steadily decreaskdt eadth
J e W .

Regarding economic reform, various forms o
increased along with |l and taxation an® additi

The streamlining of bureaucracy relating to t
i nto industrialization. Regarding money, the
government borrowing to be @acqHungdriaanmbansksés
1867; more thanl®Tth®e exieattédni mfl13h@ese banks a
Hungarian monetary contr ol as the banking ins
with Viennese banks. The®MHanagme i ame Gdaefradt cCr s
Through government i nvest ment , the Ganz Machi

machinery provideri®beigsnali hgwead tbe 488i0sr ac

steel in the building of factories and rail wa

Rail way building projects that were starte
continued by successive governments | eading t
160 b i d

BlHoward Lupovit ¢he wifisThh eS yvnabginoasties : Hungarian &md ihol i sh
Studies in Polish Jewry Volume 31: Poleand  Aahndnbumghown:sk
Fran-ois Guesnet, and Howard Lupovitch, wvol. 31 (Liverp
2Marc Flandreau, AThe Logic of Co#Humagmnirgyle9 11BAGITet eaary Bar
Review of Ecbbdomm@O6l) st b8y

163 u k aBcusd,apest 1900: A Historical 7P0ortrait of a City and
840f f i ciall yMkgopan @lst ah@8ME&B. Hitel bank

5. endVmeée ,Hun,ga3ridanesd. , 340



22,000 kilometers at th¥Uasautbhbhrzeak oaof otf he hei D=
of electricity production for mills and trans
being cent e f%Tdh ei nD aBnuudbaep ewsaas. not the only river
transportation. To make better use-kofl otmee ef ar |
|l ong |l evee system was created to manage the r
t hiever was s h &%¥Nuemmeerdo-abbyf €3u8a%.d canals were made
the transportati o Roefgagrodo chsy aalgornige utlteirrei,veHdung
wheat and cattle products benefited greatly.

the population of cattl ¥'Blyad hlei kkenwli od dosbklhéd

1890 and especially by the Liberal Partyds el

i ndustrialized economy. Through shrewd refor m:
built | eading te, faeacrablsed|l emdilagi oateand ov
l ronically, despite the Liberal Partydés succe:

parties that were part of the Opposition grew
who khealn negatively affected by industrializat
threatened by the emehrogednitngmifdadrl nee rcsl avshso awedr es
i ndustri al far ms. Chapters 111, I V,i nansd r\e nvwgitlhl

|l eading to a rise in exclusionary Magyar nat.i

66 bi d, 317

167_ u k aBcusd,apest 1900: A Historical 6Plortrait of a City and
168T2 mea Kiss, K8roly Fiala, and Gy°rgy Sipos, fAAlteratic
Regul ation Works since 1840 Gaombep@hdWweBoglUéna RivaoOoO@H
169 pbi d
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Modern Criticism of Tisza and the Liberal Par
I n works describing the rise of Magyar nat

century, the election of 1875 has been used a:
was rendered i mpotent. Hi st ord alnlse dOstzkKkeS rp er8isac
1875 the era of megal omanic Magyar national i si

AUnder the | eadershaompgedtiKmd mBni meskani $ het
histor%0)(,18t7tbe Li ber al Party, which resulte
Party amndl Itehde &loeft Centred, adopted a court
OHungarian nati onhails scoartrewp twaasn & hcel eavienr. | yT n
government -Bndedtsusbessers became sl aves
idea which can only be descrirtbed as 6émegal

Two pages after this agreement with J8szi, Le
Sense of Mission an#é#?Tthhee s atpieo noaf| itthiiess oc hlagg ien

| aws that were passed concerning the usage of

education | aws passed from 1891 to 1907 as pr
mi nofrltfiesuch neglect was true, the Liberal P
of success until 1905. As mentioned earlier, 1
more popular in mixed countiesrdhalht iocamoluent at

that oOoneglectd occurred with the rejection of
minorities were not |eft to fend for their ow
citizens. While thgr éoiwasgdial -NMaglyeayssitrnfdiimdin

bureaucracy, efforts welffe still made to promo:

"Ml endVkmeée ,Hun,ga3ridanesd. , 297

721 pid, 299

81 bid, 300

Lor mBme Making of the Slovak Peopleds Party: Religion,
Century, BEulO ope
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The | aws that were passed fromeh8@891ctonlda
scope. However, what Lendvali neglects to ment:
politics. After Tisza depart esd sf rdoune ptool iat ilcoss, s
unreliable party |l eadership that changed ever
opposition parties. It was due to the success

that exclusionapygl Maigyalr patioesal asbse as the

forgotten by the government. As will be shown
nati onal minorities of their conditions | ed t
t his edlegrhiev Li ber al Party of some of i1its suppo
reorientation of Hungarian politics in the 18

Liberal Party was forced to compearmtmiy,e twhiitsh Ilee
passing of controversi al education | aws that

|l eader of the Parfiyhefmdéstdepewde’8le8 sBzipddsSi an o |
Lendvai 6s assessment of Hungarian politics be

room for nuance.

Lendvai 0s assessment is a crucial mi sunder .
devel opments that followed. According to his
el ectK ®INnm8onf Ti-1s9z0a2 )( 1a8s3 0t he Pr i-m8 90i eanabékedfthbea
accruement of power by exclusionary Magyar na
cause o$upMagmacy further into the mainstream
asssement does not <consi deri stzhae anadr gteh ed elgirleer aolf

fromMagwars and i mmediately pigeonholes any a

IH®v 2Aalit,onomies in Hun4ghry and Europe
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ging bureaucracy in Hungary as being solely

(¢

xceptional i sm. Thi s vitbeuw | tdriingi awii tzheisn aH ut negreprt y

2]

i mply as a Magyar project ratherthatanwarceoun

present across many of the constituent ethnic

attempt to modernize archaic government al app
national i sm. Opposition to theo 1bBebn/e fGotniperdo nfirsc
continuation of datlé&Gugbvegromest appadadusde.
smahloll ding far mers. This became conflated with
who were negatively affected by centralizati ol

The politics of Tisza and the Liberal Par t
empire to quel!l secessionist threats. Whil e t
prosperity to the nation, it wrree altiekde aT issyzsa etnc
It I n the years that feoHdmogvepgosihtei emda®fPMi ¢
Liberal Partydés | eadership changed frequently.
of parl i amenttahrey L9 ébadtrssdinh eRl&d7 Shyyu nt i | 1905, Hung
domi nated by a political coalition |l ed by the
part of the empire. Since this party was a co

its rasneksh.elTiled s were often starkly different,
believed in a Magyar <civilizindlagyassonadevectet
l i ke GyRzR I st -€hyi bel aecee tiand hHauon gpabray , excl usi

|l i ke B®l a Gr¢gnwald believed that Sl ovaks and

1"MaylT,he Hapsburg -M8da24d2 8 hy 1867



The commi tment of the Liberal Party to mai
support from national minorities. Their suppo
would happen i f outri gchotmpMagn are ndaldei npeonatéesi sd a nae
Whil e the Tisza government brought stability
brought a r esoumrpgeomuiesnmed,enr aaanttii and exclusionary
predominantly Magyar countPaestyhapadtidesnothato
espoused exclusive Magyar ratmpamaniissem wekrge ago
nationalist parties included thelParthyg Ufir o6 nd
Party, and the National Antisemitic Party. Wh |
they agreed that the 1867 Compromise was a mi
This 1 deology waxed andtiwanked @#88Degbéimgsaop
volatile period. And even when -Compgr o died oggs
relegated to the margins, it reappeared when
seen with the campaiagrmnudndéaret dkhdrrhby Party to
rescinding | aws and administrative divisions
the need to create a modern state, the Libera
waonnected to the state rather than to any fe
era. These residual institutions were cracked
Unfortunately, this alienated Magyar eSuicthe selw

were mainly magnate nobll®®bi hedt mesmbwas dbneéehe

The Kossuth Party was arranged around Lajbs Kossht hos

father. Lajos Kossuth had no actual invol vement in the
to Hungary.
paul A. Han®bfienke of Christian Hungary.: -Re44gion, N

(l'thaca, NY: Cornell Uni versity Press, 2006), 23



cy

propagating a political nationali st notion of
Magyar nationalists. l ronically, the moderni z:

contributed to the risesoWwhoppbambred £b6hnMag:

Divisions within Exclusionary Magyar National
From reading Lendvai6s assessment of Hunga

reader erroneously gathers that Hungarian pol
this chapterl18@heweneéiti emsceloy adiowi daendd kI ehtoveese |
compromi se. Those in favor of the Compromise

the |l evel of ethnic inclusivity that was to b
nationalism wer e hsel oppalryt yf. oBT®Head maougintvedd ida masnd Gy
|l st-czy are two such examples. While both | ef

Gr¢nwald was concer iSddavwistmh wtihteh tah rf eoactu so fo nP aans

From 1880 wuntil 1 89 1la sh ea rali md eap exredle nhti mehed was
Opposition. |l st - czy was an antisemite who des
he founded the National Antisemite Party.

B®l a Gr ¢nwal débs departure from the Liberal
Magyarization of place names. The Liberal Par
Magyar name to be displayed alongsitdet hdhe pl a
Liberal Party had betrayed the Magyar peopl e
According to Gr¢gnwald, the Liberal Party had
treasur es: the supremacy of the Mdgydare macddy

sought to remove provisioWWsrmpadal 6ybehieeWadi b

IB®l a Grikmaviagdalzgat 8sunk £s a Szabads8g [(CRuda@uddti:c Kidand
R§th M-r, 1876), 2
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was a nation based on Magyar INede morHa.egthd iwas

meant the recognition of minorities as equal

Gr¢nwald reasoned that Hungary should foll
Germanizing efforts-Gaevreman H.r ocMdgghyt & re gnaionmosrti tni cens
Hungary, he targeted -Sllawiss na sweéhse tbhhed m@tvéean é shta
inteHi syobsession with assimilation |l ed to G

Magyar EducaFebsBRmaGpwaretgzggi Magyar i e 2@ BBe

with the intent of promoti ndg8ltthei sMaignytaer el satnignug
t hat Gr¢gnwal dds nationali st rhetoric did not
political antisemitism alongside exclusionary

written wor ks asiide pfrresme nmmentiinonHunngg atrhhean hi st
being critical of JeWsR®@gime Ma gy & B & hhezrSey ohtev ¢ & |
character#rzrdd anbe oveMagyars on Armeni ans, Ge
economic middlemen as a sign of thel®failure o

Ultimately, Gr¢nwald was unable to gain much

According to Gr¢gnwald, the supremacy of th
would assist in thé¥moiderwag amodear mifz athieoms tfarc
Darwinist perspective by asserting Magyar sup

Austrian half of the empire that the Magyars

BB®l a GrKkMhaiagdazgat 8sunk £s a Mag
(Budapest, Hungary: R8th M-r, 18
1BIAl so k F&WIKEa s

1823 udsThre, Habsburg Emp,i r3e05 A New History

1B3B®l a GrA nRv@did,Magy alr825 z[8Tgh el 7l 1dl sHAGHgy almayp esT 11 Hungary:
T8§rsulat, 1888), 292

184Gr ¢ nwa° zdi,gazgat §8sunk £s a Szabads8&8g [,OWwbr8 Public Admini

ar Nemzetis®g [ Our Adn
4), 72



the Nationé&ElndR2eameaegmaeany (n Russian Congress Po
Pol onization, and industrialization efforts c

creation of an i®dependent Polish state.

A similar desire to assimilate minorities
repression of 18Thd s18@&2v@pmuiagimep. of inclusivit
exclusive nationalism that sought a Hungary f
Some embraced a positivist idea of modernizat
natiemal This can be seen in Congrleds3s9 )P osl caungdh tw
the homogenization ofPoHoelsandTl hbiys acsosnitmialsatteidn gwi
J-zef Pig-$985ki agti867s project ofatRr awmetthye iasmo

minority peoples against autocratic states.

According to Dmowskib6s positivist Vi ewpoi n;

disciplined body of people who spoke the same
same cultural t¥%adet momemevats heedddcate the p
with industrialization programs that sought t
into urban centers. This was very similar to

Hungartlyopwéehdb t o defeat national mi-Magyares er a:t
Nationalists of this variety in Hungary and P
the nation by reminiscing about for nlehri si trmee art
turning away from the inclusivity olNatihe Comm

HungaRatlher, these nationalists wished to r em:

Bporwhen Nationali @2@BRBR&gan
8porwWhen National i, smBegan
87 bid, 78
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i nclusive nationalities c¢clung to the past at
modernization and reform were shared by both

both groups had differing i detahsi sonpetrhieo dp |oafc ec h

As for GyRzR Ist-czy, as wil |l be explored
Party was due to the frequency of his antisem
TiszaeszI| 8r Affairliovfedl BRI ittwi tghalr mfesg | Ma Wsihoog a |
Antisemitic Party from 1883 to 1892. Like Gr ¢
Hungary with the Jewi sh ¢ onsSpliarvaicsym hpee ricneai gviende
Gr¢nwald was a more real itbhbaeiaonabadovamght so
Slavic minorities in the empire. |l st-czyods wa
accusations made against Jews since the Middl:
time in politi882frommdlBd 2t uemtcase that Jews
symptom of a | arger probl em. The accusations
success were during a period of inflation, gr

factt twas s$olely ethnic Magyars who joined hi:

was a feeling of disconnect between some et hn
especially those in rural ar ey ffelltt wmnrceép me
i ndustrialization that ¢eentdarngd foanr neeirtsi ebse i whgi
urban elites who bought up farmland for facto
il ssues, the NatisnppoAnhtevsapbtriate®ansyodos ceas

Conclusion
The fact that Gr¢gnwald and I|Ist-czy were di

Magyar nationalists further pushes back again



Hungary. While both were vocal in their conde
were unable to make progress through pure dem
slowly bring exclusionary Magywapritreattihamsagl itshrer

united front of Magyar nationalism as | aws evV

=
™
™
®

product of the Liberal Party compromi s
there was a united thant cofl|l Magyael pnatdiecamnaleids |
had no purpose other than to be assimilated i

Porter s finWhemsNatni din al iwsoengksBredgiamg t Bo IHiasthe n a't

I nitial inclusionary nationalism | ed to a spl
arising. From these crises emerged strains of
nationalism eaxndtewnhen geduag aa ydd miandasn tt of car ce i

problematic narrative that Hungarian national

Magyar s.

The attempts at disciplining society by th

transform a state filled with archaic institu
modern state based on politi cealHunnagtairoi naanl isstnmatte
overarching imperi al system. NBhe oHiHmwhamieat ast

Hungary was not simply Hungary for the Magyar

equal rights for abh oftmzreonsi aypydl|l aepgpuagest an
However, this was hampered b§l d\he@eniga aandnlgy off |
radicalization of some Magyar nationalists wh
As wi | | be showWn thi €hmeptdecali zation prompted

which disregarded how assimilated the Hungar:i



The | aws and policies that were implemente:
Compromise and during the tenure of the Liber
political nationalism among t heerkti ngtdtoanapt ed t |
discipline its subjects with this imposed 1ide
autonomies that were seen as a threat to the
Hungarian govetrcmomemntr ma nag comsilte erawthyo pought grea
accommodations will be further examined in Ch

Romani ans.



Chapter | V: The Position of Jews wi
The feeling of belonging to the Hungarian

words of Chief Ra#H®i2038 mueBthite o hBInByddogue:

ourselves to be Hungarians body and soul é. Th
word and means this: we are Huni®aheanéHungar.i
i ntertwinement of a Hungarian identity with a
wrote in 1903 that, AHuUNQahiigaee e i, ®on imem nd aarg [ rh

Jewish identity f ol Avean g hteh eH umi gnaorriiany tgrriocuop s
Jews were the most integrated into Magyar cul
Jews who became a separate Jewish congregatio

the A86Bewi sh Pe®ATghreesses aisnsi mi | ated Jews played

Hungaryodés industrialization. With 20% of Buda,
to a variety ofelectoendo miocbsarbdeilnaggw fill ed by Jew
was coKaell byeger, the openl$ antisemitic may

Foll owing the 1867 Compromise, a series of
elites. While some of these elites sided in f
altruism born from Enlightenmentwadhddldwdeasala
usef ul mo d e | minority who could be used to bo

emancipation of Jews came with the Emancipati

188Gl uck, #Alntegration24aédd Its Discontents, o0 245

18Mi hgly K&l m8n, @ACutting the Way into the Nadéews:i Hung:
the Gym: Judai sm,, Sopyo rLteso,n aarndd JAt WGlreteincpoon (West Lafaye
Uni versity Press, 2012), 138

19Kristian Gerner, #f#AEthnic Triangles, Assi miEltatiien, and
SociePyg| oninStudies in Polish Jewry Volume 3ledPol and a
Antony Polonsky, Fran-o0ois Guesnet, and Howard Lupovitch

191Gl uck, #Alntegration and Its Discontents, o 244
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|l ate 1840s were gqeruaushadi byat ne s&oFuon theonsti naf tthhe
passing of the decree, Mi ni ster of -1BBd7ulc)at i on
attempted to formalize the relationship of th

E°tv®s was a |ifelong adkavodyte for Jewish rig

During the 1848 Hungarian Revolution, E°tv
Education before resigning with other moderat
Sz®chenyi who believed theadevalutziedn ®Béoomi nw
Sz®chenyi, E°tv©®s wasnimartd dfi beermddedrratde,t i menf
reproachment with minbuouitdesg,ntheéaecoamenodt in
relationship with tae ofabsibuirlgs|!Phmat ftévemi oafcrr
nat-b winl ding that was sought by E°tv°®s and his

political nati ormaltiisom Hdiadsggarrii bBegd ihacglyudde sn ga sn o n

equal s, it was hoped that a unifying identity
against Germanizing influences and to cement

model . This proekotmatlse sbagadtbowoeaucracy as
was not a viable solution. I n political matt e
representative in their place rather than the

gover nmeind er atdieontsmi d n18 h@s ,eamdlyl es who were a

ventures were |l argely silent and onl ¥ provide
E°tv°®s and Sz®chenyi hoped that this inclusiyv
new | ife into the stagnating nobility.

192 pjd, 246

9B¥Lupovitch ielwe sMagygyambeosi s, 0 36

94 pid, 37



The overtures made by ruling elites and th

antisemitism was nonexistent in Hungarian soc

Budapest and t he -celnaesrsgepmaeu lodt ead noyd dl ews who N

antisemitism fomented in rural regions that h
encroachment of the new middle class into rur
nobility | ed -amgdotine rrhiesteo rbidov tllmadtdac Isaxiamed oat f

|l s brought by hkgwslwdmae usitmrgladd-cabieds a t

raci al purity of Magyars. The scope of the id

include the concept of Hungary existing as a

of

During times of crisis, particularly in th

a cosmopolitan conspiracy to destroy the |

members of Parl i amelmtl5Gy RR 1GRA & 228nre aldlyt8H(e2l 8 4 8

events of the 1880s to empowerys atl hems ellewa ss hp Qlu

publicly known. While the political sway thes
the Jewish Question had Wedame iontear ttvhien esd awiu
minorities in Hungary. This was a harbinger o
1900s wiorhenhatiren of Hungarian politics | ead
nationalists whdusgagwti hbotaassédabe mbased on

these development s, Hungarian Jews attempted

a part of Hungarian national i sm. Through assi
accepsamaceoaat of t he pNeaotpiloe Hwi nBraomictraleen t s Humey a
Jews in Hungarian society who balanced a Hung

19%Gerner, AEthnic Triangles, Assimil ati omt,hminad 3 dcei e toynpd



i ndustrialist MM8©0©2WahimmmanChhi(ef8 Rabbi S8§muel Ko
elected to Parliament, Wahr mann was on the pol

antisemitism. For Kohn, throughrhicsal d er ngornosu nad

Hungarian Jews of his era to the beginning of

A Brief History of Judaism in Hungary
Jewi sh popul ations existed in Hungary sinc

protection they were afforded fluctuated with
following the extinction of tlekntawse nCriph&d a
fourteen®Wwhiclemt thg. popul ation did increase du
most of the Jewish population arAfivredl7da&7,t he

barely one percent of the%®pyYypludBbd, oamc avaarsd irreqg ot
I mperi al Hungarian census, the proportion of

proportion claiming thgaklitylgdiar mat?hahd gteo ragu 4 .h
statistic shows that Hungarian Jews overwhelm

society. After the Magyar | angaunaygaersypedak enasn &ia

2 1. 8%,
The reasons for Jewish migration into Hung
Hungary following the reclamation of the king

resettle Jews who were evicted from iwekstern p

1%RaphaelThratlaiws of Hungary: HiDettagmoy,t :CuoMatymee StRgywc HUali o
56
¥ Lupovitch, iEwe sMadpmbeosi s, o 33

198Victor Kar8dy, AThe Ashkenaz of the Sout hPolHum:g aStiuadni €J
in Polish Jewry Volume 31: Poland aedd AMAonhngayyPolDewbsEkbk, R
Guesnet, and Howard Lupovitch, wvol. 31 (Liverpool Uni ve
19f£vi N®psz8&ml &8l 8s 5. R®szl|l etes Demogr §,f ivaol[.An5n,u a6l vCoelnss.L

(Budapest, Hungary: Pesti KengviAdyomda R®szv®nyt8§rsgg, 1
2000 pjd. No distinction was made between German and Yiddi
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popul ation quotas; and the need by Magyar mag
conduct business at their behest. These Magya
aristocratic class as they stihbrpoebebbtyd va
the i mpoverished, working nobility. Magnate n
Hungary to repopul ate and economically redeve

onleundfriefdty years of2l@rtecmamescdcwp avoiven.east al

restriction of Jews in western Habsburg terri:
the Family Law of 1727 which | imited the Jewi
indi vPdNuahsthis | aw, Moraviads Jewish popul at |

of Jews in Eastern M amgasrendoyblodd Jeows40 n@ 00 E
moderary Transyl vani a, was met with little fanf
Protestant Reformation, Transylvania was home
mi grated thereiVMoedshaepme podeseadrance of Jews
history of the region as a new hontl ior peopl
Transyl vani a, the main religion that was snub

Eastern Orthodox Church as that was the main

As educated Jews arrived in Hungary, they
emergent @AfTdhld es uwccdcaesssss of Jews in forming prof
service under the nobility resulted in | obbyi

201 L upovi

tch, WEweé sMapabdPosi s, 0 32
202 pid, 33
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204Kar g8dy, fAThe Ashkenaz of the South,o 107
205 endVme ,Hun,ga3¥ridanesd. , 327

206K§l m&n, fACutting the Way into the Nation: Hungarian Je
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remove | aws that I""Resedi dieiwors$hh ertt hememrtti | el
l i mits of Pest were circumvented by the settl!|
nobility. These noble estates and plots of | a
Zichy ariistioes autsedftami s method to S¥ttle Jewi
Unli ke the situation in Poland, when the ban

no ghettoization. While there were streets an
or Jewish blocks, these nies tgihd#8%¥ehvioso avse rwee rneo tp o
segregated in where they could choose to live
Jews in theLiftohrunaenri afholdosmmmonweal t h. I n the Con
that boasted one of tMoed elranr gleeswi shMe dpioepvualla ta md s
became a part 6é%YWhihlee fJeeundsa li ns ytshtee nCo mmonweal t h
similar role in commerce, intell ectual wor k,

and the peasantry, the situation of Jews in H
wer ei moltuded as a part of therdleiugliadussyacttsmide

through their connections and work with the n

wor k, became a part of a new emdmrdddceec uwdiaessd .byWr
Armeni ans, Ger mans, and Greeks. As Jews were
| oy al to the interests of Hungary than Ar meni .
Emp Ptlews were seen as more reliable than Gerr
207 L upovitch, WEWwe sMa$ymbeosi s, o 33

28Kar 8dy, fAThe Ashkenaz of the South,o 89

209] pi d
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of Ger mani zation. This disdain of Germans onl

RevolutionAbhsdl|l thiestNelBra t hat foll owed the r e\

Emancipation for Huwmtgeap i pmodess. walse aJenwi $ |
that foll owed the 1867 Compromi swi dwasl a8 3 pEdiic
of Tol er asnhcdern haendl ém@&nci pati on that had occurr e
1848849 Re#%llhwet ifdm.al step was achieved in 189
becoming a received religion meaning that add
state support for Jewish commppotiteshandhadl ia
afforde the variety of CHWBushi arpvdesominatriooe:
cooperation between the state and Jewish comm
dual monar chy. Jews had to fight to ensure th
space of ethnotrlkréi goononsr pyolThixsidaeaa of oOnatic
creati-@gmo wpgs -gaamdi pesut Hungarian Jews | o-bbied to

group as they found themselves the scapegoats

—
o
c

ghtnttao nmaiheir i mage as | oyal Hungarian sub
showed that Hungarian Jews had absorbed from
restricted to the nobility and ofnobteabolnegiansg fto
much of history Jews had been considered an u
honor with pistol and saber in hand or by ser

capable as their Christian neighbors.

22Kar 8dy, @dThe Ashkenaz of the South, o 84
23 bi d
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1882: The TiszaeszI| 8r Affair and the Jewish Qi
The events of 1882 and 1883 proved to be a

antisemitism in Hungary. -danl |1e8d8 2J e wiwsoh eQ@uueensttsi o
political mai nstream. Firstly, rceciemta pwagv ® ma f
Jewish migration into Austrian Galicia and i n
pogroms began in 1881 after the assassination

conspiracy since onewb$ht #HéBlpiem pled d att ® r 5a nmvpaasn t
against Jews with one of the most destructive
Significant mi gration of Jews fleeing pogr oms
mainly settled in Szatim@us Coumay whechr dwdi n @.
mi xture of responses that included pushback f
viewed the Russian Jews as ?SS8ewaddy dndn uApvi il |
1882, the teenage servant girl Eszter Sol ymos
no evidence of foul play was ever found in th
and the bribing of childrem,thdelewivelstcgmmuwoi
TiszaeszlIl §r. This incident becanmé& hendwrguas oinh
Jewish community and synagogue in Tiszaeszl 8r
to an article published by theMB8gyapeBht bmsed
insinuated the case ®Wdsn a htel oveadk el iobfe It hmusr dpeurb |

of rampant antisemitism that resulted in viol

24He i-Dizet rich L°we, AAntisemitismMnitn sRudsiissmdd? &lhlsd S0 W6
Lindemann and Richard S. Levy (Oxlf7o4rd: Oxford Universit

215Cr p&§d Wel ker, fA6Jewd vs. Antisemite The VDudlewhsthwed m dN
Year booR00Q2ZE@5 Michael L. Miller and Andr &8s Kov§8§cs (Bud
162

26Andrew HMHWdmdlder,i bel (HewTYmsrzka:es@dI8umbi a Uni versity Press
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League and a mbinz eid ky® {nTerEslpvagpeePra mphl et s) to pro
among Magyar antisemites with their German co
|l st -czy, he was |l argely ridiculed and seen as
speeches werethréaqueghtley megt hws coll eagues an

The journalist K8l m&8n Mi ksz8th derisively nic

prop#¢mn. @ane of Miksz8thds works, he described
unnoticed in the representatives regardless o
antisemitism, av'Behaode tthemelvewnmdgls. @®f 1882, |s
antisemitism had been viewed as such an insig
occurred that year took many by surprise. Thi
the f orfefprodntti cal debates. His fanatical hatr
threat to the stability of the nation and the

The | aMahecmann Duel
With the arrival of Russian Jews | eading t

national interest in the TiszaeszI| &8r Affair,
Junédél8€82. A petition was presented before Parl
should be turned back at the border. One of |
antisemite G®za ¢nody used the debatbelyas an e
argued that the pogroms emgRusgiaanwer deavs wdto
Christian bl ood @&bUAsi nwi tah Paalsls oovtehre rr ibtlucadd | i be

only supported by hearsay. During his speech,

29%e | ker, A6Jewd vs. Antisemite The Duel bet ween M-r Wah
220Kg§l m&n MA kBizsB8z2thel y HE8 z( BuTdhaep eld td,y Hionugseer]y : Pall as r ®sz v (
1886), 52

221\We | ker, AN6Jewd vs. Antisemite The Duell6bblet ween M- r Wah
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ongoing casé?&mody 6w aepedd8hr.earned him a rebuk

Parliament and outright | adsgihteersafti omclhlai s nfagla
Borsszeanl Ssankei ghed in with one of their comioc
have he&aroddyMrspeaking | find?Mftedstnody apseaeaa
|l st-czyods turn to speak. I n thisDepeech, | st

Tal mu@dbydaelecrying Jewish control of the newsp

AThe answer to their jer¢mhiadg3®Hiswadiemplayr:ato ©d

need for a war against Jews served as a just.

of nat iderfab seel f

Foll owing Ist-czyb6s speech came M-r Wahr mat
an industrialist and t2evhiiesmodeanebattspd keao
Parl i ament, his financi al expertise made him

expenditures which resulted in2Tme bfeaatg thh gt

chose to speak i mmediately after |l st-czy to r
marked a departure from the policy of recusal
concern¥Hqg hdéws.speech, Wahrmann reminded his
Jews were in Hungary. According to Wahrmann,
goal for both Magyars and Jews to preserve th
222| pij d

223 pij d.

22 T° nRd®sek Seiffensteiner Sal amomBtorlss@zBmodwgrnek s1 &,f 1S&8 2
Orsz8§gos Sz®ch®nyi K°nyvt8r [National Sz®ch®nyi Library

225Der Tal madjbden translated into the Magyar | anguage i |l
226\WWe |l ker, A6Jewbd vs. Antisemite The Duel between M-r Wah
271 pi d

228K §] m&n, #fACutting the Way into the Nation: Hungarian Je
229 . zsef Bokor, ed., A Pallas Nagy Lexikona [Pall asd Gre
Pallas Irodalmi ®s Sajt-t8rsas8g, 1897), 1446

230Gl uck, Alntegration and Its Discontents, o 245
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ki ngdWahr manndés remarks on assimilation were
themselves throughsdbhrediadg pn aomeas odn dMatglyearusag:
| anguage. While he did not explicitly demean
i Bt preted adNal e ion ddHogearmesrta. t here i s a nuance
Wahr mann had more in common with Natcilasi onary
Hungatrhiacnra excl usionary Magyar nationalists. Wa
convert away from Judaism even though consi de

sealled OHungarians of the Israelidentfiatiyt hiobn a

uni son.

Wahr manndés patriotism was best captured du

Lajos Hayh&9d) (d4fstlér | st - czyds 1878 Palestine

Haynal d: Alf they establish a Jewish state
ther e, i ncluding you Moric, no matter how
Wahr mann: il have no intention of going. I
Haynal d: AAnd i f you have to?o0

Wahr mann:

il have t o, I wi || go, but I
myself 1 mmed

f I
iately appoint®d Jewish ambass.

This was satirize@dor sst awh iha@ammblra bmelglaezd nWa hr ma n

AJewi sh Consul General in Budaspedsbodosiz8ga dadmit
New Jewi s Wdatr i mamhose feeling of belonging to
even Iin the event of the creation of a Jewish
support of the Magyar | anguage was support fo
281Wel ker, A6Jewbd vs. Antisemite The Duel between M-r Wah
22Mary Gluck, AThe Jewi sh Ambassador to Budaphkset: M-r1r W
Hungarian Hi s3t,omiocald -REWilely, 794

2B Az | stZsdzdy objsz8ga [l st -cBpissNewm Jewmkshé Nat18 &) , Or s z !
Sz®c h®nyi Kenyvt 8r [ NatfTional Sz®c h®nyi Library], 6
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assimilation, he meant an integration into Hu
|l anguage while also maintaining other feeling:
Since he maintained his Judais$m, i Wabomponctiaol
interpreted as being in favor of individuals
Hungarian nation was included. Thus, NRhe iwas I

Hungarica.

Wahr mannbés speech partly agreed with ¢&nody
entering the kingdom as he stressed that the
| argely were of the Orthodox V4dWheltg, Wawbumanib
did not mention Tiszaeszl §r by name, Drea addr e:
Tal mudj Waler mann read out passages from the wor
accusations of conspiracy and degeneracy made
against °PTbiestantod. note as a sizable minorit
Christians, mainly Calvinists, and Lutherans.
ARétrust|[ ed] the commonéHungarian peopl e, [ t o]
even though certain people make effortg®to pre
He hoped for the triumph of dialogue and hope
antisemitic claims would be recognized. Hi s s
decisive stance against politicngaranatniss etnmoi td cu

those who attempted to divide the population

Jews in Hungary confronting political antisem
2%%Wel ker, A6Jewbd vs. Antisemite The Duel between M-r Wah
2351 pbid

2361 pid 163
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After his speech, Wahrmann exited the Hous
Minister K8l m8n Tisza where he demanded that
an infor mal meeting with other mémbBer 9 noft hteh &
ranks, Tisza met with |Ist-czy. He informed 1| si
the party due to hiPHoweweart, amd i diedni n ot ecpelo
of direct action was a sign, for better or fo
a tenuous coafllBb6irToComprwemenepfacti ons and ind
promote eaamaamidc creefta al?®tavbhoocalblfy Hummlgiag ymean
coalition he headed included antisemites |1ike

that his party membership was in dang®r, 1| st -

I n a corridor adjacent to the House of Rep
¢nodyammntdher of Ist-czyb6s few allies. An argun
duel on | st-czy®¥ hobeaainf imy tdmddy. cl ai med t ha
duel as he had not addressed Ist-czy directly
that a B8embsflabtfilecosf dhibgkaenatde f ol l owing any
After this 1nitial rebuff, |l st-czy arrived an
i nvi #8Acicoonr.di ng to ParliamentEgmecaruds | @&n driork et

with Ist-czy and Wahr mardA seprairattye do fb ys ttchreiiegs

2"Hug- Szolcs8nyi, AOrBEg@mglbwynd ®s5,[ Phg882amz2ath ,e&dition, E
V8rosi K°nyvt 88§r (Heves megye) [S&ndor Br:.-dy County and
28MayTlhe Hapsburg -M6adaB8hy 1867
2%9HandArerEarly Blueprint for Zi o%dminti8ByRzR |st-czybds Po
240570l cs8nyi, fAOrsz8§ggyTl®s [Parliament], o

241Tg gain satisfaction meant the restoratio
242570l cs8§nyi, fAOrsz&ggyTl ®s [Parliament],6 o
2431 pi d

of honor tt
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happened during the scuffle with most agreein

from Ist-czy befor the two were separated.

It was not wuntil | ater that day that Wahr m
challenged °Shiszjhad onotnebeen an easy choice f
one eye and nearsighted in the other. However
twofold process. Foll owing the scuffle in the
of MNleenzet i Caasicniovi | organization that Wahr mani

not dehendr hibBis membership to ?Aeobhganieastbi
for Wahrmannodos agreement to go forward with t|
against antisemitism in Parliament that day.

strategy of tacit recusa&ld sppiakalinlgy edatl N eeglay n3
Jewi sh Question for fear that they would then
Thus, out of compulsion to protect his honor

Hungarian i dentiittyhh thhee wdeunetl .f olrtwairsd rwat her t el
Wahr mannés friends and colleagues volunteered

down by hi m.

It was arranged that the" dauedunwdoauyl,d atta kée ap.
the two days |l eading up to the duel, the acti
an overwhelming feeling of danger and i mmi nen:

ti me, during t hosieed whoi sd amiss,t rlesstss cgy hmraoul d

24\We | ker, A6Jewd vs. Antisemite The Duel bet ween M-r Wah
245 pi d

246T hde mzQatsiiomo i Nat i on al Casinoo was a cul tural and intel
Sz®chenyi. Many members of the Liberal Party were a par
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judapest, junius 18, 3. (25) szam. AY. eviolyam. IS8z, |
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Vegyes publikum. Eljenels!

| Wi szinészek (wdy Wikial) Magunic 18 igyekeztnic! |
B

FiguBer s z e ns Jdaenpki-c
|l st Wahy mann duel

been born out of wedl Bok ss&keaWw damn&«idlhto yidaedloway
better for a child to gain a f?»iFK drer Wa hr naa ndnu,e |t
drew up a wil/l that began with a preamble tha
where the near future #Milgnhtt hber ienngd , myt hseu dpdreenp apr
sides was not needed as the intrusion of a po
mood. The policeman did not stop the duel but
crowd had formbdieffFodeEbwyngshots 4wveve @ackeang:
one was har med. It was a fact that both 1st.c.

the popul ar Batrisrsizecearle dhmantkadi hbeat @Athe comedy

28 TonRd®sek Seiffensteiner Sal amomBtorlss@EEmolwgrnek sl lo,f 1S&4d 2
Orsz8§gos Sz®ch®nyi K°nyvt§8r [National Sz®ch®nyi Library
29We | ker, A6Jewbd vs. Antisemite The Duel between M-r Wah
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il lTustration of the two duelists bowing and h
sweating®ghosusielpy.ction c&h be found in Figur

With the public spectacle between Ist-czy
dueling had not ended. Neither had the wave o

|l st-czy fOosnrnggdst R&E({Natemntad Antisemitic Part

This wavtehe pfoilridti cal party in Europe for med

Before the announcement of t hae rpoayratly 6asd dfroersnsa tw

befo

=

e Parliament ordeSle mt ecnrebsesrat2 ® nt lodt pdd ma i c

different ethnic, religi’bpughmdnsesospatiftil aseé.!

were mentioned in the speech by Emperor Franz
causes for the speech as they threatened the
chance for Ist-wlzgrlty lazmgae rfeolal wairtg cin Parl.i
represented threatened the fragile b-alance of
Hungarian Empire. The National Antisemitic Pa
1890 s ainte lme shadow of itself. While it did sec

this share decreased to eleven se®@3Tshei pard §7

was also plagued by severe infighting whic

On a humorous note, while the political

h

r

de

finally taken seriously by those in Parliamen

On Jantuarly8 B184 s 5 m ean slatnikr-i c al article was publ

203 A Komedia Vege [The Comedyds End], o0 Borsszem Jank:- ,

[ National Szch®nyi Library]
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I nterpell 8czi -i: K®p a J°VvVRbRI [Inter?pell ati or

The article included several fictitious deman
Als the Minister aware of the scandal ous f
clean sanctuaries of many Christian famil.i
distributed in the millions i n whliocrhi fMede si
the most ob%tene manner ?0

|l st-czy was no stranger to the magazine as he
Wahr mann. During a parliamentary speech in ea
of the economy and media stemmmgby ramldvhies hatlk
organi zation. Upon hearBionrgs sazfetmo wikasndknt h & ee d ietr an
point of honor and dubbed their re¥whiare Momea a

founders and editors of the magazine werenott

influence |l ed to antisemitic publications | ab
agent of mor al degeneracy.
1883: Acquittal in the TiszaeszI|l 8r Affair

Foll owing the events of 1882, 1883 proved
acquittal of the Jews who had been accused of
TiszaeszI| &8r Affair. After theseaweagrudlt trailotosf K rha

Hungarian cities that targeted Jewish homes a
siege as it took police and military wunits fi
antisemitic®FThetvibolokreceousurprised the-Hungar.

organized nature with blame being |l evied agai

%4fl st -czy GyRzR Interpell 8czi-i: K®p a J°VRbRI [Interpe
Borsszem Jamuwkary 14, 1883, AA Komedia Vege [The Comedy s
Orsz8§gos Sz®ch®nyi K°nyvt§8r [National Sz®ch®nyi Library

251 bid
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Consequentl vy, a |ibel case was |l evied against
antisemitic pamphlets and texts. The Tisza go
was quickly overwhel med as thenratagBettasuit a
Foll owing this acquittal, antisemitic violenc:

gover nment to restore order across the nation

County, gendarmes resorted tuol tf iafi nJge wsp,ont hrei od
of Jewish homes, and the?®esecration of Jewis
Whil e proceedings against |l st-czy had fail.

Gyul a Ver hlo9vOaby) (whBo4d 90 w n eFd;, gtgheet fl eenves®mma pez | e me nt
funds to relocate?MagypatHiivigmoow Mpl davsimao strar
controversy as, two years after his 1878 &elec
I ndependence & 048, he was expelled from the
1880 was also the we#iUnhe |f oluBnBdke d hhei swamse vasnp | n
joining the National AntisemitiFgg®atdmears@®agd ce
as the |l eading newspaper for the pwbliitsdkRinng o
nature of%The uppoectesfor the paper evaporat e
became popular knowledge with a series of boy
news pP8perthe embarrassment of the newly emer ge

Verhovaybdés countersuit against thgeeahafgegbt f a)

258 pij d, 175
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20These ethnic Magyars are known as the Cs8ng- s.
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his credibility as a journalist destroyed, Vel
career was brief as he Il ost his Parliament s e

1880 for hi®8 antisemitism.

As for dueling, the popularity of pistol a
mor e -priogh | e duel s. On the heels of the end of
Jewl atvyer who bl amed county bureaucrats for h
case won a duel after beéS%lnagt earc ctuhsaetd yoefarl iibne |l Oc
| awyer Dr. Gyula Rosenberg shot and killed Co

Schossberger 6 hhaind oancummarred aggai wWethbad eladlsdua

of the Il egalization of <civil marriages betwee
parliamentary agenda. While the duel bet ween
due toiceeitiamt Jewish stereotyping and i ssu
|l ed to the duel 6s occurrence. The duel was al
briefly imprisoned afterward.

1883: The -BRaotstehnyb8unryg Du e |
The RosBeantbhtthryg8 ny duel was a direct result o

marriages that crossed religious lines as the
Jew was called into questiofh910dh |4881la, Sxrh o sGyb
met and fell in | ove. Despite Rosenberg being

Catholic, Rosenbelrigk enda sb ys etehme nfga mi Ilwedbads he wor

265A| bert SBjurQmsze8dggy Tl ®si Al manach: R°vid £letrajzi Ada
[ New Parliamentary Al manac: Brief Biographical I nf or mat
of Repredd@Butdatpiesé¢s] Hungta§rysulAatPelstmythpygmhdg§j a, 1888), 2
266K 81 m&n, MfACutting the Way into the Nation: Hungarian Je
267THiA temesvS8ri p8rbaj Nemee ®©Du®lbeirn 2Be mels8W8Br,] ,807t h editio

gyTjtem®nhekdgCrasd Diaspora Collections], Hungaricana.
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Adria SteamsthTihpi sCocnipaanngye.d in 1882 when Il onads
Bornemisza. For this marriage, the Bornemisza
SchossberyRosdmamét g. was then banned from visit
not want a pot amtati@bDe sJpeiviies ht hbirso t hlelrona and Ros
seeing one another and married in secret. Whe
parents confined her and insisted that she ma
bring preésamomewt SchosshEmhgeSchHasmibegrgers were

1863 while the Bornemisza and Batth¥®ny famil

Octobérf N1B83, | lona Schossber gA Wwawr wedfledwo
million golden forints was paid by the Count
marriage to Dr. Rosenberg was entirely ignorei

since Rosenberg was Jewi&lei andaltroageawRemanot
there was no law in Hungary protecting the | e
Jews. Upon finding out about the second marri

Count Batthy8nyamarsi @agge i nsi btedahwasml egiti mat e

Batthy8ny initially rebuffed the challenge

I ssued. Rosenberg followed up his duel chall e

268The Adria Steamship Ceampmamnry ewlasasedpe amias!l lbyasweal li n Fi um
awarded to the Hungarian government during the 1867 Con
constituen$lyawdniCadainiglmirm atnhdédal f of the monarchy as the
administrative unit previously. Fiume was the -only ocea
Hungarian Empire that wasSlnav o mpiaaatsw raifucthomeo nroeugsi omi t chfi nC rHo
269Gergely Csiffsgry, AiSzerel mi T°rt®net a P8rbajoz- Magye

Heves Megyei lrodalmi £s K°zmTvel Rd®si Foly-jred. [ Heves
|l stv8&n Varga, Il dik- J8mbor, and B®l &8 K§I .-, vol. 1 (Ege
2O0Nemer ©®ct ober 24, 1883, 86th edition, sec. Vegyes Hirel
2111 bi d
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opportunity of publicl d*Rotsieqmatrigzihmg kil mepdlye
campaign by publishing a statement I n newspap
a coward for turning down the duel. The state
t he Octhdrerri ddgpe bet ween CoX°BatBay€hySmel andedl
decl ared Rosenisat g siwasg&t wohnasth §rheanjokraetgdthydt ueerl havi n
heard an account from a pair of military offi
pistol. Batthy8ny required such approval from

Rosenberg coukdedseétnaasnarwpiaant rodc ea.n Wmen cor

|l st-Wahy mann duel that was previously examined
Even though I st-czy was a blatana @enilkemanewl
was worthy of being duel ed. | s twacrztyh yh aedv esrt itl H ¢
Wahr mann was not of noble origins I|Iike Ist-cz:

|l st - czyds family bel ongiilnigt yt ot htahte, vuanslti kiemptohvee
Batthy8ny family, had hardly any |l and to its

were both members of Parl i ament, which was a

On Oct®ber882, the duel between Dr. Gyula F

Batthy8ny occurred ?heaetart tenes pd tB6 vod hBFlemeSsBartc

shots fired by the men missed. During their t

simultaneously. This was the fatal barrage:
AnAfter the shot, the pistol fell out of th
his forehead, where his opponent's bull et

243 A temesvS8ri p8rbaj [The Duel in TemesvS8r].o

25| p i d

26Mo dedrany Ti mi Hoara i n Romani a.
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Count 6séforehead was completely covered by
eyes were st#&#%ing and gl assy. o

Oktéber 28. 1885, Borsszeu JANKG. 3

A LEGUJABB PARBAJ.
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FiguBer §szemeparck:i'
Ros e nbhaetrtghy 8ny duel

Whil e Rosenberg had won the dmwoent,h hper iwsassn as e ret
mans!| a?CPgkheer since revisions to the Hungarian
itself was not a prosecutable J0IPFemtsen dtual ykifl
Rosenberg, a royal pardon released him from p

his s éhadednictei.onal |y, his fame in the duel pl ay

representative of Vas County8 a position he h

28 3A temesvS8ri p8rbaj [The Duel in Temesv§8r].o
29Ferenc VBa§yhel Qisz8ggy Tl ®s: A FRrendi h8z £s K®pviselHF
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As for Ilona Schossberger, while she had b
Rosenberg after the duel. Oof ficially, as the |
and Christians failed to passrign hRar Inieavmmean th,ap
an official sense. | n 188#%3Thh e mearsr iaendot Bia@mo rp |

marriage by her father as Offerman was one of
Schossber g’#Per hapsSeshe. had fallen for Batthy§]
Rosenberg following the bloodshed and media s
magaBiomas s zesnc rJwutnikni zed the pointlessness of t|

comic occupying an entire page that depicted

Duel 0. See Figure 7 for a copy of this comic.
magazine satirized Il ona by stating:
AAl ready in the morning (on the day of the
Street with the words: OMy beloved husband
one fell, would bé émy beloved husband6. o

The magazine also aimed at Rosenberg by re
jackpoto by having killed Batthy8ny he seemin:
witho¥dtomhem. duel that had originally been ove
result with Batthy8ny dead and Rosenberg and
over besmirched honor rather pointlessalongthe
wi th t hWahlirsmannzyduel proved that Hungarian Jeyv

arms and engage in the phenomenon of dueling

283Csji ff8ry, MfASzerelmi TO°rt®net a P8rbajoz- Magyarorsz8ggoc
284Now a district in the town of LRrinci in Hungary.

2854 Apr - Hirek [ NeBver sSuzmevya rcamokble,ro 28, 1883, Orsz8§gos Sz®
Sz®c h®nyi Library]l, 4
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one. By taking part in pistol dueling and fen

such sports as being honorabl e, manl vy, and no

The othering of Jews during times of crisi
continued to fester before resurgingthoeacki Mmotr
Worl d War and theHdngaoyutObncodr fAeiss nbappehet
overnight as the diseases of rising antisemit:

Such cultivation of hatred came from the unwi

views. Due to a lackconhtcooéedonvbpafiond, psathov
was seen during the TiszaeszI| 8r Affair, Prime
maintaining his political coalition at all <co
though samtbeemmei marginalized, it o still found

politics after 1895. 1895 Dbrought the for mal

recognition of marriages between Christians a
reei ved religions |like Roman CREThelfcocimamti cCmal ¢
Kat ol i ku[sCaNt®hpl8irct Peopl eds Party] which sought

religious matters, included some former suppo

ranr¥s.

The fact that even highly assimilated Jews
to Hungary s hkdvay gheadw thhieghlayt i onal ity question
framewNaki ofHwagaundar threat of exclusionary

place-Mafgymors. The ability of Jews to fight ba

22Haneblrmn nRef ense of ,Ch2r8 sti an Hungary
28HandArerEarly Blueprint for Zio%dmintii&BRzR | st -czybds Po



steps taken by the Hungarian government to pr
maintain a pluralistic society existed. The o
viewed as a symptom of the tcleentgtadtie.atTloa Tainsdz
Affair and the demagoguery of Ist-czy |l ent or
had been negatively impacted by industrializal
organi zationshddadhded floy mdag waemrse was proof of a
among ethnic Magyars with the Liberal Party. .
amount of itsMasgppostwliirloen aalono seeking to upl
Law. Tthlea tf atche Nati onal Antisemitic Party diss
enough popular antisemit?8m 1890¢ecatthea Hohgai C.
government no | onger was in a spending defici-

rates for money were more favorPfabHies tlheadh tdauradr

all eviation of some urban vs. rur al economic
However, antisemitism reemerged at the turn o
i njected into the nataitamalailtiyst gu estuigdhn aso NMa@

i nherent superiority.

After the turbul ent 1880s, Jewish intell ecHt

in Hungarian society. To further emphasize t hi
religion, these intell ect uafl sMasgoyuagrh th itsot oprryo vsei
very beginning. I n 1884, Chief Rabhif ogggmlel K

magyar ok [RPGomqueiidndg Hungari ans MangdyZasrhe - Jews ]

2941 pij d, 136
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Szemlkohn asserted that Jews had been present

Basin as several rebellious tribes from the J
we $¥¢tKohn was a devoted Neolog rabbi and Hungar
themselves in his sermonb&P aln8d6 8p,u bsleircnaotni ,o ntse cle

passing of the Jewish Emancipation Act of 186
home PPAlhndl.i ke the next generation of Jewish sch
the 1890s, Kohn was a believer in writing his
providing conti ARUBeqgi nwiitnhg tihne tphree s1le8n%t0.s, Jewi s
ni cknamedalibdiogsdobegan publishing works on the

commurr®tThies. marked the for magwiosnh ocfo nas csipoeucsinfei sc

production of historical works to prove the h
Despite the political antisemitismiamidsteven a
Organi zati on, the majority of Hungarian Jews
Hungarian society. This meant supporit for an

suppoNMatifmrHungari ca.

2%G8bor Schweitzer, fAiScholarship and Patriotism: Researc
Semi nary ofhéluhRignrstyMbDeeadce dedwiismm Scholarship in Hungary
Bet ween EastedandiaWwWegst Tur8n and Carsten Wl ke, vol. 14 (
2016), 101
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Chapter V: The Romanian Aspiration:
Following the 1867 Austrdiungarian Compromise, Romanians in Transylvania felt

betrayed that their Transylvanian Diet had been dissaldtbut their consent. Without their
consultation, Transylvania was subsumed into Hungary. To address this, Romanian intellectuals
and politicians sought redress with the 1868 Blaj Pronouncement and the 1892 Transylvania
Memorandum. Within these documerttggre was no desire to leave the empire. Instead, there
was a desire for reform and reconciliation. A rapprochement was sought with the hope of a
return of autonomy to Transylvania. A policy called passivism was part of their stratagem as
Romanians boycteéd participation in the Hungarian Parliament which they did not recognize as

legitimate3°°

The 1868 Blaj Pronouncement and the 1892 Transylvania Memorand udafiut
Hungaricato the test. Parliamentary support for these petitions varied greatly. In 1868, a
Romanian representative and a Magyar representative from Transylvania were two of the biggest
supporters of recognizing the plight of Transylvanian Romanians. These reégtiessnwere
lllés Macellarit?®! (18221891) and Maté Pap respectively. They sought to ensure that Hungary
was an inclusive, pluralistic state that was not dominated by Magyar supremacist views. Their
interpretation ofNatio Hungaricainvolved wanting to negotiate with representatives from
Transylvania to allow for selfjovernance of the region as a territorial unit within Hungary. They
agreed with the Blaj Pronouncement that the rights of Romanians had been violated with the

closing d the Transylvania Diet and the lack of a Romanian presence in determining how the

30F| orin Bengean, fnAspecte Din Viata Preot i-i1i8 QrAsopdeoccxt &

from the Life of the Romanian Ort-hddd®]x, Cled PyZ aldsG &m ad sy
(2016), 21
31l n records examined, his name was also spelled as 111¢@

spell ed with one 6L6 in some cases.



new dual monarchy would rule. While their attempt at creating a parliamentary issue to
reconsider the union of Transylvania with Hungary did not garner enough support to move
forward, there was at least some Magyar support for the issue. Reactions fevriagiyars

were mixed. Representative Laszl6 Makray (:8836), a Magyar, took an exclusionary stance
that Transylvania was rightfully Hungarian due to its conquest by the Magyars nearly a thousand
years prior. Others, like Minister of Justice Boldizsamft (18221898) and Kalman Tisza
attempted to strike a middle ground as they felt that if the union of Transylvania with Hungary
was called into question, the legitimacy of the newly formed Hungarian state would weaken. For
Makray, Natio Hungaricawas synonymous with a Hungarian state ruled by Magyars. In the case
of Horvat and Tisza\atio Hungaricawas a political movement to unite the many national
minorities under a single unitary state with provisions made to ensure equality. It was reasoned
that thegranting of autonomous regions would favor specific groups and lead to the

disintegration of centralized governance.

While in 1868 there were Magyars who sided with the Romanian cause, this was not the
case in 1892. The proceedings in Parliament following the publication of the Transylvanian
Memorandum were unified in decrying it. The liberal attitudes of 1868 had wgiagrio hardline
interpretations oNatio Hungaricawhere Hungary was to be an indivisible state that sought to
unify its divided populace by the implementation of the Magyar language in daily life. The
opposition to the Memorandum was led by Gabor Uro(1847%1911)who viewed it as an act
of treason that was ignorant of greater geopolitical threats. Due to internal and external threats,

the former liberal ruling elite of Hungary became more conservative and unwilling to entertain

32This is G8bor uUdmPdi)t aedelindér h( Is8 410906 058 bwhro Uxglrsoon hlad g
career.



political reform. From this point forward, the ruling elite of Hungary interprétato
Hungaricaas a force to create a unified state by forcing-Magyars to conform to a Magyar

identity.

The Presence of Romanians in Hungary
From the 1880 census onwards Romanians were the largeMagyar ethnic group in

Hungary. This can be said with utmost certainty as censuses before 1880 did not factor in the
guestion ofnationality. According to the 1880 census, there were 2.3 million Romanians who
accounted for nearly 15% of the total populafi&hThe 1880 census was the first census that
broached the question of ethnicity as it asked the respondents fartyairyeld their mother

tongue. Prior censuses categorized respondents according to religious affffiafion estimates

of ethnicity before 1880, religious data and records from schools werg3s¢dwever, these
estimates overstated the Magyar population proportion while neglecting the ethnic diversity
present in areas like Banat and Transylvania. With that in mind, the 1880, 1890, 1900, and 1910
censuses offer the best outlook on the composiiondHu ngar yés popul ati on.

almost certain that the Magyar proportion of the population was somewhat inflated.

By 1910, the Romanian population had increased to 2.9 million with the proportion
decreasing slightly to 14.198% Due to their position as the largest Adagyar ethnic group and
large presence in Transylvania, Romanians were among the most vocal critics of-béagyiar

political events. The struggle of Romanians was like that of Croats who were largely

33pz 1881. £v El ej ®n V®grehajtott N®psz8&ml 81 8s FRbb Ere
Main Results of the Census Carried out at vtoHe Regi2nwmioh g
(Budapest: PesRi®s zKP&mywansySogmd al 882), 424
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concentrated in the autonomous region of Cre@lvonia. For Romanians, the allowance of
autonomy for Croats was proof that devolution of power was possible in Hungary. For Croats,
the autonomy they had been allotted was a relationship that did nétafutfieir political and
cultural aspirations. There was support among Croats to create a triple monarchy in which a
Croat state would be an equal partner to Austria and Hursgafhis was the idea of trialisiin

to reform the dual monarchy of Austittungary into a triple monarchy. The idea was suggested
as a means to temper Pdngoslav movements among Southern Slavs. As Cr&dionia was
largely populated by Croats and Serbdsovihad a history of autonomy, aside from historical ties
with Hungary, it was rare for the inhabitants to feel a part of the Hungarian national identity.
However, there was a feeling of affinity with the empire overall. This was felt by other minority

grouwps too who viewed Habsburg Austria as their historic protector and guarantor of autonomy.

For the writers of the Blaj Pronouncement and the Transylvania Memorandum, it was
reasoned that Transylvania had the same right to autonomy as Qleabaia. This was
because Transylvania also had a long history of autonomy within both the mediedbikiod
Hungary and the Austrian Empire. By demanding such autonomy in these documents,
Romanians demonstrated they wished to remain a part of Atstrigary rather than join the
newly formed Kingdom of Romania. This shows that the Romanian national moveme
Hungary was not based on exclusionary ethnic nationalism. This was due to Transylvania's
diverse population, which, unlike Croatsdavonia, was populated by Germans, Jews, Magyars,

Romanians, and RusyA¥ There was a feeling of hope that the spirit of liberalism and of

7"H®v 2Aait,onomi es in Hunydary and Europe

38 n the Hungarian census records the Rusyn people were

(Russian) peopl e.



making compromises with Austria and the Croats could be carried over to negotiating similar

measures for Romanians.

The | ssue of Religion in Transylvani a
The union of Hungary with Transylvania in 1867 was highly divisive. Among Magyar

nationalists, it was applauded as the reunification of historic Hungarian territory with the rest of
the homeland. Transylvania was held in high regard by Magyars as hagmgheelast Magyar

led state to be subsumed into Austria. This sentiment was especially held by Calvinist Magyars
who mainly lived in Transylvania and Eastern Hung@AThese Calvinists were also at the

center of antCatholic sentiment in Hungary. According to these Calvinist Magyars, they were
the true torchbearers of Magyar nationalism as they did not belong to the same Roman Catholic
confession that the Habsburgsdrgjed tc*1° Calvinism was a faith that was majority Magyar

while Roman Catholicism adherents included many-Magyars including Croats, Germans,

and Slovaks. To Calvinists, those three groups represented threats to the integrity of Hungary
Germans reminded them Alstria while Croats and Slovaks were seen asawvic agitators.

Roman Catholic Magyars were then viewed as possible Habsburg collaborators by Calvinists.

In the religious breakdown of Magyars, Protestant Magyars were a minority albeit a
highly vocal one. According to the 1910 census, out of the 48% who were Magyars, 25% were
Protestant8!! Of that 25%, Calvinists outnumbered other Protestants five té'é2a | vi ni s mé s
success in Eastern Hungary and Transylvania w

Battle of Mohéacs in 1526. As the western and northern portions of the kingdom went to the

39 . endVme ,Hun,ga3ridanesd. , 164

310 bi d, 287

3111 910. £vi MNM®p RASmIl &It &8s Demogr8§fia [CensuwvoSecthi, o6 %ol
(Budapest, Hungary: Knyvt8r Hungaricana, 1916), 246
312y 8§ s §r Mabyar Orsz8ggyTIK®pviAs FIRRe& i ha8gj €isnak £l etrajzi
Parliament: Vitae Curriculum of the HoRd4e of Magnates a



Habsburg Monarchy, the courn&formation checked the advance of the Reformation. In

contrast, Eastern Hungary and Transylvania became nominally independent as the Principality of
Transylvania. Due to the separation from Roman Catholicism, the Reforreatiemched itself

in Transylvania with many Magyars converting. As Transylvania was the final part of the

Hungarian kingdom to become a part of the Habsburg Monarchyilabhsburg, and anti

Catholic sentiment was high among these Protestant Magyarsu@ke¢ Protestant Christians
werenodét the only form of Christianity present

also present within the Romanian and Ruthenian peasantry.

During the existence of the Magya@ominated Principality of Transylvania, Eastern
Orthodox Romanians had been snubbed from any governing role. Because of the spread of the
Reformation, the Edict of Torda was made in 1577 to bring religious peace bgtipiptbe
existence of the Roman Catholic and Protestant churches. However, this protection was not
extended to Eastern Orthodox churckesThis exclusion of Romanians and Eastern Orthodoxy
stemmed from t he 1438 UnieTribnaNagohumo the uaidn ofthree n sy | v
nations. The three nations included in this union were the elites of Transylvania which included
the Magyar nobility, Saxon German burghers, and Székely Magyar rébiEse lack of
Romanian and Eastern Orthodox inclusion was due to the position of Romanians existing largely
as serfs as landholding Romanian boyars and village chiefs largely converted and assimilated
themselves!® Following the annexation of Transylvania into Austria, Romanians were viewed

with distrust by the Magyar nobility due to their willingness to work with the Habsburgs. Since
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these peasants had chafed under the yoke of the Protestant Magyar nobility, they made the

perfect allies for the Habsburgs who sought to weaken said nobility.

For Romanians, the unification of Transylvania with Hungary was a point of contention.
After Transylvania had become a part of the Habsburg Monarchy, the region slowly gained
autonomy as the Magyar nobles were stripped of their power. The abolitiorfddradyy
Joseph Il led to a further decrease in the power of the Magyar nobility along with the
empowerment of Romanians. Due to a history of having autonomy within the Habsburg
Monarchy and a fear of an unknown future within the revolutionary Hungarign Btamanians
largely sided against the 1848 Revolutionaries. However, it was not until 1863 with the
formation of the Transylvania Diet that Romanians gained full equality with all other ethnic
groups in Transylvania. This also brought equality of thedfa<rthodox faith with the other
Christian denominations. With the establishment of this diet, Romanians outnumbered Magyars
for the first time in the government of Transylvania with the distribution of ethnicities in the diet
more in tune with ethnic adities. Following elections in mid863 and the appointment of
thirty-three regalists A men of di st i nct i on;nibe Roraaiang fiftgix c on s i
Magyars, and fortfour Saxon Germanid® While this diet was shotived as it was abolished
following the 1867 Compromise, its existence was proof to Romanians that autonomy and self
rule were possible within the empire. Both the Blaj Pronouncement and Transylvania
Memorandum made direct refares to the Transylvania Diet. For Romanian intellectuals who

wished to maintain Transylvania as a part of the Habsburg Monarchy, the Transylvania Diet and
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the creation of the autonomous Croglavonia were the evidence they pointed to in the success

of political devolution.

The Bl aj Pronouncement
The Blaj Pronouncemetit’ was read before an assembly of Romanians in the city of Blaj

on May 1% 186838B| aj was chosen as the site for the
years before reading it had been the site of adscgke Romanian protest of the 1848 Hungarian
demand to annex Transylvaidi?.Blaj was also a center for the Greek Catholic church, a
Christian denomination that many of the prono
was also the denomination I |1 ®s Macellari u, t
goal of thepronouncement was to garner national attention regarding the Romanian desire for

equal rights, representation, and autonomy. The timing of the pronouncement was key as, since
1867, a bill that later became the Nationalities Law in November 1868 was beftedd During

this time, negotiations were also underway between Hungary and C®tat@nia to delineate

the powers vested within the new autonomous region. With these events in mind, the Blaj
Pronouncement commented on past and current events. Tebppdrt for Romanian

autonomy it cited legal precedents of the past, the ongoing allotment of autonomy in-Croatia
Slavonia as proof that autonomy was possible, and it mentioned the ongoing debate over ethnic

minority rights to present a situation of urggn

The preamble of the pronouncement declared that the Romanian inhabitants of

Transylvania were concerned with the new imperial structure that had been created with the 1867

37 n the Magyar | anBud ge siftaliasin kKniodwnR waish ntoheemn aisambéet ul d
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Compromise. A sense of uncertainty was felt as Romanians were no longer protected by Vienna

from Magyardominated rule.

Aln view of the general di scontent , I n vie
Romanian nation, language, and religion are exposed, owing to the present state of

affairs, and in view of the resulting discontent, the latter can only be eliminatidx by

introduction of the principles of both national and religious equality; out of a sense of

duty to our country and our nation, which have come to the brink of the abyss and cannot

be saved except by the fulfilment of the just demands of our natidohwbnstitutes the

majority of the inhabitants of Transylvania, we declare that we steadfastly adhere to the
principles and demands solemnly proclaimed by the Romanian nation at the general and

|l egal assembly33f 15 May 1848¢0

This preamble began the setup for the claims made by in pronouncement regarding the
legitimacy of a Romanian nation within the newly reformed Aubtumgarian Empire. The
terminology of a ARomanian nation, Inmemguage,
identity within Hungary. A fARomani apopulatadt i on o
lands within Hungary, specifically within Transylvania. The mentioning of language was a key
point, as had been the case during the 1848 Revolution, thefeavasnong Romanians that a
Magyarled government would result in the marginalization of-Magyar languages. This

reason was also why the pronouncement was first made public on Malufibg a rally in Blaj

as that was the twentieth anniversary of a similar protest in 1848 that supported Habsburg rule
over Magyar rule. Lastly, the mentioning of a Romanian religion pertained to the denominations
of Eastern Orthodoxy and Greek Cathofici<sreek Catholicism itself had spread among some
Romanians as sonteastern Orthodox churches were brought into full communion with the

Roman Catholic Church. Before the 1867 Compromise, these Christian denominations had been

partly safeguarded by appointments of bishops from Vienna. This appointment of bishops began
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in 1791 with the Eastern Orthodox churches under these bishops who were granted the same
privleges as Roman Catholic churcésSuch privileges included no taxation of Church

property, no taxation of Church tithes, the payment of salaries for bishops from Vienna, and
funding of Church schools. For Romanians who were part of communities that were under these
bishops, Eastern Orthosly was tolerated. In the national confusion that followed the 1867
Compromise as it was unclear where authority from Vienna stopped and authority from Pest
began, Romanians were wary of what was to come of their churches. This system of
appointments frorWienna created a thriving intellectual community in Transylvania after the
foundation of several Churaiun schools. It was to the detriment of the Magyars and the benefit

of Romanians that these schools were where ideas of Romanian national conscemengsd.

At the time of the publication of the Blaj Pronouncement, matters including the
Romanian language and Romanian majority churches were debated in Parliament. Since 1867,
the legislature that became Law XLIV of 1868, the Nationalities Law, had gone thseugtal
drafts and was the center of several deb@eBhese debates were known by the writers of the
Blaj Pronouncement and to the general public due to the publication of Parliamentary
proceedings in the newspapers. In June 1867, a draft of the bill was published, however, it was
poorly received by both Magrs and noMagyars322 According to this draft, the assemblies in
individual municipalities and counties could vote on the administrative language. If this was
followed through, within counties with mixed ethnic compositions, constituent municipalities
could use an entirely diérent language for their administration than what was used by the

countywide authorities. This idea alarmed Magyars. For minorities, this draft was too concerned
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with individual language rights instead of collective rights. Rather than wanting rights
determined on a municipaldlyy-municipality basis, national minorities wanted recognition of
larger group identitie$?* Minority groups desired either an assurance that their language could
be used alongside the Magyar language within all administrative levels or that autonomous
regions be created specifically for ethnic minority grotf§<Of course, that desire for

autonomous regions was contentious when several ethnic groups, especially the Magyars, also
lay claim to the same area. Following the failure of this initial draft, various committees in

Parliament continued to work on the bill.

Following this preamble came three sections that focused on historical agreements
between Romanians in Transylvania with the Habsburgs in Vienna. Section One cited the
Pragmatic Sanction and the laws that consisted of the Diploma Leopoldinum. This section
focused on the relationships Transylvania had with Vienna and with Hungary. The political
situation in CroatigSlavonia is cited here as being related to the cause of Romantan self
governance. While the document outright stated that the relationshipdrelumgary and
CroatiaSlavonia is different from the one between Hungary and Transylvania, it still cited this

relationship to show that a region could have autonomy. Section One reads as follows:

Al. On t hderagmatea Sanctahd thediptoma Leopoldinumwe are in

favor of an independent Transylvania, all the more so because the autonomy of Croatia
Slavonia was recognized, although it had a quite different relationship with Hungary than
Transy¥vania. o

The Pragmatica Sanctiothe Pragmatic Sanction, was signed in Habshuley territories to

ensure the succession of the territories to a female heir in the case of there being no male heir.
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Separate agreements were signed with the nobility in Croatia, Hungary, and Transylahi.
agreements with Croatia and Transylvania were signed in 1721 and 1722 respectively. Due to

demands by the Hungarian nobility for additional privileges, the Pragmatic Sanction was agreed

upon in 1723 for Hungar§?®

The Diploma Leopoldinunwere laws established by Emperor Leopold | beginning in
1691329t established that Transylvania was directly subordinated to Vienna rather than
Hungary following the reconquest of those lands from the Ottoman Empire. A Transylvanian
Diet was created which decreased the authority of Magyar nobles. The dominatierMzgyar
clergy in ecclesiastical matters was also eroded due to the acceptance of the existence of the
Eastern Orthodox Church along with attempts at religious reconciliation which brought many

Romanians under the Greek Catholic Chu@h.

The final line of Section One mentions the autonomy of Creglgonia. While the
codification of where the Hungarian administration ended and the Croat administrated started
had not yet been finalized, it was known that special treatment was being@ive region.
Similarly, to Transylvania, Croati@lavonia had a history of setfile by its nobility during its
time as a part of the Hungarian crown. By mentioning this relationship, the writers of the
pronouncement made the point that since Hungastyahspecial relationship with Croatia
Slavonia, the demand for autonomy in a similar fashion should not be viewed as impossible or

without precedent. Of course, this neglected the key difference in demographics between the two
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subentities within Hungary: Croati8lavonia was uniformly populated by Croats and Serbs who
spoke nigh identical languages. As for Transylvania, the region was a patchwork of ethnic
groups who spoke vastly different languages. Unlike Crégltimonia whee the Magyar

population was in the single digits percentagee, Magyars were at least 30% of

Transylvani®6s population.

Section Two of the pronouncement pertained to the creation of the Transylvanian Diet in
1863 with the approval of Emperor Franz Joseph. This was the reopening of the diet as the
previous one was eliminated following the era of Mdisolutism after the deét of the 1848

Revolutions.

n2. We ar e i-amactimentobdthe cbapterd ohtke law @assed by both
competent branches of the legislature at the Diet of Sibiu in 1863/4, which were
sanctioned, published, and enacted by His Majesty, and by which the Romanian nation
was decleed a nation of national inhabitants, and at the same time its language and
religion we%e guaranteed. 0

Emphasis is placed on the fact that the Transylvanian Diet was made possible by Emperor Franz
Joseph. When this is combined with Section On
Habsburg Emperor, it can beasoned that the writers wished to portray Romanians as loyal

subjects both to the empire as an institution and to the Habsburg dynasty. This served to portray

a history of loyalty to avoid accusations of treason in the present. As was seen during the

Hungari an Parliamentds discussion of the pronot
against the writers of the pronouncement. The writers wished to make it patently clear that they

were loyal imperial subjects who did not want separation from the irhpedsy.
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Section Three made clear the stances of the writers to the Hungarian Parliament in Pest.
The Parliament was labeled as an untrustworthy institution that did not properly represent the

interests of Transylvaniads inhabitants.

A3. We ar e i-apenihgaof/tierTrarsylvantarh Riet onehe basis of a true
representation of the people, in the order and manner voted for by the Romanian minority
at the feudal Diet of Cluj in 1865. We cannot regard the Diet of Pest aschtitieake

laws valid for Transylvania, nor for Transylvanians who may be living there as legal
represent ativ®s of our country.o

The lack of trust in the Hungarian Parliament was due to the wapersentation of minority

groups. This section repeats the desire for a separate legislature in Transylvania that is
representative of its population rather than being packed with Maaglydlre expense of national
minorities. Foll owing this section is the pro
sentiment of an inability to trust the Hungarian Parliament. The conclusion also reiterated that

the pronouncement was not intended to bre@sonous document as the writers stated that, the
intent of it was to fAé fulfill our civic duty
by openly revealing the dissatisfaction which is the consequence of its proceedings regarding
Transylvania 38* Of course, rather than focus on the idea of accurate representation of national
minorities or delegate power to Transylvania as had been done with E3@atamia, the

parliamentary debates that followed fixated on the pronouncement being evidenesaf tied

separatist agitation.

Reactions to the BIl aj Pronouncement
One month after the pronouncementés publis

MarosvasarheR#® with the writers charged wittisturbing the public peace. Professor loan
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Micu Moldovan (18331915) was singled out from the writers as the ringleader. According to
Moldovan, the pronouncement was an unintended product of the Magohfimemoration of

the 1848 rally against the Hungarian RevolufighMoldovan refuted a claim by the judge that

the commemorationds purpose was solely to mak
publication in the newspap&azeta Transilvaniel He claimed that the pronouncement came

because of the socializing of Romanian intellectuals at the event. Without the analysis of further
Romanian sources, this claim cannot be entirely refuted. However, when the brevity of the Blaj
Pronouncement is cqrared to the lengthy Transylvanian Memorandum which was worked on

by a committee, the idea of a spontaneously written document is not out of the question.

Foll owing Mol dovanés refutation ofonstwéree accusa
levied against Moldovan and the other writers. The most serious of these accusations was one of
purposefully instigating hatred between nationalities. During his-&ight questioning,

Mol dovan stated that t he tpkeattheunityofdh@élungariadi d no
state or st ir 3lMplddvanteitemidd, asda ibeers daid in the peonouncement,

that the autonomy demanded was not in contradiction to the existence of Hungary due to the
existence of an autonomous Crogilavonia. He also reiterated the point of Romanian loyalty to

the emjre by stating that the pronouncement had not called for public disobedience and instead

had made a point of celebrating the loyalty and obedience of Romanians. Moldovan stated that
the document was written by hi nevedllhbatthareginehi s ¢
wants the state to satisfy its citize®s; we h

While Moldovan was released following his questioning, he and his fellow writers were ordered
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to not leave the country and had their homes searched. When the detainment of Moldovan and
his compatriots became public knowledge, a representative in Parliament from Transylvania

named lllés Macellariu gave a speech in support of Moldovan and the poenaemt.

Il 1l ®s Macel |l ar i ud's1868,mmedavashhe first i,em onrthe dacketyfor 1 7
that dayds session of Parliament. Hi s speech
was the second time he attempted to bring up the issue as he previously was shouted down by
members of the Oppd&n i a group that was primarily against the Augtiongarian
Compromise®3? He then recounted the recent events of the questioning of loan Micu Moldovan
and other Romanian intellectuals along with the police raids on their homes. During his
recounting of events and declaration that judicial officials overstepped their bountdadand
caused, ié pain and injury of the Romanian na
government and its decree, 0 his speech is nea
measure$*® However, Macellariu continued with a further critique of the judicial proceedings
surrounding the Blaj Pronouncement where he stated that the case was doomed {sidedone
due to the biased nature of the prosecution. Macellariu cautioned againstithe®ane nt 6 s
di smi ssal of the pronouncement by stating, Anl
that the three postulates it contains are not all equally just, that they are only the product of
excited tempers, and that they do not expressithes hes of t he wh3! e Roman

Macellariu stated that the pronouncement was part of a larger movement of dissatisfaction within

the Romanian population. The recent petition was a symptom of a larger problem rather than
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being an anomaly. Within the context of the union of Transylvania with Hungary, this meant that

the old method of governance in which Romanians were marginalized and ignored could not be
returned. Macellariu stated that such an era was in the past asnHhadabecome a

constitutional state and that something was wrong in the present if dissenting opinions could not

be voiced. He took a stand against the accusations of treason and agitation being made against
the pronouncement dshewrptemcsumace mentst awagd ffhart)
addressed to the government with the expression of unquestioning loyalty to the sovereign and

brotherly love for the | aw?*gdlavingthiseMacellatuer nat i

stated that while the pronouncement fsinned?o
Unification of Transylvania with Hungary, it
considering input from Transylvailias i nhabi tants. This sought to

failure to consider the interests of Romanians in 1848 had led them to side with the Habsburgs
against Hungary. Continued refusal to engage with Romanians could lead to Romanians siding
againstHungary in the future. If the people of Hungary did not have their interests listened to by
the government, the | egitimacy of the state w
constitutionalism being nothing more than an illiberal facade. T$tasements by Macellariu

riled his fellow Parliamentary members as some attempted to shout him down. However, his next

words proved to be even more controversial.

Macell ariu said, fl consider it my duty to
to which every true patriot is bound, to say, if not in the name of the Romanian nation, that |
have no right to do so, but as a loyal son of it, that the Romaat#&m is no friend of 1848. |

should also mention that it is not only the Romanians who say that the merger law is
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p r e mat® Botlowing this he was shouted down by members of Parliament until the

intercession of Parliamentary President Pal Somssich {1888) restored order. After this,

Macellariu continued by stating that in the cases of unifying Transylvania with Hungang it

never Transylvania that put forth demands for
difference of opinion about the independence of Transylvania. Why has it [Transylvania] not

even to this day put S3fBollowiagthds remark, aMagybror uni f i c
representative from Transylvani a, L8szlI - Ma k r
ago! o Makray, |ike some other Magyar national
part of Hungary due to the right of mguest. Transylvania had been considered a part of

Hungary since the foundation of a Christian kihgdom nearly a thousand years ago. Macellariu
took the interruption in stride as he retorte

this interrupion, Macellariu concluded his speech:

AfWe have come here, not for the sake of br
of a direct obedience to His Majesty, and to bear witness to our brother nations that we

have not wished to miss a single opportunity for peaceful understandifigynfeany

thought of mutilating the independence of Transylvania in the exercise of this limited

right. | can, however, assure the House that the opposition to the Union of 1848 can be
attributed neither to any disloyal ambition nor to any antipathy télitben gar i an nat i

Like what the writers of the Blaj Pronouncement had done, Macellariu stated that his critique of
the current situation came out of loyalty to the institution of the Habdbedrgmpire. He also
reiterated that the wishes of the Romanians he representedhoteain attack on Hungary nor

part of a separatist movement. Along with other Romanian and minority intellectuals, Macellariu
believed in the reform of the empire. They believed that because the empire reformed into a

dualist system and since the Hungautmalf also included an allowance of autonomy for Creatia

%43 bi d, 139
3441 b i d



Slavonia, similar degrees of sgfbvernment should be allotted to other minorities too.

Macell ariu concluded his speech by saying tha
Magyars here, and the Germans$®in Vienna, oppr
Foll owing Macellariubs speech was a respon

He summarized the stance of the Hungagiamernment which stated that the pronouncement
represented a security issue that threatened the integrity of the Hungarian state. Responding to
Macell ariu directly he admonished him by stat
nooneshouldht t ack it , muc h3*9Teissskateraentwaspnetevisheapptause | v e . 0
from the Parliament. The statement and the positive reaction it received from the Magyar

dominated Parliament are rather telling of the era. There was a consensus on the definition of
Hungary as consisting of thelandsonsi dered part of Saint Stephe
political atmosphere Transylvania couldn't become an autonomous region with its own separate
parliament. Croatilavonia did indeed have its parliament, the Sabor, however, unlike

Transylvania, Croa&tSlavonia was a later addition to Hungary. Cro&i@vonia also had a

history of selfrule among its nobility while Transylvania had been governed by Magyars and

Saxons with little to no inclusion of Romanians. Cro&lavonia also lacked the same

significant Magyar population that Transylvania had. Exclusive Magyar nationalists could not
entertain the idea of granting autonomy to Transylvania as they believed it would lessen their
claim to the region. This is wdtmedvbadcwhythear i uds

writers of the Blaj Pronouncement were accused of treason. Even though they professed loyalty
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to both the Hungarian state and the Habsleagempire, the autonomy they supported was seen

as a grave sin that represented disloyalty to Hungary.

Foll owing Boldizs8r Horvsg8tos response, [
was told that his time to speak had ended. During the next parliamentary session off,July 21
1868, he was able to give a reply where he attempted to clarify his position and push back
against accusations of supporting Romanian separétisre reiterated that the claims of
treason that were being made against the writers of the Blaj Pronouncement were illegitimate as
he pointed out that a legal means of publicizing grievances were used. He compared this to the

Hungarian situation after 184Riring the era of Nedbsolutism by stating that:

Aéet he | egal definition of t hecaleddmeevasof tr e
committed; but | dare say that in the known pronouncement, it never was: for it is no

other than what the Hungarians did at every time from 1861 to 1866, until theflaws

1848 were restored, without the absolute government having thought of resorting to
terrorist3roceedings. 0

By saying this, he attempted to appeal to those in support of the Alstigarian Compromise

by stating he was against violence and in favor of negotiations and diplomacy to make political
change as had happened between representatives from Pest araiViE86i7. Macellariu

ended his speech by decrying what he perceived as attempts by the Hungarian government to
silence further attempts of reform: #fAln the m

government which seeks only servants among itis offi %% s . 0

Following this speech, Maté Pap, a Transylvanian Magyar, spoke in favor of Macellariu

and the Blaj Pronouncement. Pap stated that the union of Hungary and Transylvania was
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premature and needed to be revised as, AThe e
carried out, however, because of the sad events of 1848 and the subsequent absolute regime

i ni g Ww#3% He belisvedothat basing the union completely off the 1848 demand did not take

into account the actual situation in Transylvania along with ignoring the fact the unification was

never accomplished duringthe 1888 9 Hungari an Revolyheéniaon. Rat h
unification on paper since the fighting and the Romanian loyalty to the Habsburg Monarchy
prevented an actual unification of lands. Pap continued by saying it was insincere of the
Transylvanian Magyar representatives to ignore the plight of Remawithin the counties they
represented, which went against the supposed constitutionalism of the Hungarian state and the

duty of parliamentary representatives. Concluding his remarks, he said he would have a motion
printed and distributed to the membefgarliament that supported a revision of the unification

of Transylvania with Hungar$?! Following this speech, Kalman Tisza briefly spoke saying he
encouraged the Parliament to tread with caut.i
1848 Revolution and to leave the questions of treason against the writers of the Blaj
Pronouncemertb the high court82? At this time, Tisza was part of the opposition Left Centre

Partythat was against the Austkbungarian Compromise.

Unfortunately for Macellariu and Pap, their joint statement in favor of revisiting the act
of union between Hungary and Transylvania did not garner enough support for any action to be
taken. Later the same year in November, the Crodtiamgarian Settlemérand the
Nationalities Law were passed. While the autonomy given in the Crddtiagarian Settlement

was envied and supported by Adlagyar and notCroat minorities, Croat aspirations were not
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entirely fulfiled. Not all their political and territorial ambitions had been agreed upon with some
issues put off for further negotiations at a later date. As for the Nationalities Law, while it was

the first of its kind in Europe to define and protdw tights of ethnic minorities, it did not create
autonomous regions as the idea of an indivisible, unitary Hungary persisted. Disappointed by
these events and despite being one of the few Romanian representatives in Parliament who dared
to challenge thetatus quo, Macellariu resigned from Parliament via a letter on Mdrch 5

1873353 Following this, he appeared to he recused himself from political matters. In the archives
consulted for this thesis, pe$873 mentions of him only discussed his political career and the

Blaj Pronouncement.

As for the authors of the Blaj Pronouncement, their legal battle continued until the end of
1868. OQut of the entire pronouncement, the |
of Pest as entitled to make laws valid for Transylvania, nor forsyhaanians who may be
l'iving there as | egal representatives of our
prosecution. The line was interpreted as a call for civil disobedience and outright secession.
Following a legal battle that included protestJiansylvania and condemnation of the
prosecution from the intellectuals in the Kingdom of Romania, Moldovan, and his compatriots
were found guilty on November 211868, for disturbing the public peat®.The efforts of the
convicted to appeal the indictment were sidestepped by Emperor Franz Joseph who threw the
case out during his visit to Buda While the events of 1868 showed that the Emperor was

willing to intercede on behalf of his subjects during matters of published works on the nationality
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problem, it was not the sort of intercession wanted by Romanians as Transylvania remained
without autonomy. Given their failure to garner enough attention, the strategy of Passivism was
used by Romanian intellectuals to further educate Romanians anah suggbprt at the ground

level for favorable political movements. Romanians withdrew from lacgde participation in
Hungarian politics to protest the annexation of Transylvania with their political actions largely
confined to Romaniamajority counties$>® The next major appearance of demands for

Romanian autonomy came twesfyur years later with the Transylvania Memorandum.

The Transylvania Memorandum
Unli ke the prior Blaj PronounS@ivetinegnded t he T

audience was Emperor Franz Joseph. In January 1892, the Romanian National Party in

Transylvania and Banat began to draw up a document that addressed grievances against the
Budapest governme#ft® A committee, which included some who worked on the Blaj

Pronouncement, consisted of tweffitse intellectuals and members of the clef§§Following

the completion of the document, a delegation of 300 was dispatched to Vienna in May to request

an audience with Emperor Franz Joseph and to deliver a copy of the document. This delegation

was not limited to Romanian intellectuals as members®fatorking class, including farmers

and craftsmen, joined. However, the delegatio
the publishing of the Memorandum in June. Having been threatened with a withdrawal of

Hungarian participation from thed@onation Jubilee that was set for JuHe Branz Joseph did
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not meet with the delegaticf® From Vienna, the Memorandum arrived in Budapest on Jtine 1
where it was then returned -1908). Inreastionaothiggthen al s e
Transylvania Memorandum was published first in the Romanian language press ofi.3kine 5

Like with the previous Blaj Pronouncement, it was published irGzeta Transilvaniebn June

15M.362 The outcry against the Memorandum was strong in both the Hungarian Parliament and in
Magyar media. Unlike the previous Blaj Pronouncement, there was little to no sympathy among
Magyars for the Romaniansoé6 plightBlag I n another
Pronouncement, the arrest and trial of the writers of the Transylvania Memorandum became a

two-yearlong affair as the Hungarian government sought to demonize the writers.

The opening lines of the Transylvania Memorandum, like the words of its predecessor in
1869, sought to reassure its audience that treason was not on the minds of its writers. In the
opening, praise is heaped onto Emperor Franz Joseph to demonstrayaltijeof Romanians to
the imperial institution. Support is shown for the reforms that were made fromlB88Gas this
period is portrayed as an attempt to creat e,
under t he pr ot e c33Despite thid, theimes that fbllavy tieissmentiondhe
Romanian dissatisfaction with the current affairs of the empire, credit is given to the Emperor as
protector of national minorities who view themselves as loyal imperial subjects. The reforms that

weremade are seen as a step in the right direction with further reform needed.
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As the Romanians make clear that the current situation is not to their liking, the strategy
of Passivism is then described as being the result of the political situation that emerged. This is
seen in the statement, @A [adexpaienceaghave ¢onfidemae no |
in the Parliament of Budapest, nor the Parlia
attempt to exercise their right to elect representatives to the National Assembly, but should
consider themselves as not beingeepre nt ed i n t he Nat i on3tltisAssemb
described not as an act of disloyalty to the empire but as a recusal from taking part in affairs that
were deemed as actively harmful to the Romanian populace. In the time since 1867, Hungary is
described as having c.aontradietslthe traditionapolgidcalat e pol i c
aspirations and national interests of the Romanian people, and at the same time it goes against
the requirements of t he mo d% Thisrefer®dte Aci XtXXillt i on al
of 1876 which had redrawn county borders based on streamlining the bure&f¢Famy.
Romanians, this had the added effect of ensuring the new counties had significant Magyar
populations. Such changes were made without consulting Romanians and other national

minorities in Transylvania.

To further prove their loyalty to the empire, just like in the Blaj Pronouncement,
numerous agreements that had been made with Vienna since the annexation of Transylvania into
the Habsburg realm are cited. This includes the Pragmatic Sanction which aveisealsn

Section One of the Blaj Pronouncement. Laws made by Emperors Joseph Il and Leopold Il in
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1790 and 1791 are alsocitédThese were | aws made i¥8§ini7¢4sponse
These laws granted local autonomy, ended serfdom, and significantly decreased the power of
Magyar and Saxon landownersin Transylva@ffaAccor ding t o t he memor anc
these | aws, Aéprovide Transylvaniaéthe most ¢
and their national aspirations culminated in-gelb v e r n*fhAsthese vere all laws that had

been created by Habsburg emperors, it was the Romanian hope that by reaching Emperor Franz

Joseph with the Memorandum they could gain an imperial intervention on their behalf.

Following the introduction, the Memorandum lists their key points of contention with the
current political situation. In section A, it is stated that the union of Transylvania with Hungary,
Awas declared without t he paforincommepsurate with of t h
t heir number 37aThidis follomed byta guotatien from a speech given by Franz
Joseph in 1863 following the-mpening of the Transylvanian Diet. This speech encouraged the
new Dietds inclusion of others beyond the ari
Transyy ani a was only possible by the inclusion o
state, birth, n#altiisalaired that the anreexaton was illegafjds the . 0
Transylvanian Diet, which had been sanctioned by Franz Joseph in 1863, had not been consulted.
The writers of the memorandum believed that since the Diet of Transylvania had been sanctioned
by Franz Jaosph, they should have been a part of the 1867 Compromise negotiations too. As this

did not happen, the writers appealed to Franz Joseph for redress.
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Section B of the Memorandum continued with the listing of Romanian grievances with
these being ones against the Hungarian government. An important note is made at the beginning
that there is an appreciation for some of the political developments thatencesunce 1867.

This included the 1868 Nationalities Law, the allowance of schools and local administrations to
use local languages, and various agrarian reféfd®ut of the laws that have been passed, the
Electoral Law and Press Law singled out as the chief cause for the limitation of Romanian civil
and political rights. The Electoral law stipulated that the limited suffrage in Hungary went only
to landholding mals, which, according to the writers of the Memorandum removed the right to
vote from ninety percent of Romaniati4.This is a plausible claim as in 1863 the Transylvanian
Diet had granted suffrage to all nearvant men over the age of tweifityir who paid at least

eight forints of taxes along with a poll ta% Act XXXIII of 1874 set strict requirements to vote
based on land ownership and land taxati$nWith the inclusion of Transylvania as a constituent
part of Hungary, the Magyar and Saxon nobility were empowered with comparatively few
Romanians meeting the requirements of wealth and land ownership. According to the
memorandum, due to the 1874 Electtvaw, there was one representative per 5060000

Romanians and one representative per 45000 Magyars/’

S8H®v 2Aait,onomies in Hun4g@ary and Europe
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Regarding the Press Law, the law was originally passed in 1848 with the law reaffirmed
by the new Hungarian government in 186%According to Article 6 of the law, printed media
that agitated for ethnic unrest would result in the removal of such media and legal proceedings
against the newspap&® The Memorandum cited six Romanian language newspapers that were

sanctioned for ethnic agitation while no Magyar newspapers had been accused of suéfthings.

The Memorandum also criticized the execution of the 1868 Nationalities Law. The
writers claimed that AThe | aw on the equal roi
encouraged the Romanians to contribute to the consolidation of the Hungaegahistadd
been sincer efYA partropthesaormpiementatiordof the law is that in the
twenty-three counties that could claim to have a majority Romanian population, not a single one
had a Romanian bailiff82 Articles 7 and 8 of the Nationalities Law stipulated that in legal
proceedings where the defendant did not use the Magyar language, provisions were to be made
to accommodat e t he i3 Thiseanokuraérsiond ansuppbrifatio t o n g u e
Hungarica that Romanians were willing to be a part of Hungary if the minority protecting
measures of the law had been upheld. According to the Memorandum, the Hungarian
government had abandoned all pretensdatio Hungaricaby not implementing the promised

representation of minority |l anguages. Thi s c a
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the concept of political nation with that of ethnicity, the law denies our existence as a political
factor from t h &8 Rather thanfadcomsobdatimgentaggars toereabe a
political nation that crosses ethnic boundaries, by 1892, Hungary had become a state
championing Magyars over everyone else. Hungary had begun moving away from utilizing

inclusive political nationalism tasing exclusive Magyédiocused cultural nationalism.

The Transylvanian Memorandum concluded with an emphasis that the sending of the
document to Emperor Franz Joseph was due to the loss of faith in the Hungarian government and
a sense of loyalty to the empire. Franz Joseph was seen as the last hope faari®amame
empire as, it he crown, which, high above al/l
supreme interests of the state, has the constitutional duty of interposing its inalienable authority
and power whenever the state findsitseh a si t uati on which ®¥hreat el
Unlike the previous Blaj Pronouncement, the issue of ethnic unrest and nationalism was directly
alluded to in this conclusion. According to the Memorandum, this was the result of the poor
implementation of the Nationalities law which had led to the atiwm of a Hungarian state
primarily for Magyars, fAby depriving the othe
wel |, as f3& whila the writers of thé® Meenorandum were thorough in the listing of
their grievances, like with the Blaj Pronouncement, their actions were viewed as treasonous by
the Hungarian Parliament. Magyar politicians were also upset that the Romanians had éttempte
to overstep the authority of the Hungarian Parliament by directly addressing Emperor Franz

Joseph.

Evi Rom8n Memorandum [The 1892 Romanian Mem



Reactions to the Transylvania Memorandum
On July 18, 1892, a member of the opposition, Gabor Ugron addressed Parliament

regarding the Transylvania Memorandum. Ugron was the leader of one of the parties aligned
withthePar ty of | nd ekpoevmas thddgram PartUdrond4ri )8’ According to
Ugron, the fact that during the Memorandumds
as the Emperor rather than his other title of King of Hungary was an insult to Hif%ahjs

was seen as sidelining Hungarian sovereignty.
of such terminology, the Romanian writers behind the Memorandum did not approve of the dual
nature of AustriHungary meaning that they were in favoriofd e st ruct i on t o t he
agai n i n?3%Ugronsconsneeat igattack against the Memorandum by stating he urged

the public courts to prosecute the writers for having violated the constitution and laws of

Hungary on the grounds of attacking the foundation of the nation and inciting violence. The

downess in bringing up charges was because the Memorandum was published right before Franz

Josephoés Coronation Jubil ee. This event broug

To his credit, Ugron condemned violence against the authors as was assaulted by Magyar
protestors: il utterly deprecate this mode of
vehement and more easily excited of the citizens were easily moved tolactloaminaction

which they witnessed on the pa%@Atthesametime, | awf u
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he chided the courts for their apparent apathy in bringing charges against the Memorandum

authors.

As Ugron continued his speech, he began a discussion on the threat of the Russian
Empire and Paslavism. According to Ugron, the Romanian media was fixating on the wrong
threat. By focusing on Transylvania, he argued that the Romanians and the Kingglomafia

were forgetting that Austilungary was a fishieldo agaihist Rus

AThe weakening of Hungary will always | ead
the Carpathians, to break into Hungary and destroy Hungary's forces because Romania is
under the full influence of Russian power. We are able to protect them againsare we

able to p¥*0o0tect them.o

Following this, Ugron questioned why the writers of the Memorandum were not concerned with
the livelihood ofRomanians in neighboring states like Russia and Serbia. Ugron believed that
the Romanian interest in Transylvania was due to Russian agents that sought to sow discontent to
dissuade Romanian interest in Rusdiaid Moldova and Bessarabia which were regiaiith
significant Romanian populatiod% Ugron ignored the fact that more Romanians lived in
Transylvania than in Serbia or Russia. Concluding his remarks, Ugron stated that since
Transylvania ceased to be a nation upon its annexation into the Austrian Empire, the Romanians
needed to abide byetcurrent system as neither the Magyars nor Saxon Germans had additional
rights in the empire. This ignored the fact that a separate Hungary existed in the empire. He
concluded that the demands for Romanian autonomy were foolish and were caused by foreign
agitation. The parliamentary discussion on the Transylvania Memorandum continued into the

next few sessions. However, unlike the previous Blaj Pronouncement, there was no sympathy for
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the Romanian cause. The largest argument that arose over the Memorandum in Parliament was

when the Minister of Justice was chastised for having not begun formal legal procéédings.

Twenty-five members of the Sibiu National Council who were members of the Romanian
National Partywere arrested as head conspirators of the MemoradeNearly two years of
legal proceedings followed these arrests. Protests occurred in Transylvania and Romania in
support of the accused. One of the largest protests occurred in the Transylvanian city of
Kolozsva#6 where over 20,000 Romanians took gdftlin May 1894, a variety of sentences
ranging from imprisonment to hard labor were passed down. However, to the surprise of all,
Franz Joseph pardoned all the guilty the following year in Septeittharstatement was put out
in February 1896 where the writers said they had not asked for the pardon, and they claimed the
6act of high interventiondéd by the pardon was
Romanian caus®? Following yet another failure to garner any change regarding the plight of

Romanians, new movements arose along with the continuation of passive resistance.

In 1893, the Romanian National Party attempted to formalize cooperation with the Croat,
Serb, and Slovak national parties. This yielded mixed results. The reception of the Romanian

National Party by the Croat National Party was frosty despite the pladitspautes between
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CroatiaSlavonia and Hungaif? Due to the presence of a significant Serb minority in Croatia
Slavonia, the Croat National Party was hesitant to commit to any alliance wi\ampyrar

nationalities. There was distrust between the Croats and Serbs due to religious and political
views. Rgarding the political organization of the Serbs, they were politically disorganized with
the Serb Radical and Liberal parties both claiming they were the sole voice of Serb national
aspirationg'1 The Slovaks were more organized and more receptive to an alliance with the
Romanian National Party. A formal alliance was created between the Romanian, Serb, and
Slovak national parties in the Congress of the Nationalities in August*288#ile the meeting

was allowed by the Hungarian government, the Matpraguage press condemned it. On April

30, 1896, two days before the start of the Millennium Exhibition, the Executive Committee of

the Nationalities protested the upcomingeventbystay t he Exhi biti on, Aéwi
the nationalities had been so thoroughly assimilated that they wholeheartedly in celebrating their
conguest b y4*3While thissatesnent sacceeded in bringing foreign attention to the
nationality issue in Hungary, the alliance between the Romanian, Serb, and Slovak parties was
shortlived. By 1899 the alliance all but collapsed due to internal party power struggles and

feelings of suspicion between the various national parties.

Conclusion
In the wake of the failure of the Transylvania Memorandum, some Romanian

intellectuals abandoned the concept of an autonomous Transylvania and argued for independence
from Hungary. This included those who agitated for complete separation from the erdpire an

those who wished to remain pending a serious reform of the empire. The Romanian lawyer and
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politician Aurel C. Popovici (1863917) published his worRie Vereinigten Staaten von Grof3
Osterreic%in 1906 which outlined plans for a federalization of the enf8f@®opovici argued

that nations had the attributes of organic beings that had a right to survive and thrive. Popovici
hoped that a federalized system that was | egqgi
nationalities could defeat Magyar nationalism and-8lavism which he believed to be the main
threats to t h®Pempviebdés srbceivedin Aulstria and ®bnania,

had a mixed reception in Transylvania, and was outright banned in HUi§&fig. writings

became more popular in the 1930s as a result of the failures efipbsburg states in

addressing minority issues and in the 1990s with the end of Communist regimes in the former

Eastern Blo¢08

In the years leading up to the First World War, negotiations occurred between the Istvan
Tisz&09 (1861-1918) of the ruling National Party of Wo(kiemzeti Munkapat}® and the
Romanian National Party under luliu Maniu (187253). Knowing that Tisza wanted to
maintain Magyar political supremacy, Maniu focused on convincing Tisza of election reform.
Similar calls for election reform had succeeded in the Austrian hétfeoémpiret1! Similarly to
his father Kalman, Istvan Tisza was a supporter of the dualist structure of the empire. He was

against any attempt at the federalization of the empire for fear of weakening Hungary. However,
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like his father, much of his support came from ethnic minorities as his actions alienated Magyar
nationalists. The Romanian National Party was not the only minority political organization that

Tisza was in talks with. Since 1910, a loose political alliared been forged with the Slovak
Peopleods Party | ed -1958)"FThraugh thisphiakice,STisza bainéd ( 1 8 7 0
Sl ovak support in opposing the Party of I ndep
1907 Apponyi Education Laws were rescinded to ensure the instruction of minority lanfjtfages.
However, Skyl| 8k, was wunable to receive any gu

Slovak population.

The Romanian National Partyds negotiations
Tisza was strongly against universal male suffrage. Tisza believed the peasants were not
knowledgeable enough on political affairs and he feared a possible empowefreeaialists*'4
Support for universal suffrage was higher among younger politicians who were also supportive
of reform in favor of national minorities. This included possible attempts at federalizing Hungary
and the empire. Among older politicians, especially amongabéity, such support was nen
existent due to fears of a loss of poW&rThe outbreak of the First World War six months later
ensured that reform attempts were put aside. In 1917 it was finally agreed for the voting
franchise to be expandéé® While codified, it was never put into practice as the empire

collapsed the next year.

42 or mlne Making of the Slovak Peopleds Party: Religion,
Century, EluSrlope

4131 bi d

M4Hi t cAi @enci se Hi st olrd4y6 of Romani a
“SHaneblrmn nBef ense of ,Ch3rli sti an Hungar
46 or mame Making of the Slovak People
Century, EluSr2o pe

y
6s Party: Religion,



Upon the entry of Romania into the war and the breakdown of the empire, Romanians
and other national minorities slowly became |
framework. This was especially driven by the economic hardships and food shahaigihe
empire faced. War support from minorities on the home front decreased in the wake of massive
military losses. In contrast, support by minority soldiers for the empire was high. Desertion rates
between Magyar and ndviagyar soldiers were the sanigefections to Ententaligned
organizations like the Czechoslovak Legion were, contrary to propaganda and early historical
publications, low#'” In the Hungarian government, exclusionary Magyar nationalists became
empowered in the warodés | ater years. I n the wa
political support was needed. This was achiev
closely with the Magyar nationalist Opposition. Count Albert Apponyi, the leader of the Party of
l ndependence & 04 8calecdhAppomayrEducationdans, becdme theh e s o
Minister of Education once more and engaged in vengeful Magyarizationnigylraniat'8
With the collapse of the empire in 1918 and the Treaty of Triadatip Hungaricabecame a
dead letter. Hungary going into the Interwar era was a state 1/3 its size with a population that

was overwhelmingly Magyar.

The failures of the Blaj Pronouncement and the Transylvania Memorandum to bring any
change to the situation of Romanians showed that by the turn of the century, the exclusionary
Magyar nationalists succeeded i nhtabouhhlyashiftl i ng
in Hungarian politics where the ruling elites now feared both national minorities and middle

class Magyars who threatened their established power base. This shift in Hungarian politics will
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be remarked upon further in Chapter V when explaining the political situation leading up to and

after the 1896 Millenium Exhibition.

These failed attempts by Romanians to gain autonomy offer valuable insight into how
Natio Hungaricawas perceived by national minorities. It also shows how these minorities
believed in the imperial institution as they appealed to the highest authority, Emperor Franz
Joseph, to bring change. Unfortunately, Franz Joseph was tied by the ruling elitegamyHun
meaning no meaningful tegpown reform could occur. In both documents, there was support for
the existence of Hungary according to the valuddatfo Hungaricaas a pluralistic state that
existed as a sum of its diverse population that shared the same geographic region. While the
experiences of national minorities within Hungary can be characterized as negative experiences
due to the refusal of added linguisticd political rights, these documents show that there was
enough faith in the Hungarian governing institutions that minorities attempted to bring political
change. This shows how the definition of Hungarian of this era does not fit the modern
defintion. The Romanians in these documents did not push for separation but autonomy. They
still maintained a Romanian identity along with that of a Hungarian identity that pertained to the
Lands of the Crown of Saint Stephieto Natio Hungaricameaning an inclusive Hungarian
state. While in 1868 there had been Magyars who had supported granting additional rights to
Transylvania, this support no longer existed by 1892. This showed that, among the Magyar
ruling elite, Natio Hungaricawas no longer a political c@ept meaning an inclusive

multicultural state but a term synonymous with a Hungary for the Magyars.

The appellation by the authors of these documents to Emperor Franz Joseph showed a
resolute faith in the empire as a governmental body that could act according to the wishes of its

citizens. This faith in the empire fragmented as no reform led by the Bniptowed these
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documents. The ptEirst World War years were the final hope for the empire with the
federalization concept. In the end, such hopes were dashed by the uncompromising nature of the
Magyars, the assassination of Franz Ferdinand, and the First World WéacKlo¢ willingness

by the Magyars to further compromise ensured that the optihiatio Hungaricaidea would

ultimately fail. However, the concept of federalization of the empire along with the affording of
protections to national minority groups areitires that resonate with the present. This is due to

the rise of supranational organizations. For a multiethnic state to succeed, the national and

political desires of the people must be listened to for the state to survive.



Chapter VI: Art and Nationalism at
On November 1%, 1895, the poet Istvan Barsony (186828) wrote an article in the

newspape¥aci Hirlap to advertise the upcoming Millennium Celebration. Barsony said that the

ex hi bi t i togives ooblgdroof thatffHungary] has taken its place with all the faculties

of development and the force necessary for progress. Hungary will submit this proof to the
Judgment of the Educated Warlth°Thi s o6proof 6 was to show t hat
nation had been successful in unifying the na
The Oplaced that BS8rsony spoke of was related
to proveitself as worthy as the Austrian half of the empire in being regarded as a Great Power.

For the Millennium Celebration, various art exhibits, sculptures, various architectural feats,
performances by playwrights, and the construction of technological w@ritte the first

subway in continent al Europe, was produced to

industrialized, modern state similar to Western Europe.

The exhibition ran from May™, 1896, until October 31of the same year. It celebrated
the anniversary of the supposed foundation of the Hungarian state. This foundation date was
connected to the Magyaonfoglalasi the Magyar conquest of the Carpathian B43%896 was
not the first year chosen as the official start of Hungarian history, earlier dates had been used
during the initial planning of the exhibition. However, due to funding issues, the exhibition was

delayed several timés! Once 1896 was selected as the year of the exhibition, 896 was set as the

starting year of Hungarian history.

49 st v8§n B8rsony, fAMagyarorsz§8g MiV8ceinnHiWwnaaegnbheea Hu7n g arsi
46th edition, Katona Lajos V8rosi K°nyvtg&r [Lajos Katon
4920Not e: The exact date of the entry of Hungarians into t
attributed to the very end of the ninth century and the
21 endVlme ,Hun,ga3dridanesd., 310



While the various exhibits organized in Budapest and festivities across Hungary ensured
that the scope of the Millennium Exhibition included the entire kingdom, the center point of it all
was in Varosliget, the Budapest City Park. In the park, 234 paviionsed around 14,000
exhibits divided into a historical and a modernity sectirElements of life across Hungary
were present in both sections as examples of traditional and newer homes were exhibited
alongside replicas of structures like Vajdahunyad Casti€he popularity of the replica of
Vajdahunyad Castle ensured a bettexde replica was constructed after the exhibit which still
stands to this day as a popular tourist attraction. It is worth noting that the real Vajdahunyad
Castle can be found today irunedoara, Romanf&# As the castle bore significance to both
Magyars and Romanians, the inclusion of the replica at the Millennium Exhibition played a
twofold role. For inclusive Magyar nationalists, it represented the commonality between
Magyars and Romanians as the origioainer of Vajdahunyad Castle, Janos Hunyadi, was a
national hero claimed by both ethnic groups. However, for exclusionary Magyar nationalists, the
exhibition of the replica cemented the Magyar attachment to Transylvania by transposing the
home of a medievdMagyar hero into the capital of the Hungarian state. The usage of buildings,
be it through completely new constructions or replicas of existing culturally significant sites, was
not the only mode of representation of ideals used by nationalists. Fexttibéion, numerous
works of art, not ab |Ayaggarokjdvetdlec[Araval gfths panor ama
Hungariansl]a n d Gy u | aBuaednviszzauétedesl6®@n [The Recapture of Buda

Castle]were produced to depict important historical scenes.

422 pi d, 311
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“2Not e: Hunedoara is rendered as Vajdahunyad in the Magy
referred to as Corvin Castle.



These paintings were part of a desire to further legitimize the existence of Hungary on the
world stage as an equal partner to other European nations. Such sentiment can be found in the

preface to the bookhe Millennium of Hungary and its Peopldnich was made by a committee

of Magyar intellectuals for the Millennium Exhibition:

AThe Hungarian nation appears before the <c
Millennium. It is the object of this work to display as it were in an epitome in

characteristic traits and leading features all that Hungary has done in the course of

centuriee what role it has played among Europear
and material civitization is it equippedébd

The exhibition sought to prove to the world that, since the 1867 Compromise, Hungary had
become a united, industrialized state that could be considered equal not just to Austria but to
Western European states. The nation was to be portrayed both aslgadqgeaand as a
contributor to cultural and technological advancements in Europe. These claims were pointed

towards foreign and domestic audiences with the theme of a united and strong nation.

To a foreign audience, the Exhibition aimed to prove that Hungary had created a cohesive
nation out of the many national minorities who inhabited it. This assertion claimed that the
inclusivity of Natio Hungaricain creating Hungarians across ethnic lines had succeeded. This
claim was also made towards the Exhibitdonds
Magyars should accept their place as a part of a nation that was claimed to have been an
institution for a thousand years. The continuationhaf preface imhe Millennium of Hungary

and its Peoplenakes this clear:

ATo Hungarians it offers a summary of t he
years, so as to foster in them a pious memory of the past and to awaken and promote their
enthusiasm for the great national ideals of the present and future. To foreigoses w

interests lead them in our midst this work will facilitate the knowledge of the doings of

4253 . zsef de Jekhd fMillulsesrynied mad f ,,Huendg.a rJy- zasnedf Idtes JReekoepl |fea |
Hungary: Pesti K°nyvnyomda R®szv®nyt &rs8g, 1897), iii



our nationéand by this knowledge will succ

and goodwill between Htthgary and foreign c
A Bre@uhtgure War

While the organizers of the Millennium EXxh
cul tur al and technological exhibits to i mpres:

di vided Hungarian soci etnyoth g du skte choemmewe-eTnh iMsa gdyia

Magyars but between Magyars. Since 1867, Hung

|l argely | iberal, ethnic Magyar nobility. Unde
i ndustrialization anmgbwireucthati oplrememtmat i @n
guarantee equal minority rights and the full

Chapter IV, despite the rise iIin antisemitism =
antisemititsen yhafdaiulled mai th the | iberal nobil it
However, as was seen in Chapter V, by 1892 wi!t
compromise and |iberalism had begun to flicke

ad the petitioning for further minority auton:

found their formally wundisputed position as h
i ndustri al working class whdaheemandld® tcHesrsig
of -nobl es into the wupper <cl ass, and the incre;:

agitated for g%¥'d&attemobepi ¢éyerdtadteidon.he -possi bi
nobl e MagyMagy amsd. ndfmncording to historian Paul
Hungarian society |l ed to a Aculture waro wher

publ ieiizei dehas t hrough numé??Baicsa usueb | o fc atth iosn sp «

4261 pid,v i i i
“2THaneblrn nBef ense of ,Ch3rli stian Hungary
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shift, by the 1890s and intNathe Hegdadi bgend!
meanings depending on an individual 6s politi c:
ensuring ethnic Magyar dominance in Hungary.

of the concept was tvedbesekpragedantroeaeagbdncinici

the grievances of minorities.

The exhibits at the 1896 Millennium Exhibi
i n Hungarian politiclseanlion-feuamihtegf tlccgas i megeaer c
future of Hungary, intellectualospebeaadarhesdplaitt
Those who looked West sought to continue reforming Hungary by maintaining a pluralistic,
inclusive society as was the case in the Austrian half of the empire. Since the 1870s, Austria had
begun to increase the right to vote to menakldulminated in universal male suffrage in
1907429 Efforts to do the same had stalled in Hungary due to fears of the ruling nobility being
unseated. Despite the entrenchment of the formally liberal nobility, politician®fkkar Jaszi
(18751957) believed that it was possible to further democratize the nation and grant regional
autonomy to create a confederation system similar to Switzetfddszi believed that through
land reform and the granting of universal suffrage, reconciliation could be brought among
Magyars and the national minorities to preserve the notion of a multiethnic, multilingual,

Hungary431

Jasziand other similarhmi nded i ntell ectuals and politic

diverse population was a strength rather than a liability. By looking westwards, they hoped to

429Bj rgi tZaaBadé@&bemocratization and the PrA®ctdi:ceNewof Vot
Directions AustReée asnamHe BB (Y O0RL29dr,bdd

0Haneblrn nRef ense of ,Chorli sti an Hungary

4315 e t-Want sant,i ons and States: An Enquiry into the 1Qr0i gi ns
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create a pluralistic society based on a Western, civic nationalist model. This meant a continuation

of the tenets oNatio Hungaricathat Hungary should exist not as a state solely for Magyars but

for all ethnicities within the kingdom. This approach struck a Europeanist approach as these

Magyars asserted their ties with their European neighbors with whom they had a long history,
espea@lly with the Habsburgs in Austria. Those who looked West looked to integrate the image

of Hungarianness, the notion of Hyary as an inclusive state that united ethnic Magyars with

other ethnicities, with a sense of fraternity with the rest of the Adistirogarian Empire. At the

exhibition, this was the aim of GyulaBenca2ls Budav 8r v-bas flTheaRecRtueel e 16 8
of Buda Castlejvhich depicted Magyar troops fighting alongside several nationalities led by the

Habsburgs.

In contrast to this Western Europeaspired approach were those who believed in
Magyar supremacy. These Magyar nationalists looked eastwards while declaring that Hungary
was a nation solely for the Magyar people. Following the departuf@lofan Tisza in 1890
from being Prime Minister and leader of the Liberal Party-eompromise and Magyar
nationalist parties gained greater support. After 1890, the Liberal Party lost its supermajority
leading to the need to compromise with other palitgarties. Teensure the support of the
Magyar nationalist parties the Liberal Party was compelled to increase the usage of the Magyar
language in the administration and its appearance in official government 4#6tkss
agreement was due to the agitation of smaller political parties and young politicians like Oszkar

Jaszi whose agenda of political reform threatened the influence wielded by entrenched political

42 endVme ,Hun,ga3dridanesd., 301



organizations. By aligning with Magyar nationalist parties, these newer voices calling for reform

were drowned out.

The Party of I ndependence & 61838)bdnefitedby Cou
the most from the Liberal Partybds | oss of pow
attempts to overturn the 1867 Compromise, the party sought to ensure Meggaomy in
Hungary. By invoking the 1848 Revolution to refer to Lajos Kos$dtdnd by appealing to
Magyar smallholding farmers who had been outproduced by large industrial farms, the party
ensured support from rural Magyd®d8.Due t o his partyds newfound s
to ensure the passing of theaaled Apponyi Acts in 1907 which sought to ensure students in
all schools be made fluent in the Magyar language according to a newefuurriculunt3>
Because of these laws, the amount of minority ethnic schools in 1914 was half the number of
those in 189936 These laws that sought to produce Magyars out ofMagyars represent the
rise of the new Right in Hungary. For exclusionary nationalists like Apponyi, theNatim
Hungaricawas synonymous with a Hungary for Magyars only. According to their ideology, the
only people who could be Hungarians were those who spoke the Magyar language.

Consequently, intellectuals who agreed with this notion expanded upon the idea to find ways to
support the supposed inherent supremacy of the Magyars. This would lead to a rise in
antisemitism and the birth of racial politics to measure how Hungarian a person was. Another
movement that arose from this was Turanism which looked towesisor inspiration.

Turanism was a mactaationalism akin to Eurasianism, P&®srmanism, and PaBlavism as it

43 ajos Kossuthos values were not represented. As he was
use as he had no actual power in Hungary.

44GRza Jeszenszky, fAHungary through WorA ddiWatrorly,aonfd Huhneg
ed. Peter Sugar (I ndianapolis, | N: Indi ana University P
4¥H®PvV 2Aalit,onomies in Hunghry and Europe
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sought to place Magyars in a grouping alongside other peoples over a purported common

lineage?*3’

The political desires to assimilate and disadvantageMengyars were represented at the
Millennium Exhibition byexclusionary nationalists who drew upon Orientalist views to portray
the Magyar people as distinctly different from their neighbors. Linguistically, the Magyars are
unrelated to their Ind&uropean neighbors though many cultural similarities exist. Tagyort
the Magyars as not just different from their neighbors but as inherently superior, these eastward
looking Magyars sought to place themsashas a part of a linguistic family of peoples known for
their martial prowess. This meant going beyond the already accepted notion of Magyars being a
part of the FinndJralic linguistic family as having the Finns and Sami as linguistic cousins
disappointd these nationalists. This sentiment was best summarized in an official publication
made for the Exhibition by a committee of Mag
national vanity revolted against the idea of any relationship with fisherfolks dfagpg3and
V o g u*#?$he Binnish and Sami linguistic cousins were viewed as primitive, and pacifistic, as
it was deemed they lacked any martial prowd84 larger linguistic family, the Finndltaic,
was proposed to include Central Asians, the Japanese, Mongols, Turks, and other peoples mainly
known for their historic martial strengths. It is interesting to note that the Manchus were included
in this incorect linguistic grouping but not the Chinese. The Chinese were looked down upon as
a backward nation with the historical martial success of the Manchus and the attempts of the

Qing to Westernize being why the Manchus were included. From these beliefe@niexg

’Bal §8zs Awl Emszy,, A Hi st or y Bdfo oHninnggatroina,n ITuriannoiissm | ndi
2022), 8

B Lapso and AVogul so are archaic terms for the Sami and
43¥9Sj gi smund Si monyi , @ ThTeh eHuMigl alreinanni uLm nogfu aHguendgoa riyn zasnedf Idte
Jekel falussy (Budapest, Hungary: Pesti K nyvnyomda R®sz
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romantic nationalist ideology of Turanism which asserted the Magyars were related to various

Central Asian peoples.

The nineteenth century was filled with numerous expeditions financed by the Hungarian
Academy of Science to Anatolia, Central Asia, and the Middle East in search of languages that
were similar to the Magyar language. Nineteecghtury archaeologists anidduists likeArmin
Vambeéry (18321913) sought to prove a similarity to Turkic languages in hopes of connecting
the Magyars to a cultural family outside of EurdpeTuranists sought to affirm and legitimize
the isolated Magyar language and culture as being part of a larger cultural and ethnic movement.
They desired to explain the place of Magyars in Europe as they were surrounded-by Indo
EuropeansWhile the initial goal of Turanism may not have been one of espousing Magyar
supremacy, the movement quickly became such. Turanism was part of an eakiolangs
tradition that was not limited to Magyars. During the existence of the Commonwealth, ie Pol
nobility incorporated Sarmatism into their beliefs which posited that they were descendants of an
Iranianbased people rather than a Slavic #feAs Eastern Europe has a long history of close
contact with peoples marked as Eastern or part of an Oriental tradition, romantic views of Asia
were frequently incorporated. This was to differentiate themselves from their more western
neighbors whether it &as to appear as being part of a more martially powerful culture or to claim
a connection to groups like the Huns, Persians, Mongols, and Scythians who were renowned for

their conquests and power.

Rather than focusing on Western Europ&epired political nationalism and strength

through ethnic diversity, these Turanists and exclusionary nationalists drew upon various

“4IAb| onGomzy,ast!: A History @# Hungarian Turanism
4421 pbid, 6
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national legends to create the image of a powerful Magyar people who were destined to rule in
Central Europe. Numerous pagan elements andnalfical figures were featured in works by
these Magyar nationalists. The Millennium Exhibition was an oppowt@imitMagyar

nationalists to increase their popular support domestically and abroad by presenting Magyars as
the actors of modernity in Hungary. The success they enjoyed through the popularity of works

| i ke Cr p @dagiFaeok ejpvetéiarrival of the Hungariansmarked a point in

Magyar nationalism where exclusionary Magyar nationalists had their views readily accepted in

the mainstream as the dominant form of nationalism.

The Confluence of Art and Nationalism
The reason that this chapter decided to examine such visual representations of Hungarian

nationalism after thdiscussions of politics that the previous chapters covered is due to the long
tradition of o&érepresentationé in cultures. As
Lisa Cartwright, representations in artworks do not merely reflect the woaditwer, rather,

they provide a meaning that is understood from the derived interpretations and inferences made
from symbols and other visudts® Art serves both the creator and the audience by providing

either a reflection of a subject, a representation of a specific subject, or the display of an abstract

idea.

Through the production of artworks that depicted national symbols, national motifs, and
scenes from folklore and history, artists were able to stir nationalistic feelings in a viewer to take
pride in seeing a scene from their homeland it“&This movement was not confined to the art

communities of established European countries, it was also found in Magyar artworks and other

“43Marita Sturken BndctisasCaftwopioghng: An S$Sedcomd ulcNe w nYot
Oxford University Press, 2009), 12

44Nei | McWi Il liam, fiRoots: Landscapes of ANEbmpamnl oamtion t
Ni net eent h, Ceedn.t uMiyc(hdeolblne WAaceoys & Sons, Inc, 2019), 282
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peoples who were under foreign rule. Elements of Romantic Nationalism were incorporated with
to differentiate the conquered peoples from their foreign référhis infusion of patriotic

sentiment, especially in the case of the Magyars, included the depiction of stories that were a part

of the national mytho%6

Painted subjects existed to both represent an idea at face value and a more hidden
characterization that was apparent to targeted audiences. National motifs and specific
characterizations are used to spread a message that can be easily understoodiéycan aud
Different symbols can have different meanings to people of varied backgrounds. For landscape
paintings that embodied elements of national mythos andkweli/n historical events or scenes,
an entirely new interpretation could be discovered by agdgewho knew what the motifs
represented. Due to this, paintings could be used as an important symbol of resistance and of
representing specific ideologies. In the malthnic empires that ruled over Central and Eastern
Europe, the canvas served as airadl point for dispossessed peoples. In the Russian Empire,
particularly among the Estonians and Latvians, various landscapes and scenes from folklore were
produced to create a larger cultural conscioustfésghrough the exhibition of these artworks
and the dissemination of pamphlets about them, various local legends and histories were united
into a singular story about Estonian and Latvian history. In the face of Russification, these works
aimed to depict howlifferent Estonians and Latvians were from Russians to preserve their

cultural identities. A similar movement also occurred among the Poles who used historical

“45Agnieszka Rodriguez, Aln the Service of the Nation: Fc
Cent urAy CoO mprani on t o Ni,neetde.e nMihc hCeelnlteu rFyaclorst (John Wil ey
4“46Terr Switzer, ANationalism and theAMgompahi HBmngari an
Ni net eent h, Ceedn.t uMiyc hAeritl e Facos (John Wi ley & Sons, |nc,
“4'Bart Pushaw, AArt and Multicultu®ralCiommainm obBsttoniNa nan &
Centuryed®drtMichell e Facos (John Wi ley & Sons, |Inc, 2019
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paintings to depict the nostalgic days of the relatively liberal Commonwealth in contrast to the

autocratic Russian Empifé?8

Therepresentation of nationalism within artworks became especially useful during large
events that were directed toward the public. With the proliferation of printed mass media and the
emergence of mass cultures, paintings played an important role in dssegideas regarding
ideas of belonging in Hungary. Such a trend also allowed for the exploration of different forms
of rhetoric in nationalism present in Hungary. As the debate of national minorities in Hungary
had come to dominate politics in the lathaif of the nineteenth century, paintings at the 1896

Millennium Exhibition were an extension of this debate.

Themes in Hungar iBaon dArgt dbdikreiidgRkt he 0O
As noted by the hi stfeeasynmbaolsfdatyrédrhgayilyitkndr e Sz R

Hungarian ar tbwolrdko gd ébr@®kdegi deRrkb appy €d914“°0of peace
These five symbols utilized elements of Hungarian history thematic devices. The first symbol is

King Istvan F5°who has been used to represent modernization as he was the first Christian
Hungarian king who turned the Magyars away from their nomadic, pagarftédte depiction

of the later Hungarian ruler King Matyas served to harken back to a time of regional dominance

and further modernization during the Renaissdft&he third theme, Hungary as a shield of
Christianity, emphasized the impact of Christianity upon Hungary while also referring to a spirit

of resistance in the face of insurmountable odds that had been faced during the periods of war

“8Rodriguez, Aln the Service of the Nation: Forgi2ng t he
499Gy o rgy Endre SzRnyi, AA Magyar Kult¥wra Tanit8&8s8nak M- c
Questions of How to MHaaghrhbut@®rai,ard OQuUIlI ture], o

40A] so known by the names of Szent Istvg8&n, Saint Stepher
%lGy°rgy Endre SzRnyi, AA Magyar Kult¥ra S%WMpgomtrj ai [Tt
Nyel vmester. Magyar Mint I degen Nyel vi £s Hungarol -gi ai
Basics of Hungarian as a For e, ghny LRintgau atHjeeg eadnids Hwunndg aOriseor
(Budapest: Tinta Konyvkiad-, 2006), 178
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between Hungary and the Ottoman Empire and the 150 years of Ottoman occupation. In a similar
vein to the third theme, the fourth theme is the spirit of resistance carried over into the depiction
of wars of independend&2 This theme included the depiction of conflict with both the Ottoman
Empire and the Habsburg Monarchy. Lastly, the final theme is the differences and conflicts
between urban and rural areas. Such conflict existed due to the already existing societal cleft
which was widened by industrialization. For there to be successful resistance and movements to
bring modernizing reforms or independence, as was hoped by Magyar nationalists, societal rifts

needed to be mendééett

Nonviolent, passive resistance against the Habsburg Monarchy rose during the Neo
Absolutist era that followed the end of the 1848 Hungarian Revolution until the 1867
Compromise. During this period, pictorial narratives were an important means of didmpurse
opposition groups who wished to skirt Austrian censors as the interpretation of such images
differed between audiences. A Magyar nationalist aligned with-adisburg intellectuals could
recognize specific symbols as glorifying acts of defiance agdirsHabsburgs while Austrian
censors took the images at face value. This was a period in which the depiction of Attila the Hun
became more popular among Hungarian intellectuals. As depictions of Attila the Hun fell were
categorized as historical paintgghe transfer of themes from the N&bsolutist Era could be
added without raising the ire of Austrian censors. Notably, in 1864 the-Bemgarian painter

Soma Orlai Petrich (1822880) produced the workttila vallomasra birja Vigilt [Attila draws

4531 bi d
41 bid, 180
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FiguAetMalla om8sra B2rja V
Confession from Vigil]

out a confession from Vigil[The work depicted Vigil brought before Attila who demanded him

to confess to being part of a plot to assassinaté¥tifor future reference, this artwork will be

called Attila and Vigil. See Figure 8 and the appendix for a clogef this artwork>6In a

Magyar nationalistés reading of this piece, r
a plot against Attila, would view it as Attila representing the Hungarian nation that demanded an
admittance of guilt from the Austrian Habsburgeda their suppression of the Magyars from

the figure of Vigil who represented Austf#. It is also important to note that the martial ability

of Attila, while not captured iAttila and Vigilwas also a key part of the Magyar fascination

with Attila and other pagan figures like Arpad. The focus on martial prowess was also a part of

Turanism.

45Soma Or | aAit tRPdtar iVvah | om8sra B2rja Vigilt, [A864) aLiDr aovgr a
38 x 56.5 cm, 184 ,®rMaag y[adu nNgeammzieatni Nat i onal Galleryl].
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The linkage with figures of the past who were known for their fighting prowess was with
the intent to inspire and encourage more modern Magyar residbdwith the inclusion of the
Attila the Hun motif, it can be reasoned t hat
symbolism of a fusion of paganism and orientalism. Such symbolism, instead of fading away
after the demands of Hungarian nationakgese met at the Compromise of 1867, continued to
flourish. This motif was active during the 1896 Millennium Exhibition in artworks as a part of

asserting who could be seen as a fellow Hungarian.

Gyula Bencz¥%r and Crp8d Feszty
Of the artworks that were specifically made in time for the Millennium Exhibition, the

works of Gyula Benczur (184#920) and Arpad Feszty (188014) are the two best examples
of how differing views of who could be considered Hungarian were capturec @anlkas. The
paintings by these artist8udavar visszavétele 168@n [The Recapture of Buda Castls}

Gyula Benczur and magyarok bejovetele [Arrival of the Hungariats] Arpad Feszty were
specifically produced for the 1896 Millennium Exhibition. rElee duration of this chapter, these
two paintings will be referred to @srival of the Hungariansand The Recapture of Buda Castle

respectively. Both paintings can be found in

work, scenes from it will be depicted along with a link to a fgghlity digital image.

While both works were meant to bring attention to events in Hungarian history, they
differed in the messages they conveyed. Feszt
birth of a Hungarian nation by mixing both history and legend in a-&rgke, eematic, art
piece. F e s zArriyad of thecHurghrianslapmizd the very event in Hungarian

history that the Millennium Exhibition celebrated, the entrance of the Magyars onto the lands

%8Cgnes V&rkonyi, AThe Reconquest of Buda in Contemporart
Acta Historica Academi3ade Scoi.erdtli(adrOwBmB)Hurmdari cae



Mpp

Figure 9: Crpsgd

t hat became Hurhegraecapture ofBada Castigptuiesl a more recent event,

albeit one that was still separated from 1896 by more than two centuries: the recapture of Buda
Castle. This event marked the retreat of the Ottoman Empire from Hungary and the solidification
of Austrian Hakshgdgis Delspi e the paintingbs
and liberation of Buda from the Ottoman Empire was an equally important event due to what the
castle represented. Within Magyar faeure and plays, Buda was described as the heart and soul
of Hungary*>° Buda was linked with the Hungarian monarchy and was frequently associated
with monarchs like Istvan | and Matya4eP The recapture of Buda marked the end of 150 years

of Ottoman occupation. While a triumphant event in Hungarian history is depicted in both
paintings, the nature of the victory achieved is portrayed differently. The Magyar victory in the
Arrival of the Hungarianss solely a Magyar one while the victory Tihe Recapture of Buda

Castleis shown to be a muitiational effort.
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Il n Fesztyods phAarimabaf thenurmgariansthefigune Arpad takes center
stage. This can be seen in Figure 9 wiepad is pictured atop a white hor§é Arpad was like
Attila as he represented an older portion of Hungarian history which was a mix of both history
and legend. Unlike Attila whose existence as an ethnic Magyar cannot be supported, Arpad was
certainly a Magyat®2 He led thehonfoglalas the Magyar conquest of the Carpathian Basin
which the organizers of the Millennium Exhibition used as the start of their definition of
Hungarian nationhood. Arpad also lent his name to the first dynasty that ruled Hungary until the
thirteenth century, tact that made him appear as a progenitor of the Hungarian A&tion.
Similarly, to the motif of King Métyas, the depiction of Arpad harkened back to an era in which
Hungary had been one of the chief powers of Central Europe. The theme of domination was key
here as, among those who wanted to create the Hungarian natlgricgdiéagyars, the actions
of Crp&dos conquest wer Magga pesplewho hdppenedrialivtei on  a
within the borders of territory that formed the heart of the Hungarian nation in the nineteenth
century. According to such nationalistise conflict of whom the lands within Hungary belonged
to had already been settled a millennium ago with this act of conquest which had made land

Hungarian through the right of conquest.

While the figure of Arpad bore some similarity to what the motif of King Matyas
represented in terms of domination and order, Arpad was a stark opponent to the motif that was
represented by King Istvan I. Unlike Istvan who transformed Hungary into ai@migigdom,

Arpad was a pagan. Christian symbols were omitted in works depicting Arpad with pagan

practices emphasized instead. By ensuring that the pagan nature of the Magyars under Arpad was

%1Crps8d KeBlagyarok Bej°vetele , [ Ar8r9i4v,alOidf otnhe aMwmgar icym:
m, 1894, Cpusztaszer:i Nemzet. TOrt®net. Eml ®k park [Cpus
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abundantly clear, the differentiation between Magyars aneMagyars was also made clear.

The warlike Magyars under Arpad were viewed as belonging to an entirely different race than

the people they conquered. This contrasted with the inclusion of Chedtiaents in some

artworks as such an inclusion equated Hungarians with their neighbors as brothers under a shared
faith. A sense of equality was implied with depictions of Magyars and other nationalities

depicted as fighting side by side or living alodgseach other peacefully. When this is

considered within an analysis Afrival of the Hungariangand The Recapture of Buda Castle

can be understood that the former artwork depicts Magyar exceptionalism and the latter artwork

of Hungarian fraternity with the other ndagyars who lived within the borders of Hungary.

FigurelO: Charl es V, Duke o

| n B e nfbeREoapiuse of Buda Casttbe focus of the painting is not centered
entirely on a specific person or ethnic group. There is an inclusion of important figures like
Charles V, Duke of Lorraine, who is depicted amongst a group of dignitaries and soldiers from a
variety of nationali#s#64 This can be seen in Figure 10. As the title of the painting mentions
Buda, a careful analysis should be afforded to what Buda and Budapest meant to the Magyars.

Budapest was a recent creation as it was in 1873 when Buda was merged with Obuda and Pest.

641 bid, 380
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Figure 11: Depiction o

The Buda portion of the city was the seat of power for much of Hungarian history with a sense of
veneration that followed #6°>Various poems and plays dating from between the seventeenth and
nineteenth centuries on the Hungarian struggle with the Ottoman Empire wistfully spoke of a

return to Buda to unify the divided Hungarian natiéhBuda Castle, which is depicted as being
recaptured by Holy League forceslihe Recapture of Budapegtas often referred to in

|l iterature as King M8t y8s06 cas-bdmekingtSwWhdgt y 8s h
King M8tyS8s is interpreted under the | ens of
it can be understood that Matyas represented a sense of Hungarian power, modernization, and the
flourishing of culture!®® With this in mind, it can be understood that Buda worked as a symbol

that synthesized both the past and future for Magyars. The return of Buda to Magyars meant that

45yV8rkonyi, AThe Reconquest of Buda in Contemporary Hun:¢
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a bright future similar to past golden ages could be experienced again. The depiction of the
liberation of Buda from the Ottomans as a multinational effort in that Magyars are portrayed

alongside Austrians and Slavs, Benczar sought to cultivate a semsityoh dreaming of a

better future for not just Hungarians but for all other imperial subjects too.

Unli ke Fesztyds work where there is a clea
everyone else at the bottom, Benczur depicted a sense of ethnic fraternity. By glorifying that a
fraternity of different peoples was necessary to free Buda, as tipgalkguerilla hajduk and
kuruc soldiers had been unsuccessful in their century and a half of resistance, Benczur implied
that success for Hungary could only come through cooperation. This pushed back against recent
movements among Protestant Magyars, gh€hlvinists, who sought to overly emphasize the
roles of these guerilla soldiers as the standard bearers of the Magyar nation during the Ottoman
Occupation. This focus on the hajduk and kuruc included the fabrication of songs supposedly
sung by theseguei | | a f orces to cement tH&8Thisin the pub
glorification sought to obscure that the loyalties of these guerillas were frequently bought by the
Habsburgs, Ottomans, and Transylvania leading to thesallsd freedom fighters merely being
soldiers of fortune. When the funding dried up, theselgs became bandits who preyed on an

already devastated countrysitf€Benc z %ar 6s wor k made the point t

Haneblrn nRBef ense of ,Chlr9 sti an Hungary
0. endVkme ,Hun,ga3dridanesd. , 1438



was only possible through a mudtihnic force led by the Habsburgs as any guerilla force lacked

discipline.

Figurehi3e Aorse ¢t
sacrifice.

Between these two paintings, one of the greatest differences is the way religion is
depicted, a difference which ultimately divided the two paintings into a Western versus Eastern

outlook. Feszty incorporated various elements of Magyar mythology witledhmgining of



pagan ceremonies in his cyclorafrid.One of these mythological and rather f®@hristian motifs

is that of the taltos shaman who is leading a ceremony involving the sacrifice of a whit&horse.

The taltos shaman can be seen in Figure 12 with the horse being brought over in Figéire 13.

The taltos was one of a handful of {@ristian symbols that was widespread in Magyar

folklore#’4l n t he decades preceding Fesztyds work of
the pagan Magyar Arpad were the most popular pagan imagery in art%®ofke inclusion of

Crp8d in Fesztyods cyclorama is important as i
he was the first leader of the Magyars which made him a symbol representing Hungarian
nationhood*”® The inclusion of Arpad can be interpreted as a Magyar reclamation of the

negative, backward stereotypes that were associated with their violent, pagan origins. Such
stereotypes labeled Magyars as belonging to an Asiatic heritage rather than a Europkan one

to their language not being of the same Hitlmopean origin as their neighbors. From a Turanist

point of view, the inclusion could also represent an emphasis on the Magyar connection to other
formally nomadic peopleS.’ This usage of pagan imagery was similar to the actions taken by

the Baltic peoples who were largely under the shadow of German and Russian nobility, Magyar
intellectuals reused pagan motifs to be starsdfor their ideald’8 This was similar to acts

undertaken by Estonian and Latvian artists wh

YlFes At Magyarok Bej°vetele [Arrival of the Hungarians]
42T :; nde Varga,-CeAtNiryetMasst Medi um in the Neoma&BiRemnof Ct
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declare the strengths and uniqueness of their nationalities during their struggles against Tsarist

Russiat’®

In the discussion of the contrasting pagan and Christian symbology in both paintings, it is
important to remark on a symbol with pagan origins that is in both. This symbol was the white
horse, a symbol that was commonly associated with victory and the Agpéasty*8° Within
Fesztybs cycl or ama, there are two instances o0
(see Figure 5) as he makes his entrance and there is the sacrifice of a white horse at the hands of
ataltos shamatf?Wi t hi n Bencz¥r 6s painting, several whi
Habsburg entourage entering Buda Ca$#l&Vithin said entourage, there is the depiction of
various Habsburg dignitaries such as Charl es
siege of Budd83 As the recapture of Buda and the subsequent liberation of Hungary allowed for
the Habsburgs to cement their claim to Hungary, in eHabsburg painting like this, it is
important to show those associated with the monarchy to wielding a Hungarian symbol t
legitimize Habsburg rulé84 Since the Middle Ages with the writing of tk&esta Hungarorum
which detailed supposed deeds of the ruling Arpad dynasty, the white horse was associated with
victory and Magyar control of the Carpathian B&€hSuch reverence for the Arpad dynasty
was a topic known to the Emperor Franz Joseph of Addurizgary who took great care in

cultivating an image based on supposed genealogical evidence that declared he was a descendant
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Figure 14: A Catholi
Christian i magery is
by the Holy League.

also trampled by

of the Arpad dynast$2® The inclusion of the white horses carrying members of the Habsburg
family in BenczYasr 6s painting served to encour
appealed to the Magyar reverence for the founder of their nation and supported the idea of the
ruingHabsburg emperor being a part of the Crpsgd
the Arpad imagery as it was claimed that just as the conquest of the Carpathian Basin was a
righteous conquest led by a Magyar, it was only right for the Hungarianfridé empire to be

ruled by Magyars rather than allotting representation to ttoaled conquered Slavic peoples.

Il n Bencz¥%r 6s wor k, various Christian el eme

Islamic Ottoman Empiré2’ His work represented a rare show of unity across ethnic lines in a

486 endVkme , Hun,g a3 ri2a7#Bs 8
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period where nationalist fervor was on the rise. Soldiers are depicted in various ethnic garbs
along with elites dressed in clothes representative of their national allegiance. Religious unity is
also suggested by the presence of a Catholic friar wheseptr with the advance of the

soldiers?8® This scene can be found in Figure 14 where Christian imagery is also present on the
Holy Leagued6s banners. This was in sharp cont
not Magyar exceptionalism that brought the end of the Ottoman rule of Bedezur united the
ethnicities within the Austrtiungarian Empire under the banner of Christianity to show that

they all were united in faith. It is not just the actions of Magyars that were celebrated, but the
actions of all peoples under Habsburg A#RThis was further celebrated with a triumph by this
multi-ethnic coalition against the historical enemy of the Ottoman Empire. Figure 8 shows the
army marching past the corpse of the last Ottoman Pasha ofiBudign of the end of Ottoman
authority in Hungary#°° Even with the arrival of the Habsburg entourage led by Charles V in the
painting, they are shown to be greeted with joy as their arrival marked the liberation of Buda and
the future liberation of Hungai?! It is important to note that the liberation of both Buda and
Hungary was made possible by a large methinic army; it was through a coalition that

liberation was achieved as the campaigns by Hungarian nobles and by the militant hajduk and
kuruc guerilla failed4°2 This unity among depicted ethnicities and the symbols of Habsburg rule

hoped to convince viewers that a positive future could be reached within thethaolt Austre

488 b i d
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FigurSd avi.c forces being tra

Figure 16: Magyar |l ooting

Hungarian Empire by encouraging unity based on a shared faith and a shared history. This is
similar to the rhetoric employed by some Baltic artists in Russia who were against a racial
hierarchy by creating an image where people of varied ethnic backgraenel shown as living

in harmony due to a shared history within a shared 1&hBy using the motif of how the
liberation of Hungary from the Ottomans was only possible by a+thitiic army, it is implied

that only through sharing the land with other peoples can both Hungary and the empire prosper.

Unli ke Bencz¥r 6s idea of imperi al unity am
et hnicities are on an equal footing, Fesztyos
Magyars stood above Slavic peoples. This is of note as the location oafuhigdes the

Southern Slavs from the Western Slavs.-B&avism was also viewed as an existential threat due

498pyshaw, AArt and Multicultural i-8m6in Estonia and Latvi
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Figure 17: Slavic surrendei

to the presence of Croats, Ruthenians, Serbs, and Slovaks in Hungary. Visually, one can see that,
unlike the welldressed and armored Magyar forces, the people defending against them are clad

in rags and wielding ineffectual weapons (see Figuré?shhe pillaging of structures and

carrying off of women further strengthened the point that the people being conquered were
unable to hold off the Magyar advance which further labeled them as a defeated people (see
Figure 16)'9° The leader of the defeated people and his entourage prostrate themselves before
the arrival of Arpad in a display of inferiority (see Figure 17) which further displays Slavic

subservience to the Magydfs.

This depiction of Slavic subservience is explicitly stated in the bodkletEntry of the
Magyars: Taking Possession of the Country under the Leading of Anpé@ccompanied the
panorama. The booklet labeled the conquered people as Slavs while listingctiedsinferior
gualities that allowed them to be conquetétlt also mentioned how the Magyars were blessed

with great military geniuses while the Slavic people in the region are described as being weak

WM es At Magyarok Bej°vetele [Arrival of the Hungari ans]
4951 bi d
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and lacking spirit and pride which made them more inclined to be obedient and act as €&rvants.
Further, it is stated that they are meant to serve as workers and slaves as a way for them to
provide a fAsatisfyi nt° SschiabelingandsteteatypimgHugthiered thieo n q u
concept of an ethnic hierarchy at the time in HungaryMagyars and nosermans clamored

for guarantees of equal political representation. Due to the obvious upheaval that resulted from
unrepresented peoplesio clamored for representation and for nationhood in similar movements
that were seen by minorities in Russia, Feszt
representation by claiming it is how things should be as the Carpathian Basin became Magyar

via right of conquest. Such rhetoric reeks of pifaigcism and foreshadowed that Hungary, in

the Interwar years of the twentieth century, would struggle in dealing with ultranationalist and

fascist movement®? This also supported the aggressive policy of Magyarization which hoped

to build up the Magyar portion of the population into a larger demographic majority as the only

way to attain social advancement was via assimil&fién.

Feszty and Bencz¥Yr déds artworks were a cont.i
nationalism on canvas. Both utilized an artistic medium that was popular with artists across
Europe in the depiction of cultural folklore and ethnic histories. The twosamvstile using the
same themes and symbols as described by Gy°rg
different meanings to these symbols as they sought to make different political statements. This

was a product of the cultural and politicalies of the time. The Millennium Exhibition helped

98Crps&d FekezEwtry of the Magyars: Taking Possession of t
(Budapest: The Hungarian-22Qycl orama Company, 1898), 19
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to further publicize the debate regarding how inclusive or exclusive the Hungarian state should

be.

The contrasting views of Magyar supremacy and Hungarian solidarity among the-Austro
Hungarian Empiredéds many ethnicities were on f
Both paintings wielded familiar scenes and symbols from Hungarian history tovgamasrs.

The invocation of history and mythology shows how crucial identity was in Hungary. By tying
historical events, folklore, and symbology to the present, an argument was made on the continual
existence of the Hungaritsdhe ideabfdtungary eising golely 6 s p a
Magyars as the land had been won through the right of conquest. This painting also internalizes
Turanism as a part of Magyar nationalism and identity even though the linguistic and cultural
connectionsdrawnup byeh i deol ogy were tenuous at best. O
depicts Hungary as a part of a larger imperial entity where, rather than having a blatantly

dominant and subservient stratum of society, there is a cooperation of peoples needed to bring

naional success.

The fact that art was used as a means of representing the nationalities debate showed how
pertinent the issue was in Hungarian mass culture at the time. Through the creation of art that
could be understood by the illiterate and literate, a form of emeréait was created that could
appeal across societal boundaries in making a cultural and political statement. Due to this, it
comes as no surprise that both paintings, along with other works that were created for the 1896
Millennium Exhibition are still hel in high regard in Hungary as an apex of cultural expression
during the imperial era. 1896 was a turning pointNatio Hungaricaas the domineering
attitude of Magyar nationalists toward nbtagyars became increasingly overt due to the shifts

occurring in Hungarian politics. This shift helped spell the enNaifo Hungaricaas attempts at
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increasing suffrage in Hungary, repealing discriminatory legislature like the Apponyi Laws, and
securing any sort of regional autonomy or restructuring failed. In turn, this further radicalized
national minorities against wanting to continue being a gasbth Hungary and the overall

empire.
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The Blaj Pronouncement Transl ated

1868 May. 15
Feder gSi2uinehaug 18638

I n view of the gener al di scontent, in view
Romanian nation, | anguage and religion are ex
view of the resulting disconhentntntddcudtaitdrer of
principles of both national and religious equ
nation, which have come to the brink of the a
of the just demancdosnscfi tautre sn athieo nma jwhiidly of t
Transyl vani a, we declare that we steadfastly
proclaimed by the Romanian nation at the gene
detail s:

1. On the basis of the Pragmatica Sanctio
of an independent Transylvani a, abSl avdrei anowe s
recogni zed, although it had a qTluriatnes ydivfafneirae.nt

2. We are iw®nhavoenof of he heechapters of th
competent branches of the | egislature at the
published and enacted by His Majestd,a amat ibon
of national inhabitants, and at the same ti me

3. We are iwmpkeavog off the MTeansyl vanian Di
representation of the peopl e, in the order an
feudal Diet of Cluj in 1865. Weo cnaankneo tl arwesg avradl
Transyl vani a, nor for Transylvanians who may

country.

As under the present circumstances we have

our political convictions, we are content to
duty and at the same time to dobihbetbevdrisman
which is the consequence of its proceedings i

Bal 8zsfal va, May 1868. 3/ 15.
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e Transylvania Memorandum Transl ated
1892 Mar. 26

Memorandum of the Romanians of Transyl vani .

Your | mperi al and Royal Apostolic Majesty!
The representatives of the Romanian nation
jesty's Hungarian Crown, who assembled in S
r an electoral conference,sfhiaevde wiotnlt | ulde ds itt
eir constituents following t-h&6&yaneéemtlod Wlo
vel opment of our public |Iife since then, ca
nfidence in the Piamr |[titaenePar loifa nBeundta poefstHu mgar
ver nment, and after Il ong and careful consi d
me to the opinion that it is a matter of pa

tempt tlheiexericglse to elect representatives

nsider themselves as not being represented
On the authority of this conference, at wh
gion were represented, they come before the
spect, to draw attention to thee dmmegsamnst t o
vernment al policy, and to bring these facts
e Romani ans, one of the most | oyal and tole
esent the exercise oththkbey magsée omparnadt b
ace, as a reward for the sacrifice of prope
e monarchy and the Monarchy.

I n the yM8®%68s 1H6pired by the desire to mak
the peoples entrusted to Your Majesty's pal
mitted the Monarchy to be governed on a du

-

The Romanians watched this complete transf.

ncern because the prepmaoiant ecdhst doa devisatnieow
awed and dangerous domestic policy.

We consider it a mistake and a dangerous o
backward development, which once granted r
urse of the historical devesl| oog mdrhte ofarti el sl
de up the Monarchy have been strengthened o
ich followed the sad events of 1848, natura
e State butn aofs ot htehsee arpipg hitcsatiim practi ce, i n
d it was foreseeable that, under the new sy
guired would become al most i mpossi bl e.

As a systematic people and full of confid

mani ans have submitted to the new situation



But they were soon
being fostered to rend
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new sy
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s ol
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Thi s
|l i fe over
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past 25

drive
t he

This state policy i
political l'ife ove
i onal interests of
the modern
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Hi story proves that
the relation which is

existed as a principle
ny p-olaittioanall

Al |l t he
organs of
rovoked
exi stence

The Romani
hi storical
l ocati on,
rights, wh i

The steps taken in
unt i | the introduction
mai ntain these rights
a goal towards the att
i ndividuality as a
fundament al
guarant-gevefnmeht,
egalitarianism of 1848
saw this precious fact
nati onal aspirati agmosec

upheavals t
the State ca
and are seen
and for the

©

an people
rights, on
and characte
ch it has n

and

Contr
this aut
make up
necessarily

ary to the
onomy in an
Transyl vani a,
require th

per
un

o mi

constituti

factor
| nmawt si ,c aa nsda ntchtei op,r apgr ovi de

M o

convinced tha
the rights
applicati ol

to become
er illusory
by the false

ses that all national i
em of government has 1in
emony in Hungary.

e national has

year s.

hegemony

the utmost contrad
thousand year s, it

Rpaman | aqa ipresotp | teh e ame
onal state organizati

S in
r a
t he

during the thousand ye
usually established bet
of c orestciotudtdi onneavie rl ava,v

supremacy.

hat have arisen in soci
n be9lraceédt backe d ot itdvre
as a stagkeikhingeomwmtfaog
safeguarding of their n

t hen, as before and si
the Iimportance it deser
ri sticshoftotdebeontdhets
ever renounced.

1696, 1700, 1790, and 1
of the present system,
and thatundamertryl made &
ai nment of which he has
of the State. Hi sto
Transyl va
Romani an peopl e, e
and the furthelr86dsevel o
the most complete guar
mimainnated in this self

t he

ception that prevailed
just manner contrary to
i gnoridagyeleapmernct ,g ealglr ac
e preservation of this



M dn

The Romanian people consider that this pro
rights because:

A) The Union was declared without the part
commensurate with their number and i mportance.
representatives were assembll1e7d9 1b aasnedd 1dBné 8t] haew sE
that iIis to say, based on | aws which belong to
Majesty had the honor to say the following 1in

“"That part of the ancient constitution of
the composition of the Diet, I n consequenc
ity of the serf and whke i D&r wifcesguafl trh g
ies for all classes of the population of t
onstit®tli.oraofi ament , convenee 1y nadwhri cthhe E
trary to theournetarly,i mwtoeurleds tesx cd fu dteh & he gr eat
m the exercise of their ci vil and political
the whole population of the countriygi owmi,t hol
ich could possess the mor al authority indis
Transylvania to the satisfaction of all the n
i ntentions, which we havereépetabvedity ehpressa
whol-ahd, since the union of Transylvania with
l'ly effective and was dissolved agai
0O amedsomlrpatooderodd tthlere provinci al r

so—~+rowas -~
c oo
Oos o ~oT

> ™= 0O

6
he other hand, the Romanian peopl e
has been brought about without tak

t
it
S autonomy.

because
country

The union and its introduction by the Act
for the Romanian people as an element that in
and a disregard for all thegdoendmenent af t Bhws
principality; a total di sregard for the Roman
of |l egislation and public |l aw and from that o

After the duali st system and the Union had
Hungarian el ement, this state, di sregarding i
aim of securing its national hegemnmonmdy adrdd téeh
passed since then and their 1 mplementation ar
downward sl ope.

To prove this sad trut h, |l et us examine so
el ectoral |l aw, the | aw on the equality of nat|
jurisdiction, the | aw onethe press, and the |

A) The el ector al |l aw for Transylvania is 1id:

realization of the Magyar national aspiration:



M p

Based on the social and political views th
| aw were motivated by the same9fiea3besobhhgt g
di fference is that the main motiwvehbgbdmordy t e
other nationalities by artificial means, even
the fact that this |l aw takes different measur
and from the fact urheest wltiecH asve em ntt@ai mai mteaisn
principle of equal rights between the former
former serf peasant the rightTHhios vprtevibsi cers,t at
contaansfasm falsehood, which serves only to
peasant, since this census, which in Transyl v;
classes V to VIII, is cal cul attreidanonf otrhien tbsa sa st
from the produce of the |l and, can be reached
in the propertied Hungary, where the Il and i s
a plot. I n Tr arms yliwmaenitd meshédigdmrsuys sio high th
clearly to keep the people of Transylvania aw
the same time maintaining the appearance of e
seofnd This striking provision not only confir
makes clear the fact, and the sad fact, that
population of 2 or 3,000 in whiolg)eowiongrtobt
the manori al estate, which has become the pro
only 4 or 7 Austrian forints in equal taxati ol
the peasantry, even &foer thesl emdhorgdas burde
with the other free cl asses, and despite the
of one | aw, is deprived of the possidonoihegr of
| aw This fact iIs contrary to justice and con
because it deprives the majority of the count
rights and deprives t hregn tofe theurmpoessofbipublyi ©

For the Romanians of Transylvani a, it is m
make it iIimpossible for them to be properly re
which grant the right to votehwoo halvle amnt ipysampe
al |, and to all/l nobl emen and freedmer allilwidng
free Szekl ers, regardless of whether they pay
i n practice tbesl awdgMaggaiSgzetal most wuniversal
of Romanians are excluded from the ballot box
Magyars and smal|l nobl es, whose numbern in vi
granted open privileges wunti/l 1848, is very |
without occupation and without property, over
houses, and plots and pay bltoloedd caouwn tprry pes twel
anyone else. And while the Romani ans, who in
virtue of their majority as the el ement mai nt
this fundament al erdingehnt,, whhoe wniotbhl efse wa nedx cferpet i on
society, are cherished by the privileges conf.
that they represent in the | egislature the re



Mdc

working and productive population. All this i
f eudal er a, which should have been abolished

As a resul tmionfd etdhiasndnairnrcoonmpati bl e with the
nstitutionalism, wee VReomawnn caenrs tofe Tmasatsyp & & @ ¢
nnot el ect2 moatei arhaln rlddpresentativegp to the
rqaaear t ers of the country's population,"”™ we o
blic burden in the same proportion: It is,

the National Assemblarithcitpat seama phepoond:
me proportion; we believe that it would be

e elector al contest on the basis of such an

~n TT *+TO0O 0
>0 > 59 0

The injus
quite ridicu
more days to

tice of the |l aw is rivaled by the
|l ous to see that in some constitu:
reach the placea wheagrha he ovrotsehe

There are about 200,000 Magyars in Transyl"
feudal counties among the more than one and a
taken care to ensure that thitsy sonalit hdMaggtes ml
creating electoral districts.

The measures of the | aw and the allocation
incredible disparities between constituencies
have universal suffrage, thouswamnidlise o fn vtohtee rcso u
where the Romanians | ive together in closed m

't is gener-alult i Browhc Glretkil e8I @N@O09DNnhabi !t
have b&ar@®@0¥ WVoters, whil2, G000 cvdtierss2t¥hadrOe®r vaa rey
inhabitants.

Transylvania has over 60,000 voters who ex

born noble or by right of free Szekler: t he n
the basis of tR&®,OHMDsuUuAsi § hdew,adbilow etltbe gRia man isahr
there is one repf6é6sbéfdDatnhabifbanevyer whbbDe Sze
representath v@O0Of oirn heavbeirtya ndt s .

I't would be pointless to dwellelerttolreal dedtaan
I's well known that, contrary to the provision:
with food and drink and even money to provide
demoralization instubhspreppetitohasthaachagone
as a representative, even i f the voters have
to incur expenses running into the thousands.

The abuses committed during elections to o
regularly encounter corruption in electoral m
supporter of this is the admini sitervatafv et harsgan

systematic and gener al falsification of el ect



Parl i ament sever al me mb e
as 1Is wel/l Known, this r

El ector al corruption
power in electoral matt e
el ectoral contest wit hou
al most taken on the char

I n the face of these
el ectoral |l aw different
consider it wunpatriotic
fundament al rights with
el ections wild!l be free a

As a result of al | t h
of dwual i sm, the Romani an
Romani an electorate in r
a country I|like Transyl va

thoughtless oppressors s
and the aforement ifoonrecde , v
constitutional life of t
Transylvania and Hungary
Di et .

Your | mperi al and Roy

The Romanians have al
their country, the highe

MpT

rs felt motivated to
emains a 'pium deside

and the suppression o

rs in the Hungarian s
t raenglared efcdn omiss i me MHa
acter of a civil war.
violations, the Roman

from that of Hungary

and p ntco mpiadhtl| fomwi dme
a hatchet and a hatch
nd that the electoral

e arbitrariness that
s have been so deeply
i ggedaf eilreccali cownlsa bcloeu | e
ni a, where the number
o small . Overwhel med
iwoel eRhocnea nri eammasi nh aivne n o
he Hungarian state or
have decided and dec

al Apostolic Majesty!

ways wanted, and stil
st expression of whic

demanded, and stild]l demand, thisecbghtzed par
factor in the public |l aw of Hungary: they now
opportunity to participate in public |Iife to

constitutional system ofi meed etsleatt awii omQ u ts i N
the essenti al conditions for their national,

participation, however, is not possible while
| aws andawheiramd di shonest application, per si
that Your Majesty wild/l be convinced that the |
and has been i mposed on them agailest their wi

It is a painful real.i
epresented and do not c
that for a quarter of a

-

factor, i n total di srega
However sweetly they

renounced their nati onal

unhindered cul tur al deve

ty that more than thr
onsider themselves r1e
centusgnt abf t hAhws pal
rd of i1its interests a

may have been | ooked
individuality, have
| op me mtr,end sd astdi laln coecs
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that, except for the |
explains the fact that
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grant the Magyar | anguage

The granting by I aw of th
Hungary cannot be justified
aspirations, or from the vi
that they were derived from
the only appropriate ones, o0
expressed in the
the citizens, and which
the Republic of Hungary
polalt itcer ms, the indivisible
whatever their nationality,
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our national i fe
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Party and its successor th

Districts in Hungary from 1861 t

won by the Liberal
18751874 vIL/0.
Budapest.
B suototetiport —  Portissal  —  Lieralporty
T 02/ nséi psrt — Porty e Lindépendnce. — Independence pary.
T 520 Z exiréme 7 2
TR Nenzetisegipant — Park; des nattonalitds. —  Mationaty porly.
1878. VII/E.
PN Budapest
BB szob50etipirt: — Partyfivéral Lieral parly. D
I /3crterse vt — Forvieindivendanse. — rdlpendentparly
N Nemzetiségi pirt —  Pork des nationalités. -~ Nationallly parly.
(70 Portonkivili ——  bndlhors des partis. — Olside oll parkies.
5%8Fgdor, AA Magyarorsz§8gi Orsz8ggyT Tl ®s19K®p\JiMag@IlsRvE!| abert
Parl i amentary EIl ection



18811854 VII/F.

Budapest

[ Szasocemipirt — Porrilibéral.  —  Libersl parly.
D /3502 1nsiigi it — Poctideindlipendince. — Indgpendent poly.
N Memzetiséqi port —  Parti des nationslités. — Nokionally parly:
1 Pirtonkivile  —  £ndetors des porkis. —  Quisids ollpartes.

1884 - 87. VII/6.

it

B szotocenvipsrt —  Porki fitbral.  ——  Liberal porty

— Pt V10dt — 1 party.

sehel elenséh Z e Modkrare qpposition porty.
W antiszemito pirt —  Poctiantisémite.  —  Antisemitic parly:
I Yomzesisigipat, — Portides notimalvés. — Notionally pariye

L0 ptonkivi.— Endtors des paris. —~ Quiside all partes.
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