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Doéra Czeferner:

-

Weibliche Identitit in Mitteleuropa und
Wissenstransfer zwischen den ungari- 7

schen, osterreichischen und deutschen I
Frauenorganisationen 1890—-1914

Abstract

It is regarded as an evidence, that historians of the dualistic era study
the political, economic and social development of Austria and Hungary par-
allel with each other. This way, the question may come up: Why do Hungar-
ian (as well as Austrian) women’s historians tend to forget about the fact,
that women’s movements of the two countries should be examined parallel
with each other as well? This present paper analyses the relationship be-
tween three Austrian and Hungarian bourgeois-liberal and feminist organi-
zations before the outbreak of the First World War: in Austrian relation, it
focuses on the Allgemeiner Ostereichischer Frauenverein (General Austrian
Women'’s Association, founded in Vienna in 1892). With regard to Hungary,
it concentrates on two separate but co-operating groups: the Nétisztvisel6k
Orszagos Egyesiilete (National Association of Female Clerks, established in
Budapest in 1896) and the Feministdk Egyesiilete (Hungarian Feminists’
Associationm, founded in Budapest in 1904). Apart from direct and indirect
contacts of the organizations, the issue is placed in a larger context: it shows
how the models borrowed from the German women’s movements were
adapted to the Austrian and the Hungarian organizations.

Keywords: Austria-Hungary; feminist organizations; Rosika Schwim-
mer; Auguste Fickert; International Woman Suffrage Alliance;

»Der hdusliche Apfelstrudel, so hiess es, geniige der Frau nicht mehr,
sie verlangen nach dem Strudel des offentlichen Lebens.”? — Die Erinne-
rungen von einer unbekannten Schriftstellerin (oder vielleicht Kithe
Braun-Prager, 1888, Wien—1967, Wien) an Auguste Fickert3, Leiterin
der oOsterreichischen linksgerichteten biirgerlichen Frauenbewegung,
illustrieren die Situation und die Bediirfnisse um die Jahrhundertwende
lebenden Frauen sehr plastisch. Susan Zimmermann, namhafte For-
scherin der zeitgenossischen Frauenorganisationen, behauptet, dass
nicht nur die Industrialisierung und die Revolutionen (die Franzosische
Revolution, die Epoche des Vormairz usw.), sondern auch die Erschaf-

1 Czeferner, Dora, PhD student, University of Pécs, czefernerd@gmail.com; Die
Forschung wurde von dem ungarischen UNKP-17-3-IV Neue Nationale
Vorziiglichkeit Programm gefordert.

2 Osterreichische Nationalbibliothek Musiksammlung, Nachlass Fickert. F34 Fi-
ckert. 361-365. (in weiterem: ONB M)

3 Angaben zu ihrer Biographie s. spiter.
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fung der biirgerlichen Offentlichkeit eine bedeutende Rolle in der Ent-
wicklung der zeitgenossischen Frauenbewegung(en) spielten.4 An dieser
Stelle muss betont werden, dass dies sowohl fiir die internationalen Or-
ganisationen als auch an die wachsenden nationalen und lokalen Frau-
envereine gilt.

Trotz der rasanten gesellschaftlichen und 6konomischen Verdnde-
rungen blieb die Lage der Frauen wahrend der ersten Hélfte des 19.
Jahrhunderts relativ statisch. Der Kampf um die Gleichberechtigung des
»schwachen Geschlechtes” in den mitteleuropiischen Staaten — die man
keineswegs als Massenphdnomen bezeichnen kann — beschleunigte sich
zusammen mit anderen verschiedenen Reformbewegungen in den letz-
ten Jahrzehnten des 19. Jahrhunderts.

Die wichtigsten Zielsetzungen dieser Bestrebungen waren meines Er-
achtens nach folgende: das Problem der Demokratie bzw. der Ausdeh-
nung des Wahlrechts, die soziale Frage, die Begriindung der Wohlfahrt-
staaten des 20. Jahrhunderts5 und die Frauenfrage. In diesem Beitrag
geht es nur um die Frauenfrage bzw. die Rolle und die Tatigkeit der biir-
gerlichen feministischen Frauenorganisationen in nationalen und trans-
nationalen Kontext.

Es muss auch betont werden, dass diese Organisationen keinesfalls in
einem ,luftleeren Rdumen” existierten. Neben den biirgerlichen feminis-
tischen Vereinen kdmpften um die Gleichberechtigung der Frauen auch
die sozialdemokratischen bzw. proletarischen sowie die christlich-
sozialistischen Frauenorganisationen. Obwohl die Zielsetzungen der drei
Tendenzen oft dhnlich waren, ihre Mittel um ihre Ziele zu realisieren
waren ziemlich unterschiedlich. In diesem Beitrag werde ich mich aus-
schlieBlich mit den biirgerlichen feministischen Tendenzen beschiftigen,
auf die weiteren zwei Richtungen werde ich nur ansatzweise hinweisen.

Relevanz des Themas und Forschungsstand in Ungarn

Die Tatsache, dass nicht nur Ménner, sondern auch Frauen eine bedeu-
tende Rolle in der Gestaltung der Welt spielten, ist seit den 1970-er Jahren
nicht nur von der Mehrheit der amerikanischen und westeuropéischen So-
zialwissenschaftler erkannt worden.® Auch ungarische Forscher haben
diesbeziiglich den Anschluss an die Welttendenzen gefunden. Unter den
Wissenschaftlern, die sich in Ungarn mit diesem Thema beschaftig(t)en
— auBerhalb der Thematisierung des institutionellen Rahmens der Frau-

4 ZIMMERMANN (2003): 119—147.

5 Fiir den Ausbau der Wohlfahrtsstaaten s. SACHBE (1993): 136—159. ZIMMER-
MANN (2011).

6 Obwohl die Wirkungen der Annales-Schule ganz kraftvoll in Ungarn waren,
wurden die frauengeschichtlichen Forschungen nur mit einer relativ groBen Phasen-
verzogerung — in den 1970-er Jahren — begonnen. PETO (2006): 514-532. S. 514.
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enerziechung und der politischen Partizipation des ,schwachen” Ge-
schlechtes — wurde ab Anfang der 2000-er Jahren die Untersuchung der
Tatigkeit der ,Brot verdienenden” Frauen ein immer mehr populires
Forschungsthema.” Den weiblichen Rollen und in einen weiteren Sinn
der weiblichen Identitdt wurde weniger Aufmerksamkeit gewidmet. Es
ist jeweils wichtig zu betonen, dass die beiden Begriffe keineswegs iden-
tisch sind. Die Rollen einer Frau beschreibt namlich Bereiche des Lebens,
in denen die Frau als Akteur auftritt, so z. B. als Ehefrau, Hausfrau oder
Mutter. Die modernen Rollen der Frauen sind natiirlicherweise unvor-
stellbar ohne ihre aktive Tatigkeit in der 6ffentlichen Sphire der Gesell-
schaft (z.B. Arbeit, gesellschaftliche Aktivitat usw.). So weist der Begriff
Rolle in erster Linie auf Tatigkeitsbereiche hin, die von Frauen wahrge-
nommen werden.® Identitdt hat dagegen eine eher abstrakte Definition.
Kollektive weibliche Identitit soll als das integrierte Teil der weiblichen
Seele definiert sein, die die Frauen durch ihre personlichen Lebenser-
fahrungen in sich als Frau entwickeln.? Rolle und Identitit haben jedoch
miteinander zu tun, indem die Rollen der Frau doch ihre Identitit pra-
gen. Bei der Analyse der Entwicklung der Frauenorganisationen kommt
beiden eine hohe Relevanz zu.

Sowohl die Geschichte der Frauenbewegung als auch die Erforschung
der Griindung, Tatigkeit und Funktionsfahigkeit der Frauenorganisationen
wihrend des Dualismus wurden besonders in Ungarn, aber teilweise auch
in Osterreich und Deutschland vernachlassigt.l® Die in Ungarn publizier-

7 Uber die weibliche Arbeitstitigkeit wihrend des Dualismus wurden in Ungarn
nur einige Beitrage und manche Buchkapitel publiziert z. B. BURUCS (1993): 15—-19.;
CZEFERER (2014): 49-151.; CZEFERNER (2018): 40-65.; KERI (2008). Ferner:
NAGY Beata: N6k keres6tevékenysége Budapesten a 20. szazad elsé felében. IN:
HADAS Miklés (Hrsg.), Férfiuralom. Irdsok nékrél, férfiakrél, feminizmusrol.
Budapest, 1994. 155—175. NAGY Mariann: N6k a magyar gazdasdagban a dualizmus
kordban. IN: GYANI Gébor; SELLEI Néra (Hrsg.), N6k a modernizalédé magyar
tarsadalomban. Debrecen 2006. 205—223. Unter den ausldndischen Forscherinnen
miissen wir Susan Zimmermann hervorheben, die sowohl {iber den
(trans)nationalen Charakter der 0Osterreich-ungarischen Frauenbewegungen, als
auch den Arbeiterinnenschutz und die sozialpolitischen Entwicklungstendenzen
mehrere Beitrdge und Biicher veroffentlichte. ZIMMERMANN (2003): 119—147.
ZIMMERMANN (2006): 119—167.

8 KERESZTY (2009): 77—-88.

9 Uber die gemeinsame Identitit und Selbstreprisentation der Frauen s.
KORTSCH (2016): 1—23, 141—185. CURTI (1998).

10 Neben anderen ungarischen Forschern haben meine Betreuerin, Judit Szapor,
Susan Zimmermann, Anna Loutfi und Fanni Borbir6 in einigen Werken dargelegt, dass
man in Ungarn iiber eine echte methodische ErschlieBung der Frauengeschichte nicht
sprechen kann. Es wurden auch wenige Monographien iiber die weiblichen Rollen
publiziert. (Z.B. ZIMMERMANN (1999) Vg.: KAARI (1987). Die vier Biande tiiber die
frauengeschichtliche Aspekte der Geschichte seit der Antiquitit bis dem 2o0.
Jahrhundert herausgegeben von Georges Duby in Frankreich: DUBY (1991-1992);
COTT (2004): 1-20.; SZAPOR (2007): 129-145.; BORBIRO (2014). Zum

9



Czeferner Dora: Weibliche Identitdt in Mitteleuropa und Wissenstransfer zwischen den ungarischen,
osterreichischen und deutschen Frauenorganisationen 1890—1914

ten Biicher behandeln die weibliche Arbeit und die Rolle von Frauenor-
ganisationen wahrend der Zwischenkriegszeit und in den Jahrzehnten
des Sozialismus auBerordentlich detailliert und fachspezifisch. Das
bedeutet — neben den anderen Mangelhaftigkeiten — dass die Geschichte
jener Periode der Frauenbewegungen fast vollig unerschlossen blieb, in der
die mitteleuropdischen Frauen massenweise fiir ihre politischen, gesell-
schaftlichen und 6konomischen Rechte auftraten. Von den drei in dem Titel
benannten Lindern ist die Situation in Ungarn am unglinstigsten, wo die-
ses Thema noch ein echtes Forschungsdesiderat bedeutet.’?> Ohne die
Kenntnisse dieser sozialgeschichtlich wichtigen Phase sind nicht nur die
spateren Entwicklungstendenzen schwer zu verstehen und zu interpre-
tieren, sondern auch ist die ErschlieBung der transnationalen Frauen-
netzwerke in den mitteleuropaischen Frauenbewegungen unvorstellbar.

Es ist namlich offensichtlich, dass man unter den drei Liandern viele
ahnliche Aspekte entdecken kann. In erster Linie werde ich hier de-
monstrieren, dass unter den osterreichisch-ungarischen und deutschen
Frauenorganisationen — um mit einem modernen Begriff auszudriicken
— ein bedeutender Wissenstransfer stattfand.

Mit den in westeuropdischen Landern — und auch in Deutschland —
wohl bekannten Methoden der Diskursanalyse und der semantischen
Untersuchung unterschiedlicher Frauen- und feministischer Zeitschrif-
ten, Korrespondenzen der Organisationen werde ich illustrieren, dass
Struktur und Aktivitat der osterreichisch-ungarischen Frauenorganisati-
onen auf Adaption von Modellen basierten und auf diese Weise ein er-
probtes und breitgefachertes Identititsmanagement bewerkstelligten.'s

Traditionelle und moderne Tendenzen der mitteleuropdi-
schen Frauenbewegungen

Es ist zweifellos, dass das 19. Jahrhundert mit der industriellen Revo-
lution und zahlreichen Unterrichtsgesetzen zu bedeutenden Anderungen
im Leben der Frauen fiihrte. Der Zweck dieser Beitrag ist keinesfalls

osterreichischen und deutschen Forschungsstand s. CATLING (2000); HACKER
(1996): 97-106.; APPELT et al. (2013); KLINGENSTEIN (1997); Ferner:
PALATSCHEK Sylvia: Kinder, Kirche, Kiiche. IN: Francois ETTIENNE (Hrsg.), Deutsc-
he Erinnerungsorte. 2001.: 2. 419—433.

117 B.: Werke von Katalin Koncz und Magda Aranyossi, die in einer kraftvollen
sozialistischen Gesinnung geschrieben worden waren. Neulich s. die Beitrage von
Andrea Petd!

2 Nach der Meinung von Judit Acsady sind die Mehrzahl der ungarischen Frau-
enrechtlerinnen und feministischen Denker vollig vergessen, weil ihre Werke nur
einmal und nur in niedrigen Auflagen publiziert wurden. ACSADY (2004): 190—205.

13 Es ist wichtig zu betonen, dass bei dieser Analyse meistens auf die Werke von
Teun. A. van DIJK und Allan BELL. S. DIJK, TEUN A. van: News as Discourse.
Hillsdale, 1988. BELL, ALLAN: The Language of News Media. Blackwell, 1991.
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diese Veranderungen aufzuzahlen, aber es ist wichtig zu erwdhnen, dass
die Modernisierung in den unterschiedlichen Regionen zu ungleichen
Zeitpunkten erfolgte.4 Betreffend der verschiedenen gesellschaftlichen
Organisationen und naturgemif der Frauenvereine ist es bemerkens-
wert, dass die Entwicklung dieser Gruppen durch die sozialen, wirt-
schaftlichen und technischen (s. z.B. pressegeschichtliche Aspekten)
Innovationen positiv beeinflusst wurde. Aber wie es schon gesagt wurde,
in diesem Beitrag geht es nicht um diese Verdnderungen, sondern iiber
das Wachstum der Frauenorganisationen und die transnationalen Ten-
denzen (und Relationen) der Frauenbewegung. In dieser Hinsicht kann
man riesige Differenzen auch unter den mitteleuropaischen Staaten be-
obachten. Wihrend sich die ersten modernen deutschen und Osterrei-
chischen Frauenorganisationen — die fiir die gleichen politischen und
biirgerlichen Rechte fiir die Frauen kdmpften — schon im Jahre 1848
konstituierten, funktionierten in Ungarn bis in die 1860-er Jahre haupt-
sdchlich karitative Frauenvereine.’> In dieser Hinsicht diente Deutsch-
land als Muster fiir die Staaten der Doppelmonarchie. Den Frauenverei-
nen, die auf den Wurzeln diesen ersten Gruppen organisiert wurden,
gelang es gegen die Jahrhundertwende die vielmals negative Attitiide
der (Mitglieds) Frauen zu veriandern, und eine kollektive Identitdt unter
den Frauenrechtlerinnen und ihre Mitfrauen zu erschaffen.

Nach der Einschrankung des Versammlungsrechts und der Ausbrei-
tung der Zensur infolge der Ereignisse im Jahre 1848, entstand die erste
bedeutungsvolle und langlebige biirgerliche Frauenorganisation der deut-
schen Gebiete vor der deutschen Einheit im Jahre 1865. Der Allgemeine
Deutsche Frauenverein (ADF) wurde aus dem Leipziger Frauenbildungs-
verein heraus nach der ersten Frauenkonferenz zwischen 16—18. Oktober
gegriindet. Nach Luise Otto Peters (Griindungsmitglied des ADF)
,miissen Frauen ihre Sache selbst fiihren, sonst sind sie vornherein ver-
loren”.7 Der ersten Paragraph des Statuts des ADF fasste die folgenden

14 MUHLBACHER et al. (2007): 8.; SIMONTON (2002): 1-3.

15 Die Griinde der Phasenverschiebung in Ungarn werde ich spéter in diesem Bei-
trag auffiihren. (WEILAND (1983): 18.) Die Forscher heben die nationalen Charak-
terziige der ungarischen Frauenbewegung bis 1867 hervor. (SZAPOR (2007): 129—
145.) Z.B. Aus den zeitgenossischen Quellen stellt sich heraus, dass Manner den
Frauen in der Spracherneuerung am Ende des 18. Jahrhunderts wichtige Rollen
widmeten. Nach Péter Barany (1790). SCHWIMMER Roézsa (Hrsg.): A magyar
némozgalom régi dokumentumai. Budapest, 1907. 16.

16 Louise Otto Peters (1819, MeiBen—1895, Leipzig), Schriftstellerin, Publizistin,
mit Auguste Schmidt zusammen, sie ist Mitbegriinderin der deutschen biirgerlichen
Frauenbewegung. Nach der Griindung des ADFs publizierten sie die Neuen Bahnen
als Vereinsorgan, die bis 1933 erschien. Pseudonym: Otto Stern. Wichtigste Werke:
Das Recht der Frauen auf Erwerb. Blicke auf das Frauenleben der Gegenwart
(1866), Frauenleben im deutschen Reich (1876). BRUNOLD—-KNOP (2016).

17 SCHRAUT (2013), WEILAND (1983): 15.
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Zielsetzungen zusammen: ,Der allgemeine deutsche Frauenverein hat
die Aufgabe, fiir die erhohte Bildung des weiblichen Geschlechts und die
Befreiung der weiblichen Arbeit von allen threr Entfaltung entgegen-

stehenden Hindernissen mit vereinten Krdften zu wirken.”8

In den deutschen Gebieten wurde die Frauenbewegung um die Jahr-
hundertwende eine richtige Massenbewegung. In Osterreich sehen wir
dhnliche Tendenzen, obwohl das Vereinsgesetz — was 1867 eingefiihrt
und nur 1918 aufgehoben wurde — die Organisierung einigermafBen be-
hinderte. Dieses Gesetz besagte, dass ,,Ausldnder, Frauenpersonen und
Minderjdahrige nicht als Mitglieder politischer Vereine gefiihrt werden
durften”. Wegen dieses Gesetzes durften die Gsterreichischen Frauen
keine Vereine mit politischen Zielsetzungen organisieren, und auch die
Publikation von Vereinszeitschriften war problematisch.!9 Die Wurzeln
der Osterreichischen biirgerlichen und Arbeiterinnenbewegung sind
auch auf die Ereignisse des Jahres 1848 zuriickfithrbar. Nach der De-
monstration der Arbeiterinnen gegen die 25 prozentigen Lohnsenkun-
gen wurde der Erster Wiener Demokratische Frauenverein von Karoline
von Perin (1808, Wien—1888, Neu Isenburg,) gegriindet.2° Wenn man
aber die konkreten Zielsetzungen des Vereines iiberblickt, scheinen die-
se Ziele ziemlich vage gewesen zu sein: ,§ 2 Die Aufgabe des Vereins ist
eine dreifache: Eine politische, eine soziale und eine humane: a) eine
politische, um sich durch Lektiire und belehrende Vortrdge iiber das
Wohl des Vaterlandes aufzukldren, das demokratische Prinzip in allen
weiblichen Kreisen zu verbreiten, die Freiheitsliebe schon bei dem Be-
ginne der Erziehung in der Kinderbrust anzufachen und zugleich das
deutsche Element zu krdftigen; b) eine soziale, um die Gleichberechti-
gung der Frauen anzustreben durch Griindung dffentlicher Volksschu-
len und héherer Bildungsanstalten, den weiblichen Unterricht umzuge-
stalten [...]; ¢) eine humane, um den tiefgefiihlten Dank der Frauen
Wiens fiir die Segnungen der Freiheit durch sorgsame Verpflegung
aller Opfer der Revolution auszusprechen.”2' Die Stichworter dieser
Zielbestimmung sind folgende: Wohl, Freiheit, Gleichberechtigung und
demokratisch. Es ist wichtig, dass die Griinder ihre Zwecke zusammen
mit Mannern erreichen wollten: ihr Statut bekriftigte, dass sie Manner
als unterstiitzende Mitglieder akzeptieren.22 Dies kann einerseits als

18 Statuten des Allgemeinen Deutschen Frauenvereins. Leipzig, 17. Oktober 1865.
Der Verein existierte bis 1933.

19 ILLUSTRIERTE (1901): 140. Gerade deswegen waren karitative Organisatio-
nen oft die Tarnorganisationen fiir politische Vereine, und als Herausgeber der Ver-
einszeitschriften wihlten die Leiterinnen der Organisationen Privatpersonen aus.
Die Herausgeberin des Neuen Frauenlebens war z. B. Auguste Fickert.

20 HAUCH (1999): 75—96.

2t Markiert von der Autorin. Statut der Ersten Wiener Demokratischer
Frauenverein. Wien, 28 August 1848.

22 Ebenda.
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progressiv bewertet werden, andererseits muss man voraussetzen, dass
die Mitgliedsfrauen auf die (finanzielle) Unterstiitzung der Manner hin-
gewiesen waren.23 Die Situation war dhnlich bei dem deutschen Verein,
wie der zweite Paragraph des Statuts es ausfiihrte: ,Mdnner, die sich fiir
die Zwecke des Vereins interessieren und dies bestdtigen konnen, wer-
den als Ehrenmitglieder mit beratender Stimme aufgenommen, ebenso
solche Frauen im Auslande, die fiir die Frauensache im riihmlicher
Weise tdtig waren. 4

Obwohl der erste Osterreichische Verein nur fiir zwei Monaten exis-
tierte, begann eine bedeutsame Entwicklung, die wiahrend den folgenden
Jahrzehnten Hand in Hand mit den deutschen Tendenzen voranging.
Unter den zahlreichen Organisationen mochte ich jetzt nur den Allge-
meinen Osterreichischen Frauenverein (AOFV, 1893, Wien) erwahnen.
Die Griinde, warum ich mich gerade mit dieser Organisation beschiftige
sind folgende: erstens war dieser Verein die erste und spater wichtigste
biirgerliche feministische Organisation in Wien und in Osterreich, der —
ahnlich den untersuchten zwei ungarischen Vereinen — fiir die gesell-
schaftlichen (z.B. Unterricht) und wirtschaftlichen (z.B. Berufsleben)
Rechte der Frauen kampfte.25 (Die politische Gleichberechtigung der
Frauen wurde in dem Statut nicht erwihnt, weil das Osterreichische Ver-
einsgesetz die politische Organisation der Frauen vollig verbot.) Weiter-
hin pflegte der Verein relativ enge Kontakte mit den internationalen
Frauenorganisationen. Die erste Vorsteherin des Vereines — Auguste
Fickert2¢ hielt die Berufssituation der Lehrerinnen besonders wichtig,
weil sie selbst auch Volksschullehrerin war.27

Angesichts der Eigenartigkeiten der Frauenbewegungen in den drei
Lindern ist es offenbar, dass in Ungarn eine Phasenverschiebung von
mehreren Jahrzehnten sichtbar ist. Die Grundlagen der gesellschaftli-
chen (Selbst)Organisationen wurden erst nach dem Ausgleich von 1867

23 Wirkende Mitglieder zahlen im ersten Monate 30 kr., fiir die Folge 20 kr. C. M.
monatlich, unterstiitzende Mitglieder monatlich 20 kr. C. M. Statut der Ersten Wie-
ner Demokratischer Frauenverein.

24 Statut des ADFs, 1-3.

25 LANGE-BAUMER (1901): 180.

26 Auguste Fickert (1855, Wien—1910, Maria Enzersdorf), Volksschullehrerin, So-
zialreformerin, Leiterin der linke Fliigel der Osterreichischen Frauenbewegung,
Griinderin des AOFVs, Herausgeberin den Dokumenten der Frauen (1899-1902,
mit Marie Lang und Rosa Mayreder) und des Neuen Frauenlebens (1902—1918). Thr
letztes Werk war — nach nordeuropiischen und deutschen Modellen — die Errich-
tung eines Einkiichenhauses in Wien, die unter dem Namen ,,Heimhof™ erst im Jahre
1911 gedffnet wurde. SCHMOLZER (2009): 100—125.; KENDLER (1990).

27 Titigkeitsbericht des AOFV. Allgemeiner Osterreichischer Frauenverein. Wien
1910. Das Organisationstalent von Fickert wurde hochgepriesen unter anderen von
Kithe Braun-Prager in einem Artikel, der nach der Einweihung des Denkmals Au-
guste Fickerts in Wien publiziert wurde. BRAUN-PRAGER ONB Sammlung von
Handschriften und Alten Drucken. Cod. ser. N.: 27844. 1927.
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erschaffen, die auf die Industrialisierung und die Formierung der biir-
gerlichen Gesellschaft zuriickfiihrbar sind. In der Geschichte der ungari-
schen Frauenbewegung betrachten wir das Jahr 1896 als einen wichti-
gen Wendepunkt.28 Dieser Zeitpunkt markiert den Beginn der ersten
Organisationen, die nicht mehr rein karitativ waren, und die sich nicht
nur auf den Schutz von Frauen konzentrierten, die einem gleichen Be-
rufskreis angehorten.29 In diesem Jahr nahm seine Tatigkeit der Nétis-
ztvisel6k Orszagos Egyesiilete [Landesverein der Stadtbeamtinnen].

Der Feministak Egyesiilete [Verein der Feministeen] organisierte sich
ein paar Jahre spiter, im Dezember 1904. Die Vorgeschichte fiir die
Griindung wurde von der in Berlin, im Sommer 1904 organisierte Frau-
enkongress bestimmt. Wahrend dieser Veranstaltung wurde nicht nur
das Statut der International Woman Suffrage Alliance (IWSA, die andere
einflussreiche internationale Frauenorganisation neben dem Internatio-
nal Council of Women, ICW) angenommen, sondern auch die Erweite-
rung dieser Organisation diskutiert.3° Aletta Jacobs, wer in der nieder-
landischen Frauenbewegung eine leitende Rolle spielte und mit Réza
Schwimmer (oder Rosika Schwimmer) befreundet war, regte an, dass sie
und ihre Mitfrauen in Ungarn eine neue feministische Verein als inte-
grierte Mitgliedsorganisation der IWSA griinden sollten. 3! Roéza
Schwimmers2hatte im Rahmen des Landesvereines der Staatbeamtin-
nen eine fithrende Position inne, aber zusammen mit Vilma Glucklichss3
wurde sie liber die Wichtigkeit der Griindung einer neuen mehr spezifi-
schen Organisation {iberzeugt.3+

28 Die Periodisierung der ungarischen Frauenbewegung wurde von
Ro6zaSchwimmer fertiggemacht.

29 S. die Maria Dorothea Egyesiilet [Marie-Dorothea-Verein], die im Jahre 1885
— neben anderen — von Janka Zirzen (1824, Jaszberény—1904, Budapest) fiir den
Interessenschutz der Lehrerinnen gegriindet wurde. ZIMMERMANN (1999): 22—25.

30 S, ZIMMERMANN (2005): 87—117.; ZIMMERMANN (1997): 272—307.

31 Fiir die Beziehung von Schwimmer und Jacobs s. BOSCH-KOOSTERMAN
(1990): 43-135.

32 Roza Schwimmer (1877, Budapest—1948, New York), ungarische Feministin
und Pazifistin. Sie stammte aus einer ungarisch—jiidischen Familie, ab Anfang der
1900-er Jahre wurde sie professionelle Journalistin, die nicht nur in ungarischen,
sondern auch in mehreren ausldndischen Zeitschriften Artikel und Berichte verof-
fentlichte z. B. Neues Frauenleben (bis 1908), Neue Freie Presse (Wien), Illustrierte
Frauen Rundschau (Leipzig).

33 Gliicklich Vilma (1872, Vaguajhely/ Neustadt an der Waag—1927, Wien), obere
Maidchenschullehrerin in Fiume, ab 1896 die erste ungarische Universitatsstudentin
an der philosophischen Fakultat der Universitiat Budapest. Griindungsmitglied und
fiir lange Zeit geschiftsfiihrende Leiterin des Vereines der Feministinnen. Im Rah-
men der internationalen Frauenfriedenliga war sie nach dem Ersten Weltkrieg in der
Schweiz titig. Wegen einer Krankheit 1925 kehrte sie nach Ungarn zuriick. KEMENY
(1927); DE HAAN et al. (2006): 163.

34 ZIMMERMANN (1997): 272—307.
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An diesem Punkt diirfen wir nicht vergessen, dass die Mitgliedschaft
dieser zwei Vereine in mehreren Hinsichten dhnlich war, was nach der
Untersuchung der Namen in den Mitgliederlisten offensichtlich ist.35
Desweiteren waren die Zielsetzungen der Beamtinnen und der Feminis-
tinnen ahnlich — biirgerliche, wirtschaftliche und politische Gleichbe-
rechtigung der Frauen —, was auch durch ihre gemeinsam veroffentlich-
ten offiziellen Zeitschriften demonstriert wurde.

Namlich publizierten die zwei Vereine A N6 és a Tarsadalom (Die
Frau und die Gesellschaft, 1907—1913), und A N6 — Feminista Folyoirat
(Die Frau — Feministische Zeitschrift, 1914—1928) bis Ende 1914 zu-
sammen, was eine sehr enge Kooperation unter den Vereinsmitgliedern
bedeutete. Im Rahmen der oben erwidhnten Tatsachen ist es gar nicht
merkwiirdig, dass mehrere Fiihrungsmitglieder in beiden Vereinen aktiv
waren. Unter den Vereinsmitgliedern waren in erster Linie Schwimmer
und Gliicklich auch in internationalen Dimensionen der Frauenbewe-
gung aktiv. Sie nahmen an allen wichtigen Kongressen der IWSA teil,
1914 ging Schwimmer als Korrespondentin verschiedener europaischer
Zeitschriften und fiir die IWSA nach London. Wahrend und nach dem
Ersten Weltkrieg wirkten die beiden Frauen als bedeutende Figuren der
Frauenfriedensbewegung (Women’s International League for Peace and
Freedom) zusammen mit den Gsterreichischen und deutschen Frauen.36

Verfolgung der osterreichischen—deutschen Modelle in der
ungarischen feministischen Frauenbewegung

Auf Grund der priméren Quellen kann man eindeutig feststellen, dass
die ungarische Frauenbewegung ihren Hohepunkt mit diesen zwei Ver-
einen zwischen 1904 (nach der internationalen Integration) und 1913
erreichte. Es ist unzweifelhaft, dass sie sich zwischen 1896 und 1914 in
allen Aspekten den europaischen (und die Welt)Tendenzen niherten. In
einigen Hinsichten erwies sich der Verein der Feministinnen als Vor-
kampfer in der Welt. Réza Schwimmer und die anderen ungarischen
Delegierten waren namlich unter den Teilnehmerinnen einen Reihen
den Frauenkongressen (z.B. in Kopenhagen im Jahre 1906, wo
Schwimmer die Publikation der Ius Suffragii (1906—1926) initiierte, und
auch in Amsterdam und in Rom).3” Die internationale Einbettung der
Feministinnen war auBerordentlich streng, besonders in den ungari-
schen Relationen. Der Verein wurde 1904, gleich nach dessen Griin-
dung, Mitglied des International Council of Women (ICW), nur wenig
spater als das in Deutschland (1897) und Osterreich (1903) erfolgte.38 In

35 Z.B.: FG 4 (1907): 63—-69.; FG 5 (1907): 88—93.
36 DE HAAN et al. (2006): 163, 484—488.

37FG 4 (1907): 4. 68.

38 FG 8 (1907): 97—98.; FRANCK (1965): 7—10.
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der IWSA wurde Ungarn friiher als Osterreich ein vollstindiges Mitglied
(1906). Die oben erwidhnten Veranstaltungen (Konferenzen, Kongresse
usw.) waren ausgezeichnete Plattformen fiir die ungarischen Frauen von
den westeuropdischen Abgeordneten neuen Strategien zu lernen, um
ihren Willen durchzusetzen. R6za Schwimmer wiirdigte immer die in-
ternationalen Frauenkongresse, die in jedem zweiten Jahr veranstaltet
wurden, immer in anderen GroBstddten, mit der Beteiligung der be-
rithmtesten européischen und amerikanischen Feministen.39

Das beste Signal der positiven Entwicklung war vielleicht die Zeit-
schrift A N6 és a Tarsadalom [Die Frau und die Gesellschaft]. Der wich-
tigste Ertrag der Publikation der ersten feministischen Monatszeitung in
Ungarn war die Tatsache, dass die inldndische Feministinnen nicht
mehr nur die auslindische — deutsche, englische und franzésische —
Periodiken folgen konnten, sondern selber einen , heimischer Bericht”
hatten.4° Neben den neuesten Informationen iiber die ungarische und
transnationale Frauenbewegung formierte diese Zeitschrift ein gemein-
sames Identitdtsbewusstsein unter den Lesern, die zugleich Fordere der
feministischen Gedanken in der Hauptstadt und auch in den Provinzen
waren. Ubrigens bedeutete die Publikation der ungarischen Zeitung gar
nicht, dass die Feministinnen mit der Beobachtung der ausldndischen
Ereignisse aufhorten. Uber die Osterreichischen und deutschen Frauen-
organisationen berichtete die Redaktion fast immer positiv, und das
deutsche Frauenstudium und auch die Behandlung der deutschen Arbei-
terinnenfrage waren immer gute Beispiele. Das ungarische Redaktions-
kollegium berichtet (neben zahlreichen anderen) iiber verschiedenen
Nachrichten aus Deutschland.4! So diente Deutschland in mehreren Hin-
sichten (z. B. Tatigkeit und Aktivitdt in den Vereinen) als ein zu befol-
gendes Beispiel fiir Ungarn. Andererseits, wegen des Inhalts und der
stilistischen Elemente, die von den Redakteur(innen) und den Autoren
benutzt wurden, kann man die Zeitschrift als eine solche Initiative be-
werten, die unter den Publizisten und der Leserschaft (bzw. Mitglieder

39 Fiir die Ergebnisse der Konferenzen 1909 und 1911 s. FG 6 (1909): 89—90.; FG
7 (1911): 107—-108. Neues Frauenleben 5 (1909): 124-127.; 6 (1911): 160.; 7 (1911):
182-185. (im weiteren: NFL.) ). Natiirlicherweise konnten alle Vereinsmitglieder an
diesen Veranstaltungen teilnehmen, die oft mit Auslandsreisen verbunden waren.

40 FG (1907): 1. 1. Die Verdffentlichung einer solchen Zeitschrift tauchte unter
den Plinen der Vorstehenden der zwei ungarischen Vereinen, aber die Finanzierung
war problematisch. Fiir die Griindung und Rezeption der Zeitschrift s. CZEFERNER
(2014).; KERESZTY (2011): 290—304.

411908 agitierten die sozialdemokratische Frauenorganisationen fiir das Wahl-
recht der Frauen. Auch im Jahre 1908 konnten die Abonnenten iiber eine Frau lesen,
die in Berlin den Fiihrerschein fiir Luftschiff erwarb. Sie referierten auch iiber den
wissenschaftlichen Fortschritt der Frauen: die Zeitschrift bringt 1910 die Nachricht,
dass eine Zoologin (eine geborene Grifin) zur ordentlichen Professorin der Universi-
tat Bonn ernannt wurde FG 1 (1908): 10.; FG 1 (1908): 11.; FG 7 (1910): 121.
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der feministischen Organisationen) die Formulierung einer imaginiren
Gemeinschaft bezweckte. Also, das Paradigma, das originell von Bene-
dict Anderson auf die Nationen und Nationalismus entworfen wurde,
kann in dieser Hinsicht auf die Frauenbewegungen bezogen werden.42
Es ist auch wichtig, dass nicht nur die hauptstadtische, sondern auch die
kleineren provinziellen Organisationen eine Menge Osterreichische und
deutsche feministische Zeitschriften abonnierten.43

Die Programme und Projekte der ungarischen Feministinnen (bzw.
die ungarische biirgerliche feministische Frauenbewegung, mit denen
diesen Beitrag beschiftigt) zeigen auch eine bedeutungsvolle Ahnlichkeit
mit den deutschen und Osterreichischen Modellen. Das sogenannte
Heimhof-Projekt von Auguste Fickert war in allen mitteleuropaischen
Staaten bekannt. Die Idee von der Beamtinnensektion in Temesvar (Ti-
misoara) iiber die Konstruktion eines Arbeiterinnenheims kann einer-
seits auf diesen Plan zuriickgefiihrt werden.44 Voraussichtlich waren die
ungarischen Vereinsmitglieder mit der Tatsache auch im Klaren, dass
das erste Arbeiterinnenheim in den deutschen Gebieten schon im Jahre
1906 in Cottbus eroffnet wurde.45

Das deutsche Organisationsleben leistete ein zu beherzigendes
Exempel nicht nur fiir die ungarische, sondern auch fiir die Osterreichi-
sche Frauenbewegung. Die biirgerlichen Frauen benachrichtigten re-
gelmiBig liber die deutsche Situation, und manchmal beklagten sie in
dieser Hinsicht die Indifferenz und Apathie der Gsterreichischen Frau-
en.46 Die Ursache fiir diese Konstellation ist in den langen Traditionen
der deutschen Zivilorganisation aufzufinden. Bis zur zweiten Hailfte des
19. Jahrhunderts begannen fast alle Frauenorganisationen ihre Zeit-
schriften zu publizieren. Nach dem Bericht des Illustrierten Konversati-
ons-Lexikons der Frauen, die im Jahre 1900 in Berlin herausgegeben
wurde, wurden in den deutschen Gebieten insgesamt 70 und in Oster-
reich-Ungarn 11 Frauen- und feministische Zeitschriften veroffentlicht.47

42 Fiir die weiteren Einzelheiten s. ANDERSON (1991).

43 Es ist nachzuweisen, dass die Suborganisation der Beamtinnen ab 1909 nicht
nur das Neue Frauenleben und die Frauenbewegung abonnierte, sondern auch das
Blatt Mitteilung der Vereinigung arbeitender Frauen und die Zeitschrift fiir weibli-
che Handlungspflegerinnen. FG 2 (1909): 23.

44 NFL 1 (1908): 15—16. Tatigkeitsbericht 1910.; FG 7 (1911): 120.

45 Weiland, Geschichte der Frauenemanzipation, 16.

46 Nach einem Bericht sollten die Osterreicherinnen an den deutschen Frauen
Beispiel nehmen, weil sie viel erfolgreicher fiir ihre Gleichberechtigung kdmpften, als
die Frauen in Osterreich. NFL 5. (1910): 154. Der AOFV berichtete auch iiber den
Tod der ausgezeichneten deutschen Politikerin, Gewerkschafterin und Journalistin,
Emma Ihrer (1857, Glatz—1911, Berlin). NFL 3 (1911): 70.

47 Bittermann-Wille Christina; Hofmann-Weinberger Helga, Von der Zeitschrift
Dokumente der Frauen zur Dokumentation von Frauenzeitschriften. 2000.
(http://www.demokratiezentrum.org; (25. Januar 2014.) Daniela Weiland betont,
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Der ADF hatte beispielsweise 1865 (im Jahre der Griindung) nur 34
Mitglieder. Aber der Mitgliedszahl verdoppelte sich schnell wahrend des
ersten Jahres und nach fiinf Jahren zihlte es bereits etwa 10 000 Mit-
glieder. Das offizielle Organ des Vereines (Die Neuen Bahnen; Leipzig,
1866—1919) wurde bis 1908 von 49 Mitgliedsvereinen und von insge-
samt zirka 19 000 Mitgliedern verfolgt.48

Dieser Umfang des Lesekreises der osterreichischen und ungarischen
biirgerlichen feministischen Zeitschriften diirfte diese Zahlen nur anna-
hern. Das war wahrscheinlich die direkte Folge der Tatsache, dass die
Lesekultur und die soziale Organisationskultur in den 6sterreichischen-
ungarischen Gebieten nicht so kraftvoll waren. Die ersten Osterreichi-
schen feministischen Zeitschriften — die sich nicht um den Haushalt und
die Mode handelten, und die schon fiir ldngere Zeiten iiberlebten — wur-
den ab den 1870-es Jahren publiziert. Ungarn war sogar in einem groBe-
ren Riickstand: die erste Frauenzeitschrift — die auch deutschen Beispie-
le folgte — wurde in Budapest ab 1871 veroffentlicht.49 Auf das erste fe-
ministische Periodikum — Die Frau und die Gesellschaft — mussten den
Interessenten noch mehr als 30 Jahre warten.

Selbstverstandlich ist es kompliziert die Nummer der Abonnenten in
allen drei Landern festzustellen, weil die Herausgeber(innen) die Doku-
mente iiber die Subskriptionen nie veroffentlichten.5° Nach der Vermu-
tung von Eva Klingenstein wurde das Neue Frauenleben von ungefahr
1000 Lesern in Wien und in den Provinzen abonniert. Sie betont, dass es
im Rahmen des AOFVs ein stindiges Problem bedeutete, dass die Zeit-
schrift auch nicht von den Vereinsmitgliedern verfolgt wurde. Aber es ist
auch sehr wichtig, dass es der Herausgeberin (Auguste Fickert) zu errei-
chen gelang, dass das Neue Frauenleben nach 1902 in allen Wiener Ca-
fés, Konditoreien und Frauenklubs erreichbar wurde. Das bedeutete
naturgemaif, dass die Zahl der Abonnenten fast nie mit der Zahl der Le-
ser(innen) identisch war und die Anzahl der potentialen Leserinnen viel
mehr als 1000 sein konnte.5! Der Abonnementpreis der Zeitschrift war
jahrlich 4 Kronen.52

dass von dieser relativen hohen Zahl nur einige deutsche Zeitschriften als mafgeb-
lich angesehen werden konnen. Weiland, Geschichte der Frauenemanzipation, 103.

48 Nave-Herz Rosemarie, Die Geschichte der Frauenbewegung in Deutschland.
Hannover 1997. 12., Weiland, Geschichte der Frauenemanzipation 15.

49 KOSARY-NEMETH (1985).

50 Uber diese Praxis in dem Journalismus s. BIGGS—BURKE (2004): 187-191.
Fiir die detaillierte Kalkulation der Zahl der Abonnenten S. CZEFERNER Dbra:
»Kavéhazakban, klubokban, olvasékorokben kérjiik A N6 és a Tarsadalom lapot” —
Egy periodika a nék egyenjogusagdért. Médiakutatd 2 2014. 49—63. Und zum Ver-
gleich dieser Daten mit den Daten des Osterreichischen Neuen Frauenlebens s. CZE-
FERNER: A néi munka interpretacidja 49—151.

51 KLINGENSTEIN (1997): 87—94.; CZEFERNER (2014): 49—151.

52 Der jdhrliche Lohn z.B. einer Referendarin im Jahre 1912 zwischen 800-1200
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Auf die Anzahl der Abonnenten der Frau und die Gesellschaft kon-
nen wir auf Grund der jihrlichen Tatigkeitsberichte der zwei Vereine
folgern, wo nicht nur die einbezahlte Mitgliederbeitriage, sondern auch
die Einnahme der Zeitschrift tabellarisch dargestellt wurden. Nach mei-
ner Kalkulation wurde die Zeitschrift im Jahre 1907 fiir 2100 Abonnen-
ten gesendet.53 Die Abonnentenzahl in den deutschen Gebieten publi-
zierten feministischen Zeitschriften war wesentlich hoher, als die Mit-
gliederzahl der Vereine, die oft mehr zehntausend betrug. Wie es in dem
Nachlass Auguste Fickerts sichtbar ist, wurden mehrere deutsche (nicht
nur feministischen, sondern sozialdemokratischen) Zeitschriften bei der
AOFV abonniert z.B. Die Frau, das Frauenleben, Die Gleichheit und das
Zentralblatt des Bundes Deutscher Frauenvereine.5* Wir miissen das
auch beriicksichtigen, dass die Verbreitung Der Frau und der Gesell-
schaft ganz beschrankt war. Andererseits erwiesen sich auch die Abon-
nements sehr teuer insbesondere fiir die Arbeiterklasse. Aber die Zeit-
schrift wurde — dhnlich der Neuen Frauenleben — von mehreren Biblio-
theken, Leserkreisen und Cafés bestellt, nicht nur in Budapest, sondern
auch in den Provinzen. Wegen der obenerwahnten Faktoren kénnen wir
leider das nicht prazis feststellen, wie viele Leuten den Nachrichten der
Feministen folgten, weil die Herausgeber und die Druckerei die Register
iiber die Abonnements sehr vertraulich behandelten.

Auch unter den Programmen der mitteleuropéischen feministischen
Organisationen kann man eine Menge Parallele finden, sowohl bei den
groBeren hauptstiadtischen als auch bei den provinziellen Vereinen. Die
Ideen der verschiedenen Industriekurse, Arbeitsbazaren und Stellen-
vermittlungsbiiros kamen aus Deutschland und aus Osterreich nach
Ungarn. Es ist in mehreren Artikeln in Der Frau und der Gesellschaft
betont, dass die Ideen der verschiedenen Projekte von diesen zwei Lin-
dern kidmen.55 Dieses Projekt der Feministinnen und Beamtinnen war

Kronen (in den Provinzen etwa zwischen 800—1200 K, in Wien zwischen 1000—1200
K). Wenn wir mit durchschnittlich 1000 Kronen kalkulieren, betrigt der monatliche
Lohn etwa 83 K. (Jetzt rechne ich mit dem Quartiergeld nicht, es wurde in meisten
Fillen auf der Unterkunft ausgegeben.) Solange kostete Einzelhefte des Neues Frau-
enlebens 1912 40 Heller, die jahrliche Abonnementpreis war 4 K. Wenn man alle 12
Exemplare pro Jahr besorgte, kostete das 8 K, so konnen wir behaupten, dass die
Anzahl der Abonnenten war nicht in erster Linie wegen des Preises der Zeitschrift
relativ niedrig, sondern wegen der Interesselosigkeit.

53 CZEFERNER (2013): 42—45.

54 Wienbibliothek im Rathaus, Nachlass Auguste Fickert. 77996C, 77991B. (in
weiterem: WR)

55 S. Tatigkeitsberichte der Verein der Feministinnen und des Landesvereines
der Beamtinnen zwischen 1907 und 1913! Z.B.: FG 2 (1907): 29. FG 4 (1907):
64—70. FG 5 (1907): 81—-83, 88—93. FG 4 (1908): 69-73. FG 5 (1908): 88—94. FG
2 (1909): 32—35. FG 8 (1910): 140. FG 5 (1909): 80-85. FG 6 (1909): 81-85. FG
5 (1910): 81—-84. FG 6 (1911): 100-103. FG 7 (1911): 121-123. FG 5 (1912): 94—98.
FG 5 (1913): 100-104.
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insbesondere in den Jahren des Ersten Weltkriegs wichtig: den zwei
oben benannten ungarischen Organisationen gelang es schon im Jahre
1914 mehr als 5000 Arbeitsstelle mit bediirftigen Frauen aufzufiillen.5¢
Anhand dieses Falls ist es wichtig, dass sich in Ungarn nach 1914 keine
solche Praxis herausbildete, im Unterschied zum Nationalen Frauen-
dienst in Deutschland. Diese Arbeitsvermittlung war eine Initiative der
zwei unter die Lupe genommenen Vereine, die zusammen mit dem Ma-
gistrat von Budapest geleistet wurde.5” Die Anzahl der zu Frauen iiber-
mittelten Arbeitsstellen ist natiirlich wegen des Kriegsdienstes der Méanner
so hoch. Zu einem solchen Arbeitsnachweis verfiigen wir in Osterreichischer
Relation iiber keine Angaben, aber es ist auch ein gemeinsamer Charakter-
zug, dass sowohl die Osterreichischen als auch die ungarischen Feministin-
nen mit den sozialdemokratischen Parteien — trotz scharfer Gegensétze vor
dem Krieg — zu kooperieren begannen.58 Andererseits sollte die Rechtshil-
feinstitution der Osterreicherinnen ein Beispiel fiir den ungarischen Gya-
korlati Tanacsad6é [Praktischer Berater] maBgebend sein.59 Ab 1895 ope-
rierten zwei Rechtsschutzbiiros, die Frauen jedes Standes kostenlose
Rechtsauskiinfte lieferten. Das eine funktionierte in Dresden, und das
andere in Wien, in der Wohnung von Auguste Fickert und half im Jahre
1906 bei mehr als 1100 Fillen.6© Zwischen der deutschen (in erster Linie
in Halle gegriindeten Organisation) und den Wiener Rechtsschutzverei-
nen waren die Kontakten sehr eng. Auguste Fickert besuchte mehrere
mit Frauenrechtschutz verbundene Veranstaltungen in Halle und sende-
te mehrere Artikel fiir das Vereinsblatt.o

Auf Grund der oben erwidhnten Tatsachen, konnen wir festsetzen,
dass unter den biirgerlichen Frauenorganisationen in den mitteleuropai-
schen Staaten vor dem Ersten Weltkrieg ein bedeutender Wissenstrans-
fer durchgefiihrt wurde. Es ist sichtbar, dass in diesem Transfer die ge-
meinsame Identitit eine wichtige Rolle spielte. Trotz der Differenzen in
dem wirtschaftlichen Entwicklungsstand waren die Probleme der Frau-
en natiirlicherweise dhnlich: sie kimpften fiir ihre Gleichberechtigung in
allen Gebieten des Lebens, und sie waren im Klaren, dass sie zusammen
fiir ihre Rechte effektiver auftreten konnen. Gerade deswegen war die
Erkenntnis von Réza Schwimmer fiir die ungarische Bewegung die al-

56 Die Frau. 5 (1915): 82. (im Weiteren: DF).; CZEFERNER (2018): 40-65.

57 In diesem Fall ist es offensichtig, dass die Vereine keinen finanziellen Gewinn
aus dieser Tatigkeit erzielten.

58 HAUCH (1999): 221—245.; DF 12 (1918): 276.

59 Uber dem Anfang ihre Tatigkeit S. FG 4 (1907): 63. FG 8 (1907): 141.

60 Tatigkeitsbericht 1910., BADER-ZAAR (1999): 365—383. Die Statistiken der
ungarischen Institutionen waren dhnlich wiahrend der Kriegszeiten. S. DF 17 (1914):
2. DR 18 (1914): 206. DF 19 (1914): 214. DF 1 (1915): 12. DF 2 (1915): 25. DF 3 (1915):
40. DF 4 (1915): 65. DF 7 (1915): 112. DF 8 (1915): 123. DF 10 (1915): 164. DF 11
(1915): 178. DF 1 (1916): 14. DF 2 (1916): 33. DF 5 (1916): 78.

" WR Nachlass Fickert. Konvolut von Zeitungsausschnitten. 88152 L.
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lerwichtigste: sie wusste eigentlich, dass der positive Einfluss aus den
westlichen Staaten unerlisslich ist. Gerade deswegen versuchte sie mit
mehreren weltberithmten Feministinnen enge Kontakte auszubauen.%2
Thre Anstrengungen wurden 1913 mit Erfolg gekront, als der Verein der
Feministinnen dem International Women Suffrage Alliance (IWSA)
beitrat.®s

»Mit dem Ausdruck des Bedauerns u. vorziigl. Hochach-
tung....”*4 — Korrespondenzen, Vortrdge, Artikel

Die bisher genannten Aspekte sind als indirekte Verbindungspunkte
zu begreifen und im Folgenden mochte ich einige Beispiele direkter Kon-
takte unter den Mitgliedern der Frauenorganisationen — insbesondere in
internationaler Relation — bringen.%5

Nicht nur die Korrespondenzen der Feministinnen, sondern auch die
Artikel in ihren Zeitschriften und auch die Protokolle der Generalversamm-
lungen und die Vereinsnachrichten verraten wertvolle Informationen iiber
die Netzwerke, die sich in internationaler Relation vor dem Ersten Welt-
krieg unter den Vereinen herausbildeten.®® Es ist bedauerlich, dass die So-
zialwissenschaftler diese Quellen aufgrund dieses Belanges noch nicht be-
achteten. Erstens finde ich es wichtig, dass die Mitglieder der oben erwdhn-
ten Vereine regelmifBig in den Zeitschriften von auslandischen Frauenver-
einen publizierten. AuBerdem nahmen sie gern und oft an den unterschied-
lichen Veranstaltungen (Vorlesungen, Vortrige, Diskussionsabende usw.)
der ,,Schwesternvereine” teil,®7 und gerade deswegen standen sie in fortlau-
fender Korrespondenz miteinander.%8 Die literarische Kolumne und die

62 HAAN et al. (2006): 484—489.

63 SZAPOR (2011): 245—261.

64 Die erste Zeile des Briefes von Gabriele Reuter (1859, Alexandria—1941, Wei-
mar) beriihmte deutsche Schriftstellerin) Auguste Fickert. Nachlass Fickert. ONB M
F.34. Fickert 365. 18. Januar 1902.

65 Die Rahmen diesem Beitrag machen es nicht méglich eine detaillierte Analyse
alle die frither erschlossenen Quellen zu {ibermitteln. Die komplexe Analyse der
Korrespondenzen und der untersuchten Zeitschriften bilden die das Riickgrat mei-
ner Dissertationsarbeit.

% In diesem Gebiet wire es auch niitzlich, die Mitgliedsliste des ADFs zu kontrol-
lieren, weil das Statut auch iiber auslandische Mitgliedern sprach. Auerdem erwah-
nen Gertrud Baumer und Helene Lange in ihrem Bund iiber der deutschen Frauen-
bewegung, dass der Verein in Verbindung mit Osterreichischen Frauenorganisatio-
nen stand. LANGE (1901): 52.

67 S. z. B. die Dokumente {iber die Beurlaubung von Auguste Fickert wegen ver-
schiedener internationaler Kongresse und Konferenzen, die mehrmals von der Wie-
ner Schulbehorde abgelehnt wurden. WR Nachlass Fickert I.N. 71183/2, 7, 9.

68 Der Rekonstruktion der Teilnehmerlisten dienen die Vereinsnachrichten von
den Osterreichischen und ungarischen Zeitschriften als ausgezeichnete Quellen: S.
Vereinsnachrichten in beiden Zeitschriften (z.B: FG 4 (1910): 62—-65., NFL 11 (1912):
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Rezensionen sind auch wichtig, insbesondere in dem ungarischen Fall, wo
die Mehrheit der neu angekommenen Biicher aus den deutschen Gebieten
stammten.®® Die Korrespondenzen der ungarischen Vereinsmitglieder ar-
beitete ich noch nicht auf, aber es ist schon nachzuweisen, dass Réza
Schwimmer und Vilma Gliicklich mit den osterreichischen und deutschen
Organisationen intensiven Kontakt aufhielten. Schwimmer schickte insge-
samt vier Artikel (und hochstwahrscheinlich mehrere Berichte anonym) fiir
die Zeitschrift von Auguste Fickert, in denen sie die ungarische Bewegung
meistens in eine vorteilhafte Beleuchtung stellte.”> Andererseits haben die
Feministen einen langen Bericht {iber die Beschliisse der ersten deutschen
Konferenz, die die Interessen von den Arbeiterinnen schiitzen wollte.” Wei-
terhin verdffentlichten — neben anderen — Lily Baitz Meran (deutsche Bild-
kiinstlerin) und Ella Berger (Vizevorsitzende der Organisation der deut-
schen Frauen, die im Buchhandel arbeiteten) Artikel in Der Frau und der
Gesellschaft, wahrend Lily Braun, (1865, Halberstadt—1916, Berlin)72 fiih-
rende Figur der deutschen sozialdemokratischen Frauenbewegung und
Maria Lischnewska (deutsche Lehrerin und radikale Aktivist der Frauen-
bewegung, die eine viel zitierte Publizistin in Osterreichischen-ungarischen
Zeitschriften war) schon im Jahre 1907 in Budapest Vortrage hielten.”s
Hans Dorn, der Professor der Ludwig-Maximilian-Universitit in Miinchen
hielt Vortrage in Ungarn und publizierte auch im Neuen Frauenleben.74
Vilma Gliicklich wurde wahrend der Kriegszeiten auch nach Wien eingela-
den um einen dicht besuchten Vortrag iiber die Stellenvermittlung von den
Feministinnen und Beamtinnen zu halten.”s

295-297. S. in Osterreichischer Relation z.B. die Korrespondenz von Auguste Fickert
und Rosa Mayreder. (S. ONB M F.34. Fickert 365, Nachlass Mayreder. ONB H Cod.
Ser. No. 24566).

%9 Es kommt auch oft vor, dass die Biicher, die aus den angelséchsischen Staaten
kamen, deutsche Ubersetzungen waren. z.B. S. FG 5 (1907): 85.

70 Zum Artikel iiber den Vortrag von Maria Montefiore in Budapest und fiir
die Frauenirzte s. NFL 9 (1907): 14. Schwimmer benachrichtigte den osterrei-
chischen Verein auch iiber die neue Angestellte der Universitdtsbibliothek in
Budapest, aber sie schrieb auch iiber ein gesetzwidriges Verfahren, namlich dass
die Lehrerinnen nach ihren EheschlieBungen nicht mehr unterrichten durften.
NFL 6 (1908): 162—-163.

7' FG 5 (1907): 81—-83.

72 Brinkler-Gabler; Ludwig, Woffen, Lexikon der Schriftstellerinnen, 42—43.

73 MOTTER (2011). WERNER (1999): 206. Es ist wichtig, dass das Handbuch der
Frauenbewegung, die von Helene Lange und Gertrud Baumer in Deutschland im
Jahre 1901 publiziert wurde, iiber die ungarische Frauenbewegung als bedeutungslos
berichtete. LANGE-BAUMER (1901): 187-188. SchlieBlich sagte Lily Braun ihren
Budapester Vortrag ab wegen ihrer Krankheit.

74 PERSONALSTAND 1925/1926. Miinchen 1925. 8., FG 11 (1908): 184. Fiir die
Artikel die von seinem Vortrag in Der Frau und der Gesellschaft veroffentlicht wur-
de S. FG 1 (1909): 15. NFL 4 (1912): 97—101. NFL 5 (1912): 121-128.

75 DF 19 (1914): 214.
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Als Herausgeberin des Neuen Frauenlebens war die Aufgabe von Au-
guste Fickert ahnlich der Arbeit von Réza Schwimmer. Sie musste die
potenziellen Autoren und Publizisten auswiahlen, die in der Zeitschrift
Artikeln mitteilten. Sie war auch verantwortlich fiir die Vereinsveran-
staltungen z.B. fiir die Vortridge, die normalerweise von beriihmten
Frauenrechtlerinnen gehalten wurden. Die Korrespondenzen und die
anderen Quellen beweisen es eindeutig, dass diese Organisationsaufga-
ben gar nicht problemlos und einfach waren. Nach der Griindung der
Zeitschrift stellte es sich fiir Fickert heraus, dass es um neue Autoren
und Publizisten zu ersuchen gar nicht einfach ist. Unter den weltbe-
rilhmten Personlichkeiten der Frauenbewegung — mit denen sie iibri-
gens freundliche Briefe wechselte — wurde ihr Ersuchen 1902 nicht nur
von der ersten in Deutschland promovierten Juristin, Anita Augspurg,
die sich als prominente Figur der biirgerlich-feministischen Frauenbe-
wegung der Jahrhundertwende um die Erneuerung des deutschen Biir-
gerlichen Gesetzbuches engagierte (1857, Verden—1943, Ziirich)7¢ und
der oben erwihnten Gabriela Reuter, sondern auch von der weltberithm-
ten Nobel-Tragerin und Schriftstellerin Bertha von Suttner (1843,
Prag—1914, Wien) zurilickgewiesen.?” Reuter lehnte 1902 Fickert noch
einmal ab: ,die freundliche Aufforderung” konnte sie wegen anderen
Verpflichtungen leider ,nicht mit einem ja beantworten”.78 Lily Braun
sagte nicht nur die Aufforderung des osterreichischen, sondern auch des
ungarischen Vereins in den Jahren 1906 und 1907 ab.79

Dass muss auch betont werden, dass beide Frauenrechtlerinnen auch
eine Menge positive Riickmeldungen bekamen: 1891 — vor der Griin-
dung des AOFVs — wurde Fickert von Suttner zu einer Frauenversamm-
lung eingeladen.®° Ein paar Jahre spéter war sie in standiger Korrespon-
denz mit dem deutschen Schriftsteller, Bithnenautor und Ubersetzer
Ludwig Fulda (1862, Frankfurt am Main—1939, Berlin) die wahrend
ihres Aufenthaltes in Wien einen Vortrag in dem Verein hielt.8* In Un-

76 Sie hat sich auf Zeitnot beruft: ,Meine Zeit erlaubt mir leider nicht, zu meinen
vielen alten noch neuen Verpflichtungen zu tibernehmen, weshalb ich Thnen Wiin-
sche nach m. Mitarbeit am Neuen Frauenleben zum. Bedauern nicht entsprechen
kann.“(18. Januar 1902.) ONB M F.34. 365.

77 BRINKLER—-GABLER 1986. 302—304.

78 (9. Dezember 1902. ONB M F.34. 365.) Im ersten Brief hat sie auch ihre Uber-
lastung ausgedruckt: ,Durch eine Fiille begonnener Arbeiten [...] ist es mir leider
unmdglich, fiir ithre begonnene Zeitschrift in der ndchsten Zeit etwas von Beitragen
zu liefern.“ 18. Januar 1902. ONM M F.34. 365.

79 16. August 1906. (ONB M F.34. Fickert 365.) Auf dem ungarischen Fall musste
die ihren Vortrag wegen einer Krankheit absagen. FG 4. (1907): 63.

80 ONB M F.34. Fickert 365.

81 Sje mussten nicht nur das Thema des Vortrages, sondern auch den Zeitpunkt
abstimmen, weil der deutschen Dramatiker nur vier Tagen in der Kaiserstadt ver-
brachte. ONB M F. 34. Fickert 365.
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garn kamen auch deutsche Referenten ganz oft vorbei: Neben Lily Braun
und Hans Dorn konnte Schwimmer z.B. Maria Lischnewska, die sich
mehr mit der Fabrikarbeit der Frauen beschéftigte, und die wohlbekann-
te deutsche Modeschopferin und prominente Figur der Reformkleidbe-
wegung Hedwig Buschmann aus Berlin zu Gast haben, die auch die pro-
vinziellen Organisationen besichtigten.82

Der Hohepunkt — Frauenkongress in Budapest im Jahre
1913

Der Hohepunkt der ungarischen biirgerlichen feministischen Bewe-
gung wurde von dem Budapester internationalen Frauenkongress im
Jahre 1913 geliefert. Uber den Ort entschieden die Delegierten, die an
dem Frauenkongress in Stockholm zwei Jahre friiher teilnahmen.83 Uber
die Vorbereitungen miissen wir kurz hervorheben, dass der Kostenvor-
anschlag der Konferenz und der anschlieBenden Programme insgesamt
110 000 Kronen war.84 Meiner Ansicht nach ist diese Angabe die beste, die
den Entwicklungsstand und die Stirke der ungarischen Frauenbewegung
vor dem Ersten Weltkrieg illustrieren kann.8 Es muss als ein riesiges
Wachstum angesehen werden, beson-
ders wenn man auf die Tatsache Riick-
sicht nimmt, dass die ungarische Frau-
enbewegung von den deutschsprachi-
gen Biichern — die an der Jahrhun-
dertwende tiiber die europiischen Or-
ganisationen publizierten wurden -
fast nicht registriert wurden.8¢

Zwischen den 15. und 20. Juni
kamen auch die prominenten deut-
schen und osterreichischen Personlichkeiten der Frauenbewegung nach
Budapest. Aber bevor sie nach Budapest abfuhren, hielten sie sich — mit
Ausnahme von Carrie Chapman Catt — eine kurze Zeit in Wien auf.8” Neben
Anita Augspurg besuchten die Konferenz Lida Gustava Heymann (1868,
Hamburg—1943, Ziirich; Vorstandsmitglied des Vereins Fortschrittlicher
Frauenvereine) und Helene Stocker (1869, Wuppertal-1943, New York;

82 FG 1 (1912): 18.

83 FG 7 (1911): 107.

84 Diese informellen ,Freizeitaktivititen“ (Ausfliige in die Provinzen, Soireen)
sollten ebenso wichtig wie die formalen Tagungen behandelt werden, weil sie fiir die
Delegierten Moglichkeit fiir tiefere Konversationen boten.

85 Vor 1913 hatten Berlin, London, Amsterdam und Stockholm solche Frauen-
konferenzen organisiert. LANGE-BAUMER (1901): 151.

86 Ebenda. 179-180., ILLUSTRIERTES 1900. 59, 140, 224, 240.

87 WITTMANN (1950): 117.
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Griinderin des Bundes fiir Mutterschutz).88 Aus Wien kamen — natiirlich
neben anderen Delegierten — Henriette Herzfelder (1865, Briinn-1927,
Wien; Redakteurin des offiziellen Organs des Bundes Osterreichischer
Frauenvereine, das von der oben erwidhnten Marianne Hainisch gefiihrt wur-
de) und Maria Schwarz (1852, Wien—1920, Wien; Volksschullehrerin, und
Vizeprasidentin des Vereines der Lehrerinnen und Erzieherinnen in
Osterreich, enge Kollegin von Auguste Fickert).89

Die Pressestimmen {iiber das ,Frauenparlament” waren weltweit fast
eindeutig positiv. Die Zeitungen betonten, dass sie Delegierten wihrend
der Debatten von bester parlamentarischer Schulung zeugten, und sie
beleuchteten die Tatsache, dass die Frauenrechtlerinnen von dem friiher
gepragten Witzblattklischee weit entfernt seien.o°

Wie es auf den Bildern sichtbar ist, die wiahrend des Kongresses ange-
fertigt wurden, diente die Woche, die die insgesamt 1200 Géaste — unter
denen die weltberiihmten Feministin-
nen, wie Carrie Chapman Catt (1859,
Ripon, USA-1947, New Rochelle, USA),
die Prasidentin der IWSA — in Buda-
pest verbrachten, als eine vorziigliche
Gelegenheit fiir die Vertiefung der
Netzwerkverbindungen in den Rahmen
der Frauenorganisationen.' Es bedeu-
tet, dass dieser Kongress ein direkter
Treffpunkt des Wissenstransfers war,
wo alle Mitglieder der provinziellen, hauptstadtischen und internationa-
len Frauenbewegung die ideologische Gemeinschaft unter dem weibli-
chen Geschlecht fiihlen konnten.92

Fazit

Neben den oben aufgezihlten, eindeutig positiven Entwicklungsten-
denzen blieb die ungarische Bewegung in vielen Hinsichten im Riick-
stand, besonders im Vergleich zu der deutschen Organisation. Wegen
der wirtschaftlichen, sozialen und kulturellen Differenzen zwischen den
zwei Landern waren die Traditionen der Zivilorganisationen in den
deutschsprachigen Liandern ausgeprigter, die im Fall der Frauenbewe-
gung zu einem kraftigen gesellschaftlichen Identitatsbewusstsein fiihrte.

88 BRINKLER—GABLER (1986): 298—299.

89 Foto: Lida Gustava Heymann und Dr. Anita Augspurg als Mitglieder der deut-
schen Delegation an der Budapester Frauenkongress.

90 Zeitschrift fiir Frauenstimmrecht. 4 (1913).

91 Fiir die Bilder aus dem Nachlass von Réra Schwimmer s. Rosika Schwimmer
Papers. 1890—1983. Schwimmer—Lloyd Collection. (New York Digital Library.)

92 Foto: Internationale Delegierte der Frauenkongress wihrend einer Schifffahrt.
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Gerade deswegen — und auch wegen der wirtschaftlichen Entwicklung —
kann es beobachtet werden, dass die deutschen und auch die Osterrei-
chischen Frauenorganisationen spezialisierter waren. Aufgrund dieser
Faktoren kann man beobachten, dass die Frauenorganisationen in den
verschiedenen Lindern nicht immer auf die gleichen Aspekte kon-
zentrierten, obwohl ihre Zielsetzungen ahnlich waren. Die finanzielle
Situation der deutschen Vereine war selbstverstandlich wesentlich giins-
tiger, als in Osterreich und in Ungarn. Der Allgemeine Deutsche Frauen-
verein z. B. konnte sich erlauben mehrtagige jahrliche Vereinstagungen
zu organisieren. In Osterreich und Ungarn blieben diese Versammlun-
gen sehr einfach: meistens eine paar-stiindige Sitzung mit einem Emp-
fang oder einem Konzert. Es ist keinesfalls eine Uberraschung, dass die-
se Programme nicht so dicht besucht waren, als die groBziigigen Pro-
gramme der deutschen Organisationen. Das sollte auch betont werden,
dass in Ungarn die Frauenbewegung sehr stark von einzelnen Personen
(wie Roza Schwimmer und Vilma Gliichlich) abhingig war, was auch auf
kulturelle und spezielle ungarische organisationsgeschichtliche Eigenar-
tigkeiten zuriickzufiihren ist. Vor 1918 waren die oben erwahnten Frau-
en die wichtigsten Personlichkeiten in der biirgerlich-feministischen
Frauenbewegung in Ungarn, die nicht nur die Zielsetzungen, sondern
auch die Aufgaben und der Charakter der Vereine in bedeutenden MafBe
pragten.93 Es muss auch betont sein, dass hauptséchlich in Ungarn, die
Charakterziige der behandelten Vereinen von jiidischen mittelstandi-
schen Frauen dominiert wurden.

Die Methoden von Auguste Fickert — die keine jiidischen Frauen in
dem AOF sehen wollte — waren sogar autokratisch, sie setzte sich in den
meisten Debatten durch, die den AOF betrafen. Von ihren Mitfrauen
wurde Fickert oft als , Fiihrerin” bezeichnet. Trotz dieser Tatsachen wa-
ren die Vorsitzenden mit den jahrlichen Ergebnissen der Osterreichi-
schen und ungarischen Vereine unzufrieden, in den meisten Fillen we-
gen der passiven Haltung der Mitglieder. Mehrere von diesen Frauen
nahmen an dem Vereinsleben nicht teil, und der Einzahlung der Mit-
gliedsbeitriage war auch regelmafig problematisch.

Der Erste Weltkrieg beeinflusste die ungarische — und natiirlich auch
die gesamte mitteleuropédische — Frauenorganisationen negativ. Die in-
ternationalen Organisationen konnten ihre Aufgabe nicht vollstindig
erfiillen und die Pflege der Beziehungen wurde nicht nur mit den west-
europdischen und amerikanischen Staaten erschwert, sondern auch in
den Landern der Mittelméachte. Die rechtlichen Verdnderungen beein-
flussten nicht nur die Publikation der Zeitschriften (Kriegszensur), son-
dern auch die Rahmen der Organisierung der frither veranstalteten (in-

93 Ahnlich wie Marika Gardos in der sozialdemokratische oder Margit Slachta in
der Christlicher Sozialist Partei zwischen den zwei Kriegen.
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ter)nationalen Frauenkongressen. Das gemeinsame Identitatsbewusst-
sein kam jedoch nicht abhanden, es verkorperte sich wihrend der Jahre
des Krieges in der internationalen Friedensbewegung und blieb auch
nach 1918 intensiv. Andererseits begann die biirgerlichen feministischen
Frauenorganisationen in Ungarn wihrend der 1920-er Jahren verkiim-
mert, und die Rahmen der Frauenbewegung wurden ganz anders.
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Domadk Csillat

Regionalism in today’s Europe

Abstract

Regions and regionalism are rather flourishing in i
Europe. But what do regionalism and the expression ,,Europe of regions”
exactly mean? There are three approaches to the question: 1.) the concept of
cross-border interregionality between the Member States of the European
Union; 2.) the effort to make regions the basic building blocks of European
integration instead of states; and 3.) the objective to introduce a three-tier
structure to the European Union which would extend the already existing
tiers of the European Union and the Member States with a third one, the
territorial units within nation-states. The first approach (interregional
cooperation) has long been adopted; the second approach (the vision of
Europe made up of regions instead of states) is rather utopian. The third
one is subject to fierce debates: a three-tier European Union with European,
nation-state and regional levels.

Keywords: region; regionalism; supranational; integration; principle of
subsidiarity;

Although the form, motives and causes of movements promoting
regionalism may vary greatly?, their purpose is the same for
autonomous, federalist and separatist movements alike: to relativise the
existing central nation-state. Thus, advancing European integration has
become a natural ally for them as — from their perspective — it meant the
disfunctionality of traditional nation-states. A supranational and
therefore multinational and multicultural community promises much
more room for development than a classic nation-state.

Nevertheless, regionalism and European integration could only
converge effectively at the turn of the 1980s and 1990s, following the
»Europe of regions” concept. As European integration mainly delivered
on the hopes relating to the concept of Europe after World War 11, it has
achieved its goal in the eye of many Europeans and new steps of
integration have become necessary. Many are afraid of the European
Union becoming a behemoth super-state which would devour
democratic  constitutional nation-states together with their
achievements.3 The regionalisation of the integration process, however,

! Historian, PhD, University of Pécs, csilladomok@yahoo.de

2 Dirk GERDES: Regionalismus als soziale Bewegung, Frankfurt/New York,
1985; Wolfgang LIPP: Industriegesellschaft und Regionalkultur, Koln, 198.; Hans-
Georg WEHLING: Regionen und Regionalismus in Westeuropa, Stuttgart, 1987.

3 Manfred BRUNNER: Kartenhaus Europa? Abkehr wvom Zentralismus-

31



Domdk Csilla: Regionalism in today’s Europe

promises to remedy this situation. In line with the principles of
federalism and subsidiarity, regionality should create new legitimacy
and promote acceptance toward the European Union.

But what do regionalism and the expression ,Europe of regions”
exactly mean? There are three approaches to the question#: first, the
concept of cross-border interregionality between the Member States of
the European Union; second, the effort to make regions the basic
building blocks of European integration instead of states; and finally, the
objective to introduce a three-tier structure to the European Union
which would extend the already existing tiers of the European Union and
the Member States with a third one, the territorial units within nation-
states. The first approach (interregional cooperation) is conventional
and has long been adopted; the second approach (the vision of Europe
made up of regions instead of states) is rather utopian. The third one is
subject to fierce debates: a three-tier European Union with European,
nation-state and regional levels.

First, we have to clarify the meaning of regions and territorial units in a
European context, which represent the third tier. The Community Charter
for Regionalisation, adopted by the European Parliament in 1988, defines
‘region’ as follows: ,,For the purposes of this Charter the word region shall
be taken to mean a territory which constitutes, from a geographical point
of view, a clear-cut entity or a similar grouping of territories where there
is continuity and whose population possesses certain shared features and
wishes to safeguard the resulting specific identity and to develop it with
the object of stimulating cultural, social and economic progress. ‘Shares
features’ shall be taken to mean language, culture, historical tradition and
interests related to the economy and transport. It is not necessary that all
of these elements be present in every case.’s

A geographically ,clear-cut entity”, a ,similar grouping of
territories”, a population with ,certain shared features” in terms of
language, culture and historical traditions — it is obvious that such
vaguely described areas cannot provide a solid foundation for
determining the third tier of the European Union. Such a European
Union probably exists only in regional studies and at the level of hopes
and intentions, but definitely not in terms of powers of action or from a
legal perspective.

Neuanfang durch Vielfalt, Miinchen, 1984.

4 Rudolf HRBEK: Die deutschen Ldnder vor den Herausforderungen der EG-
Integration, IN: Bernhard VOGEL/Giinther H. OETTINGER: Foderalismus in der
Bewdhrung, Ko6ln,1992. 9—33. 19f.

5 European Parliament Resolution on Community regional policy and the role of
the regions; Gemeinschaftscharta der Regionalisierung, In print: Joachim BAUER :
Europa der Regionen. Aktuelle Dokumente zur Rolle und Zukunft der deutschen
Ldnder im europdischen Integrationsprozef3, Berlin, 1991. 23—20. 33.
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The ,regions” defined by the European Commission as target areas
for its regional policy are also of little use here.® These are nothing more
than statistical quantities which disregard the competence of individual
territorial units in legislation, public administration and legal practice,
their institutional structure and their role in the decision making process
of the unitary state. If we nevertheless have a look at the shared
characteristics of the regions’ powers of action, we find that ,region as a
statistical label” refers to quite different realities in Europe.

This means that the foundations of regions, which can be considered
for defining the third European tier, is highly heterogeneous. The
spectrum ranges from the dependent administrative units of unitary
Member States (such as in Ireland) to the federated states of Germany
which have constitutional and budgetary autonomy and have powers to
express opinion at federal level. Consequently, there is disparity not only
in the potential political interest in using the third tier of European
structures but also in the resources required by Member States to carry
out this process.

Antecedents of European integration

The advance of German states were primarily due to the changes in
importance resulting from the federal system of Germany. Integration
necessarily entails the waiver of German sovereign rights for the
European Community. Based on its integration competence of Germany
(Article 24(1) of the Basic Law), the federation may transfer certain
rights to European organisations, including its own rights and that of the
states, without the approval of the Federal Council. This way, several
state-level legislative competences have been transferred to European
level since the establishment of the European Community.”

In addition to the transfer of sovereign rights expressly listed in the
treaties, the competences of the German states have been
»clandestinely” undermined. Article 235 of the EEC Treaty, which gives
the Council the power to act if any action by the Community is necessary
to achieve a Community aim in cases where the Treaty has not provided
for the requisite powers of action, made it possible to create a ,self-
service system of competences” for the European Community. Besides

6 For the EU’s funding delivery mechanisms, the European Commission uses the
Nomenclature of Territorial Units for Statistics (NUTS) which defines three levels:
NUTS I: 66, NUTS II: 174, NUTS III: 829 regions. Cf. Kommission der Européischen
Gemeinschaft: Die Regionen in den goer Jahren, 4. periodischer Bericht iiber die
sozio-6konomische Lage und Entwicklung der Regionen der Gemeinschaft, 1991.

7 Thomas REMMERS: Europdische Gemeinschaften und Kompetenzverluste der
deutschen Ldnder, Frankfurt am Main, 1992. Tobias BUSCH: Bundesldnder im
Grundgesetz im Spannungsfeld der europdischen Integration, Plaffenweiler, 1990.
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the area of economy, the extension of competences reached all the areas
of domestic policy which had been considered the ,holiest” parts of the
states: self-government, public and higher education, police and media.
This made it clear for the states that their political essence is at stake.

The transfer of the legislative competence of the federation to the
Community shifted the centre of gravity to the detriment of the federated
states. The states were deprived of their right to intervene in federal
legislation in the form of protest and veto. ,Participatory federalism”, on
which the federated states could rely in the past decades by replacing parts
of their original legislative rights to matters delegated to the federation in
turn of the veto right of the Federal Council, became futile in this sense.

Furthermore, the Community also intervened into a central element
of state powers: public administration. The thoroughness with which the
Council and the Commission adopt provisions and determine directions,
has become legendary in the meantime. They restrict the states’ room for
manoeuvre in applying the federal law provided by the German federal
constitution. Examples of the perfectionistic regulation of details are
part of the ,,Euro-folklore” ranging from the guidelines for preparing a
change of government to the regulation of agricultural vehicles and the
labelling of tobacco products.

Instrumental in this process was the fact that European integration
had been stricken by a kind of “provincial insensitivity” from the
beginning. The legal order of the Community is based on international
legal treaties which confer it on the states as contracting parties to
regulate the transfer of sovereign rights within the state. Accordingly,
until the conclusion of the Treaty of Maastricht, Community law only
recognised Member States at European level, but not provinces or
regions. From the perspective of the Treaty, regions were considered as
,no man’s land”. So only the representatives of the states had the right to
participate in exercising the transferred powers in the Community’s
organisations, while regions could not even enjoy a partial compensation
for the powers taken from them.

Initially, state governments received intervention rights through the
Federal Council instead of state parliaments, so it was not the Federal
Parliament but the Federal Government which exercises euro-political
powers. This led to a legitimacy deficit of political decisions affecting
Europe which could not even be compensated by the European Parliament.

In view of imbalances within the federation, the problem of federated
states is not surprising; they can fall victim of European integration
which may finally result in their degradation to a kind of ,union of
higher administrative units” within the ,administrative province” of the
federation.8 It is also unsurprising that the federated states adopted a

8 Hans-Heinrich RUPP: Maastricht - eine neue Verfassung? Zeitschrift fiir
Rechtspolitik, 1993. 211—213. 213.
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dual defensive strategy. On the one hand, they aimed to strictly control
of any further transfer of sovereign rights, on the other hand, following
the logic of participatory federalism, they aimed to intervene in the
exercise of the powers that were already lost. This dual defensive
strategy, by nature, manifested in two different levels at the same time:
within the federation and within Europe.?

The control of transfer of sovereign powers within the federation
means closing the door through which the transfer occurs (i.e. the
application of Article 24(1) of the Basic Law). This is achieved either by
withdrawing the exclusive state-level competences of the federation’s
integration power, or by making all or certain competences conditional
on the approval of the Federal Council. Within the federation
intervention right means that the federated states have a decisive role
within the federation in expressing opinions on European matters in the
preparation of the decisions of the competent European organisations.

At European level, the defensive strategy of the federated states mean
the effort to eliminate the ,provincial insensitivity” and direct the
attention to the subnational level of federated states and regions: on the
one hand, by enshrining the principle of subsidiarity in Community law,
and, on the other hand, by connecting federated states and other
supranational entities directly to the process of the expression of
political intent of Europe through delegating representatives to the
Council and an extraordinary regional chamber. This is precisely the
»Europe of regions” programme.

This defensive strategy of German federated states dates back to the
1980s and initially it could only produce partial results. The real
breakthrough was achieved with the Treaty of Maastricht and the
resulting changes in the Basic Law.

The Treaty of Maastricht and the new Europe article of the
Basic Law

The Treaty of Maastricht and the new Europe article of the Basic Law
strongly correlated both historically and substantially. They put the
euro-political role of the federated states to new legal foundations. What
was the benefit of the Treaty of Maastricht and the new Europe article?1°

The Treaty of Maastricht can be measured against the specific
negotiating goals defined by the federated states in advance. The prime
ministers’ conference in June 1990 decided on four fundamental claims®::

9 Jochen HUHN/Peter-Christian WITT: Foderalismus in Deutschland, Baden-
Baden, 1992. 217—238.

1o Franz H. U. BORKENHAGEN: Vom kooperativen Foderalismus zum ,,Europa
der Regionen”, Aus Politik und Zeitgeschichte, 1992. B 42. 36—44.

11 Joachim BAUER: Régiok Eurédpaja (Europe of Regions), Berlin, 1991. 41—97.
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the inclusion of the principle of subsidiarity in the treaties of the
Community; the creation of a regional council; the opening of the
ministerial council for the representatives of the federated states and
regions; and the right of complaint of federated states and regions.

The first three claims were included in the EU Treaty, though the
exact wordings differed from the relevant proposals and concepts of the
federated states. The right of complaint of federated states, however, was
not included in the Treaty. The Federal Government did not accept this
claim due to constitutional considerations, so this item was not put on
the agenda of negotiations at all.

(a) The principle of subsidiarity was first defined as a general
principle of community law. The goals of the EU, and therefore the
general goals of the Treaty, had to be achieved in line with the principle
of subsidiarity. This is based on the definition in Article 3b which
stipulates as follows:

»1. The Community shall act within the limits of the powers
conferred upon it by this Treaty and of the objectives assigned to it
therein.

2. In areas which do not fall within its exclusive competence, the
Community shall take action, in accordance with the principle of
subsidiarity, only if and in so far as the objectives of the proposed
action cannot be sufficiently achieved by the Member States and can
therefore, by reason of the scale or effects of the proposed action, be
better achieved by the Community.

3. Any action by the Community shall not go beyond what is
necessary to achieve the objectives of this Treaty.”

Comparing paragraphs 1 and 3 of the subsidiarity Article, their
significance is beyond dispute. Paragraph 1 shall be understood as the
restriction of competences; the activity of the Community is made
conditional on the principle of restricted individual authorisation.
Paragraph 3 bounds the Community to the principle of relativity.
Paragraph 2, however, sparks fierce debates. It says that the
Community may only take action if and in so far as the objectives cannot
be ,sufficiently achieved” by the Member States and if they can be
»better achieved” by the Community. This wording is a compromise
which combines two concepts. While the wording ,cannot be sufficiently
achieved” sets a clear limit for community competences, the ,better
achieved” provides more ground to use those competences. The
federated states thus miss the ,clear rejection of European centralist
processes™s3 from this compromise wording.

12 Torsten STEIN: Subsidiaritdt als Rechtsprinzip? Detlef MERTEN: Die
Subsidiaritit Europas, 2™ ed. Berlin, 1994. 23—40. Detlef MERTEN: Subsidiaritdt
als Verfassungsprinzip, in: ibid. 77-96.

13 Rudolf HRBEK: Der Ertrag der “Verfassungsdebatte” von Maastricht: Ein
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(b) The composition of the Council of Ministers in the Treaty (EC
Treaty, Article 146(1)) was extended with the participation of ministers at
federative state and regional level. So far, all Council members had to
belong to the central governments of the Member States. From now on,
only the ,ministerial” status is relevant, irrespective of whether the
representative is from the central, federated state or regional government.
This makes it possible to enforce regional interests more strongly and
effectively in the Community. These claims, by the way, were pushed
through by the Belgian delegation rather than the German one. The
application of this provision is left to regulation within the Member State.

(c) The EC Treaty (Article 198a) also foresees the establishment of a
»Committee of the Regions”. This committee only has a consultative role
and comprises the 189 members of regional and local bodies, including
24 German members. According to the Treaty, the committee has to
consult in a number of matters, including supporting objectives in
general education, cultural life, health, and certain aspects of networks
outside Europe and of regional policy. The Committee of the Regions
may also express its position in any European issue.

A similarly important provision is enshrined in Article 23 which
reinforces the positions of federated states under community law vis-
a-vis their positions within the Member State. In connection with the
implementing laws and a governmental agreement between the
federation and the federated states it regulates three relevant areas:
the transfer of sovereign rights to the European Union, the
participation of federated states in decision-making affecting
European policy within the Member State, and external
representation vis-a-vis the European Union'4.

Criticism voiced against the new Europe article, concerning the
excessive increase of powers of federated states, primarily presented
three arguments:

(1) The Europe article is an ,illegitimate” child of the Treaty of
Maastricht. Many ventured so far as to talk about ,blackmailing
constellations” and ,shopping frenzy” where federated states reached for
everything in their sight’s. This criticism is opposed by the fact that
powers to participate in constitutionally planned decisions are meant to
be used. Junctions (so-called ‘junktims’) and planned packages also
form part of normal everyday political transactions.

Erfolg fiir den Foderalismus und die deutschen Linder, IN: Jiirgen F. BAUR:
Europarecht — Energierecht Wirtschaftsrecht (Festschrift fiir Bodo Borner), Koln,
1992. 125-149. 138.

14 Ruppert SCHOLZ: Grundgesezt und europdische Einigung, Neue Juristische
Wochenschrift 45, 1992. 2593—2601.

15 Wolfgang PHILIPP:Ein dreistufiger Bundesstaat, Zeitschrift fiir Rechtspolitik,

1972. 433—438. 436.
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(2) Setting the condition that the transfer of sovereign rights should
be approved by the constitutional majority of the Federal Council acts
again integration and makes Germany ,unsuitable toward Europe”. As
opposed to this argument, the federated states have so far fully
supported the European integration process and ultimately transferred
new competences to the Community under the Treaty of Maastricht. On
the other hand, if it is true that the transfer of further sovereign rights
triggers the amendment of the constitution, it is consistent to use in this
field as well the procedures generally planned for the amendment of the
constitution.

(3) The participation of the federated states in the process of
expressing the political intent of Europe weakens Germany’s powers of
action in integration policy. This approach is based on the assumption
that tying the German negotiation positions to the coercive mandate
provided by the Federal Council ruins the chances of successful
negotiations.

The principle of subsidiarity in practice

Ironically, the principle of subsidiarity, which was first introduced to
community law on the initiative of the federated states, can be indirectly
advantageous to the federated states as in the form given to it in the
Treaty it can only exert its impact in the Member States of the
Community rather than in transnational entities. As a prerequisite for
such an indirect effect, the principle of subsidiarity should create a clear
allocation of competences between the Community and the Member
States — which is quite dubious.

As opposed to national constitutions, the EC Treaty does not require
the definition and allocation of competences, but normally obligates the
organisations of the Community to make certain integration policy
objectives which must be archived by appropriate ,measures”. The
principle of functional allocation of tasks usually overarching sectors is
not violated by requiring the principle of subsidiarity to be met. The
formula that the Community may only take action if the objectives
enshrined in the Treaty cannot be ,sufficiently” achieved by the Member
States and can be ,better” achieved by the Community, does not provide
a clear set of criteria for refusing the regulatory claims of the
Community. ,It leaves the decision on the issue of competences to the
subjective consideration of organisations and decision-makers, to
which the natural interest of the systematic and restrictive application
of the principle cannot be subordinated ab ovo.™®

16 Werner WEIDENFELD: Europa ‘96. Reformprogramm fiir die Europdische
Union, Giitersloh, 1994. 17.

38



OT KONTINENS, az Uj- és Jelenkori Egyetemes Torténeti Tanszék tudomanyos kézleményei, N° 2015/2.
ELTE, BTK, BUDAPEST, 2018.

Summary

»A state is both too big and too small’'7 Today there is an increasing
need to strengthen the supranational political level, i.e. to create regions.
The situation of nation-states is not an easy one: they must be constantly
on the alert because of the effects of the globalisation and the alienation
of the constituent parts of the state. One of the answers given to this
challenge was the creation of the Economic and Monetary Union of the
EU, which reacted to the economic pressure of the global market, and
the inclusion of the above-mentioned principle of subsidiarity in the
Treaty of Maastricht. The reasons why regionalism has gained strength
can be summarised as follows: economic reasons, easier way of
addressing certain economic challenges, and the emergence of the so-
called ,cooperative-communicative state ideal”. Another reason is the
reduction of euro-bureaucracy, the shortening of the decision-making
chain, which can counterbalance economic and political integration. The
emergence of ,euroregionalism”, that is, cooperation along the
borderlines, and the traditional forms of belonging together and the
sense of identity are also important factors. It is evident for all
stakeholders that in order to exploit the full potential of regionalism all
its components (such as economic cohesion, geographical
characteristics, cultural identity and territorial mobility) have to be
present at the same time in the given area. If any of the components is
missing, the region as a territorial unit itself becomes questionable.

17 Peter WAGSTAFF: Regions, Nations, Identities. IN: Regionalism in the
European Union, Portland, 1999. 116.
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Abstract

The American media played an essential role during the Vietnam War.
Not only did the television show the antiwar demonstrations across the
U.S., but reporters also informed the American public and the politicians
about the happenings in Vietnam. Although the media mostly supported the
war, as President Johnson escalated the military conflict in 1965, journalists
began to oppose the American involvement in Vietnam. In addition, the
media also shaped public opinion about the war. One of the major
journalists, Walter Cronkite’s report was a decisive moment in the Vietnam
War as he, contradicting the statements of the American political and
military leaders, revealed that the United States was unlikely to win the war
in Vietnam. Afterward, more and more Americans turned against the war.
This paper aims at examining the role of the American media in the
Vietnam War and the effects of the media on public opinion.

Keywords: the Tet Offensive; the American media; Vietham War;
credibility gap; Walter Cronkite; television; public opinion; Gen. William
Westmoreland;

Besides the antiwar protests in the United States that made the
American political leaders end the war in Vietnam, the American media
also played an essential role throughout the entire military conflict.2
Television and the newspapers showed the antiwar demonstrations
across the U.S., as well as the military actions and the horrors of the war
in Vietnam.3 What is more, the media also shaped public opinion about
the military conflict,4 and thus, apart from the demonstrations, it also
determined the outcome of the war — especially Walter Cronkite’s report
on the Tet offensive.5 The purpose of this essay is to examine the role of
the American media in the Vietnam War, to study the attitude of the
media about the war, as well as to show the impact of the media’s
portrayal of the Tet offensive on public opinion.

! MA student, E6tvis Lorand University, Budapest, foldessy.gabor@yahoo.com

2 Roger BARR: The Vietnam War, Lucent Books Inc. San Diego, 1991. Print. 63.

3 Ibid.

4 Maurice ISSERMAN and John S. BOWMAN: Vietnam War, Facts On File Inc.
New York, 2003. Kindle edition. 107.

5 William HOSH (ed.): The Korean War and the Vietnam War: People, Politics,
and Power, Britannica Educational Publishing, New York, 2010. 188.
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Television played a crucial role in the Viethnam War.¢ In the 1960s,
television — that was invented in the 1940s — ,became the major news
source for the country.”” Concerning the role of the television in the
1960s, author Roger Barr makes the assertion that

»leJvery night, Americans sat down in their living rooms and saw
the radical changes that were occurring across the country on their
television sets. [...] Television cameras went anywhere and
everywhere in America. Within hours of a major event, Americans
saw pictures of it in their living rooms.”™

Moreover, the media also showed the ,antiwar protests in the United
States.”™ However, concerning the reliability of the media, historian
David L. Anderson points out that

»lbJecause the cameras frequently focused on picturesque and
unkempt members of the crowd, many viewers got a distorted
impression that all protestors were bums or so-called hippies.
Television and the other media reported on the war in less than
perfect ways.”™°
In addition, the Vietham War was the first military conflict in U.S.
history that Americans saw on television each day."! Concerning the
portrayal of the cruelties in Vietnam, Anderson makes the assertion that

»[t]his technology had not been available in previous wars, and it

could at times project dramatic images, such as the execution of a

Vietcong suspect on a Saigon street in 1968 or the chaotic helicopter

evacuation of the U.S. embassy in 1975.72

All in all, the antiwar demonstrations and especially the terror in
Vietnam that Americans watched on TV each day changed people’s mind
about the war: many times, the majority of people ,had trouble
reconciling what they saw on television.”3

The Attitude of the Media and Public Opinion

The attitude of the media about Vietnam changed during the war.14
Throughout ,,most of the 1960s,” the media more or less supported U.S.

% BARR (1991): 53.

7 Ibid.

8 Ibid. 50-53.

9 David. L. ANDERSON: The Columbia Guide to the Vietnam War. Columbia
University Press, New York, 2002. Print. 141.

10 Thid.

11 Thid.

12 Thid.

13 BARR (1991): 63.

14 Bruce O. SOLHEIM: The Vietnam War Era: A Personal Journey. Praeger
Publishers Westport, CT, 2006. Print. 117.
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military intervention in Vietnam.!5 Historian and war veteran Bruce O.
Solheim makes the assertion that

D]y 1967, there were nearly 1,000 reporters in Vietnam. Reporters
were typical of their generation. They believed that the United
States needed to stop Communist aggression. We held a sacred
mission to do so. Most reporters went to Vietnam believing that the
United States was right in being there. The Tonkin Gulf incident that
led to the Tonkin Gulf resolution was reported uncritically.
Reporters in Vietnam lived alongside the soldiers, under similar
conditions. Although there was no censorship, they felt pressure to
report what was helpful to the U.S. military and the South
Vietnamese government.”16

One of the journalists, Neil Sheehan who worked for The New York
Times, told after a visit in Southeast Asia that

S tlhe resident correspondents in Vietnam were [...] questioning
detail, not substance, [...]. We thought it our duty to help win the
war by reporting the truth of what was happening in order both to
inform the public and to put the facts before those in power so that
they could make correct decisions.™7?

As the above quotation reveals, journalists like Sheehan made every
attempt to let the Americans know about the happenings in Vietnam,
and they also let the American politicians know about the happenings in
Southeast Asia thus ,they could make correct decisions” to try to win the
war. In addition, as historians Maurice Isserman and John S. Bowman
point out, ,,Sheehan, [...] and others had not yet “questioned the justice
and good sense of U.S. intervention”” in Vietnam.!8

On the other hand, as President Johnson escalated the war in 1965
(despite the fact that he had promised not to do so), some reporters
started to question America’s goal of containing the spread of
communism in Vietnam.!9 As soon as the escalation began, the media
passed judgment on U.S. military actions in Vietnam.2® Some
correspondents were more censorious than others like the freelance
reporter, I.F. Stone who remarked concerning Johnson’s escalation ,that
“every government is run by liars and nothing they say should be
believed”.”* While some reporters criticized the president, others drew
the attention of the public to the cruelties of the war such as the

15 ISSERMAN and BOWMAN (2003): 106.

16 SOLHEIM (2006): 117.

17 qtd. in ISSERMAN and BOWMAN (2003): 106.
18 Thid. 106.

19 Tbid. 107.

20 SOLHEIM (2006): 117.

21 qtd. in ISSERMAN and BOWMAN (2003): 106.
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murdering of ordinary citizens in Vietnam.2? After a visit in Southeast
Asia, a journalist for The New York Times, Harrison Salisbury wrote in
December 1966 that ,,United States planes are dropping an enormous
weight of explosives on purely civilian targets.”3 Isserman and
Bowman point out that before Salisbury’s report, ,no newspapers had
questioned the administration’s claims that civilian targets in North
Vietnam were strictly off limits to American bombers.”24 In addition, in
December 1966, an American journalist was also ,critical of the U.S.
bombing campaign in North Vietnam” while others ,criticized the
United States’ use of defoliants and bombing in South Vietnam.”5

The media also influenced ,,public opinion” about the Vietnam War.2¢
Isserman and Bowman point out that in general, ,/t]elevision played a
major role in shaping public perceptions of the war.”?” The two
historians also make the assertion that

,»Vietnam was, as has often been noted, America’s first televised war.
Almost every day during the war, combat footage shot only a few
hours earlier appeared on the television screen at 6:30 P.M. in living
rooms across America. [...] Television reporting tended to focus on
dramatic footage of combat, not on complicated questions of
Vietnamese politics and history. Yet sometimes the images that
appeared on the screen led viewers to wonder about the official
Justifications for the war.”8

However, some historians also claim that before 1968, the media did not
influence the Americans to such a large extent.29 For instance, Solheim
argues that ,,[ffrom 1965 to 1967, TV coverage did not have as much impact
on public opinion as some people think” because, as he writes,

»[njot that many people watched the evening news on a regular basis

[...] People saw what they wanted to see in the coverage, and the TV
news confirmed, but did not change minds

[...] Most TV coverage did not show the worst of the death and
destruction.”3°

22 Thid, 107.

23 qtd. in ISSERMAN and BOWMAN (2003): 107.

24 Tbid.

25 SOLHEIM (2006): 118. For instance, ,[i/n 1967, a reporter named Martha
Gelchorn could not get her articles printed in U.S. newspapers” therefore ,,[s]he had
them printed outside of the United States and was promptly asked to leave
Vietnam.” SOLHEIM (2006): 118.

26 Tbid. 119.

27 ISSERMAN and BOWMAN (2003): 107.

28 Tbid. 107.

29 SOLHEIM (2006):119.

30 Tbid. 1109.
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Nevertheless, Solheim also maintains that ,/bJy late 1967, support
and opposition to the war were about even and had shifted over time
[...], Johnson then became a victim of the credibility gap,3' his
leadership was in question, and his approval rating slipped to a dismal
38 percent.”s?

The Tet Offensive and the ,Credibility Gap”

During the Vietnam War, reporters also played a crucial role in
influencing ,,the American public.”33 One of the major figures was the
foreign correspondent of The New York
Times, David Halberstam whose
»reporting on Vietnam initially
supported U.S. involvement,” but after
1965, he expressed his , disillusionment
with the war.”34 Moreover, Walter
Cronkite who was an ,anchorman of
the CBS Evening News” also shaped
public opinion by corresponding ,the :
most traumatic and triumphant moments of American life in the
1960s.”35 Concerning Cronkite, historian William Hosh points out that
»[tThe influence of Cronkite’s reporting is perhaps best illustrated by his
commentary on the Vietham War,” especially on the Tet offensives® (see
also the Figure aboves?).

Although the escalation seemed to be successful in the beginning, the
Tet offensive in 1968 changed the outcome of the war.38 As General
William Westmoreland traveled back to the United States from the
battlefield in November 1967, he was convinced that the American
troops were highly likely to win the war.39 In the fall of 1967,
Westmoreland gave the following statement to the press:

»I have never been more encouraged in the four years that I have
been in Vietnam. We are making real progress. [...] the “phaseout” of
U.S. involvement in Vietnam could begin within two years. [...] the

31 The term ,credibility gap” will be defined in more detail below, in the next
subsection.

32 SOLHEIM (2006): 119.

33 HOSH (2010): 188.

34 Ibid.

35 Ibid. 189.

36 Ibid.

37 The Figure depicts ,,Walter Cronkite and a CBS camera crew [using] a jeep for
a dolly while interviewing a commanding officer during the Battle of Hue City,
February 20, 1968.” Source: ISSERMAN and BOWMAN (2003): 126.

38 Ibid. 117.

39 Ibid. 117.
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“light at the end of the tunnel” in Vietnam had now become visible.
Victory, [...] “lies within our grasp”.”4°

However, the unexpected attacks of the communists between January
and April 1968 refuted Westmoreland’s earlier statement.4t From
January 30 to April 1968, the communists
attacked the South Vietnamese and the
American troops several times that resulted in
the deaths of numerous Americans4? (see also
the Figure43 on the right).

The Tet offensive was an unsuccessful
military action for both sides.44 Isserman and
Bowman point out that ,/a]fter the war it was
revealed that the North Vietnamese military
leaders themselves regarded the Tet Offensive
as something of a military failure” and ,the
Americans were not the victors of Tet” either.45
Moreover, the number of causalities during the Tet offensive was also high
in the case of both sides.4¢ The two historians also point out that

»[mjore than 1,100 Americans were killed in the first two weeks of
Tet, along with several thousand South Vietnamese. The United
States claimed that more than 30,000 Communists were killed in the
same period. General Westmoreland argued that Tet was a military
disaster for the Communists. [...] Their casualties were much higher
than those of the Americans and South Vietnamese.”7

In addition, after the Tet offensive, the communists attacked the
American troops again in May — historians usually define the incident as
,mini-Tet” — that resulted in the deaths of more than 2,500 Americans.48

Walter Cronkite’s report on the Tet offensive was a crucial factor for
the failure of the United States’ military involvement in Vietnam.49
Concerning President Johnson, in 1965 the media began to use the

40 qtd. in ISSERMAN and BOWMAN (2003): 117.

41 Tbid. 117.

42 Tbid. 117-119.

43 The Figure shows Saigon as ,black smoke rises from fires set during the
attacks of the Tet Offensive in 1968.” Source: Maurice ISSERMAN, and John S.
BOWMAN (eds.): Vietnam War. New York: Facts On File, Inc., 2003. Kindle. 124.

44 Ibid. 125.

45 Tbid. 125.

46 Ibid. 123—124.

47 Ibid. 123—-124.

48 Tbid. 125.

49 Marilyn B. YOUNG, John FITZGERALD, and A. Tom GRUNFELD: The
Vietnam War: A History in Documents. Oxford University Press, New York, 2002.
Kindle edition. 86.
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expression ,credibility gap” to portray the ,discrepancies between
what” journalists ,observed and what they were told.”>° On February
27, 1968, ,Cronkite’s report on the Tet offensive” revealed the truth
about the outcome of the military operations in Vietnam, as Cronkite
announced among others that

»[t]o say that we are mired in stalemate seems the only realistic, yet
unsatisfactory, conclusion. [...] in the next few months we must test
the enemy’s intentions, in case this is indeed his last big gasp before
negotiations. But it is increasingly clear to this reporter that the
only rational way out then will be to negotiate, not as victors, but as
an honorable people who lived up to their pledge to defend
democracy, and did the best they could.”s!

Concerning Cronkite’s announcement above and the ,credibility
gap,” historian Marilyn B. Young points out that

»lmjost of the press accepted President Johnson’s explanations of
U.S. policy, [...]. In this context, Cronkite’s support for a negotiated
end to the war hurt Johnson deeply. Cronkite’s reporting did change
the balance; it was the first time in American history a war had
been declared over by an anchorman.’s2

What is more, Young also adds that after Cronkite’s statement,
~Johnson [...] told his press secretary, George Christian, that it was a
turning point, that if he had lost Walter Cronkite he had lost Mr.
Average Citizen,” and this actually ,solidified his decision not to run
again.”3

Cronkite’s report on the Tet offensive also played a main role in
turning more people against the war.54 Isserman and Bowman make the
assertion that

»~[w]hen news leaked out in early March that General Westmoreland
was requesting an additional 206,000 troops be sent to Vietnam, it
added to the fears of Americans that the war was becoming a
quagmire. Westmoreland was now so distrusted by the American
public that the administration arranged to have him “kicked
upstairs,” appointing him army chief of staff in June 1968, to be
replaced by his deputy, Gen. Creighton Abram.”s5
Moreover, after the Tet offensive, politicians also began to criticize
the government for deceiving the public, for instance, Senator Eugene
McCarthy who remarked that ,the Administration’s reports of progress

50 ANDERSON (2002): 140.

51 qtd. in YOUNG, FITZGERALD, and GRUNFELD (2002): 87.
52 Tbid. 86.

53 Tbid. 86.

54 ANDERSON (2002): 140).

55 ISSERMAN and BOWMAN (2003): 125—126.
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[in Vietnam] are the products of their own self-deception.”® Thus, as a
result of the credibility gap and the negative portrayal of the war in the
media, ,/bJy late March only 26 percent of the American public
approved Johnson’s handling of the war.”s” In addition, Anderson also
points out that ,/sJome American political and military leaders came to
believe that negative and distorted coverage by antiwar journalists
eroded public support for the American war effort and contributed to
U.S. defeat.”>® However, Anderson also highlights that ,[a]s the war
continued through 1968 and beyond, polls showed the American people
increasingly turning against U.S. involvement because of the ever-
growing number of American casualties,” as well.59

Conclusion

As 1 presented in this paper, in the 1960s, television played an
essential role in showing the antiwar demonstrations in America and the
horrors of the war in Vietnam.®© Although in the 1960s, the media
generally supported the war in Vietnam, as President Johnson escalated
the war, more and more journalists turned against U.S. involvement in
Vietnam.?* In addition, reporters also influenced the attitude of the
public about the military conflict.®2 The most significant of them was
Walter Cronkite whose report on the Tet offensive revealed that the USA
was not likely to win the war.®s Thus, the ,credibility gap” eventually
brought Lyndon Johnson’s presidency to an end and also turned the
American public against the war: actually, both factors contributed to
the United States’ inability to win the war in Vietnam.64

56 qtd. in ISSERMAN and BOWMAN (2003): 126. However, there were also
politicians like Secretary of State Dean Rusk who blamed the media for portraying
the horrors in Vietnam because it turned the public against the war. ISSERMAN and
BOWMAN (2003): 120—121.

57 Ibid. 126—127.

58 ANDERSON (2002): 140.

59 Ibid. 140.

60 BARR (1991): 53.

61 SOLHEIM (2006): 117.

62 HOSH (2010): 188.

63 YOUNG, FITZGERALD, and GRUNFELD (2002): 86—87.

64 Ibid. 86.
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Abstract

While the United States was involved in a military conflict in Vietnam, a
large-scale antiwar movement developed in America. However, the antiwar
movement was deeply influenced by the social movements of the 1960s
while, at the same time, American society was also in the process of
transformation. Thus, these simultaneously emerging factors contributed to
a massive and extensive antiwar movement that aimed at ending the war in
Vietnam. In addition, the war also divided the American nation into war
supporters and war protesters. Eventually, the antiwar movement had an
effect on the American politicians, on U.S. legislation, and on America’s
policymaking as to Vietnam. As a result, the United States was unable to
win the war in the Southeast Asian country. The aim of this research paper
is to study the development of the antiwar movement in the USA during the
Vietnam War and to examine the direct effects of the movement on
America’s Vietnam policy.

Keywords: Vietnam; antiwar movement; Lyndon B. Johnson; Richard
M. Nixon; U.S. society; Martin Luther King; the 1960s; American politics;
hawks and doves;

The Vietnam War caused the greatest and the most extensive antiwar
movement in the history of the United States.2 Sociologist Paul Joseph
points out that ,,millions of U.S. citizens not only opposed the policies of
their government but mobilized themselves in a conscious effort to stop
it.”3 As President Lyndon B. Johnson escalated the war in 1965, the
number of demonstrators grew and the peaceful protests turned into a
national antiwar movement.4 What is more, the antiwar movement that
was heavily influenced by the social movements of the 1960s5 had an
effect on U.S. politics and policymaking as to Vietnam: containment, i.e.
the American policy that intended to put a stop to the spread of

! MA student, Eotvés Lorand University, Budapest, foldessy.gabor@yahoo.com
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communism in the world, eventually failed in the Southeast Asian
country.b

This research paper seeks to examine the development of the Antiwar
Movement in the United States during the Vietnam War and the effects
of the Movement on U.S. politics as to Vietnam. Since the examination
of the social of movements of the 1960s is beyond the scope of this
paper, I would like to give only a brief overview of the social changes in
the 1960s that heavily influenced the Antiwar Movement. In addition,
my aim is to exemplify the major events, protests, and participants of the
Movement that inevitably determined the failure of the United States’
containment policy in Vietnam.

Antecedents and Coincidences: Social Movements, the
Counterculture, and the 1960s

The 1960s was the decade of social changes in America.” Young
Americans began to rebel against ,the values, traditions, and views of
their parents.”® At the same time, the United States was also involved in
a great war in Southeast Asia.? However, as author Roger Barr points
out, ,[aflthough the war was not the direct cause of unhappiness and
unrest of the sixties, it touched nearly every other social movement in
the country.™° In addition, people’s confidence in the government also
changed throughout the 1960s."' At the beginning of the decade,
Americans still trusted their political leaders.*2 Historian Andrew Wiest
underlines that

~<Americans were certain that their leaders were good, honest men
and that the nation as a whole was capable of no wrong. Confident
in the future and in their own inherent decency most Americans
looked to the new decade as a time of almost unlimited potential.”3

However, the transformation of U.S. society was already underway.4
As Barr underscores, ,[ajs the decade progressed, many Americans
began to question the integrity and honesty of their government and its
leaders.”5 The motto for young Americans was , Question everything,

6 JOSEPH (1993): 169.

7 BARR (1991): 49.

8 Ibid.

9 Ibid. 53.

10 Thid.

1 Andrew WIEST: Essential Histories: The Vietham War 1956-1975. Osprey
Publishing, Oxford, England: 2003. Kindle edition. 57.

12 Thid.

13 Tbid.

14 Thid.
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demand change, and, if necessary, resort to violence to make it
happen.™¢
The counterculture in the United States emerged during the Vietnam
War.7 Wiest points out that ,/dJuring the 1960s the massive post-
Second World War “baby boom” generation came of age” that ,,became
a catalyst for social change.”® The majority of these young Americans
»questioned their parents’ music, their economic morals, their beliefs,
and their war.”™9 Eventually, ,the counterculture became intertwined
with the growing antiwar movement as the decade of the 1960s
progressed.”2°® However, there were Americans who did not play a role
in the peace movement, since as Wiest asserts,

»[sJome young people chose to stand against American policies,
including the Vietnam War, and joined groups such as the Students
for a Democratic society [...]. Others chose to “turn on and drop
out,” becoming hippies who were too busy rejecting society to bother
with rejecting society’s war. [...] Most young people, though,
affiliated with no particular group in the 1960s and occupied the
distant fringes of the counterculture. [They] enjoyed the music of the
time and were even part-time protesters but also remained in
college and part of the American dream.”™*

In addition, those who took part in the antiwar demonstrations
frequently expressed their objections to ,,US involvement in the Vietnam
War” via music.22 During the 1960s, several songs were written ,that
spoke directly against US involvement in the Vietnam War.”3

Minority groups also played an essential role in the social changes of
the sixties.24 In the 1950s, more and more people — especially blacks but
also several whites — began to oppose the discrimination, degradation,
and segregation of black people that eventually led to the emergence of
the civil rights movement in the 1960s.25 The social change for black
people came little by little:

16 Thid. 49.

17 WIEST (2003): 57.

18 Thid.

19 Tbid.

20 Thid.

21 Tbid. 58.

22 Thid. 57-58.

23 Ibid. 57.

24 BARR (1991): 54.

25 Tbid. Roger Barr also points out that ,/t/he American Civil War (1861-1865)
may have freed blacks from slavery, but white people kept blacks imprisoned in a
world of discrimination and bigotry for nearly a century after the war ended.
Although the U.S. Constitution’s Bill of Rights formally guaranteed civil rights to
every American, blacks remained second-class citizens well into the 1950s.” BARR
(1991): 54.
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SN 1954 [...] the U.S. Supreme Court outlawed segregation in

schools. [...] In 1957, black minister Martin Luther King led a

successful boycott against bus lines of Montgomery, Alabama, [...].

In response to all the protests, Congress passed the Civil Rights Act

in 1964. This act forbade discrimination in the use of most public

facilities.”

What is more, after a long struggle, ,a new law helped guarantee
blacks their right to vote” in 1965.27

The ,Civil Rights Movement” eventually interlaced with the
nationwide demonstrations against the Vietnam War.28 Although civil
rights activists sought to end racial discrimination in the USA, Martin
Luther King, Jr.29 also demanded an ,economic and social change”
because the majority of African-Americans lived in misery for a long
time, ,often confined to decaying inner city environments.”s° So, to
reassure King and the civil rights activists, as Wiest writes, ,,President
Johnson supported expansion of the American Dream to include
African-Americans and made economic and social change, what he
called the “Great Society,” the centerpiece of his presidency.”s* On the
other hand, the costly war ,,slowed the pace of economic change in the
United States,” therefore ,,[iJn 1967 King began to speak out against the
Vietnam War as a waste of American lives and a misuse of American
money that could be set aside to help the needy.”3> Hence, as Wiest
points out, ,,by 1967 the Civil Rights Movement and the Vietnam War
had crossed paths.”33

The Divided Nation: Hawks and Doves, and Their
Perceptions of the War

The war in Vietnam also ,divided America from the time it first
became a major issue in 1964.”34 Television and the newspapers ,,used
nicknames for those who were for or against the war.”ss The ,warlike
hawks” supported U.S. involvement in Vietnam, whilst the ,peaceful

26 Tbid.

27 Tbid.

28 WIEST (2003): 60.

29 Martin Luther King, Jr. who ,emerged as the leader of the Civil Rights
Movement” believed in ,nonviolent protests to achieve his goals, following the
example of Ghandi.” WIEST (2003): 59.

30 Ibid. 60.

31 Ibid.

32 Ibid.

33 Ibid.
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doves” were against it.3¢ What is more, both groups were also convinced
that ,they were right about Vietnam.”s7

Hawks claimed that the involvement of the United States in the
affairs of Vietnam was necessary to put a stop to the communist
expansion in Southeast Asia.3® Elliot Abrams, a student at Harvard
University who graduated in 1969, argued in an interview that

L[1]f the United Sates pulls out and abandons South Vietnam, there
will be a Communist government in the South and Laos and
Cambodia will fall as well.”39

Besides the students, ,,biographers, philosophers, and literary critics”
were also asked to tell their opinions about the war in Vietnam.4° In 1967,
the American journalist and author William F. Buckley, Jr. told that

»I am in favor of it. America’s commitment is to a beleaguered
people. It is a commitment originally made by a man who [...]
swore, with the backing of the people’s representatives, to defend
Southeast Asia against the Communists. That pledge was reaffirmed
by his successor [...]. That pledge has been reaffirmed, once again,
by Lyndon Johnson. [...] What are we doing in South Vietnam, if not
trying to save Southeast Asia from the Communists? [...] That
situation is simply this, that we cannot keep South Vietnam free
without taking action against North Vietnam.™

As the quotation above demonstrates, during the interview, Buckley
referred to President Eisenhower and the communist threat in
Southeast Asia, and he also referred to President Kennedy and
mentioned President Johnson who promised to continue containment
policy in Vietnam. In addition, Buckley also explained that ,taking
action against North Vietnam” was necessary to contain the spread of
communism in Southeast Asia.

In stark contrast, doves opposed ,Johnson’s action on both moral
and strategic grounds.™? They argued that the American military
intervention in the affairs of Vietnam was immoral since ,[i/nnocent
Vietnamese men, women, and children were dying because of
Johnson’s action.”™3 Steve Cohen who ,was a part time student” at
Ambherst College and a , full time antiwar activist and peace candidate

36 Tbid. 55.
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41 qtd. in WOOLF and BAGGULEY (1967): 26.

42 BARR (1991): 53.

43 Tbid.

53



Gébor Foldessy: The Development of the Antiwar Movement in the United States: From the Peaceful
Protests to the Nationwide Demonstrations
organizer” in the second half of the 1960s44 told in an interview after the
war that

»I cared so deeply about Vietnam because I am Jewish and I cannot
forget the Holocaust. I couldn’t understand the lack of protest. The
lesson I derived was; ‘If your country is doing something wrong, you've
got to try to change it.’ I remember a quotation: ‘To be silent is to lie.” I
tried to live my life by that. Vietnam, of course, was not the equivalent
of the Holocaust, but we were killing a helluva lot of people.™5

As the above quotation shows, Cohen draws a parallel between World
War II and the Vietham War in terms of casualties. In addition to the
immorality of the war, doves were also convinced that the war in
Vietnam was strategically needless.4¢ They argued that ,, Vietnam and its
neighboring countries, poor Third World nations, were not important
to the United States” and ,,[i]f Vietnam did fall to communism, [...] it
would not be harmful to the security of the United States.”” Moreover,
doves also claimed that the war was, actually, ,a civil war between the
South Vietnamese government and the Communist-supported Vietcong
[...] and the United States should not get involved.”8 In 1967, the well-
known American novelist, Joseph Heller told in an interview that

,I am against the military intervention of the U.S. in Vietnam. It was
a ghastly choice, and thousands die each month because of it. [...]
We ought to stop murdering Asians. We ought to stop sending
young American boys, against their will, ten thousand miles away
to be killed and mutilated in battle against people that do not
threaten us and did us no harm. We ought to stop squandering
billions of dollars every month [...]. It was Lyndon Johnson’s bad
fortune to take us into this dreadful national catastrophe; if only he
has the good taste to bring us back out!™9

As it can be seen in the above quotation, Heller criticized the USA for
the high number of casualties and he also blamed President Johnson for
»this dreadful national catastrophe.” In addition, during the interview,
Heller also pointed out that the U.S. government should ,stop
squandering billions of dollars every month” on a needless war.

Although both sides believed ,that they were right about Vietnam,”
the number of war protesters significantly grew by the second half of the
1960s.5° Concerning the effects of the Vietham War on public opinion,

44 MACPHERSON (1984): 124.

45 qtd. in MACPHERSON (1984): 125.
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Roger Barr makes the assertion that

»bJetween 1964 and early 1968, the debate over what was right or
wrong about U.S. involvement in Vietnam would nearly tear the
country apart. It would force the majority of Americans, whose
views on Vietnam were fairly neutral at the beginning of the war, to
make a decision and take a stand.”*

As Johnson escalated the war in 1965 and the number of ,,casualties
increased,” more and more people turned against the military conflict
and joined the demonstrators in the streets.52

The Antiwar Movement: From the Peaceful Protests to the
Nationwide Demonstrations

The antiwar demonstrations ,brought together many different
groups, often for different reasons.”3 Among them were, for instance,
»Pacifist Groups,” ,Religious Groups,” ,Civil Rights Groups,”
»2Disarmament Groups” and ,Student/Campus Groups” like the
»Students for a Democratic Society (SDS),” and several others.54 In
addition, the protesters ,also included ministers, mothers, traditional
pacifists, conscientious objectors, and even some veterans.’ss All in all,
as authors Nancy Zaroulis and Gerard Sullivan point out, ,/a]ll of these
groups provided people, organizational support, and money for the
movement that was to become the Movement.”5¢

In addition, the number of protesters gradually grew throughout the
1960s until the United States’ military involvement in Vietnam came to
an end.>” Concerning the statistics, historians Maurice Isserman and
John S. Bowman make the assertion that

»the first known public demonstrations took place in August 1963 in
New York and Philadelphia, [...].Within a few years, 25,000 would
seem like a very small number; in April 1967, 300,000 turned out
for an antiwar march in New York; in November 1969 a half-million
marched in Washington.”s8
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Although the ,,doves” held numerous demonstrations in various cities
of the country, the remainder of this section aims at introducing the
most significant events, protests, persons, and groups that pressured the
U.S. government to end the war in Vietnam.

The driving force of the antiwar movement was the great number of
students.’9 In the beginning, they ,made their antiwar views known
with small, peaceful protests.”®® In the spring of 1965, a group of
sstudents at Columbia University in New York City sent a message to
North Vietnamese leader Ho Shi Minh”%! in which they wrote that

Swle are Americans who are deeply opposed to the U.S. bombing
raids against the people of [North Vietnam]. We are doing all that
we can to stop these barbarous attacks.2

Besides the students, in April 1965, the clergy also published a ,full-
page advertisement in the New York Times” in which they asked
President Johnson that ,,In the name of God STOP IT”.%3

Students also organized ,teach-in” demonstrations at colleges and
universities.®4 The aim of the teach-ins was to discuss the Vietnam War
and its impact on the U.S.%5 However, Zaroulis and Sullivan also point out
that ,in the process of learning about what the United States was doing
in Vietnam, a good many students, willy-nilly, were turned against the
Johnson-Rusk-McNamara-Bundy policies.”® During a ,teach-in” in
Washington D.C. on April 17, 1965, the president of the Students for a
Democratic Society (SDS), Paul Potter told his audience that

»[1]f the people of this country are to end the war in Vietnam, and to
change the institutions which create it, then the people of this
country must create a massive social movement—and if that can be
built around the issue of Vietnam then that is what we must do [...].
The reason the war and the system it represents will be stopped, if it
is stopped before it destroys all of us, will be because the movement
has become strong enough to exact change in the society. 7

As it can be seen in the above quotation, Paul Potter called upon his
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audience to pressure the government collectively to end the war in
Vietnam, and he also announced that ,the movement has become strong
enough” to force the government to end the war.

The primary goal of the organizations like the SDS was to hold more
impressive antiwar demonstrations.®® Moreover, the members of the SDS
were also convinced that the Vietham War endangered Lyndon Johnson’s
»Great Society of America.”®® Therefore, in March 1965, they organized a
large-scale antiwar protest in Washington D.C. with the purpose of
criticizing America’s military involvement in Vietnam.7° In addition, in the
fall of 1965, ,,tivo Wisconsin protesters, Frank Emspak and Ray Robinson”
established ,The National Coordinating Committee to End the War in
Vietnam.”7* Their primary goal was ,to organize simultaneous antiwar
protests in forty cities around the United States.”7? All in all, as Roger Barr
points out, ,,/t]he emergence of a national organization to protest the war
indicated that the protest movement was much stronger and more
organized than it had been the previous spring.”3

Besides the ,teach-ins,” students also organized ,sit-in”
demonstrations at colleges and universities.’# The ,sit-in”
demonstrations were ,supported by students, pacifists, civil rights
groups, women, religious leaders, and others.”’5 ,In the fall of 1965,”
approximately 250 ,students at the University of Michigan in Ann
Arbor” organized ,a sit-in demonstration at the Ann Arbor selective
service headquarters, where men enlisted or were drafted into the
service.”7® What is more, at the university, more than two thousand
»Students and teachers sent President Johnson a” letter in which they
required him ,,to “bring about a viable peace in Vietnam”.”77

As the number of casualties increased as a result of the escalation,
the ,protests became more radical.”7® On November 2, 1965, a man
called Norman Morrison went ,to the river entrance to the Pentagon”
— he was approximately .fifty yards from Defense Secretary
McNamara’s office” — and set his body on fire.”? After the incident,
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Morrison’s widow told about her late husband that

»INorman Morrison has given his life to express his concern over the
great loss of life and human suffering caused by the war in Vietnam.
He was protesting the Government’s deep military involvement in
this war. He felt that all citizens must speak their true convictions
about our country’s action.”8°

What is more, a week later, on November 9, the , twenty-two-year-
old Catholic Worker from upstate New York,” Roger LaPorte went to
the headquarter of the United Nations in New York City and also set his
body on fire.8! In the hospital, before his death he explained that ,I'm a
Catholic Worker. I'm against war, all wars. I did this as a religious
action.’s2

As the Civil Rights Movement became stronger, African-Americans
also joined the demonstrations.®3 They primarily ,focused on racial
discrimination, segregation, and voting rights.”4 A major leader of the
Civil Rights Movement, Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. considered ,the
Vietnam War as another example of racism and a waste of economic
resources that kept the poor down.”™5 On April 4, 1967, King told his
audience in New York City that

,it became clear to me that the war was doing far more than
devastating the hopes of the poor at home. [...] We were taking the
black young men who had been crippled by our society and sending
them eight thousand miles away to guarantee liberties in Southeast
Asia which they had not found in southwest Georgia and East
Harlem. So we have been repeatedly faced with the cruel irony of
watching Negro and white boys on TV screens as they kill and die
together for a nation that has been unable to seat them together in
the same schools. 8¢

The excerpt from King’s speech above demonstrates that King
criticizes America for not being able to solve racial problems within the
country despite the fact that America sends both black and white
soldiers to Vietnam to fight ,,and die together for” a common goal.

Martin Luther King also condemned the political leaders of the United
States for the war in Southeast Asia.8” Concerning King’s speeches,
historian Bruce O. Solheim makes the assertion that King’s ,antiwar
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message was more radical than his ideas on desegregation.”® During a
demonstration on April 7, 1967, Dr. King heavily criticized the leaders of his
country for the war as he told his audience among others that

slals I have walked among the desperate, rejected and angry young
men I have told them [...] that social change comes most meaningfully
through nonviolent action. But they asked—and rightly so—what
about Vietnam? They asked if our own nation wasn’t using massive
doses of violence to solve its problems, to bring about the changes it
wanted. Their questions hit home, and I knew that I could never
again raise my voice against the violence of the oppressed in the
ghettos without having first spoken clearly to the greatest purveyor of
violence in the world today—my own government.”9

As it can be seen in the quotation above, while King emphasized the
importance of a ,nonviolent action,” he declared that America was ,,the
greatest purveyor of violence in the world today,” i.e. King announced
that the United States was responsible for the cruelty in Vietnam. In
addition, concerning King’s statement, Isserman and Bowman also
underline that ,[flor King the Vietnam War was
more than just an accident; it was a mirror of
everything wrong in the United States.”°

Besides King and the civil rights groups, the
clergy also objected to the war.9* The ,two
extraordinary figures” that ,[left] an ineradicable
imprint upon the history of the Movement” were
the two priests, Phillip and Daniel Berrigan.92 On
October 27, 1967, Phillip Berrigan ,entered a
Baltimore draft office in the Custom House with
three others and methodically poured a mixture of human and duck
blood over records filed there.”3 Shortly after the incident, he sent a
letter to one of his friends in which he explained that

Stlo stop this war I would give my life tomorrow. I believe in
revolution, and I hope to continue a non-violent contribution to it. In
my view, we are not going to save this country and mankind
without it...the massive suffering of this war and American
imperialism around the world will only be confronted by people who
are willing to go with suffering as the first move to justice.™*
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What is more, while he was ,waiting to be sentenced, Phillip and his
brother Daniel planned a second protest.” On May 17, 1968, together
with seven activists, they ,broke into a draft board in Catonsville,
Maryland, seized draft records, and burned them with [...] homemade
napalm™¢ (see also Figure 179.

During his trial, Daniel ,,explained” in the courtroom that ,I burned
some paper because I was trying to say that the burning of children
was inhuman and unbearable.”™8 Although both Daniel and Phillip were
incarcerated for some years, as Zaroulis and Sullivan point out, ,a
significant number of Catholics and others were inspired to follow in
the footsteps of the Berrigans.”™9 Thus, in the subsequent years, antiwar
activists destroyed a great number of draft cards in several parts of the
country.to0

Toward the end of Johnson’s presidency, peace activists held much
more violent demonstrations than before.’°t Many times, the situation
became so serious that demonstrators ,began
to carry the red-and-blue flags of the Viet Cong
to demonstrations, and a few burned
American flags,” as well.1©2 Isserman and
Bowman also point out that the ,[a/ntiwar
protesters were sometimes attacked by the
police; some protesters fought back; a few
actually initiated violence™?3 (see also Figure
2104), In addition, the two historians also underline that ,,Lyndon
Johnson was frequently a target of antiwar protesters, who chanted,
“Hey, hey, LBJ, how many kids did you kill today?”.”1%5

As Nixon became president in November 1968, the number of
demonstrations temporarily decreased.’°¢ In his presidential ,,campaign,
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Nixon had told Americans he had a peace plan” for ending the war.°7 He
managed to satisfy the ,doves” as he gradually withdrew troops from
Vietnam, and ,the number of American -casualties” decreased
accordingly.1°8 However, his peace plan also included the expansion of the
war: with the purpose of demolishing ,Communist sanctuaries in the
neighboring countries,” Nixon ordered the ,ground invasion of
Cambodia.™®9 On April 30, 1970, the president announced on television that

Lmly fellow Americans, we live in an age of anarchy, both abroad
and at home. We see mindless attacks on all the great institutions
which have been created by free civilizations in the last 500 years.
Even here in the United States, great universities are being
systematically destroyed. [...] If, when the chips are down, the world’s
most powerful nation, the United States of America, acts like a pitiful,
helpless giant, the forces of totalitarianism and anarchy will threaten
free nations and free institutions throughout the world.1°

As the above quotation shows, while Nixon made the assertion that
there was a war ,,both abroad and at home,” he also explained that the
expansion of the war into Cambodia was necessary to prove the ability of
the USA to defeat ,the forces of totalitarianism and anarchy” that
endangered the , free nations and free institutions throughout the world.”

The ,invasion of Cambodia” generated the most impressive antiwar
demonstrations in America.* On May 4, 1970, ,Ohio National
Guardsmen shot and killed four students and wounded at least nine
others following a weekend of antiwar protests on the campus of Kent
State University.”'2 The incident angered many people because ,/sJome
of the victims were simply onlookers or students walking to class.”\3
Concerning the happening at Kent State University, Barr makes the
assertion that

Stlo an ever-increasing number of Americans, the deaths at Kent
State symbolized what was wrong with U.S. involvement in
Vietnam. These deaths were unnecessary and senseless. The tragedy
somehow proved that everything protesters had been saying about
their government was right.”4
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Historian David L. Anderson also mentions that the incident ,was
one of the worst moments in the history of domestic conflict over the
Vietnam War.”5 In addition, ten days after the incident at Kent State,
»on May 14, police fired on a dormitory at Jackson State University in
Mississippi, killing two and injuring twelve” people.’*® The tragedies at
Kent State University and at Jackson State University led to further
»demonstrations and student strikes at hundreds of universities.”7
What is more, after the incidents, numerous ,,campuses were closed for
the rest of the school year.”18

The tragedy at Kent State University divided the American public to
the greatest extent."'9 As they heard about the happening, a number of
»Students expressed a mix of anger, alienation, and pessimism.”2° A
student at Kent State University, Ron Arbaugh told a reporter of The
New York Times that

Sllast week, I suppose I didn’t have any views pro or con to a great
degree [...] Then came Nixon’s speech on Cambodia and I thought,
well, for crying out loud, I voted for the guy because I wanted to get
it over and then he turns around and makes it bigger [...].”2

In stark contrast, the ,hawks” approved of the reaction of the
guardsmen at Kent State University.’22 As historian Michel H. Hunt
writes, ,,in a nation more deeply divided than ever over the war, some
citizens blamed the protesters, not the guardsmen, not the president,
and not his policy.”23 After the incident, a resident of Kent, Ohio made
the assertion that

Swlhen radical students are allowed to go through a town
smashing windows, terrifying the citizens, and are allowed to burn
buildings belonging to the taxpayers to the ground, I think it is high
time that the Guard be brought in to stop them—and stop them in
any way they can. The sooner the students of this country learn that
they are not running this country, that they are going to college to
learn, not teach, the better.”24

Allin all, as Anderson points out concerning the tragedy, ,./t]he extent
to which the war had divided American society was obvious.”25
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In general, as Isserman and Bowman point out, America ,,had never
before seen an antiwar movement on the scale or the breadth of the one
that grew up in opposition to the Vietnam War.”2¢ The most severe
demonstrations emerged when President Nixon announced the ,full-scale
invasion of Cambodia” in 1970.27 However, the number of protests
gradually decreased as Nixon announced the withdrawal of American
troops and the Congress passed laws that disallowed both Nixon and his
successor, President Ford to continue containment policy in Vietnam.128

The Consequences: The Antiwar Movement and America’s
Vietnam Policy

The extensive antiwar demonstrations across America had direct and
inevitable effects on U.S. policymaking as to Vietnam.'29 As Paul Joseph
points out, although the demonstrations did not divert the United States
from its ,,goal of preserving an anti-Communist government in Saigon,
[...] the antiwar movement severely constrained the ability of
government decision makers to achieve their goals.”3° As a result, ,,the
antiwar movement” eventually led to the failure of containment policy
in Vietnam.'3!

As Johnson escalated the war in 1965, more and more politicians
turned against the American military involvement in Vietnam.!32 Besides
the two members of the Congress, ,, Wayne Morse of Oregon and Ernest
Gruening of Alaska” who had already raised an objection to the Gulf of
Tonkin Resolution,!33 Senator J. William Fulbright from Arkansas also
turned against the war.234 In his speech at Johns Hopkins University in
April, 1966, Fulbright drew the attention of his audience to the fact that

Slglradually but unmistakably America is showing signs of that
arrogance of power which has afflicted, weakened, and in some cases
destroyed great nations in the past. In so doing we are not living up to
our capacity and promise as civilized example of the world. 35
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133 The Resolution ,had given President Johnson authority to send troops to
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134 ISSERMAN and BOWMAN (2003): 108. Despite the fact that Fulbright
Slintroduced] the Gulf of Tonkin Resolution in Congress in 1964,” two years later, in
1966 ,he openly opposed administration policy in Vietnam.” ISSERMAN and
BOWMAN (2003): 108-109.
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As historian Jeffrey P. Kimball points out concerning Fulbright’s
statement, the politician emphasized that ,the ,arrogance of power”[...]
had inadvertently brought America into Vietnam” and ,American
arrogance was rooted in excessive military and economic power,
vaulting pride, and a missionary instinct. 36

Two years later, as a great number of Americans died between
January and April 1968 during the attacks of the communists (the event
became known as the Tet Offensive),3” President Johnson’s ,closest
advisers” also began to oppose the military conflict in Vietnam.38 After
he ,had already privately turned against the war” earlier, ,,Secretary of
Defense Robert McNamara” eventually resigned in January 1968.139
Shortly afterwards, McNamara’s successor, Clark Clifford also began to
oppose the war.14° Following his resignation, Clifford remarked in an
interview that

Llalfter a month in the Pentagon, I knew that we were wrong, and I
knew that it wasn’t really Communist aggression. What we were
dealing with was a civil war in Vietnam. And I knew we had an
absolute loser on our hands. We weren'’t ever going to win that war.”4

In addition, ,,a small group of senior advisers” who are called the
»Wise Men” also realized that the USA was not likely to beat the North
Vietnamese.42 The ,,Wise Men” warned Johnson that

Leven with reinforcements it might take the United States another
five to 10 years to defeat the Communists in Vietnam. [...] The war
was unwinnable with the present policies. [...] no additional troops
should be sent to Vietnam, the bombing of North Vietnam should be
halted, and the United States should move toward a negotiated
settlement.”43

Consequently, as Isserman and Bowman point out, ,/ajlthough the
antiwar movement had not been able to change Lyndon Johnson’s
policies directly, it had an effect on the Wise Men, and they in turn
pushed Johnson in a new direction.”44 In his speech on March 31, 1968,
Johnson also ,announced that the Communists’ Tet Offensive had been
a failure” and also ,called upon North Vietnamese leaders to join the

Causes of U.S. Involvement in the Vietham War. USA: McGraw-Hill Inc. 1990.
Print. 116.
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United States in peace talks.”45 What is more, the two historians also
mention as to Johnson’s speech that rather than assert an ,optimistic
prediction of a “light at the end of the tunnel” in Vietnam [...] he
announced a halt to bombing raids in North Vietham except for an
area north of the DMZ."146

The antiwar demonstrations also contributed to President Johnson’s
paranoia.’4” Johnson suspected the communists of contributing to the
demonstrations that were key factors for the failure of his presidency.48
Therefore, the president ,,ordered the CIA to look into the charges that
the antiwar movement was controlled by foreign powers.”49 However,
as Isserman and Bowman underline,

»[tlhere was no doubt that Hanoi welcomed the spread of antiwar
sentiment in the United States, but the CIA reported that “we see no
significant evidence that would prove Communist control or
direction of the U.S. peace movement or its leaders”.”5°

All in all, as the two historians also highlight, not only did the antiwar
movement ruin ,the presidency of Lyndon Johnson,” but it also ,,/ended]
the Democratic Party’s long-standing dominance of the White House.5!

In addition, the objections of politicians to the war also led to the
revelation of the Pentagon Papers.!52 The Pentagon Papers that describe
the ,history of the U.S. involvement in Vietnam” from 1945 to 1968 was
written among others by Daniel Ellsberg's3 who sent the documents to
The New York Times and to The Washington Post in 1971.154 As
historians John Prados and Margaret Pratt Porter point out, since
»Ellsberg felt mortified at the way the American public had been misled
on Vietnam,” he decided to disclose the documents.’55 Eventually, the

145 Tbid.

146 Tbid. ,,[TThe demilitarized zone (DMZ) [divided] South and North Vietnam.”
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150 qtd. in ISSERMAN and BOWMAN (2003): 114.

151 Tbid. 105. Between 1932 and 1964 ,,the Democrats won the presidency in six of the
eight presidential elections held in those years” and ,from 1968 through 1988 they lost
five out of six presidential elections.” ISSERMAN and BOWMAN (2003): 105.

152 John PRADOS and Margaret Pratt PORTER (eds.): Inside the Pentagon
Papers. University Press of Kansas, Kansas City. 2004. Print. 3.

153 Daniel Ellsberg was a ,defense analyst who had decided that the war was
wrong, and he believed that the information in the Pentagon Papers should be
more widely available.” ANDERSON (2002): 154.

154 Marilyn B. YOUNG, John FITZGERALD, and A. Tom GRUNFELD: The
Vietnam War: A History in Documents. Oxford University Press, New York, 2002.
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revelation of the documents led to a legal dispute at the Supreme Court
between the government and The New York Times.'5® According to the
Court’s decision, The New York Times and The Washington Post were
allowed to publish the Papers.’5? Concerning his decision to reveal the
documents, Ellsberg told in an interview that

Swlhen I look back at my actions to end the war, I wish I had done
in 1964 or 1965 what I did do five years later: go to Congress, tell
the truth, with documents. From my first day in the Pentagon—
August 4, 1964—I witnessed lies about [...] imaginary torpedoes in
the Tonkin Gulf. I became a participant in secret plans to escalate
the war as soon as President Johnson won in a landslide by
promising voters just the opposite. If I (and others) had done then
what I did later, the war could have been averted.”58

As it can be seen in the quotation above, Ellsberg confessed that Johnson
and the government constantly misled the people about the happenings in
the Gulf of Tonkin, and if he had revealed the truth earlier, as he claimed in
the interview, ,.the war could have been” prevented.

In the end, in the presidential election of 1968, the majority of people
voted for the Republican Richard Nixon.’%9 In his election campaign,
Nixon announced that ,he had a peace plan that he would unveil after
he became president.”%° Nixon’s goal was to ,,achieve what he called an
honorable peace in Vietnam.”'%* Thus, with the intention of saving ,U.S.
credibility with other countries,” Nixon worked out a plan that included
Vietnamization, i.e. the strengthening of the South Vietnamese army, the
expansion of the war into Cambodia in order ,to destroy North
Vietnamese supplies and troops” there, and détente, i.e. the reduction of
tensions with the communist Soviet Union and China, and at the same
time, he also proclaimed the gradual withdrawal of troops.102

However, the expansion of the war into Cambodia turned the
members of the Congress against Nixon.®3 While students held forceful
antiwar demonstrations at colleges and universities that led to the
tragedies at Kent State University and Jackson State University, the

156 Tbid. 118-127.

157 Tbid. During the trial at the Supreme Court, ,[t]he majority of the justices
found that the government had not shown that printing the Pentagon Papers posed
a threat to national security.” ANDERSON (2002): 154.
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»doves” in the U.S. Congress reacted to the expansion of the war by
passing a ,new legislation that would require withdrawal from
Indochina.”%4 On June 24, 1970, ,the Senate voted to repeal the 1964
Gulf of Tonkin Resolution, which had given President Johnson authority
to send troops to Vietnam.”™%5 In addition, shortly afterwards, ,the
Senate” also ,,passed a bill prohibiting the use of U.S. troops in Cambodia
within six weeks.”% Nevertheless, as Barr points out, although the
president’s power was limited, ,in 1971, Nixon continued his expansion
strategy despite the protests of the Congress and the American public.”%7

At last, after the peace treaty was signed on January 27, 1973, the
United States was completely unable to help South Vietnam.8 As soon
as the American troops left Vietnam, the South Vietnamese army was
unable to defeat the communists.’®9 The South Vietnamese president,
Thieu asked the United States for help but the ,Americans were tired of
the war” and ,the Congress” also rejected to help.17° In the summer of
1973, ,the U.S. Congress passed the Case Church Amendment that
forbade any further U.S. military involvement in Southeast Asia.”™7*
Moreover, the USA also significantly reduced the financial help to South
Vietnam.72 In addition, on November 7, 1973, the War Powers Act ,that
required the president to obtain the support of Congress within ninety
days of sending American troops abroad” was also enacted.'73

Besides, the Watergate Scandal also contributed to Nixon’s inability
to help South Vietnam.74 As Isserman and Bowman mention, ,,[iJn 1973
and 1974, Nixon was fighting for his political life.”75 In the summer of
1972, a group of people were ,caught burglarizing the national
headquarters of the Democratic Party at the Watergate Hotel in
Washington, D.C.”7® Though in the beginning, no link was found
between Nixon and the intruders, two reporters from The Washington
Post eventually discovered that Nixon was aware of the offence.'7”
During the ,investigations” in 1973, ,the media and Congress” found
out ,that soon after the break-in, Nixon had ordered his staff to cover
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up the event.”78 Thus, Nixon was likely to be ,impeached, or removed
Jfrom office and tried by the Senate for illegally using his presidential
powers to obstruct the Watergate investigation.”79 However, as Barr
highlights, ,,[r]ather than face impeachment, Nixon resigned on August
9, 1974, the only president in U.S. history to resign.”8° Nevertheless,
Isserman and Bowman also point out that due to the scandal, ,Nixon
had less time and less power to do anything on behalf of his ally, South
Vietnamese President Nguyen Van Thieu.”8t

Despite the fact that the USA was not involved in the war when Gerald
Ford became president in 1974,'%2 he intended to support Thieu but the
War Powers Act prevented him from helping South Vietnam.83 In January
1975, not only did President Ford ask the U.S. Congress to defend South
Vietnam,'84 but he also pointed out that if the communists occupied South
Vietnam, then ,,[t]he results would be an alien world in which the costs for
our survival would dwarf anything we have ever known.”’85 Nevertheless,
as historian Christopher Jespersen underlines, ,, Thieu’s regime collapsed in
April 1975 because Congress refused to appropriate the military assistance
sought by the Nixon and Ford administrations.”86

All in all, by the time the peace treaty was signed, the people across
the USA recognized that they had suffered the consequences of
containing the spread of communism in Southeast Asia.’®” Bruce O.
Solheim also points out that

S[wlhether they were hawks or doves, by 1973 most Americans
believed that the cost had been too great, and the greatest cost had
been American lives. They came to the realization that no more
Americans should die for Vietnam.”88

In general, as Solheim writes, ,[flunding had been cut off by
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Congress and the American people were done with Vietnam.”89
Summary and Conclusion

As I presented in this paper, the 1960s in America was the decade of
social changes that was brought about by a new generation of Americans
who distrusted the government and rebelled against traditional social
values.?9°¢ Moreover, the minority groups were also influenced by the
social changes, so the Civil Rights Movement that intended to bring
racial intolerance to an end eventually interlaced with the protests
against U.S. involvement in Vietnam.'9* In addition, the Vietnam War
also divided U.S. society into war supporters and war protesters, i.e. into
»hawks” and ,doves” who constantly disagreed with each other on the
war in Vietnam.92 Hawks maintained that the war was necessary to stop
the spread of communism in Southeast Asia.’93 On the other hand, doves
opposed the military conflict in Vietnam since, as they argued, it was
unnecessary and morally wrong, and it led to the deaths of numerous
Vietnamese citizens and American soldiers.’94 Eventually, the antiwar
demonstrators, i.e. the doves had much more effect on America’s
Vietnam policy than the hawks.195

The Antiwar Movement that sought to pressure the U.S. government
to end the war in Vietnam was created and shaped by a vast number of
people across America.’9 Though the driving force of the Movement was
the great number of students, the African-Americans and the clergy (and
several others) also played a crucial role in the demonstrations.97 While
the majority of people objected to the war especially because of its
cruelty and the high number of casualties, African-Americans also
concentrated on racial issues and an ,economic” improvement.!98
Moreover, as Barr highlights, ,/aJs Johnson’s escalation of U.S.
involvement in the war continued, protests against the war escalated
as well.”199

Thus, the peaceful protests like the advertisements in the
newspapers, the ,teach-ins,” and the ,sit-ins” eventually transformed
into a nationwide and violent Antiwar Movement that included the riots
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in the streets and also suicides.2°© The Movement peaked in 1970 as
President Nixon expanded the war into Cambodia.2®t However, the
president’s military decision eventually resulted in tragic confrontations
at Kent State University and at Jackson State University between the
students and the authorities.2°2 What is more, the tragedy at Kent State
University also revealed how deep was ,the gap”in U.S. society between
the war supporter ,hawks” and the war protester ,,doves. 23

In the long run, on account of the Antiwar Movement, numerous
politicians including Johnson’s ,Wise Men” turned against U.S.
involvement in Vietnam.2°4 What is more, Johnson also suspected that
the communists contributed to the antiwar demonstrations but the
authorities did not confirm the president’s fears.205 After Johnson’s
withdrawal from the presidency in 1968, his successor, Nixon
announced both his peace strategy and the gradual withdrawal of
troops.2°¢ However, his decision to invade Cambodia turned the
members of the Congress against the war, so they passed laws that
prevented Nixon from helping South Vietnam.2°7 In addition, in the
summer of 1973, after the peace treaty was signed, the Congress passed
further laws that forbade Nixon and his successor, Ford to give
assistance to South Vietnam.2°8 However, by this time, the entire
American nation was also completely tired of the war.209

All in all, as this research paper wished to demonstrate, the Antiwar
Movement automatically and inevitably influenced U.S. legislation and
policymaking as to Vietnam: as a result, the United States’ military
involvement in Vietnam that aimed at containing the spread of
communism in the Southeast Asian country eventually came to an end
without victory.21°
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Anna Készeghy!

George Orwell and Spike Milligan —
Outsiders and Insiders of the British
Empire

Abstract

What if the founding father of British radio comedy and the famous
broadcaster and author of dystopian social criticism were brought together
within one analysis? An aspect rarely considered when looking into the
oeuvre of Spike Milligan is the sharp criticism of colonial rule present in his
war memoirs. In a letter to his friend and fellow-humourist-to-be, Harry
Secombe, there is a short, intriguing part that can be dated circa early 1943
which bears the designation: ,,S. S: Arcadia, Near Aden” and constitutes the
first part of a series of five letters, all reminiscences about the North African
coast. More often discussed and widely known is George Orwell’s depiction
of colonialism. A most thought-provoking exemplar of it being ‘Marrakech’,
an essay first published in a collection entitled New Writing (1939). The
correspondence and the short essay possess similar characteristics, so much
so that their comparison seems to be a fertile ground for analysis. In my
paper, I will venture to indicate that a colonial sensitivity similar in origin
yet different in expression lies in the two writings whose authors happened
to be both insider-born and outsider-bred subjects of the British Empire.

Keywords: colonialism; colonial sensitivity; George Orwell; Spike
Milligan; Marrakech; Aden; outsider; insider; audience; narrator; WWII;
British Empire; British; Britishness;

What if the founding father of British radio comedy and the famous
broadcaster and author of dystopian social criticism were brought
together within one analysis? An aspect rarely considered when looking
into the oeuvre of Spike Milligan2 is the sharp criticism of colonial rule
present in his war memoirs. In a letter to his friend and fellow-
humourist-to-be, Harry Secombe, there is a short, intriguing part that
can be dated circa early 19433 which bears the designation: ,S. S:
Arcadia, Near Aden” and constitutes the first part of a series of five

! Translator, Budapest — anna.koszeghy@gmail.com

2 Also known in his biographies as ,Spike Milligna, the well-known typing
error’.

3 The thrills of dating the letter will be addressed later.

4 The letters themselves will hereafter be referred to as Aden. Spike MILLIGAN:
A Dustbin of Milligan. Dennis Dobson, London, 1961. 53-59.
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letters, all reminiscences about the North African coast. More often
discussed and widely known is George Orwell’s depiction of colonialism.
A most thought-provoking exemplar of it being ‘Marrakech’, an essay
first published in a collection entitled New Writing (1939). The
correspondence and the short essay possess similar characteristics, so
much so that their comparison seems to be a fertile ground for analysis.
In my paper, I will venture to indicate that a colonial sensitivity similar
in origin yet different in expression lies in the two writings whose
authors happened to be both insider-born and outsider-bred subjects of
the British Empire.

The roots of the two authors

They were born in British India: Terence Alan Milligan in
Ahmednagar (1918), Eric Arthur Blair in Motihari (1903) and had the
education of sons of officers of the Empire. Orwell’s father worked in the
Opium Department of the Indian Civil Service, while Milligan’s was a
bombardier of the British Royal Artillery posted to Poona in 1911.
Thanks to this, Spike spent his childhood there and in Rangoon, capital
of British Burma. ,It was a beautiful childhood, I loved the gentle
people’s, he recalls.

First of all, let me bring forth some proof for an even more intricate
connection between the two literary men than what their attitudes would
initially suggest:

I remember how the visitors used to come, and one in
particular, Sergeant Blair. He used to come out on the bus
every week or so, and would sit on our verandah. Father
was a bit of an authority on roads and laws and customs
by now and this Blair used to come quite often. He used to
arrive on the bus from the town, and come walking up to
our bungalow. ‘Hello, Milli,’ he'd call. ‘Are you there,
Milli?’ I remember he always wore bush shirts, and he
had very thin legs. I was always excited when he came
and used to sit as close as I could listening to them
talking, not wanting to be sent away. [...] He used to

5 Roger LEWIS: ‘Murder by Potato Peeler — How Spike Milligan Tried to Knock
off Peter Sellers”, on Spike Milligan, Milligan’s Meaning of Life by Spike Milligan —
An  Autobiography of Sorts (ed. Norma FARNES), Penguin, 2012.
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/home/books/article-2046123/MURDER-BY-POTATO-
PEELER-How-Spike-Milligan-tried-knock-Peter-Sellers-MILLIGANS-MEANING-
OF-LIFE-BY-SPIKE-MILLIGAN-EDITED-BY-NORMA-FARNES.html Accessed: 15
January 2018
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bring a big book of papers and, I think, his writings. My
father would try to answer his questions and they talked
about the police, and the army and India. I longed to join
in, but knew I couldn’t.6

Quoted from Milligan’s first ever biography, this paragraph sheds light
on the fact that a certain Sergeant Blair had often been a guest at the
Milligan residence, and perhaps more relevantly to our topic, the young
Spike was mesmerised by Blair’s writings, his views on India and opinions
on authority. This latter intertwine is especially noteworthy as Blair served
as police officer with the Indian Imperial Police in Burma from 1922—-1927,
and it is just as important to take note of the fact that he had resigned from
this profession. As for the timeline, Spike’s family left India in 1933, which
meant that Spike was at the ripe age of fifteen years old (at most) when
being instilled by Orwellisms. Interestingly, the book Sergeant Blair had
been working on at the time turned out to be Burmese Days and brought
him acknowledgement as well as the penname George Orwell.

The first half of the poem, India, India! Milligan composed later, in
maturity (though, according to his biographer Pauline Scudamore, ,he
never matured””) sheds light on a British colonialist upbringing where
insider and outsider viewpoints are present and merged:

India! India!

As a boy

TIwatched India through fresh Empirical eyes.
Inside my young khaki head

I grew not knowing any other world.
My father was a great warrior

My mother was beautiful

and never washed dishes,

other people did that,

T'was only 4, I remember

they cleaned my shoes,

made my bed.

Tther ow’

‘Kom Kurrow...8

Its careful wording would suggest untainted opinion, ,fresh” eyes of a

6 Pauline SCUDAMORE: Spike Milligan — A Biography. Grafton Books, London,
1985. 55.

7 Pauline SCUDAMORE: Spike Milligan — A Biography. Grafton Books, London,
1985. 30.

8 Pauline SCUDAMORE: Spike Milligan — A Biography. Grafton Books, London,
1985. 30.
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British person born in India. But this is false naivety. Despite the poem’s
childishness, he already has a ,,khaki head”, so any evidence he sees is
perforce ,,Empirical”, however empirical. Thus, he is already an outsider.

Backgrounds of the essays

Following on from this line of similarity in thought, their immediate
motive is also key: ‘Marrakech’ was composed during the spring of 1939
after Orwell journeyed south in the winter of 1938 for half a year, a
pensive period of rest and recuperation, and started his novel Coming
Up for Air. This essay became a sample for writing the novel. Milligan
clarified his North African involvement in his diary some thirty years
later: ,,I could never have afforded all this travel on my own. It had to
be the hard way...”™

Akin to Aden, ‘Marrakech’ consists of a series of disjointed passages,
loosely related and highly personal experiences of the author wandering
through the mystical Orient. Following Edward Said’s theses in
Orientalism as well as in Culture and Imperialism, British
representations of colonial spaces and cultures are defined by a rhetoric
of power, both physical and moral.’* T would argue that yet another
parallel can be found in the two pieces: their writers act both as (insider)
narrator and (outsider) audience. Strangely, insider-outsider positions
are merged and intertwined in the colonial space, which creates
hybridity, hybrid identity and hybrid positions."

More precisely, Orwell had been a chief social forecaster and
broadcaster of interwar Morocco, whereas Milligan joined the British
Army at the outbreak of the Second World War on the North African and
Italian fronts, and found work in radio comedy afterwards as performer
and script writer.’? Those turbulent years, remembering Winston
Churchill’s words, he modestly referred to as ,hyper-activity on the
beaches™3. This insider-outsider presence can be found all throughout,
not only as privileged subjects but also as distanced observers: Orwell
resided in the outskirts of the city, whilst Milligan penned the drafts of
his letters from aboard a ship. They both mapped out scenes of subjectly
compliance, failure of the establishment, manifestations of extreme
poverty and the plight of work.

9 Roger LEWIS: ‘Murder by Potato Peeler’, 2.

10 Edward SAID: Orientalism. Pantheon Books, New York, 1978. Edward SAID:
Culture and Imperialism. Vintage Books, New York, 1994.

11 On hybridity, see further: Homi K. BHABHA: The Location of Culture.
Routledge, London, New York, 1994.

2 http://www.bigredbook.info/spike_milligan_1.html  Accessed: 15
January 2018.

13 Roger LEWIS: ‘Murder by Potato Peeler’, 2.
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Welcome to the scene

Milligan had definitely developed an acute sense of poetic perception
and awareness in humanity while serving in Aden and its environs as
signaller of the 56th Heavy Regiment of the Royal Artillery, D Battery.'4 As
for the earlier suggested difficulty of dating his letter, it was definitely
included in his first volume of poems, stories and drawings, A Dustbin of
Milligan in the chapter Letters to Harry Secombe published in 1961.
According to another letter written in 1977 to a certain Mr Stephen Gard,
found in The Spike Milligan Letters, Milligan dispels the myth he could
have included Secombe in his war memoirs earlier than the fourth volume:
»Then you are worried because as yet I have not mentioned my meeting
with Secombe and later Sellers. I met Secombe in Italy, which will be in vol
4 [...] I'm sorry, I can’t put back the clock to meet Secombe in 1941, to
alleviate your disappointment.”™ It is recorded that his Regiment
embarked for North Africa in January 1943. The five letters are dated April,
and in April 1944, they had already been in Europe. The same timeline is
followed by Martonfi in Portrayals of the British Army in the Second World
War in Post-War Humour Shows.’® Thus, it seems very likely that his
letters, among them Aden were drafted to his friend in the spring of 1943.

An illustrative first example of such awareness in humanity comes in
the aftermath of their setting off — and although humanity is a much
debated concept, by it, I understand solidarity, the recognition of basic
human dignity, and an equality of rights of humans of any colour, nation
or gender: ,,Harry and I got up early to enjoy the sight of Africa at first
light. We saw it bathed in a translucent, pre-dawn, purple aura.”™?” With
the same spirit, natural phenomena merged with colours appear poetically
in Aden’s part I: ,,Around us is the Red Sea, a festering green sheet of
unskimmed molten brass™® and part II: ,the pendants of constellation
Castor, Pollux, Andromeda all glitter in the velvet darkness, like old oily
chips on boiled haddock.™® However with the latter, an undoubtedly
poetic picture turns into grim reality. The closing lines of his
correspondence nicely frame his letters, highlighting social injustice out
on the decks: ,,What a beautiful morning it’s been out on deck. And it was

14 Roger LEWIS: ‘Murder by Potato Peeler’, 2.

15 The Spike Milligan Letters (ed. Norma FARNES) Penguin Books, Suffolk, 1979. 141.

16 Anna MARTONFI: Portrayals of the British Army in the Second World War in
Post-War Humour Shows — Analysis of the Goon Show and Monty Python’s Flying
Circus — Through the Lenses of War, MA thesis, 2008. I would like to thank Anna
Martonfi for her expert help in reconstructing the timeline.

17 Pauline SCUDAMORE: Spike Milligan — A Biography. Grafton Books, London,
1985. 124.

18 Spike MILLIGAN: A Dustbin of Milligan, Dennis Dobson, London, 1961. 55.

19 Spike MILLIGAN: A Dustbin of Milligan. Dennis Dobson, London, 1961. 57.
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a beautiful morning on the bridge as well. [...] Only on the third class
tourist class passengers’ deck was it a sultry overcast dull morning, but
then if you do things on the cheap you must expect these things.”° All in
all, before we would imagine that everything went smoothly within the
territory of the Empire, we are confronted with its failures.

Audience and narrator

This attitude leads us to how they play the role of audience and
narrator. It demands courage to write about sensitive subjects such as
colonialism (especially as subjects of the British Empire). And although
criticism of the establishment is obvious in both writings, it remains
challenging to reconcile humanistic thoughts with the crude colonial
scene. As a shield, Milligan uses bouleversement. Orwell, probably in the
same spirit, uses detachment for a similar purpose. Whenever he gives
descriptions, he does not forget to emphasise that he is ,merely pointing
to a fact™® or facts. Of course, these facts are his facts — subjective
detachments — and inasmuch as they are subjective, the subjectively
described situation clamours for some liberation to be offered — which is
not there, Orwell merely draws attention to phenomena. Thereby, his style
provokes a disturbing feeling, a feeling of unrest. Perhaps this is why some
critics22 are not entirely convinced he succeeds in retaining humanistic
values. Orwell is standing out as a benevolent outsider in what seems to be
an abandoned landscape, which is why his critics state that at least on a
symbolic level, he does not allow the humanity of humans to unfold or
even ,,denies the natives the right to be human™3. Yet, I would argue that
by doing what he does, by letting writing be as it is, he causes the reader to
react with indignation and manages to focus on the problem without a
magnifying glass. The often-mentioned invisibility of human beings is
made visible when Orwell draws attention to their invisibility, stating:
Swlhen you walk through a town like this [...] it is always difficult to
believe that you are walking among human beings. 24

The establishment

Following on from these points of view, observers, among them,

20 MILLIGAN: A Dustbin of Milligan. Dennis Dobson, London, 1961. 59.

21 ‘Marrakech’ in George Orwell, Such Such Were the Joys, Harcourt-Brace
Jovanovich, New York, 1953. 124.

22 https://writingthemaghreb.wordpress.com/2011/07/11/orwell%E2%80%99s-
marrakech-desolate-spaces-dehumanised-subjects/ Accessed: 15 January 2018

23 https://writingthemaghreb.wordpress.com/2011/07/11/orwell%E2%80%99s-
marrakech-desolate-spaces-dehumanised-subjects Accessed: 15 January 2018

24 ‘Marrakech’ in George Orwell, Such Such Were the Joys, Harcourt-Brace
Jovanovich, New York, 1953. 121.
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Edward Said, reckoned that ,keeping the Orient selectively organized
and disorganized, positions the West as the privileged observer that
objectifies and governs Orientals for their own benefit”.25 Indeed,
Orwell was looking at aspects of native life in an interwar Marrakech
that was populated by a Muslim majority, a Jewish minority and a small
group of Europeans at the time, the authority of whom was served by
Senegalese soldiers when writing that I tore off a piece and he [an Arab
navvy] stowed it gratefully in some secret place under his rags. This
man is an employee of the Municipality.” First of all, he clearly
attributes responsibility of or at least connection to the extant rule, the
imperial apparatus. Moreover, he renders visible the fact that even
though these people do work and are part of the legal system, it is futile
and insufficient on their part in the struggle for a living. Second, being a
correspondent at the time was somewhat akin to acting as a human
rights activist now: dangerous and divisive. What he did by drawing
attention is magnifying the shortcomings of the Empire he was a part of.
Aden, depicted here on a —
contemporary hand-coloured = =
photograph26, was captured by
the British in January 1839 and
remained an important British
port until 1967, first run by the
East India Company and then
as a colony. It is worthy to
remember that Milligan’s letter
was published in 1961 when
Aden had still been part of the
British Empire. He illustrates the city with nonsensical phlegm mingled
with disrespect: ,At last I was to step on a part of the British Empire!
Last time I was in Aden in 1933 it was just a dirty hot coaling station.
Today it is just a dirty hot coaling station.”7 His critique of the British
Empire is not restricted to Britain, his remarks shake the pillars of the
British establishment at its very foundations. He snaps at British rule by
first stating its existence, then its misery, praising the institution by its
weaknesses while alluding to the failures of its canonised figures

25 Edward SAID: Orientalism. Pantheon Books, New York, 1978. 228. 251.

26 As part of the exhibition ‘Buildings That Fill My Eye’: Architectural Heritage
of Yemen. The postcards were principally aimed at British servicemen and passing
steamship passengers. They show the almost brutal functionality of a modern port
with piles of coal beside the piers and lighters bringing passengers ashore from the
steamships anchored in the bay. Heavy military presence is implicit in the
predominance of barracks and telecommunications infrastructure, showing the
harbour and municipal buildings. Source: https://blog.britishmuseum.org/
postcards-from-aden/ Accessed 15 January 2018.

27 MILLIGAN: A Dustbin of Milligan. Dennis Dobson, London, 1961. 55.
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(Admiral Nelson’s fall), shameful elements (disorganisation), all the
while repeating the keyword British to associate it with tarnished
reputation:

I got a lot of wonderful snaps of [...] British soldiers on
guard outside the British barracks [...]. I shook hands
with a friendly Arab... I still have my right hand to prove
it! Nevertheless, everywhere are signs of organized
British rule... all those happy fights in the café. [...] Those
happy greetings that hang from every window: Tommy
go home’. [...] From the Yemen hills beyond came happy
sounds of rifle fire.28

He presents the British Empire at its worst, and alluding to a
drowning Englishman, he debunks another old myth relating to
Britishness: ,It’'s homely fun like this that makes us the great seafaring
people we are.”

To continue, following a heated evening of flamenco, he felt the urge
to spring up and do the Palais Glide: ,,Who said we British didn’t have it
in us?™9 But he did it naked. Strangely, this British dance could only be
made visible to foreign eyes with the socially unacceptable act of nudity.
Only nudity could stir up the still waters that were British values
conveyed by the slow, conventional moves of the dance.

The plight of work

Another instance when both Orwell and Milligan render visible what
they deem invisible at first is related to an already mentioned aspect of
colonialism: the plight of work and its rewards. Said suggested that ,,the
non-European known to Europeans is precisely what Orwell says
about him. He is either a figure of fun, or an atom in a vast
collectivity™s° The invisibility of working humans presented as a mass-
phenomenon, in Orwell’s no-comment style broadcast is as follows: ,,All
people who work with their hands are partly invisible, and the more
important the work they do, the less visible they are. [...] But what is
strange about these people is their invisibility. [...] though they had
registered themselves on my eyeballs I cannot truly say that I had seen
them.s' Milligan’s report of a botched-up situation is somewhat
different when travellers are forced to work: ,All passengers [are] in the

28 MILLIGAN: A Dustbin of Milligan. Dennis Dobson, London, 1961. 55.

29 MILLIGAN: A Dustbin of Milligan. Dennis Dobson, London, 1961. 58.

30 Edward SAID: Orientalism. Pantheon Books, New York, 1978. 252.

31 ‘Marrakech’ in George Orwell, Such Such Were the Joys, Harcourt-Brace
Jovanovich, New York, 1953. 124.
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sea helping push the ship off sandbank”32. This would seem a work done
out of pure necessity until the punchline reveals an additional information,
one that shocks us merely because of its agents and because we are used to
observing the colonial scene as Orwell depicts it. ,,Unless the Orient was
seen for what it was, its power — military, material, spiritual — would
sooner or later overwhelm Europe. The great colonial empires, great
systems of systematic repression, existed to fend off the feared eventuality
[of a rebellion]. Colonial subjects, as George Orwell saw them in
Marrakech in 1939, must not be seen except as a kind of continental
emanation, African, Asian, Oriental.”s3 It becomes clear that the outsiders,
the travellers are not doing their originally assigned higher tasks but a lowly
one usually attributed to colonial subjects. By the time we imagine a
common plight in which passengers and the crew are drawn together by one
cause (pushing the ship off sandbank) we are to face the truth: ,/ajll the
crew stand at the rails shouting encouragement.’34

Spivak warns that ,,[t/he clearest available example of such epistemic
violence is the remotely orchestrated, far-flung, and heterogeneous
project to constitute the colonial subject as Other.”35

By making the invisible visible and contrasting the fate of working
humans and working animals, Orwell further contradicts any indirect
accusations of Said or Said’s followers that ,,writing is an act of denial of the
Other, of erasure of the multiple possibilities of existence in favour of one
unified and monolithic discourse”.36 Orwell sheds light on the different
reactions to the treatment of humans and animals, respectively:

I suppose I had not been five minutes on Moroccan soil
before I noticed the overloading of the donkeys and was
infuriated by it. There is no question that the donkeys are
damnably treated. After a dozen years of devoted work it
suddenly drops dead, whereupon its master tips it into
the ditch and the village dogs have torn its guts out before
it is cold. This kind of thing makes one’s blood boil,
whereas — on the whole — the plight of the human beings
does not. I am not commenting, merely pointing to a fact.
People with brown skins are next door to invisible.37

32 MILLIGAN: A Dustbin of Milligan. Dennis Dobson, London, 1961. 54.

33 Edward SAID: Orientalism. Pantheon Books, New York, 1978. 251.

34 MILLIGAN: A Dustbin of Milligan. Dennis Dobson, London, 1961. 54.

35 Gayatri Chakravorty SPIVAK: ‘Can the Subaltern Speak?’ IN: Patrick
WILLIAMS and Laura CHRISMAN (ed.): Colonial Discourse and Postcolonial
Theory. A Reader. Columbia University Press, 1994. 66—111.

36 https://writingthemaghreb.wordpress.com/2011/07/11/orwell%E2%80%99s-
marrakech-desolate-spaces-dehumanised-subjects/ Accessed: 15 January 2018

37 ‘Marrakech’ in George Orwell, Such Such Were the Joys, Harcourt-Brace
Jovanovich, New York, 1953. 124.
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I would argue that these observations depict how much territory each
living creature could occupy in a land that was defined by colonial terms.
That is: colonial space. Their deaths are also similar: for deceased
humans there is ,,/nJo gravestone, no name, no identifying mark of any
kind. The burying-ground is merely a huge waste of hummocky earth,
like a derelict building-lot.”s8

A disturbingly similar scene is recounted in relation to the plight of
workers by both the essay and the letter. The wealthier outsider steps in
the midst of poor colonised subjects and is encircled at the sight of his
possessions. ,Instantly, from the dark holes all round, there was a
frenzied rush of Jews, many of them old grandfathers with flowing
grey beards, all clamouring for a cigarette. [...] None of these people, I
suppose, works less than twelve hours a day, and every one of them
looks on a cigarette as a more or less impossible luxury.”s® Their
contribution to the labour is duly noted, it is not left invisible. Yet, the
writer remains an outsider and keeps silent about the role of the French
colonial establishment. In turn, descending the gangplank in Aden,
Milligan notices: ,We hit the Arab caravan halting places. Everywhere
there were miserable wretches moaning: ‘Buckshees!’”’s° Any reader
would be quick to draw parallels with the Orwellian description until
reading on: ,they were all the tourist passengers off the ship”.4* Milligan
likes to refer to people as ,all the” as if they were one universal entity. All
in all, the moment humans are finally shown miserable, they are
recognised and acknowledged. And they are perhaps recognised
because, surprisingly, they do not belong to the colonised group.

I would like to end my analysis on a note given by the second and
final stanza of Milligan’s India, India!, depicting, naming, thus making
visible the moral stance of ,,other people”, in contrast with those wearing
the khaki uniforms of the British Empire.

...Yet, in time I found them gentler
than the khaki people.
They smiled in their poverty
After dark, when the khaki people
were drunk in the mess
I could hear Minema and
her family praying in their godown.

38 ‘Marrakech’ in George Orwell, Such Such Were the Joys, Harcourt-Brace
Jovanovich, New York, 1953. 121.

39 ‘Marrakech’ in George Orwell, Such Such Were the Joys, Harcourt-Brace
Jovanovich, New York, 1953. 122.

40 MILLIGAN: A Dustbin of Milligan. Dennis Dobson, London, 1961. 55.

41 MILLIGAN: A Dustbin of Milligan. Dennis Dobson, London, 1961. 55.
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In the bazaar the khaki men
are brawling.
No wonder they asked us to leave. 42

Conclusion

To summarise, this analysis ventured to bring together two pieces of
writing that are different in form — a sociological essay and a
correspondence — yet very similar in their subtle criticism of the colonial
establishment. They did not wish to write fiction or glorify colonial rule.
Orwell managed to unveil hitherto unseen aspects of this criticism by
non-commenting on subjects that would otherwise crave for a comment.
Thereby, I argued, he evoked indignation and made the invisible visible,
whilst Milligan captured the readers’ attention by turning the state of
affairs upside down, via the employment of war-forged, sarcastic
humour. Finally, discussing the topics of the establishment and the
plight of work, I aimed to show that Orwell and Milligan took on the role
of both audience and narrator, born as insiders in British India but
remaining outsiders during their observation of local colonial subjects.
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Abstract

After World War II, the formation of British-Soviet —
relations defined and shaped the attitude of the United
Kingdom to Central and Eastern European countries. After the Second
World War, the question of attitude towards Hungary became increasingly
problematic and complicated: relations between the United Kingdom and
Hungary yielded a positive or negative balance. The intensity of the British-
Hungarian relationship was influenced by several negative factors. The Bri-
tish were not able to sweep under the carpet the fact that Hungary belonged
to the Soviet sphere of interests, and we could not examine and interpret
the British and Hungarian relations without excluding Soviet interests. This
paper does not attempt to present the common history of these years of the
two countries: it only briefly outlines what the significance of the Soviet
sphere of interest meant, what was the position of the British leadership on
the Hungarian government. What were the international and domestic
political events that made the relationship between the two countries more
and more disturbed and what were the 1950s moments that started to bring
foreign policy events into a more positive direction.

Keywords: Hungary; the United Kingdom; Soviet sphere of interest,
viewpoint of British leadership about Hungary; strained relations; Philip J.
Noel-Baker; Clement Attlee; Istvan Bede; Sir Geoffrey Wallinger;

Magyarorszag megitélése egy uj helyzetbenz

.Nem tudom, mi tobbet tehetnék.”s

(Ernest Bevin)

~Magyarorszag kapcsolatai Angliaval a Moszkvaban alairt fegyver-
sziineti egyezmény értelmében a Szévetséges Ellenérzé Bizottsag tagja-
ként miik6dé angol katonai és ennek mellérendelt politikai misszié
Debrecenbe tortént megérkezésével kezdédtek meg.”+ A masodik vilag-

1 Torténész, PhD, Nemzeti Emlékezet Bizottsaganak Hivatala, Budapest,
anita.madarasz87@gmail.com

2 A tanulmany csupan bizonyos, a szerzé altal kiemelt eseményeket, jelentéseket
mutatja be, nem torekszik arra, hogy részletesen, mindenre kiterjed6en megvizsgalja
a brit-magyar kapcsolatok 1945—-1956 kozotti torténetét.

3 EGEDY Gergely: Nagy-Britannia és Magyarorszag, 1945—1948, Grotius, -
http://www.grotius.hu/ publ/displ.asp?id=EARHLE — 2015. 08. 10. 6.

4 Magyar Nemzeti Levéltar Orszagos Levéltara (MNL OL) MNL OL XIX J-1-a
(BékeelGkészit§ Osztaly iratai). 72. doboz. Magyarorszag és Nagy-Britannia kapcsola-
tai 1945-ben. 1.
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haborut kovetSen a brit—szovjet viszony alakuldsa hatarozta meg, illetve
formalta az Egyesiilt Kiralysag hozzaallasat a kozép- és keleti-eurdpai or-
szagokhoz. A masodik vildghaborat kévetéen a Magyarorszaghoz valo
viszonyulas kérdése egyre problémasabba, bonyolultabba valt: az Egye-
stlt Kiralysag és Magyarorszag kozotti kapesolatok hol pozitiv, hol nega-
tiv irdnya mérleget produkaltak. A brit—magyar relaci6 intenzitasat tobb
negativ tényezo befolyasolta. 1945 utan a két eltérd beallitottsagu, politi-
kai berendezkedésii és a vilaghaboruban ellentétes oldalon hadat visel§
orszag nem volt olyan helyzetben, hogy intenziv kapcsolatokat apoljon
egymassal. Az 1945 utani idészak, a kialakult bipolaris vilagrend mind
Magyarorszag, mind az Egyesiilt Kiralysag szamara komoly valtozasokat
és probatételeket eredményezett: az egyik oldal szovjet érdekszféraba ke-
riilt, melynek koszonhet6en onallosagat béklyoba kototték, s a kitorési
lehet6ségek minimalisak voltak a geopolitikai elhelyezkedés miatt. A
problémahoz természetesen hozzatartozott az is, hogy a Szovetséges El-
lenérzd Bizottsagon beliil a Magyarorszagot érint6 kérdésekben a szovje-
tek szinte kizarélagos beleszolasi joggal rendelkeztek. A magyar vezetés
ilyen szempontbdl egy Gjabb kényszerpalyan talalta magat.5 S nem 1évén
0nallo kiilpolitika, nehéz volt barmilyen kapcsolatot 1étesiteni egy nyuga-
ti demokratikus berendezkedésii orszaggal. A méasik oldal ugyan gyézte-
sen keriilt ki a masodik vilaghaborabol, am veszteségei komoly valsagot
idéztek el6 mind belpolitikajat, mind kiilpolitikajat tekintve. A masodik
vilagégés végére nyilvanvaléva valt, hogy az eur6pai hatalmak szerepe
jelentGs mértékben csokkent az USA és a Szovjetuni6 térnyerésének ko-
szonhetGen: a brit politika vilagban gyakorolt befolyasa és stilya jelentGs
mértékben redukalodott, ami egyben azt is jelentette, hogy a brit veze-
tésnek at kellett gondolnia addigi orientacidjat...6

A szovjet érdekszféraba val6 tartozas tényét a britek sem tudtdk a
szonyeg ala soporni és nem is lehet a brit—magyar kapcsolatokat a szov-
jet érdekeket kizarva vizsgalni és értelmezni. Az 1945 és 1956 kozotti id6-
szak brit-magyar kapcsolatanak torténetét szamos kivalé6 munkaban fel-
dolgoztak. Jelen tanulméiny nem is tesz kisérletet arra, hogy pontrol
pontra bemutassa a két orszag ezen éveinek k6zos torténetét, csupan ro-
viden felvazolja, hogy mit jelentett a szovjet érdekszféraba tartozas, mi-
lyen allaspontot képviselt a brit vezetés a magyar kormannyal kapcsolat-
ban, melyek voltak azok a nemzetkozi és belpolitikai események, melyek
egyre jobban elmérgesitették a két orszag kozotti kapcsolatot, és hogy

5 Magyarorszagrol és az 1940-es évekbeli kényszerpalyarol 14sd: ZEIDLER Mik-
16s: Mozgastér a kényszerpalyan. A magyar kiilpolitika ,vdlasztasai” a két haboru
kozott. IN: ROMSICS Ignéac (szerk.). Mitoszok, legendak, tévhitek a 20. szazadi ma-
gyar torténelemrdl. Osiris Kiad6, Budapest, 2002. 162—205.

¢ Errdl lasd bévebben: M. MADARASZ Anita: Az Egyesiilt Kiralysag szerepe Eu-
répa talpra dllitasaban, 1945-1955. Ot Kontinens, az Uj- és Jelenkori Egyetemes
Torténeti Tanszék Kozleményei. N° 2014/2. ELTE BTK, 2017. 45—64.
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melyek voltak azok az 1950-es évekbeli momentumok, melyek pozitivabb
irdnyba kezdték sodorni a kiilpolitikai eseményeket.

A magyar kormany és a brit allaspont

»Nem tartjak kissé szokatlannak, hogy

egy vesztes orszag szamdra kérnek ta-

mogatast egy gyéztessel szemben?”
(Philip Noel-Baker)”

A Foreign Office-ban mar 1945 folyaméan arrol beszéltek, hogy a Szov-
jetunié megkaparintotta Kozép-és Kelet-Eur6pat és semmi aron nem
hajlando kiadni ezen orszagokat a kezéb6l. Az Egyesiilt Kiralysag kiilpo-
litikai vezetése szaméara kozben az is vilagossa valt, hogy semmit sem te-
hetnek annak érdekében, hogy megéllitsak, illetve visszaszoritsak a szov-
jetek gazdasagi és politikai hatalmat az emlitett térségben. Ennek rész-
ben mar a korabbiakban megfogalmazott probléméak szolgaltak magya-
razatul: az Egyesiilt Kirdlysag hatalma és ereje ehhez mar kevés volt.
Emiatt Bede Istvan londoni magyar kovet szavaival élve, ,lehet6leg min-
den olyan lépéstdl igyekszik magat tavol tartani, amely szamara akar
egyik, akar masik vonatkozasban [ti. kiilpolitika és gazdasag] 1ij kotele-
zettséguallalast, 1j surlédasi feliilet lehetGségét jelenthetné”.8 A méasik
ok a geopolitikai elhelyezkedésben rejlett: a Szovjetunio til kozel volt
ehhez a teriilethez, igy kiilonosebb gond nélkiil tudta alakitani és befo-
lyasa ala vonni a térség allamait, az Egyesiilt Kiralysag pedig tilsagosan
messze volt ahhoz, hogy érdemben barmit is cselekedhessen.? Nézziik
meg tavolabbrol a kérdést: Kozép- és Kelet-Europat — ahogyan azt Egedy
Gergely is megfogalmazta — az angolszasz vezetés geopolitikai szemszog-
b6l értékelte és stilyozta. Sem az USA, sem pedig az Egyesiilt Kiralysag
nem tartotta volna szerencsésnek, ha a szovjetek egyfajta ,,ugrodeszka-
ként” hasznaljak a térség orszagait a tovabbi terjeszkedés érdekében. E
mellett azonban azt is latni kell, hogy a régié egyetlen orszaga sem volt
annyira fontos, hogy érte komolyabb konfrontaciét vallaltak volna a
Szovjetunidval szemben.©

7 BALOGH Sandor: Magyarorszag kiilpolitikaja 1945—1950. Kossuth Konyvkia-
do, Budapest, 1988. 201.

8 MNL OL XIX J-1-a (Békeel6készit§ Osztaly iratai). 72. doboz. 45/pol.-1946. A
magyar korményférfiak latogatasdnak mérlege. 1946. jinius 28.

9 MAGYARICS Tamés: Nagy-Britannia Kozép-Eurépa politikaja 1918-t6l
napjainkig. Grotius — http://www.grotius.hu/publ/displ.asp?id=RHIXRV -
2015. 07. 25. 36.

1o EGEDY Gergely: Nagy-Britannia és Magyarorszdg, 1945—1948. Grotius,
2009. 1-7. 1. [a tovabbiakban: EGEDY (2009)] http://www.grotius.hu/doc/pub/
EARHLE/2009_01_egedy.pdf — 2016. 07. 28.
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1945 marciusdban a Foreign Office helyettes allamtitkara, Sir Orme
Sargent készitett egy részletes memorandumot, amely abbol a feltevésb6l
indult ki, hogy a Duna-medence térsége egyrészt ,nem életbevago fon-
tossagu” az Egyesiilt Kiralysag szamara, masrészt pedig ,,védhetetlen”
teriiletet képez a szovjetekkel szemben, ezért csupan egyetlen lehet&ség
maradt: ,,csendesen el kell majd fogadni” az 4j kozép- és kelet-eurdpai
kormanyokat.* A brit és amerikai vezetés allaspontja a politikai beavat-
kozéas terén eltér6 elemeket foglalt magaban. A minél arnyaltabb megfo-
galmazas kedvéért, ebben az esetben pontosan idézziik Egedy Gergely
szavait: ,A brit és az amerikai megkézelités ugyanakkor, amint azt jo
néhany torténész joggal hangsulyozta, t6bb vonatkozasban is kiilonbo-
z0tt; a szuperhatalomma valt Egyesiilt Allamok erételjesebb ellendllast
mutatott az orosz terjeszkedéssel szemben, mint az 1j bipolaris vilag-
rendben masodrendii hatalomma siillyeds, s a haboriiban alaposan
kimeriilt Nagy-Britannia. A brit kiilpolitika hagyomanyaiba egyébként
is jol illeszkedett a kompromisszumokon nyugvé erbéegyensuly eszméjé-
nek az elfogadasa, a befolyasi szférak informalis kialakitdsa és tudo-
masul vétele.”2 Magyarorszag 1944 decemberében megvalasztott kor-
manyat a brit vezetés nem volt hajlando6 elfogadni, mondvan, nem felel-
tek meg az 1945. juliusi potsdami konferencian elfogadott képviseleti és
demokratikus feltételeknek. Annak ellenére, hogy hivatalosan nem fo-
gadtak el a kormanyt, a britek képviseltették magukat az orszagban poli-
tikai és katonai misszi6 form4jaban,'s bar a Szovetséges Ellenérzd Bi-
zottsagon beliili szovjet talstly miatt, a szerepiik nem volt dominans.

Mindamellett, hogy a diplomaéciai kapcsolatok nem tudtak az adott
koriilmények kozott meghatarozoak lenni, a briteket egy bizonyos szin-
ten mégis foglalkoztatta a magyar kérdés. A masodik vilaghabort ma-
gyarorszagi borzalmairdl példaul a neves brit lap, a Times diplomaciai
levelezGje is megemlékezett az 1945. marcius 15-i szamban, Szamosan
halnak meg Budapesten nap mint nap cim iraséban: ,,A németek azon
dontése, hogy csatlésuk févarosat eréditményként hasznaljak, az em-
berek tomegei szamara borzaszté kévetkezményekkel jart. A varos gaz
nélkiil maradt, a vizszolgaltatas csekély és részleges. Kevés élelemhez
jut a varos, és kevés tizlet nyitott ki ujra. Naponta halnak éhen embe-
rek. Holttestek ezrei mindmaig temetetlentil hevernek, a varost alaak-

1 EGEDY Gergely: Nagy-Britannia torténete. 1918—1990. A rovid XX. szazad.
Kossuth Kiad6, Budapest, 2011. 102.

12 EGEDY (2009): 2. .

13 Errél 1asd b6vebben: FIGDER Eva: Brit diplomdaciai torekvések Magyarorsza-
gon, 1945-1947. IN Frank Tibor (szerk.): Angliatél Nagy-Britannidig. Magyar Ku-
tatok tanulmanyai a brit térténelemrdl, Gondolat Kiad6, Budapest, 2004. 357-372.
M. MADARASZ Anita: Barcza — Szent-Gyorgyi — Gascoigne. Magyar-brit kapcso-
latok harom diplomata tevékenysége alapjan (1941-1946), IN: Soos Viktor Attila
(szerk.): Sulypontathelyezés a diplomaciadban. A NEB Kiiliigyi Munkacsoportjanak
Tanulmanyai, 1. Nemzeti Emlékezet Bizottsaga, Budapest, 2015. 81—127.
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nasttottak. A févaros keleti része sokkal nagyobb pusztulason ment ke-
resztiil, mint a nyugati rész. A kiralyi palotat leromboltak, a brit kovet-
séget is nagy kar érte. Az orosz hatésagok és az Ideiglenes Kormany
mindent megtesz, hogy eltakaritsak a romokat, hogy a kozmftivek ismét
a lakossag szolgalataba alljanak, de — minthogy Budapest még mindig
kiizd6tér — a haladas lassu.”4 A magyar kozvélemény komoly reménye-
ket fiizott a britekhez és az amerikaiakhoz, e varakozasok azonban sajnos
minden alapot nélkiiloztek. ,Amikor a magyarok a briteknél és az ame-
rikaiaknal probaltak tdmogatast keresni a szovjet nyomassal szemben,
csak elutasitasra leltek: sem a britek, sem az amerikaiak nem voltak
hajlandék sem valédi, sem politikai tékét kolteni egy olyan orszagban,
amelyet mar korabban leirtak, mint a szovjet érdekszféraba tartozé
egyik kozép-eurdpai dllamot.”5 A habora végét kovetGen az egyik leg-
fontosabb nemzetkozi feladat a békekotések lebonyolitasa volt — a nagy-
hatalmak még a potsdami konferencian egyeztek meg abban, hogy a Kii-
liigyminiszterek Tanacsa késziti el6 a békekonferenciat.'® A britek 6sz-
szességében egyre kisebb befolyassal birtak a kozép-eurdpai orszagokat
illet6en a békeszerz6dések” megszovegezése terén. Mi tobb, a brit kor-
manynak fel kellett adnia a habora alatt megfogalmazott teriiletrendezé-
si terveit, abbol az okbol kifolyblag, hogy a politikai realitasok miatt azok
szinte megvalosithatatlannak bizonyultak. Ennek alapjan a magyar, a
roman és a bolgar teriileti kérdéseket eleve a Szovjetuni6 hataskorében
hagytak, mivel Moszkva gyakorolta a tényleges ellenGrzést ezekben az
orszagokban. A békeszerz6dések mellett a jovatétel kérdésébe sem tud-
tak érdemben beleszolni a nyugati hatalmak a Szovjetunio6 altal 6rzott
térségben. Annyit azonban magyar vonatkozasban sikeriilt elérni, hogy
brit—amerikai nyomaésra sikeriilt lealkudni 300 milliora az eredetileg
400 milli6 dollaros szovjet kartéritési kovetelést.:8

1945 majusaban ismét elGtérbe keriilt a magyar kormany legitiméacios
kérdése. Amikor Churchillnek és Trumannak azt javasolta Sztalin, hogy
Romaniat, Bulgariat és Finnorszagot azonnal, Magyarorszagot a kozeljo-
v6ében ismerjék el, se az Egyesiilt Kiralysag, se az USA nem fogadta el ezt
a javaslatot. 1945. augusztus 7-én Alvary Frederick Gascoigne politikai
missziovezetd talalkozott Gyongyosi Janos kiilligyminiszterrel: a beszél-
getés soran harom teriiletet érintettek, a potsdami konferenciét, a brit
valasztasokat és a magyar kormany elismerésének kérdését. Gascoigne

14 H. HARASZTI Eva: Anglia és Magyarorszag parhuzamos térténete, 1945—
1951. Scolar Kiadd, Budapest, 2002. 93.

15 MAGYARICS: 37—-38. .

16 A Kiiliigyminiszterek Tanacsaro6l lasd bévebben HEGEDUS Gyula: Magyar-
angol kapcsolatok, 1944—-1956. ELTE BTK, Budapest, 2011. (doktori disszertaci6)
43—45. http://doktori.btk.elte.hu/hist/hegedusgyula/diss.pdf — 2016. 03. 24.

17 A magyar békeszerz&désre e tanulmény keretei kozott nem tériink ki rész-
letesen.

18 MAGYARICS: 40.
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kijelentette, hogy a munkasparti gy6zelem semmiféle mddositasokat
nem eredményezett Magyarorszag megitélésében. Vagyis, a brit kor-
many demokratikus kormanyrendszert kivdnna latni a tovabbiakban is.
Gyongyosi megkérdezte, hogy mit értenek demokratikus kormanyzat
alatt? A misszidvezet6 erre kifejtette, hogy ez alatt a teljes politikai sza-
badsagot, gyiilekezési jogot, személy-és vagyonbiztonsagot értik — hozza-
tette, ez a ,feltételrendszer” az egész brit kozvélemény allaspontjat tiik-
rozi. Gascoigne ugy vélte, hogy ,ebben a tekintetben Magyarorszagon
még nincs teljesen tiszta demokrdcia. Kiilénosen a politikai rendérség-
nek, féleg a févarosban tapasztalhaté egyes tilkapdsait tette kifogas
targyava. Itt kell megjegyezni, hogy ez a kifogas nemcsak ekkor hang-
zott el, hanem t6bb alkalommal és az angol misszié mély sajnalkozassal
vette tudomasul, hogy ezek a tilkapdsok nem igen akarnak megsziin-
ni.”19 Ugyanezt a véleményt fogalmazta meg nem sokkal késGbb Ernest
Bevin kiiliigyminiszter is augusztus 20-an megtartott alsohézi beszédé-
ben. E szerint Magyarorszagon a korméany nem képviseli a nép nagy
tobbségét és ,,hogy a legtijabb fejlemények szerint az egyik irdanyi tota-
lis rendszert felvaltotta egy masik”. S hogy ez a rendszer nem az, amit az
Egyesiilt Kiralysagban demokracidnak neveznek, igy az ilyen kormény
nem alkalmas arra, hogy felvegyék vele a diplomaéciai kapcsolatokat.2°
Ennek ellenére azonban szeptemberben az amerikai kormany nagy meg-
lepetésre elismerte a magyar korméanyt.2! A britek viszont tovabbra is ki-
vartak. Szeptember 15-én Gyongyosi és Gascoigne ismét talalkoztak,
mely soran a politikai rendérség szerepe ismét napirendre kerilt: e
probléma miatt a missziovezet6 nem latott garanciat arra, hogy a kozelgo
valasztasok tiszta lefolyastiak lesznek.22 John Haire brit munkasparti
képvisel6 1945. oktdberi budapesti latogatasa soran ugy latta, hogy a
magyar politikai helyzet ,,bonyolult” és ,kiélezett”, ramutatott a gazdasa-
gi nehézségekre és ,elismeréssel allapitotta meg, hogy a magyar politi-
kai élet vezetdi realisztikusan és allamférfiui belatassal kozelitik meg a
problémdkat.” Ezzel kapcsolatban azonban hozzatette, ezeket Magyaror-
szag egyediil nem képes megoldani, sziiksége van az angolszaszok és a
szovjetek tamogatasara.23 Mindezek tiikrében az 1945. novemberi va-
lasztasok sem gy6zték meg teljesen a brit vezetést arrdl, hogy a megala-
kul6 4j magyar kormany teljesen fiiggetlen lesz-e, ennek ellenére révide-
sen mégis megtortént a diplomaciai elismerés. Bede egy 1946. szeptem-

19 MNL OL XIX J-1-a (BékeelGkészité Osztaly iratai). 72. doboz. Magyarorszag és
Nagy-Britannia kapcsolatai 1945-ben. 6.

20 Uo.

21 EGEDY Gergely: Nagy-Britannia és Magyarorszag, 1945-1948. Grotius —
http://www.grotius.hu/publ/ displ.asp?id=EARHLE - 2015. 08. 10. 3.

22 MNL OL XIX J-1-a (BékeelGkészit§ Osztaly iratai). 72. doboz. Magyarorszag és
Nagy-Britannia kapcsolatai 1945-ben. 7.

23 MNL OL XIX J-1-a (Békeel6készit6 Osztaly iratai). 72. doboz. John Haire angol
munkasparti képvisel6 budapesti latogatasa. 40.827/Be. 1945. oktober 30.
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ber 2-i jelentése pedig mar arr6l értesitette a Kiiliigyminisztériumot,
hogy a brit sajt6é egyre pozitivabb szinben latja Magyarorszagot, és hogy
egyre komolyabb figyelem Kkiséri a ,kiilpolitikai érdeklédésii” kozvéle-
mény részérdl. A magyar kovet meglatasa szerint ,ez kiilonosen akkor
valik szembetiinbvé a dolgok beavatott szemlélbje elétt, ha tekintetbe
vessziik az Angliaban valéban meglévd »vasfiiggony« szemléletet, ami
gyakorlatilag abban nyilvanul meg, hogy politikusok, sajté és kozvéle-
mény egyarant, érdeklédésiik hatarat, a »vasfiiggony« elGterében fek-
tették le. Ami azon tiil van, dltalaban érdektelen a kozvélemény szama-
ra, amely Délkelet-Europat, mint kényelmetlenségi zonat tekinti és az
ott fekvd orszagok problémainak érintésétél lehetéleg hiizédozik. [...]
Figyelmét inkabb csak akkor forditja ezek felé az orszagok felé, ha azok
valamely konkrét kérdés soran tobbnyire nagyhatalmi background-
dal, a nagypolitika porondjara sodrédnak, mely esetben viszont sajatos
problémdaik tobbnyire dldozatul esnek premeditdlt nagyhatalmi nézé-
pontoknak.”?4 Tovabbfolytatva a gondolatmenetet, arra a megallapitasra
jut, hogy amennyiben csak és kizardlag a magyar helyzetet nézziik, akkor
a legtobb, amit a magyarok elérhetnek az az, hogy a hazdnkban jelentke-
z06 problémakat a brit sajté figyelemre méltatja és maximalisan objekti-
van vizsgalja meg. Ha ezek a feltételek megvaldsulnak, akkor Bede szava-
ival élve ,munkdnk lassan bar, de egyre eredményesebb lehet” 25

A kormany elismerése, a fokoz6do érdeklédés, az egyre pozitivabb
irAnyba mutat6 egyiittmiikodési kezdeményezések (lasd: gazdasagi és
kulturalis kapcsolatok) ellenére, azonban sziikséges ramutatni arra, hogy
még ekkor is fogalmazédtak meg kemény kritikidk Magyarorszaggal
szemben. Erre kival6 példa a magyar kormany képviselGinek 1946. jini-
us végi londoni latogatasa. A kapcsolatfelvétel célja az volt, hogy a béke-
targyalasokat elGkészitsék (ennek érdekében par héttel korabban, 1946.
janius 8-an a kormanykiildottség Washingtonba utazott). A targyaldsok
azonban nem sok joval kecsegtettek a magyar fél szamara. Londonban,
Philip J. Noel-Baker kiiliigyminiszter-helyettes junius 21-én kijelentette,
ne reménykedjenek abban, hogy tdimogatni fogja a magyar célokat, sét,
megkérdezte: ,Nem tartjak kissé szokatlannak, hogy egy vesztes orszag
szamara kérnek tamogatast egy gyoztessel szemben?”26 Clement Attlee
miniszterelnok ennél kevésbé szivélyes modon tudatta véleményét a ma-
gyar politikai helyzetrdl a jelenlev6kkel. Hogy érzékeljiik szavainak sa-
lyat, a pontossag kedvéért segitségiil hivjuk Bede Istvan jelentésének egy
részletét: Attlee ,a magyar miniszterelnoktél [Nagy Ferenc — kieg. M.
M. A.] sokszor hallotta emlegetni a demokraciat. Bar tudataban van

24 MNL OL XIX J-1-a (Békeel6készit§ Osztaly iratai). 72. doboz. 85/pol/1946. Az
angol sajto6 allaspontja Magyarorszaggal kapcsolatban. Ch. Buckley cikke a Daily Te-
legraph-ban. 1946. szeptember 2. 1-2.

25 Uo. 2.

26 BALOGH (1988): 201.
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annak, hogy ennek a szonak is, mint sok masnak, a kiilonbozo égtajak
és a kiilonboz6 haszndlat folytan értelme részben modosult, mégis
sziikségesnek tartja kijelenteni, hogy Ofelsége kormanya a demokracia
lényeges elemének tekinti, hogy a kormanyzataval ellenkezé vélemé-
nyét mindenki félelemt6l mentesen vallhassa. O tehdt, amikor a ma-
gyar kormany a hataron tul él6 magyar kisebbség érdekében emeli fel
szavat és kér tamogatast [lasd: Erdély, illetve csehszlovakiai magyarok
kérdése — kieg. — M. M. A.], le szeretné szogezni, hogy nemcsak a hata-
rokon tiil él6 etnikai kisebbségek tarthatnak igényt az emberi jogok tel-
Jjességére, hanem ugyanilyen jogokban kell részesiilnie az allamhataron
beliil él6 azon kisebbségnek is, amelyik az uralkod6 kormanyzattél elté-
ré felfogast vall magaénak.”?” Attlee hozzaéllasara viszont ellenpélda-
ként hozhaté fel Szakasits Arpad allamminiszternek Christopher Warner
allamtitkarnal, a délkelet-eurépai csoport vezetGjénél tett latogatésa
1946. november 5-én.28 O ugyanis Ugy vélte, hogy ,Délkelet-Europaban
Magyarorszag politikai berendezkedése a legkielégitobb”.29 Erdemes
azonban még egyszer visszatérni a brit miniszterelnoknél tett latogatas-
ra. A targyalas ugyanis a tekintetben is tanulsagos volt a magyar delega-
ci6 szamara, hogy nyilvanvalova valt: sem London, sem Washington,
sem pedig Moszkva nem fogja tAmogatni a béketargyalasokon elérni ki-
vant magyar célokat. Mindezt tetézte az, hogy az Egyesiilt Allamokban
tortént diplomaéciai latogatas azt is egyértelmiivé tette, hogy a nyugati
hatalmak nem fognak fellépni K6zép-és Kelet-Eurépaban a Szovjetunio-
val szemben. Nagy Ferenc 1976-ban a BBC-nek (British Broadcasting
Corporation) adott interjijaban e szavakkal emlékezett vissza az ameri-
kai latogatasra: ,[James — kieg. M. M. A.] Byrnes amerikai kiiliigymi-
niszterrel el6szor washingtoni latogatasunk alkalmaval, majd a parizsi
béketargyalasokon talalkoztam. Mr. Byrnes mindkét alkalommal el-
arulta, hogy Ko6zép-Kelet-Eurépaban a kezdeményezés kizarélag a
Szovjetunié kezében van. Békecéljaink tdmogatasat csak arra azt esetre
igérte, ha azokra nézve maga a Szovjetunio tesz kezdeményezé lépése-
ket.”30 Az Attlee-vel val6 talalkozas még egy érdekességre felhivja a fi-
gyelmet. Bede kdévet 1946. janius 28-i jelentésében véleményezte a kor-
méanydelegacidé londoni latogatasat. Ez alapjan fel lehet tenni egy 1énye-
ges kérdést: miért fogadta a brit vezetés a magyarokat? A valasz megada-

27 MNL OL XIX J-1-a (Békeel6készit6 Osztaly iratai). 72. doboz. 41/pol/1946. A
magyar korményférfiak megbeszélései Attlee brit miniszterelnokkel. 1946. jinius 27.

28 Szakasits Arpad, Kéthly Anna és Horvath Zoltan, a Népszava kiilpolitikai szer-
kesztGje az 1946. november 8. és 10. kozott, Bournemouth-ban megtartott nemzet-
kozi szocialista konferencian képviselték a magyarorszagi szocidldemokrata partot.

29 MNL OL XIX J-1-a (BékeelGkészit6 Osztaly iratai). 72. doboz. 115/pol./1946.
Szakasits Arpad miniszterelnokhelyettes angliai latogatasa. 1946. november 14. 1-2.

30 PALLAI Péter—SARKOZI Métyas: Némi demokrdciatél a népi demokrdcidig.
A kommunista hatalomatuvétel torténete Magyarorszagon a BBC-archivum tiikré-
ben (1945-1948). Helikon Kiado, 2008. 67.
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sa el6tt egy par mondat erejéig ki kell térni a brit gondolkodasmodra.
Bede szerint a jelenlegi helyzet, vagyis a habort és békekotés kozotti al-
lapot egy atmeneti id6szaknak tekinthet6 a brit politikdban, s ezért a ve-
zetés nem igen szeret barmit is pozitiv vagy akar negativ véleménnyel il-
letni, hiszen az adott kérdésben a brit politika még nem hatarozta meg
allasfoglalasat. A magyarok londoni latogatasa azonban ezt az allasfogla-
last bizonyos szempontboél kikényszeritette. ,A brit kormdanynak nem-
csak arroél kellett nyilatkoznia, hogy mit akar tenni, vagy mit nem akar
tenni, hanem ami még ennél is kényelmetlenebb, mit képes tenni és mit
nem képes tenni az adott helyzetben.”3! Ennek ismeretében tessziik fel
még egyszer a kérdést: miért fogadta a brit vezetés a magyarokat? Bede
Istvan szerint erre két valasz adhatd. Egyrészt a brit kormany elejét ki-
vanta venni, hogy szemrehanyasokkal illessék akar magyar, akar mas
részrél a tekintetben, hogy ,,még azt a minimumot is megtagadta egy
nehéz sorssal kiiszkod6 kormanyzattol, amit a meghallgatas puszta té-
nye jelent”. A masik ok ennél is érdekesebb szinben tiinteti fel a brit poli-
tikusokat: ez a hitisag, ,,amely nem tudta volna elviselni, hogy két nagy-
hatalom févarosaban [értsd: Moszkva, Washington — kieg. M. M. A.]
tett latogatas utan London a sorozatbdol kimaradjon, és ez olyként le-
gyen értelmezheté orszag-vilag elott, mintha a negligdlast az angol vi-
lagbirodalom tekintélyének csorbulasa tenné indokoltta.”32, a kialakulo
1j bipolaris vilagrend szinpadan.

Mindezek ismeretében feltehet6 még egy kérdés: mennyiben volt el-
varhat6 és relis elgondolas, hogy az Egyesiilt Kiralysag aktiv szerepet
szanjon maganak Magyarorszag demokratikus helyzetének javitasaban,
forméalasaban? E tekintetben minden kétséget kizaroan kijelenthetjiik,
hogy fiiggetleniil attol, hogy a britek miképpen — pozitivan vagy negati-
van — vélekedtek a magyar helyzetrdl a sajtoban, illetve a hivatalos talal-
kozokon, a szigetorszag tulajdonképpen végignézte a Rakosi-rendszer
kiépiilését, visszafogottan és olykor meglepGen reagalt a magyar belpoli-
tikai fejleményekre (1asd példaul: Kovacs Béla letart6ztatisa és Szovjet-
unioba hurcolésa; Nagy Ferenc miniszterelnok lemondatisa). Nem te-
hetvén mast, a brit vezetés latszélag belenyugodott abba, hogy Magya-
rorszag szovjet érdekszféraba keriilt. Azért latszolag, mert a politikai
szinfalak mogott ugyanakkor aggodalmét fejezte ki amiatt, hogy mi lesz a
szovjetek kovetkezd 1épése. Ezért példaul Maurice Peterson moszkvai
brit nagykovetss arra kapott utasitast, hogy Molotovtol kérjen felvilagosi-

31 MNL OL XIX J-1-a (BékeelGkészit6 Osztaly iratai). 72. doboz. 45/pol/1946. A
magyar korményférfiak londoni latogatasanak mérlege. 1946. janius 28. 2.

32 Uo.

33 T6bb orszagban is ellatott diploméciai feladatokat, utoljara a Szovjetunioban
volt nagykovet 1946 és 1949 kozott. Ezt kovetGen nyugdijba vonult. Eletérdl és palya-
futaséardl lasd onéletrajzi munkéjat: Maurice PETERSON: Both sides of the curtain:
an autobiography. Constable, London, 1950.
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tast a Magyarorszagra vonatkozo szovjet elképzelésekrdl. Az Egyesiilt Ki-
ralysag az USA-val ellentétben ugyan a nyilt tiltakozasok helyett, inkabb
a koriiltekint6bb, csendesebb diplomaciai fogasokat alkalmazta,
Petersonnak a magyar tigyekkel kapcsolatos kérdései mégis heves szovjet
ellenreakciot valtottak ki, s a briteket azzal vadoltak meg, hogy beavat-
koznak a magyar belligyekbe. Bevin ezzel kapcsolatban csak annyit
mondott: ,,Nem tudom, mi tobbet tehetnék.”34

Véges tiirelem — egy szerzdédésen kiviili allapot

A magyar nép a maga médjan akarja berendezni életét és

az a véleményiink, hogy mds népeknek is a maguk eszméi

szerint és a maguk modjan kell berendezniiik az életiiket. Kol-

csonosen tiszteletben kell tartanunk egymds ideologiajat,

életberendezését, allamberendezését. Csakis ez lehet az alapja

az orszagok kozott valé megértésnek és tartds békének.”s5
(Csat6 Istvan, a Minisztertanacs elno-
kének titkara, 1951)

A szovjet érdekszféraba tartozas, a kommunista rendszer fokozatos
kiépiilése, az 1947-es valasztasi csalasok, a magyar szocidldemokratik
seltiintetése” a politikai életb6l, a Mindszenty-per koriilményeis®
(,Mindszenty letartéztatdsa utan az angol allamférfiak egész sor ra-
galmazo kijelentést tettek, igy tobbek kozott Herbert Morrison brit
»munkdasparti« miniszter, McNeil kiiliigyi allamtitkar és Bevin.)”s7 fi-
noman szblva sem tettek jot a nyugati orszagokkal val6 diplomaciai
érintkezéseknek. E mozzanatoknak is koszonhet6en a politikai, gazdasa-
gi és egyéb tarsadalmi — kulturalis, tudomanyos — kapcsolataink az
Egyesiilt Kiralysaggal csak nagyon nehezen és lassan indultak el ismét.
Gazdasagi kapcsolatainkra erdsen ranyomta a bélyeget a Magyarorsza-

34 EGEDY Gergely: Nagy-Britannia és Magyarorszag, 1945—1948. Grotius —
http://www.grotius.hu/ publ/displ.asp?id=EARHLE — 2015. 08. 10.

35 MNL OL XIX-J-1-k (Nagy-Britannia) 5. doboz. 36. tétel. 02313.

36 Ezekre az eseményekre, illetve az 1947-es parizsi békeszerz6désre és megkoté-
sének koriilményeire részletesen nem tériink ki a tanulmanyban. Mindszenty Jozsef-
r6l bévebben lasd: BALOGH Margit: Mindszenty Jézsef I-11. MTA Bolcsészettudo-
manyi Kutatokozpont, Budapest, 2015.; illetve MINDSZENTY Jozsef: Emlékirataim.
Szerk.: SOOS Viktor Attila. Helikon Kiadé, Budapest, 2015. Az 1947-es parizsi béke-
szerzGdésrdl 1asd: ROMSICS Ignac: Az 1947-es parizsi békeszerzédés, Osiris Kiado,
Budapest, 2006.; A magyar belpolitikarol tobbek kozott 1asd bévebben: FEITL Ist-
véan, IZSAK Lajos, SZEKELY Gabor (szerk.): Fordulat a vilagban és Magyarorsza-
gon 1947-1949, Napvildg Kiad6, Budapest, 2000. GYARMATI Gyorgy: A Rdkosi-
korszak. Rendszervalté fordulatok évtizede Magyarorszdgon, 1945-1956. ABTL-
Rubicon, Budapest, 2013. KALMAR Melinda: Torténelmi galaxisok vonzasaban.
Magyarorszag és a szovjetrendszer, 1945-1990, Osiris, Budapest, 2014.

37 MNL OL XIX-J-1-d. Mindszenty (1945-60) 6. doboz. 408/pol/res. I. Mind-
szenty-ligy — ,Emberi jogok” kérdése. 1.
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gon tortént allamositasok sora, amelyek brit érdekeltségeket is stilyosan
érintettek.3® Er6ss Janos39 kovetségi tanacsos, ideiglenes iligyvivé 1948
szeptemberében talalkozott Hector McNeil brit kiiltigyi allamtitkarral. A
megbeszélésen szoba keriiltek a kereskedelmi kapcsolatok és az 4llamo-
sitasok problematikija is: ,,Az els6 téma, amelyet felvetettem, a ma-
gyar—angol kereskedelmi kapcsolatok fejlodésének kérdése volt, miu-
tan tudtam, hogy McNeil az angol kormany fédelegatusa a kelet—
nyugati kereskedelem kifejlesztését targyalé genfi E.C.E. konferencian.
Amikor azt mondtam, hogy magyar részr6l mindent megtesznek az
angol-magyar kereskedelem kedvez alakulasa érdekében, McNeil kis-
sé szkeptikusan megkérdezte: — On azt mondja, hogy »mindent«. De mi
van a kompenzaciokkal?

Erre én azt feleltem, hogy ez a kérdés a pénziigyi targyalasok anya-
gat képezi és nem tudom, hogy miért zavarna meg az angol-magyar
kereskedelem alakulasat. Erre McNeil sajndlatat fejezte ki afolott, hogy
Gallacher kommunista képuvisel6 tegnap az angol alséhazban helyesl6-
leg idézte a csehszlovak és magyar munkasok azon kijelentését, hogy a
rablo kapitalistadknak nem adnak kompenzaciét az allamositott java-
kért. Szerinte Gallacher ezen kijelentése »dltalanos megrokonyodést«
valtott ki az alséhazban. Csodalkoztam, hogy egy magat szocialistanak
vallé politikus ennyire azonositja magat a tékés érdekekkel (ilyen foki
nyiltsag még angol munkasparti miniszternél is ritkan észlelhetl) és
azt feleltem, hogy az dllamositas Magyarorszagon a dolgozok érdeké-
ben tortént s ezért a magyar tékések kapnak valami kompenzaciot, de
természetesen nem régi vagyonuk és kovetelésetk aranydaban, hanem
szocialis szempontbdl indokolt megélhetési sziikségletiik szerint. Ami a
kiilfoldi részvényesek kartalanitasat illeti, erre nézve torvényes provi-
zi0k vannak és a kovetelések regisztralasa folyamatban van. Dontésre
késobb keriil majd sor. McNeil erre nem inzisztalt tovabb és csak annyit
mondott, hogy »természetesen mi is tisztaban vagyunk azzal, hogy
kompenzacié fizetésére csak olyan mértékben és tempoban keriilt sor,
amilyen mértékben ezt az Anglidba iranyulé magyar export fejlédése
megengedi«.”4° Az allamositasi botranyok mellett azonban azt is sziiksé-
ges leszogezni, hogy 1945 és 1949 kozott az Egyesiilt Kiralysag volt (koz-
vetleniil a Szovjetuni6é utdn) Magyarorszag méasodik legnagyobb keres-
kedelmi partnere. A magyar fél mezdgazdasagi termékeket exportalt,
Angliabol pedig félkész aruk és kiillonboz6 gépipari berendezések érkez-
tek a harom évre sz616 kereskedelmi megallapodasoknak koszonhet6en.

38 Errél lasd bévebben: HEGEDUS Gyula: A brit tulajdon dllamositdsa Magya-
rorszagon, 1945-1950, Miltunk (52) 2007/4. 282—-306.

39 Er6ss Janos 1948—-1949 kozott toltotte be a koveti posztot Londonban.

4 MNL OL XIX-J-1-j (Nagy-Britannia, 1945-1964) 4. doboz 14. tétel.
708/pol/res. Erkezett: 1948. szeptember 29. Targy: Latogatas Hector McNeil allam-
miniszternél.
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Arday Lajos megfogalmazasaban, Bevin a gazdasagi kapcsolatok feltjita-
sardl ugy nyilatkozott, hogy ,,Magyarorszaggal feltétleniil meg kell 1jji-
tani a kereskedelmi kapcsolatokat, mert ez az egyetlen jarhato ut a brit
befolyas megdrzésére és erdsitésére” 4t

A magyarok Nyugatra tortén6 emigralasanak kérdése szintén komoly
észrevételeket vetett fel mindkét oldalon: ,Megmondtam, hogy a ma-
gyar nép korében kesertien kommentaljak azt, hogy elegendé az, hogy
valaki magat a mai magyar rezsim ellenségének adja ki és maris angol
tartézkodast és munkavallalasi engedélyt kaphat, s6t nagy publicitasra
tehet szert. [...] Ami pedig a magyar szocialdemokrata emigracio ta-
mogatasat, vagy akar elismerését illeti, arra nézve csak azt mondhatja,
amit mar a Bevintdl kapott teljes meghatalmazas alapjan a cseheknek
is és elsGsorban Hubert Ripkanak+? mondott, hogy tui.(tudniillik) a
cseh emigransoknak nem szabad azt remélniiik, hogy az angol kor-
many egy csehszlovak ellenkormanynak »akarcsak az arnyékat is«
hajlando6 lenne AngliGban megtiirni. Az emigransok kaphatnak munkat
Angliaban, de ha nem dolgoznak, akkor nem fognak megélni, mert po-
litikai célokra »egy pennyt« sem adnak nekik és arra sem fognak ta-
mogatast kapni, hogy publicitashoz jussanak Angliaban.”43 Er6ss Janos
szerint mindez teljesen gy hatott, mintha McNeil ki akarta volna zarni
annak a lehetfségnek a feltételezését, hogy az Egyesiilt Kiralysagban a
magyarok vagy mas kelet-eurépai szocialistak barminemt politikai ta-
mogatast kapnanak tevékenységiikhoz. ,Kedvezének mondhaté, hogy
éppen akkor tesz McNeil ilyen kijelentéseket, amikor Ban Antal és Bede
Istvan#4 a magyar szocialdemokrata emigracié szervezeteinek elisme-
rése érdekében targyalnak Londonban. Azt hiszem, hogy erre a kijelen-
tésre tamaszkodva tiltakozni lehet majd az emigransok melletti sajto-
és radiopropaganda, valamint hatésagi tamogatas ellen és talan el le-
het majd érni az emigrans tevékenység zavarasat és korlatozasat is.”+s

Sir Geoffrey Wallinger brit kovet, miutan 1949-ben megérkezett al-
lomashelyére, Budapestre, igyekezett mindent megtenni annak érdeké-
ben, hogy a brit—-magyar kapcsolatok pozitiv iranyba mozduljanak el.
Bemutatkoz6 latogatasa alkalmaval kertelés nélkiil ratért arra, hogy:
~mint az angol kiiliigyminisztérium Délkelet-Eurdpai csoportjanak volt
vezetdje, alkalma volt két éven at Magyarorszaggal is foglalkoznia és
azzal a meggydbzdidéssel jott ide, hogy bar sok téren nézeteltérés all fenn

41 ARDAY Lajos: Az Egyesitilt Kirdlysag és Magyarorszag, Mundus Kiad6, Bu-
dapest, 2005. 154.

42 Csehszlovak politikus, ir6 (1895-1958).

43 MNL OL XIX-J-1-j (Nagy-Britannia, 1945-1964) 4. doboz 14. tétel.
708/pol/res.

44 Londoni magyar rendkiviili kovet, 1947-1948 k6z6tt, miutan 1947. szeptember
16-an megtortént a diplomaciai kapcsolatok felvétele.

4 MNL OL XIX-J-1j (Nagy-Britannia, 1945-1964) 4. doboz 14. tétel.
708/pol/res.
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a két orszag kozott, kolcsonos joakarattal ezeket gazdasagi, pénziigyi
és esetleg mas téren is at lehet hidalni. [...] Minden épeszii embernek,
mind Angliaban, mind Magyarorszagon csak az lehet az életcélja, hogy
békés épité munkaval emelje a népe életszinvonaldat. Lehet, hogy a de-
mokracia miikodését masképpen itélik meg a két orszagban, de nem
szabadna szem el6l téveszteni azt, hogy végso fokon kozos céljaik van-
nak.”4 A két orszag kapcsolatat azonban tovabb rontotta egy 1949-ben
bekovetkezett letartoztatasi ligy: szabotazs, kémkedés és embercsempé-
szet vadjaval november 18-an az Allamvédelmi hatésig letartoztatta a
Standard Electric Company brit igazgatdjat, Edgar Sanderst és tobb ma-
gyar munkatarsat.47 Az ligy miatt kolcsonos kiutasitasokra keriilt sor.
1950 janiusaban, Wallinger brit kovettel lezajlott beszélgetés alapjan ,a
magyar kormanynak az az dllaspontja, hogy nem lehet normalisnak
tekinteni, hogy egy angol kém letartéztatdsa utan az angol kormany
ellenséges intézkedéseket foganatosit Magyarorszag ellen és azutan
ajanlatot tesz nekiink ezen ellenséges intézkedések visszavondsara,
amennyiben a letartéztatott kémet szabadon bocsatjuk. A magyar
kormany nem zarkoézik el az el6l, hogy Sanderst esetleg kiutasitsa az
orszagbol, amint azt az angol kormany kéri, de azt csak abban az eset-
ben hajlandé megtenni, ha az angol kormany részérdl tényleg olyan in-
tézkedések torténnek, amelyek lehetévé teszik a két orszag kozott jelen-
leg fenndll6 vitas kérdések kielégité rendezését. [...]"48 A helyzetet to-
vabb élezte, hogy az 1950 tavaszan bezartak a British Council budapesti
irodajat is.49 A romld kapcsolatok tényét erdsiti Rakosi Matyas egyik,

46 MNL OL XIX-J-1-k (Nagy-Britannia) 5. doboz. 36. tétel. 4089. Wallinger angol
kovet bemutatkozo latogatisa Dobi Istvan miniszterelnoknél.

47 A Sanders-iiggyel kapcsolatban lasd b6vebben: BALOGH Sandor: Magyaror-
szag kiilpolitikaja 1945-1950, Kossuth Konyvkiad6, Budapest, 1988. 330-334.
PECSI Vera: The Standard Electric Trial. The Hungarian Quarterly. (62) 162. sz.
Summer 2001. 85-98.; SZORENYI Attila: A brit-magyar diplomaciai kapcsolatok
és a Sanders-ligy, 1949-1953.Valésag 2006 (49. évf) 6. sz. 74—92.; illetve
SZORENYI Attila: Adalékok az angol katonai hirszerzés torténetéhez Edgar
Sanders tigyének tiikrében. 1950. februar, Hadtorténelmi kézlemények, 2009. (122.
évf) 3. sz. 731-746. PAL Istvan: A részmunkaidGs ellenzéki képvisels. Harold Wil-
son politikai palyafutdsa 1951-1959. IN: MAJOROS Istvan, ANTAL Gabor, HADA
Béla, HEVO Péter, MADARASZ Anita (szerk.): Hindu istenek, sziami tigrisek. Ba-
logh Andras 70 éves. ELTE, Uj- és Jelenkori Egyetemes Torténeti Tanszék, Buda-
pest, 2014. 443—458.

48 MNL OL XIX-J-1-j (Nagy-Britannia, 1945-1964) 1. doboz 12. tétel 00846.

49 A British Council 1945 nyar folyaman kezdte meg ismételten miikodését Buda-
pesten, melynek élére Robert McNab keriilt. A British Council Gjboli aktiv szereplése
hozzajarult a brit-magyar kulturalis kapcsolatok fellendiiléséhez. Négy évvel késGbb,
1949 nyaran kertilt sor egyre intenzivebb mértékben a British Council tevékenységé-
nek korlatozasara a magyar kormany és hatdsagok részér6l. A Council budapesti ki-
rendeltségének bezarasat kovetGen, az egyetlen csatorna a magyar kulttra kozvetité-
sére, a BBC magyar adéasa volt, melynek miikodése sem ment zokkenémentesen a
magyar hat6sagok folyamatos kézbelépésének koszonhetGen.

95



M. Madarész Anita: Magyarorszag brit szemszogbdl, 1945-1955

1950-ben elhangzott beszéde is, melyet a brit kovetség kiilon kiemelt az
1950. november 2-i jelentésében. ,A beszéd, kiilonosen az a része, amely
a kiiliigyekkel foglalkozik, nem kevésbé volt sztalinista médon Gszintét-
len és kovetel6zo, mint dltalaban, s ez adta a feltehet6en mérvado kifej-
tését a jelenlegi partpolitikai vonalvezetésnek olyan iigyekben, mint
Korea, az Egyesiilt Nemzetek és a német ujrafegyverkezés, és ez lesz a
»Part Pedagbégusok« tankonyve a kovetkez6 néhany hét vagy honap
folyaman. Eppen ezért [...] érdemes 6sszefoglalni Rakosi ur felszolald-
saban elhangzottakat ezekrél a témakrol az alabbiakban: ami a hazai
frontot illeti, a beszéd egy meglehetésen szoékimondo beismerését tar-
talmazta azoknak a nehézségeknek, amelyeket a Nyugattal folytatott
kereskedelem zsugorodasa okozott; nem meggyébzben irta le legutobbi
élelmiszerhiany okait; a legnagyobb képzelbtehetséggel elbadott gya-
lazkodast adta a magyar szocialdemokratak és a brit Munkaspart el-
len, akiket Rakosi a magyar kollégdik aruldsra és kémkedésre valo fel-
bujtasaval vadolt.”s° 1951-ben Wallinger két éves budapesti tartézkodast
kovetSen 1j alloméshelyre keriilt. A magyar miniszterelnoknél, 4prilis 12-
én tett bucsulatogatasa soran szoba kertiilt a két orszag kozott fennallo fe-
sziiltséggel terhelt allapot. Wallinger ezt a helyzetet a szovjet ideologiaval
magyarazta: ,a nemzetkozi felsziiltség f6 oka az az ideoldogiai merevség,
amely a Szovjetuni6 részérdl és dltalaban a Szovjetunié vezette orsza-
gokban megnyilvanul. Ha a kiilonbozo ideolégiak érintkezését megen-
gednék, ha kolcsonos véleménycsere alakulna ki: csokkenne a fesziilt-
ség.”s Dobi Istvan miniszterelnok ehhez azt fiizte hozza, hogy 1945-ben,
mikor a Munkaspart keriilt hatalomra az Egyesiilt Kiralysagban, a magya-
rok azon az alapon vartak tamogatast és segitséget a britektdl, hogy ,a
munkasok partjanak kozel kell allnia minden olyan intézkedéshez, amely
a szocializmus felé visz.” Wallinger ezzel kapcsolatban tgy érvelt, hogy
mindkét kormanynak tulajdonképpen ugyanaz a célja — vagyis a szocia-
lizmus kiépitése —, de az eszk6zok és a modszerek, melyeket alkalmaznak,
nagyon kiilonboz6ek. Dobi ezzel szemben a beszélgetés soran végig azt
hangstlyozta, hogy a brit vezetés ezt a célt csak latszdlag kivanja megvalo-
sitani, de a gyakorlatban nem a szocializmus rendszere, hanem a kapita-
lizmus mellett tette le a voksat. A vitara nem sikeriilt pontot tenni, ugya-
nakkor a brit—-magyar kapcsolatok jobb iranyba terelése érdekében bucsu-
zbul Dobi arra kérte Wallingert, hogy mondja el a brit kormanynak: ,,a
magyar nép békésen dolgozik, alakitja, épiti boldog jovdjét. Mi békét
akarunk, s ha hagynak benniinket, békében is fogunk éIni, egyre novelve
jolétiinket, boldogsagunkat”, mondvan, ez az iizenet majd el6relenditi a
két orszag kapesolatat és csokkenti a nemzetkozi fesziiltséget.52 Am a valo-

50 Politikatorténeti és Szakszervezeti Levéltar (PIL). PIL 508.f. 1/106 (99). H
1016/73. No. 259. (1015/136/50). Budapesti brit kovetség jelentése, 1950. november 2.

51 MNL OL XIX-J-1-k (Nagy-Britannia) 5. doboz. 36. tétel. 02313.

52 Jo.
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sagban, a korabban is emlitett politikai és gazdasagi fejleményeknek ko-
szonhetden, a brit—magyar kapcsolatok soha nem latott mértékben keriil-
tek mélypontra. Ez példaul azt eredményezte, hogy a korabban intenziv-
nek mondhaté kereskedelmi forgalom minimélisra csokkent, és ,beallt
egy szerzbdésen kiviili allapot, amely 1954-ig tartott”.53

1951. december 21-én keltezték azt a jelentést, amely a néhany nappal
korabbi, december 16-i Sztalin-szobor leleplezési linnepségen torténtek-
kel foglalkozik. Révai Jozsef népmiivelési miniszter, az esemény alkal-
mabol tartott beszédében a szovjet—magyar kapcsolatokrol értekezett. A
brit jelentés szerint ,,a beszéd természetesen klasszikus marxista vonal-
vezetésti volt, azonban kiilonosen vilagossa tette a magyar kommunis-
taknak a nacionalizmushoz és a magyar torténelem f6 eseményeihez
valé viszonyulasat (most az ujrairasat).” A két orszag ezen idGszakban
megmutatkozo6 érintkezését talan jol példazza a beszéd brit értelmezése
is: ,Révai ur mindvégig talpnyalé hangvételii beszédének a f6 témdja
az volt, hogy a magyar emberek a milt, jelen és a jové minden dldasat
a Szovjetuniénak készonhetik. »Amit Sztalin népiinknek adott, a leg-
tobb, amit népnek adni lehet: szabadsag, filiggetlenség, hit onmagdaban,
lehetbség arra, hogy alkotéerejét szabadon kifejthesse«54; hogy »Szta-
lin fiai zuztdk szét a magyar foldesurak és nagytékések elnyomo al-
lamgépezetét«; hogy 1945 éta nem volt polgarhaboru, hogy a »belsé
reakcio« vereséget szenvedett és hogy Magyarorszag nem lett »mdaso-
dik Gorogorszag, vagy Korea«.55 A Sztalin dltal nyijtott védelem és
tadmogatas tette képessé Magyarorszagot, hogy legyézze az imperialis-
tak kisérleteit, hogy fasiszta gyarmatta valtoztassdk az orszagot, hogy
az 6 erkolesi és pénziigyi segitségével 1j népi demokraciat épitsen.
Mindezek kozott a legnagyobb az a segitség, amit a politikai tanitasai-
val nyyjtott, amelyek alakitottak és acéloztdk a jelenlegi kommunista
vezetGket.”5® Talan ebbdl a jelentésrészletbdl is latszik, hogy a magyar
politikai atalakulas kovetkeztében 1949 és 1953 kozott szinte semmilyen
kapcsolat nem volt elképzelhet6 a két orszag kozott, csupan minimalis
szinten miikodhetett a kommunikaci6. A britek azt azonban pozitivnak
vélték, hogy ,a Révai ur altal mutatott eré és onbizalom mutatasa elle-
nére, gy tiint, hogy a Sztalin-szobor magyar természetének a tillhang-
stlyozasa egy ginyos megjeqyzés altal kisérté félelemrdl arulkodik,
miszerint a kommunista partnak a magyar foldben nincsenek gyokerei

53 ARDAY (2005): 155.

54 Szabad Nép, IX. évfolyam. N° 295. 1951. december 18. Cim: ,Az a magyar sza-
badsagharc, melyet Sztalin zaszlaja alatt vivtunk és vivunk — gyézelmes volt és
gybzelmes marad”. Sztalin elvtars szobranak felavatasi iinnepsége.

55 Uo.

56 The National Archives of UK (TNA). TNA FO 371 95189. RH 10338/2. Soviet press
article on the anniversary of the Soviet-Hungarian Treaty; report and comment on
speech by Hungarian Minister of Popular Culture, Revai, explaining the relations
between Hungary and the Soviet Union, at the unveiling of Stalin's statue in Budapest.
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és teljes vakuumban él, a magyar emberek félelmétdl és gytiloletétol
ovezve. Ugy tinik, ugyanez vonatkozik arra a dacos kijelentésre is, mi-
szerint »hanyszor joésoltak mar a reakcio levelibékai ez alatt az id6
alatt az id6vdltozast, vagy ahogy 6k mondjak: a »rezsimvaltozast«. De
a politikai levelibékdknak, a reakcié javasasszonyainak elmilt az ide-
je...nem johet olyan szélvész, amely kitéphetné az édes anyafoldbél
gyokereinket.« Révai ur eltért a part régi »békérdl« szolé direktivaja-
tél, amely egyszertien a »800 millibé békét akard ember elsoprd erejét«
hangstilyozta, és egy 1j militansabb hangot iitott meg: »De hadd fiiz-
zem ehhez hozza: most amikor nem vagyunk magunkra hagyva, ami-
kor veliink van Sztdalin [...] nem kétséges, hogy a magyar nép egy em-
berként kelne fel hazdja védelmére, ha az imperialistaknak elmenne az
esziik és szocialista atalakulasunk vivmanyaira ra mernék emelni
mocskos keziiket.” A jelentés ir6ja, R. M. A. Hankey kabinettitkar szerint
»Sok szempontbdl ez egy hatékony és jol el6adott beszéd volt, de a jelen-
legi rendszer nem fogja konnyen felszamolni azt a hitet az emberek ko-
zott, hogy az oOtéves terv sebessége és iranya, amelynek a gazdasagi
szenvedéseik tudhatok be, nem beszélve a kérlelhetetlen osztalyharcrol,
szovjet megrendelésre és Oroszorszag érdekeit szolgaljak. Az eredmény
egy legantimarxistabb formdja a kizsdkmanyolasnak. Biztos vagyok
benne, hogy ez az alapveté pont, amire meg kell probalnunk ravilagi-
tani a magyar radiéadasaink soran. Latni fogjak, hogy Révai tir mi-
lyen szorgalmasan homalyosan fogalmazott a Magyarorszagnak nyuj-
tott szovjet segitség mértékére és természetére tett utaldsaiban.”s?

1953. december elején Katona Janos londoni magyar rendkiviili kovet
Eden kiiliigyminiszternél jart bemutatkozo latogatason. Az errdl sz6lo
jelentés alapjan a két orszag kozotti kapcesolat pozitiv iranyba fordult.
~Eden egyediil fogadott, rajtunk kiviil nem volt mas jelen. Igen barat-
sagosan 1idvozolt és kijelentette, mindenkor rendelkezésemre all, ha
hozzafordulok. Oriilt annak, hogy javult a viszony a két orszag kozott
és arra torekszik, hogy tovabb javuljon nemcsak veliink, de a Szovjet-
unidval is. Oril a szovjet jegyzéknek és Amerikatol is kedvezd valaszt
kapott, amirdl beszélt délutan a parlamentben is. O azon van, hogy
csokkenjen a nemzetek kozotti fesziiltség. Kijelentettem, én is nagyon
oriilok, hogy munkamat mar egy kellemesebb légkorben kezdhetem
meg. En magam is arra térekszem, hogy a két orszag kézotti viszony
tovabb fejlédjon. [...] Gratuldalt futballcsapatunk nagyszerii gybzelmé-
hez és helyeselte a két orszag sportkapcsolatainak fejlesztését. En kije-
lentettem, hogy oriilok a magyar csapat itteni jé szereplésének, de még
inkabb annak a ténynek, hogy jé sportkapcsolat alakul ki és kivanom,
hogy ez mas tertileten is létrejojjon, igy kulturalis vonatkozasban is.”s8

57 Uo.
58 MNL OL XIX-J-1-j (Nagy-Britannia, 1945-1964) 1. doboz 12. tétel. 002259.
Targy: Latogatas Eden kiilligyminiszternél.
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Az 1954-es év lesz az az év, amikor ismét szinte a nullarél kezdjiik Gjra
kiépiteni a kapcsolatot a britekkel. Szigeti Karoly diplomata, az angol—
amerikai osztaly vezet§jének jelentése alapjan 1954-ben a brit—magyar
kapcsolat a kovetkezéképpen alakult. ,Ebben az évben erdsebb iranyt
vettiink az angol politikai élet — koztiik els6sorban a Foreign Office —
képuiselbivel valé kapcsolatok kiépitésére. Ennek érdekében lattam
vendégqiil a Foreign Office tobb beosztottjat Ward kiiliigyi allamtitkar-
ral az élen, valamint Heathcoate jelenlegi foldmiivelésiigyi minisztert
és Maudling®® pénziigyminisztériumi allamtitkart a pénziigyminiszté-
rium és kereskedelemiigyi minisztérium tobb beosztottjaval.”®* A brit
politikai szereplékkel valoé szorosabb kapcsolatfelvétel végett, a jovébeni
tervek kozott szerepelt, hogy a magyar vezetés a baloldali parlamenti
képvisel6kon (bevanistak — Aneurin Bevan brit munkéasparti politikus
neve utan, a Munkasparton beliil alakult meg ez a csoportosulas) tilme-
néen, a ,kozéputasok” és a széls6jobboldali politikusok iranyaba is te-
gyen lépéseket. ,,Nincsen jelent6sebb kapcsolatunk a konzervativ és li-
berdlis képuiselGk felé. Ez els6sorban abbdl eredt, hogy ezeknek a kép-
visel6knek a tilnyomé része politikai gytiloletb6l nem hajlandé barat-
kozni veliink. [...] A jovd év elsé felében tovabbfejlesztjiik a politikai hi-
vatalok beosztottaival a személyes kapcsolatot. Ezt most mar az egyes
beosztottak vonalara is atvissziik. Ismét megkezdjiik a pénziigyminisz-
térium és kereskedelemiigyi minisztérium beosztottaival a szorosabb és
gyakoribb érintkezést, tekintettel a jové évben megindulé angol-
magyar kereskedelmi és pénziigyi targyalasokra.”®2

A két orszag kozotti gazdasagi kapcesolatok Gjraindulasa sem volt egy-
szerd feladat, kezdeti torekvések azonban mar tetten érhet6ek voltak.
Szigeti szerint ,,ezen a téren elért eredményeink kisebbek, mint politikai
téren. Jo kapcsolatokat szereztiink gyarlatogatasokkal és kereskedGk-
kel [egyiitt toltott — kieg. M. M. A.] vacsorakon. Aranyi és Szigeti elv-
tarsak stirtin latogatjak a Professional and Business Men’s Forum ren-
dezvényeit, ahol tobb személyt ismernek. Az év folyaman sikeriilt né-
hany kozgazdasszal, mint Barou és Bellinger megismerkedni. Egy lé-
pést jelentett elOre ezen a vonalon a kozelmiiltban tobb gazdasagi szak-
ember részére adott vacsoram is. Ezen a téren fokozottabb munkara
van sziikségiink a jovGben.”%3 Vagyis:

»,a) Az eddig megismert haladé és burzsoa kézgazdaszokkal igyek-

59 Derick Heathcoat-Amory (1899—1981): brit konzervativ politikus, Lordok Ha-
zanak tagja, 1954 és 1958 kozott foldmiivelésiigyi miniszter.

60 Reginald Maudling (1917—-1979): brit politikus, tobb funkciét is betoltott, tob-
bek kozott 1952 és 1955 kozott a kinestar gazdasagi titkara volt.

61 MNL OL XIX-J-1j (Nagy-Britannia, 1945-1964) 4. doboz 14. tétel.
00498/1955 — A kovetség kapcsolatai. London, 1954. december 23.

62 UJo.

63 Uo.
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sziink szorosabb kapcsolatot kiépiteni. Rajtuk keresztiil kapcsolatfelvé-
telre toreksziink az Angliaban meglehetésen szép szammal él6 magyar
szarmazasu kozgazdaszokkal.

b) Megfelel6 alkalmakkor gyarlatogatasokra megyiink, a kereske-
delmi kirendeltség szervezésében. Igyeksziink tobb londoni gyarat is
megtekinteni, mivel az itt szerzett kapcsolatokkal kénnyebb a szoro-
sabb viszony kiépitése.

¢) A Professional and Business Men’s Forum eddig ismert tagjain tul a
nagyobb rendezvényeken arra toreksziink, hogy az alkalmanként meghi-
vott befolyasosabb gazdasagi szakemberekkel is megismerkedjiink.

d) Eddiginél nagyobb sulyt fektettiink arra, hogy az Economic
Representatives in London nevii szervezet altal meghivott angol gazda-
sagi és kereskedelmi hivatalnokokkal és vezetbkkel megismerkedjiink.
Ez vonatkozik az alkalmanként meghivott iizletemberekre és technikai
szakértbkre is. A jovGben ugy Aranyi, mint Szigeti elvtdrsaknak ez is
egyik legfontosabb feladatuk lesz.

A gazdasagi vonalat azért is vessziik el6térbe, mivel tapasztalataink
szerint ezen keresztiil konnyebb a politikusok tobbsége felé is kozeledni.
Gondolok itt els6sorban a jobboldali bedllitottsagti politikusokra.”o4

A kulturalis vonal mentén ebben az idében meglehetdsen erések vol-
tak a kapcsolataink, bar a tudoményos élet képviselGivel meglehetGsen
gyengék. Tobb neves brit személyiséggel is sikeriilt kiépiteni a megfelelé
Shidakat”. A jelent6sebb kulturalis és tudoméanyos kontakt személyek az
alabbi tablazatban olvashat6okos:

KULTURALIS VONAL TUDOMANYOS VONAL
Jessie Street iréné Donald Michie biolégus
Paul Hogart fest6miivész prof. Blackett tudés
(Manchesteri Egyetem)
James Aldridge ir6 prof. Gordon Childe, a londoni
egyetem régészeti intézetének
vezetdje
Jack Lindsay ir6 prof. M. Dobb,
a Cambridge-i egyetem tudésa
Mona Brand iréné prof. Bernal, a londoni egye-
tem tanara
James Gibb zongoramiivész
Gordon Cruickshank BBC
munkatars

A kulturalis és tudomanyos kapcsolatok tovabbi fejlesztésének elGte-
rében az allt, hogy az eddigi ismeretségeket felhasznaljak jabb ismeret-
ségi korok szerzésére. Magyar részrdl olyan szervezeteket és intézmé-
nyeket kivantak felkutattatni, ahol lehetséges az az emlitett korokben ja-
ratos emberekkel val6 érintkezés. Ezen kiviil kiemelkedd feladatta valt,

64 Uo.
65 Uo.
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hogy elfogadjuk a kiilonb6z6 brit egyetemek és iskolak meghivasait. A
sport kapcsolatok fejlédését megalapozta az 1953-as, hiressé valt 6:3-as
labdarug6 mérkozés. A magyar kovetek és a brit politikai személyiségek
kozotti beszélgetések alkalméaval tobbszor is nosztalgikus modon emlé-
keztek vissza a két orszag meccsére. Latni kell, hogy sem a kulttra, sem a
tudomany, sem a sport nem tekinthet elhanyagolhat6, marginalis terii-
letnek a diplomacia szinterén: meghatarozo6 segitséget nyudjtottak abban,
hogy Magyarorszag és az Egyesiilt Kiralysag kozott javuljanak a politikai
kapcsolatok. ,J6 személyi kapcsolat alakult ki az angol labdariigé és at-
létikai szovetség vezetbivel. Hasonlban jo lett a kapcsolat egyes klubok
vezetdivel és jatékosaival. Példa ra, hogy a sportolok részére rendezett
egyik fogadasunkon tébb mint 200 sportolé és vezetd jelent meg. Ez a
vonal politikai munka szempontjabédl is nagy jelentéségii. Erre mutat,
hogy a sportolék latogatasa alkalmaval sikertilt személyi kapcsolatot
teremteni egyes polgarmesterekkel és a keriilet képviselbivel. Ez tortént
a Glasgow-i és a Chelsea-i polgarmester esetében Henderson konzerva-
tiv képuiseld, valamint Carmichael és Cullen munkasparti képviselok
megismerése alkalmaval és a veliik valé kapcsolat kiépitésében.”66

A legfontosabb feladat magyar részrél azonban az volt — mint mar
emlitettiik is, hogy 1j csatornakat nyissanak a brit politika iranyaban.
Erre Hajdu Jozsef f6osztalyvezets 1955 elején ismételten hangsilyt fek-
tetett: ,,A kovetség kapcsolatait illetéen azonban felkivanjuk hivni a fi-
gyelmet arra a hianyossagra, hogy az eddigi kapcsolatok — mind poli-
tikai, mind kulturdlis téren — f6leg baloldali korokre korlatozodtak.
Fontosnak tartjuk, hogy a jelenlegi tervek alapjan igyekezzék a kovet-
ség ezen a téren minél jelentGsebb fordulatot elérni, s kapcsolatait a li-
beralis és konzervativ politikusokra, az egyes polgari korokre is kiter-
Jjeszteni.”®7 A kivant cél elérése az adott koriilmények kozott nem volt
egyszerd, s a helyzetet csak tovabb nehezitette, hogy az 1956-os év a val-
sagok, felkelések és forradalmak idészakat hozta magaval mind a belpo-
litikdAban, mind nemzetkozi kontextusban.

*

Mint ahogy az eddigiekbdl is lathato, a brit—magyar kapcsolatok tor-
ténete meglehetGsen hullaimz6 tendenciat mutatott az 1945 utani id6-
szakban (és mar joval el6tte is). A nemzetkozi politikdban lezajlott hi-
deghaborus erdfeszitések, megnyilatkozasok és dontések ugyantgy ha-
tassal voltak a bilateralis kapcsolatokra, mint az, hogy mi tortént az érin-
tett orszagok beliigyeiben. Az 1945 utani idGszak mind Magyarorszag,
mind az Egyesiilt Kirdlysag szimara komoly valtozdsokat eredményezett:

%6 Uo.
67 MNL OL XIX-J-1j (Nagy-Britannia, 1945-1964) 4. doboz 14. tétel.
00498/1955 — A kovetség kapcsolatai. 1955. februar 14.
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az egyik oldal szovjet érdekszféraba keriilt, melynek koszonhet6en onal-
losagat béklydba kototték, s kitorési lehet6ségei minimalisak voltak geo-
politikai elhelyezkedése miatt. A masik oldal ugyan gy6ztesen keriilt ki a
masodik vilaghaborubdl, &m veszteségei komoly gondokat idéztek elG
mind belpolitikajat, mind kiilpolitikajat tekintve. Az Egyesiilt Kiralysag
nehezen talalta meg a helyét az Gjonnan kialakult helyzetben: a bipolaris
vilagrend okozta nehézségek, a sokszor halogato politika, a dontésképte-
lenség, az Eurdpa ligyeit6l vald tavolsagtartas és a Szovjetunioval vald
nyilt szembenézésnek az elodazasa kozvetve a magyarorszagi szovjet be-
folyas er6sodését is eredményezte. Majd bekovetkezett az a pillanat, mi-
kor a szovjet elnyomas ellen a magyar nép felemelte hangjat. 1956-ban a
nyugati vilag orszagai, s koztiik az Egyesiilt Kiralysag is, kiilonos figyel-
met forditottak hazankra.
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Martin Pachat

Losing the ,,Universal”
Mihaly Horvath and Frantisek Palacky?

Abstract

The purpose of the paper is to investigate the historiography of the 19t
century Habsburg monarchy based on the example of two prominent
historians — Mihaly Horvath and FrantiSek Palacky. The first part is
concerned with the fundamental processes, which influenced the
historiography of the 19 century, the second part provides a small
comparison of the two historians. This study shows how historians partially
lost the enlightened call for the ,,universal” and how they gradually entered
the national frame of thinking.

Keywords: nation building process; national narrative; Hungary;
enlightenment; historiography; Habsburg Monarchy;

It is often said that 19t century was a century of historicism or golden
age of history.3 This era is mostly associated with German states and
with Leopold von Ranke.4 It is much less investigated what it means
elsewhere especially in East-Central Europe is not often clear. In my
essay I would like to do a probe into the historiography of 19t century
Habsburg Monarchy and find out some aspects of this almost
paradigmatic change in historiography.

In the first part, I will explore few elements and clarify some terms
that are fundamental for the topic. These are - traditional
historiography, the Enlightenment, liberalism, romanticism and nation-
building process. In the second part, I will try to do a small comparison
between two major historians of this era — Mihaly Horvath and
FrantiSek Palacky. I do not suppose that I will discover some universal
definition of the 19t century historiography, but I still believe that it is
important to challenge established terms like historicism and the

1 Student, Charles University, Prague, Pacha.Martin@seznam.cz

2 T want to thank to Karoly Halmos for all his help and his lectures ,Social
History of Nineteenth-Century Hungary®, which was hugely inspirational for this
paper. I would also like to thank to Gdbor Benedek, Ondiej Vin$ and my sister Anna
Pachova for consultations.

3 About this problematics: FELDNER, Heiko: Nova védeckost v déjepisectvi
kolem roku 1800. 11. IN: BERGER, Stefan; FELDNER, Heiko; PASSMORE Kevin
(ed.): Jak se piSou déjiny. Brno: CDK, 2016. 11—-32.

4 For example IGGERS, Georg: Historiography in the twentieth century. From
scientific objectivity to the postmodern challenge, Wesleyan University Press,
Hanover, 1997.
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method of even a small comparison is very useful to do that. Especially
because by comparison we can escape national narratives, paradoxically
created by historians in the era of our interest.

Roots and terms

Although many authors proclaimed the 19t century century that of
historicism5 if we want to know what it means and what is the
relationship with historiography, we need to go a little further. In the
following text, I am not going to explore the term in its complexity, but I
will try to make few points concerning some elements, that in my
opinion are inseparably linked with our topic - traditional
historiography, the Enlightenment, liberalism, romanticism and nation-
building process.

First, if we want to talk about historiography in 19t century, we must
explore its roots. Michel Foucault in one of his essays pointed out a big
shift in European historiography at the turn of the 17t and 18 century.
According to him, the basic narrative structure for many authors became
a struggle between two binary opposite elements, in other words a war.
That simply means that this new style heavily accented ethnic, cultural
and linguistic differences.® But this was not the case all the time. The
basic plot of medieval chronicle is genealogical axis of ruling dynasty.
Chronicler is narrating about origins of the dynasty, about heroic acts,
ancient laws etec. In other words, traditional historic discourse used to
defend and strengthen the power of the ruler. ,The great history” is
guarantor of the order and could legitimize often banal everyday life.”

Second, during this era, the modern development of historiography
has begun. Although there is no wuniversal definition of the
Enlightenment, we could say it was a philosophical movement based
around the idea of reason. The situation of being human is radically
changed. Beginning of human existence was no longer just based on
God’s creation, but on Adam”s and Eve’s original sin, where they got
understanding and made first steps towards ,,freedom”.8 In other words,
they became actual human persons in the moment when they entered
history. History has its own meaning and inherent value. It is a road
towards real freedom or towards real humanity. So, historiography as a

5 HROCH, Miroslav: Hledani souvislosti, Sociologické nakladatelstvi (SLON),
Praha, 2016. 121.

6 FOUCAULT, Michel: “Society must be defended”, Picador, New York, 2003. 60.

7 CINATL, Kamil: Dé&jiny a vyprdvéni, Argo, Praha, 2011. 163—-164.

8 Although individual interpretations differ, we can say that Jean-Jacques
Rousseau, Immanuel Kant and even Johann Gottfried Herder shared a thesis, that
human being existed in a certain natural state, which changed due to the original sin
to the human state.
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subject gained much more prestige, because it no longer meant mere
eulogizing stories, but it is principle, which constitutes a human being.9

The very idea of science has also changed from the Aristotelian
model. This old theory is based on the distinction between searching for
individual as opposed to cognition of the universal and abstract. The
first one, concerning humans and their acts can be only known in
particularity. The second, can be known in fulness and that is called a
science.’® However Aristotelian paradigm has gradually changed in the
18th century. As a result of this, empiricism was on a rise and knowledge
from now on should be useful and used in everyday life. Consequences
of this epistemological change for the history were first expressed by
Giambattista Vico in his Scienza Nuova (1725/1744). He made an
argument that we should shift our attention from studying nature to
studying history, because only God knows his own creation — the natural
world. Vico wrote that we could hope for reliable knowledge only in case
of studying ,,the civil world” because it is created by men in the same
sense that nature is created by God. For this reason, we can think history
based on sources as a science and historians as scientists.!

The secularization and thinking about reason as one of the highest
values have influenced historiography as well. Guarantor of truth from
this point were not just organizations, which claim to the truth was
based on God’s revelation, but also institutions which claim was based
on the idea of secular science. For writing history, it means, that it
should be founded on empirical data and sources not on guessing. It
should be reflected from viewpoints of goals and methodology. In
principle, every scientific discussion should be open to educated public,
which was small but essentially not reclusive. To conclude there were
two strong urges: to equip historiography with theoretical thinking and
make it available to the public sphere.

Third, we should briefly mention liberalism, which influenced the
entire 19t century. Basically, it is a set of ideas based on liberty, equality
and individualism without any precise definition, at least in this era. It
became a distinct political movement during the Enlightenment, which
rejected the prevailing political system based on privileges.!? Liberalism

9 This interpretation is partially inspired by lectures ,Kleié a Sofia. Filozofické
myslent v historiografii ceskych zemi 19. stoleti” by Marek Fap$o in academic year
2016/2017 at Faculty of Arts, Charles University.

10 FELDNER, Heiko: Nova védeckost v déjepisectvi kolem roku 1800, p. 14. IN:
BERGER, Stefan; FELDNER, Heiko; PASSMORE Kevin (ed.): Jak se piSou déjiny,
CDK, Brno, 2016. 11—32.

11 FELDNER, Heiko: Novd védeckost v déjepisectvi kolem roku 1800, 19. IN:
BERGER, Stefan; FELDNER, Heiko; PASSMORE Kevin (ed.): Jak se piSou déjiny,
CDK, Brno, 2016.

12 HEYWOOD, Andrew. Politické ideologie, Eurolex Bohemia s. r. o., Praha,
2005. 41-51.
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is connected with the Enlightenment, which was a problem in the
Habsburg Monarchy, because those ideas were almost always enforced
by the government and there was no space to create a numerous
movement from bellow. In other words, the inhabitants were only slowly
creating a mental framework for accepting liberalism. But on the other
hand, there was a certain liberalization of the economy which helped in
this process.'3 But this kind of liberal experience in a massive scale not
took shape until the revolution of 1848/1849 and especially in East-
Central Europe was often interconnected with national frame of
thinking.4 The important thing concerning historiography, is that liberal
philosophy was often used to legitimize political change to
representative democracy and the rule of law and many historians acted
as politicians in this process.

Fourth, romanticism was artistic, literary, musical and intellectual
movement that started in Europe at the end of the 18t century. There is
also no clear definition, but for our purposes I just want to mention
some major themes concerning ,romantic approach to life”. There was a
strong emphasis on sentiments, on subjectivization of attitudes, social
alienation and a feeling of loneliness, which ,stems from a sense of
insecurity, from the disrupted harmony of life.”5 It was also a reaction
to enlightened rationalism, and it is often said that romanticism
replaced the Enlightenment as a dominant outlook in the first half of the
19th century.’® This is oversimplified because romantics authors often
drawn inspiration from authors like Herder, who was clearly associated
with the Enlightenment. In other words, there was a crisis of identity,
which was brought about by changes of forthcoming modernization: ,the
loss of religious legitimacy and also therefore the loss of aximatically
formulated principles, the weakening of the old traditional feudal and
patriarchal bonds, and from that, the loss of security.”” To conclude,
this movement influenced the historiography of the 19t century as well,
especially in that way that historians often wrote with emotional flare
and they were passionately looking in history for of other ways of
collective identity, especially a nation.

13 VEBER, Vaclav et al.: Déjiny Rakouska, NLN, Praha, 2002. 395—-399.

4 URBAN, Otto: Cesky liberalismus v19. stoleti, 16. IN: ZNOJ, Milan;
HAVRANEK, Jan; SEKERA, Martin (ed.): Cesky liberalismus, Torst, Praha, 1995.
15—27.

15 HROCH, Miroslav: National romanticism, 4. IN: KOPECEK, Michal;
TRENCSENYI, Balazs. (ed.): Discourses of Collective Identity in Cenral and
Southeast Europe (1770-1945), CEU Press, Budapest, New York, 2007. 4—18.

16 For example IGGERS, Georg G.; WANG, Edward Q.: A Global History of Modern
Historiography, Routledge, Taylor & Francis Group, London; New York, 2013. 70.

17 HROCH, Miroslav: National romanticism, 7. IN: KOPECEK, Michal;
TRENCSENYI, Balazs. (ed.): Discourses of Collective Identity in Cenral and
Southeast Europe (1770-1945), CEU Press, Budapest, New York, 2007. 4—18.
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Finally the fifth, I would like to make some brief notes concerning
probably the most influential process in the 19™ century — nation-
building.'® T am deliberately avoiding the term “nationalism” because this
term as a concept is heavily burdened with so many debates that is losing
its explanatory value. Certainly, I am aware that even the term ,nation” is
not without its complication either.!9 Nation as a kind of emotion is a
modern phenomenon, it is not an eternal category. It is a socially
constructed community in the imagination of the people who perceive
themselves as members of that group.2° Also according to Miroslav
Hroch’s typology we can distinguish three ideal>' phases of nation-
building process. Phase A is when a small group of intellectuals make an
effort to learn the language, history, traditional culture etc. of non-
dominant ethnic group. Phase B is when a new group of activists emerge
and try to agitate for the project of fully-fledged nation. And Phase C is
when a majority of the population responded to the patriotic call and the
full social structure of the nation would usually come into being. 22

There are three typical characteristics of the nation: increased
communication intensity inside the group in comparing to outside
groups; certain form of ,collective memory”, the idea of common past
and fate; the concept of equality of all members of the nation, at least in
theory.23 In other words we could argue that concept of the nation is
influenced by all four already mentioned phenomena - history,
traditional historiography, the Enlightenment, liberalism and
romanticism.

Mihaly Horvath and Frantisek Palacky

In this part I shortly introduce the two historians that I chose for the
comparison — Mihaly Horvath and FrantiSek Palacky. First, we need to
say, that both of them lived in different part of Habsburg Monarchy and
from their point of view they were not members of the ruling group.
They both engaged in nation-building process at the turning point of the
phases B and C, according to Hroch”s typology. The historic difference is
that the Bohemia used to be a part of the Holy Roman Empire and

18 The concept refers to what was expressed in some cases with the phrase
‘national awakening’ in the Czech case, and ‘national independence’ in the
Hungarian one.

19 For example, the difference between connotation with the term in English and
German language environment.

20 ANDERSON, Benedict R.: Imagined communities. Verso, London, 1991, 6—7.

21 Ideal”in a Weberian sense.

22 HROCH, Miroslav: Comparative Studies in Modern European History,
Ashgate Publishing Limited, Hampshire, 2007. 68.

23 HROCH, Miroslav: V narodnim zajmu, NLN, Praha, 1999. 10—11.
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sometimes Czechs, even Palacky, were considered to be Germans,24 which
was not the case for the Hungarians. The other main difference between
Czech and Hungarian national movement is a different strategy for
achieving its goals influenced by actor’s mental framework and their
geostrategic situation. In Hungarian case, the elite was not afraid to go to
open conflict with Habsburgs, in Czech case the elite was trying to apply
strategy of small demands and therefore is often called cautious elite.25

Thus, it was only natural that the Hungarians claimed
their thousand-year-old historical rights and fought
to strengthen the historical nation by emphasizing

the legacy of their constitution.2°

Mihaly Horvath (1809-1878) was born in Szentes, south-eastern
Hungary, in a family of seventeen children. His family belonged to the
lower nobility and by the time he was born, his father worked as a
barber. He finished his secondary education in a Piarists school and
started to visit seminary. This choice was probably not motivated by a
desire to become a priest, but rather to gain access to higher education
and higher social status. In this time, he also showed a great interest in
history.27 After finishing his doctorate in theology, he was ordained and
started to hold clergy position. Due to his low income, he also worked as
a private tutor for wealthy families. His situation somehow improved in
1834 by getting awarded by literary-learned institution called
Marczibanyi Society for his publication on the civilization of the ancient
Hungarians. After publishing many studies including Az ipar és
kereskedés torténete Magyarorszagban a XVI. szazad elejéig (The
History of Commerce and Industry in Hungary Until the Early Sixteen
Century2®) he was elected a member of Hungarian Academy in 1842.

Horvath became a major public figure in the reform movement,
especially due to his liberal views and to his important position within
liberal clergy. In 1848 the revolutionary government nominated him
bishop of Csanad and he was the only one among the Catholic high
churchmen who followed the Hungarian government to Debrecén. In
1849, he became Minister of Religious Affairs and Education. After the

24 PALACKY, Frantisek: Psanf do Frankfurtu, Narodni noviny, 15. 4. 1848. 1.

25 STAIF, Jif: Obezietnd elita, Dokofan, Praha, 2005.

26 HORVATH, Mihaly: Huszondét év Magyarorszag torténelmébil( 1823-1848,
voume II, Geneva, 1864. 116. Translated by BAAR, Monika: Historians and
Nationalism. Oxford University Press, New York, 2010. 260.

27 BAAR, Monika: Historians and Nationalism, Oxford University Press, New
York, 2010. 35.

28 Translation to English by: BAAR, Monika: The Intellectual Horizons of Liberal
Nationalism in Hungary: The Case of Mihdly Horvdth, 25.
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revolution, he was forced to escape to Belgium and later he settled in
Geneva, where he abandoned his clerical duties and married his
housekeeper. Also he wrote several studies focusing on the Reform Age
and history of revolution including Magyarorszag fiiggetlenségi
harcanak torténete 1848 és 1849-ben (History of the Hungarian war of
independence of 1848-1849). In this work he distanced himself from
Kossuth’s vision of full independence and started to support the idea of
compromise between Austria and Hungary. Due to his serious homesick
he wanted to return to Hungary. Finally, he received an amnesty in 1867.
He was well accepted by Hungarian scholars and in 1877 he became the
president of the Hungarian Historical Society. Horvath”s research in
this era declined in significance but he remained an important figure in
the institualization of the historical discipline.29

Mihaly Horvath is usually categorized as a typical exponent of
European national-liberal school of historiography and with Laszl6 Szalay
(1813-1864) is considered to be a great historian of the 19t century
Hungary. His most important work, Huszonot év Magyarorszag
torténelmeébdl (Twenty-five years of the history of Hungary) established
canonical narrative of the Hungarian ,national awakening” and had
influence on preserving the cultural memory of ,,1848 generation” alive.3°

K%

Thus, the main content and the basic thrust of
the whole history of the Czech-Moravian (...) is
constant engagement and struggle between
ideas of Slavs, Romans and Germans.3!

Frantisek Palacky (1798-1876) was born in the town called
Hodslavice in Moravia, near to the historical borders of Hungary and
Silesia, in a family of seven children. His family had a long protestant
tradition and his father was a teacher. He studied at Lutheran school in
Trencin and after that, at Lutheran Lyceum in Bratislava3s2, which was a
prominent theological institution. Although he received no formal

29 BAAR, Monika: Historians and Nationalism. Oxford University Press, New
York, 2010. 39.

30 KOPECEK, Michal; TRENCSENYI, Baldzs. (ed.): Discourses of Collective
Identity in Cenral and Southeast Europe (1770-1945), CEU Press, Budapest, New
York, 2007. 57.

3t PALACKY, FrantiSek: D&jiny narodu eského v Cechach a na Moravé. Volume
I, Kvasnicka a Hampl, Praha, 1939. 10. translated by MP: “Hlavni tedy obsah a
zakladni tah celého déjinstva deskomoravského jest, (...) ustaviéné stykani a
potykani se slovanstui s Ffimanstvim a némectvim (...).”

32 Bratislava (Pozsony) and Trenéin (Trencsén) were parts of the Kingdom of
Hungary.
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historical education he became well-read due to his rigorous self-
education and ability to learn languages. In 1820 he moved into Vienna
where he wrote several papers concerning aesthetics, which gave him a
philosophical background for his later historian work. Also in this time,
he was already able to network and he acquired many contacts that later
helped him very much in his career.33

In 1823 he moved to Prague where he cooperated with prominent
Czech scholars like Josef Dobrovsky and Josef Jungmann. He also
started to work for Bohemian aristocracy, first as a private tutor, later as
an archivist. He especially for Kaspar Sternberk, who enabled him to
start publishing museum journal called Casopis Spole¢nosti
vlasteneckého muzea v Cechdch.34 In 1827 he got married to daughter of
landowner Jan Méchura, which solved his financial issues. In 1836 he
was assigned by Bohemian estates to write history of Bohemia in
German (Geschichte von Bohmen) and in 1838 he became their official
Historiographer. In 1840, he began to publish Archiv Cesky, which is
series of sources to Czech history.35 From 1844 he started to translate
Geschichte von Bohmen (History of Bohemia) to Czech language, but he
changed the work significantly and in 1848 he published the first volume
of his magnus opum Déjiny ndroda ¢eského v Cechdch a na Moravé
(History of Czech Nation in Bohemia and Moravia). The change of his
perspective is usually overlooked, but it is apparent just from the title.
Palacky changed the conceptualization from the land to the people. 3¢

In 1848 Palacky actively entered politics. He tried to mediate the
disputes between Czechs and Germans and promoted an idea of legalism
and liberal constitutionalism. After his refusal to join Frankfurt
Parliament with argumentation, that he is not a German but Czech, he
practically became a leader of Czech national movement. He also tried to
promote the concept of Austro-Slavism, which was an idea, that Slavic
nations within the Habsburg Monarchy should become a decisive force
in the state. He also became a member of the so called Kromérizsky
sném (Kremsier Imperial Diet), where he tried to support federalism.
After the defeat of the revolution, he became persona non- grata and in
1851 he left politics altogether.

Frantisek Palacky in his later years became unquestionable moral
figure in Czech society and even his political rivals acknowledged him as
,Otec naroda” (Father of the nation).3” He is also considered as the
father of modern Czech historiography and his major work Dé&jiny

33 STAIF, Jiti: FrantiSek Palacky, Vysehrad, Praha, 2009. 19-35.

34 Which is the oldest historical scientific journal, still published today under the
name Casopis Narodntho muzea.

35 The series was published to 1944 and was renewed in 2000.

36 KORALKA, Jifi: Franti$ek Palacky, Argo, Praha, 1998. 256—257.

37 STAIF, Jiif: FrantiSek Palacky, Vy$ehrad, Praha, 2009. 235-240.
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naroda ¢eského v Cechdch a na Moravé (History of the Czech nation
from ,beginning of times” to 1526) still bears some relevance. Even
though his work was later criticized especially for factographic reasons,
his concept of Czech national narrative remained visible practically to
these days.

An attempt to compare

At this point T would like to make my examination of the 19t century
historiography by a short comparison. According to Jiirgen Kocka there
are three main benefits of comparison. Heuristic (identification of new
problems), descriptive (clarification of single cases) and analytical
(asking and answering causal questions).3® Although all this is true, in
my opinion, the main benefit of the following comparison lies in the
weakening of the national narrative, which is still very influential in
historiography today.

I will focus on a few topics that occupy central space in the narratives
of Frantisek Palacky and Mihaly Horvath. I will not talk about them in
any full or rounded way, but instead I will use them as a probe into 19th
century historiographic thinking. First, I will look into their interest in
origins and early societies, second, I will explore where they saw peak of
their histories and third I will try to make some notes concerning their
conceptual thinking.

To begin with, if we want to talk about origins of the nation we will
see a big difference between Palacky and Horvath. For Palacky the
arrival of Slavs into Bohemia is one of the central topics. According to
him Slavic chieftain Cech came into the Bohemia and took control over
the scattered remnants of the original population.3® In his
argumentation is important that Slavs (Cechowé) created a state with
national unity, where they live almost in an egalitarian society, before
and without Germans. Germans, ancestors of Palacky’s German
contemporaries, came later as a result of colonization to an already
created state. This is crucial for his later argumentation that Czechs have
bigger claim for living in Bohemia than Germans. Also the struggle
between the idea of Slavs — democracy, peace, freedom and German idea
— Christianity, bourgeois law, technology and education is the central
plot of Palacky’s narration.4° This struggle Palacky did not see a priori
negatively, because even when his affection was for the Czech side, he
saw dialectic benefits of those interactions. On the other hand, Horvath

38 KOCKA, Jiirgen: Comparison and Beyond. In: History and Theory. Vol 42, No
1. 39—44.

39 Tribe of Boii (Gallic origin) and tribe of Marcom%nni (Germanic origin).

40 PALACKY, FrantiSek: Déjiny narodu céeského v Cechdch a na Moravé. Volume
I, Kvasnicka a Hampl, Praha, 1939. 10.
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did not attribute too much attention to beginnings of Hungarians but in
European context he was an exception in this matter.4* He just stated
that Hungarians originally led a peaceful life of equality, simplicity and
independence42 and that they arrived into Carpathian Basin as a free
society, described as a ,national family”.43

The question remains why Horvath did not put almost any
importance to the topic, maybe he did not have enough sources, which
did not prevent Horvath’s contemporary Laszl6 Szalay from writing
about it, or more probably he did not have the urge to defend Hungarian
presence in Carpathian Basin. However, the importance for Palacky is
quite clear. He wanted to make a compelling narration for the
justification of Czech presence in Bohemia and there was no better way
to do it, than on a basis of historical argument.

Second, Horvath’s idea of the peak period of Hungarian history lies
in the Reform era: ,(That period) became, by the nation’s efforts and
struggles, ... the most glorious period, a progress following the
principles of liberalism.“44 Central to his argument were: the issues of
religious freedom, imposing tax on nobility, the extension of civil rights
to the people and the reform of the penal code. 45 Especially the issues of
nobility were really important to him. He saw feudalism (imported from
West) as opposed to freedom, because it lacks strong middle class.4¢ In
other words the nation was formed of the privileged classes only,
because other people deprived of their rights cannot constitute a real
community, a nation. 47 According to him nobility was one to blame for
its crippling attitude towards national unity and advancement. He
argued that nobility had its historical role in defending the country
against enemies, but it failed and now there are no reasons for them to
be in privileged position. 4 No need to say, that this topic resonated
quite heavily with Horvath’s idea based on the Enlightenment and
»plebeian”liberalism.

41 BAAR, Monika: The Intellectual Horizons of Liberal Nationalism in Hungary:
The Case of Mihdaly Horvdth, 22. IN: TRENCSENYI, Balazs (ed.): Nation-Building
and Contested Identities, Regio Books, Budapest, 2001. 21—41.

42 Tbid, 23.

43 KOPECEK, Michal; TRENCSENYI, Balazs. (ed.): Discourses of Collective
Identity in Cenral and Southeast Europe (1770-1945), CEU Press, Budapest, New
York, 2007. 58.

44 BAAR, Monika: The Intellectual Horizons of Liberal Nationalism in Hungary:
The Case of Mihaly Horvath, 22.

45 BAAR, Monika: Historians and Nationalism. Oxford University Press, New
York, 2010. 245-246.

46 BAAR, Monika: The Intellectual Horizons of Liberal Nationalism in Hungary:
The Case of Mihaly Horvath,.23.

47 Ibid, 32.

48 Tbid, 33.
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For Palacky the most glorious period of Czech history was Hussitism
in the 15™ century. In his point of view, it was not just the demand for
renewed Church, but it was a movement which influenced heavily not
only Czech history, but European history as well. It was social and
national movement, reaction to feudal and foreign influences.49 This
discourse based on war was much more convincing than myths of Slavs.
According to Michel Foucault ,,A history that takes as its starting point
the fact of war itself and makes its analysis in terms of war can relate
all these things — war, religion, politics, manners, and characters — and
can therefore act as a principle that allows us to understand history.”s°
This is exactly what Palacky did. Hussitism is for him a cornerstone
basically for everything. It is a movement that has predicted not just
reformation but social justice and freedom. Palacky”s reader could easily
have had the feeling that modern historical processes have reacted on
Czech models and not the other way around.5!

Third, I want to briefly mention some conceptual aspects of the
Horvath”s and Palacky”s work. Both historians tried to widen historical
writings in that way that they included unprivileged classes into the
narrative and one could even say, they played a major role. On the other
hand I would argue, that major ,figure” was actually the nation, which
should consists of all classes and just the role of aristocracy is more
questionable. This is a serious change compared to tradition
historiography. Palacky’s and Horvath s discourses no longer hold the
legitimazing function of the old order, they tried to unveil the true
nature of current power.52 They offered a different history, which ,has to
disinter something that has been hidden, and which has been hidden
not only because it has been neglected, but because it has been
carefully, deliberately, and wickedly misrepresented.”s3 In other worlds
Palacky and Horvath tried to undermine contemporary social order and
create a new one. This does not mean in any case that they just made
some ideological fabrications. They proceed according to contemporary
idea of scientific practice and we need to realize that it was generally
accepted that correct representation of the past events should serve as
an argument for the present.54 Also, it is understandable they chose
questions and sources that would correlate with their viewpoints, they
did not stand outside their studied objects and I would argue that this
practice has not change that much even nowadays.

49 BAAR, Monika: Historians and Nationalism. Oxford University Press, New
York, 2010. 237.

50 FOUCAULT, Michel: “Society must be defended”, Picador, New York, 2003. 163.

5t CINATL, Kamil: Déjiny a vyprdvéni. Argo, Praha, 2011. 187.

52 Tbid, 164.

53 FOUCAULT, Michel: “Society must be defended”, Picador, New York, 2003. 72.

54 HORCH, Miroslav: Narody nejsou dilem ndhody, SLON, Praha, 2009. 168.
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To conclude this part, the most innovative and positive aspect of
writings of Horvath and Palacky is that they included all sorts of new
topics into their histories. But on the other hand we can observe that
they strictly closed themselves into the national narratives. Though
Palacky seeks some kind of humanity>s and shows contribution of
Hussits to whole European civilization and Horvath often speaks about
freedom and liberalism, they both try to legitimize their own nation. In
that sense they both lost the Enlightenment”s call for the universal and
we can still experience this effects in today”s historical writings.

Conclusion

At the beginning of our queries there was a question about 19t
century historicism and historiography of the 19 century. Not
surprisingly we found that this a complex phenomenon and there is no
clear definition. Nevertheless, I think we can make some more general
assumption concerning historiography of the 19t century, especially in
Bohemia and Hungary.

With Miroslav Hroch we can identify four basic purpose of national
history: 1) To strengthen national identity. 2) To create the legitimacy of
existence of the nation. 3) To offered sense of security to the individual.
4) To serve as a basis for the formation of national values. 56

The position of history radically changed during the Enlightenment.
We can observe the importance that history got especially in the 19t
century in every philosophical system inspired by Georg Wilhelm
Friedrich Hegel.5” Not only that, but historiography as a subject, also got
more prestige by claiming the same scientific status as natural sciences.

In the 19 century historiography, it is an often-used strong
argument, but we cannot say that historians were just ideologists. We
need to realize that for historians past development was an organic part
of the present and present was an organic part of the past.>® For every
regime, state or nation at least in modern era is typical an effort to create
unique image of the past, which help to justify various social and
political decisions.59 This follows the legacy of traditional history, but it
is amplified in the 19™ century because of the disintegration of
traditional order and legitimacy based on divine principle. The very idea
of nation-building process is based on history, it is timeless community
whose justification of existence is derived from preserving the

55 Especially in his younger age.

56 HORCH, Miroslav: Narody nejsou dilem ndhody, SLON, Praha, 2009. 177-178.

57 For example the works of Ludwig Feuerbach, Moses Hess, Karl Marx.

58 HORCH, Miroslav: Narody nejsou dilem nahody, SLON, Praha, 2009. 172.

59 HAVELKA, Milo$: Zamysleni nad legitimizaéni funkcemi déjin, Soudobé
déjiny 8, 2001, €. 1. 101.
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inherited.®® In other words many scholars and members of the elite
agreed that everything that existed must express and justify the right to
exist by means of history.®* This strength and ubiquity of historical
argument can be found even outside the realms of nation-building, for
example even Communist manifesto starts with ,all history is history of
class struggle”.

We also observed that the main pseudo-character of the Horvath”s
and Palacky’s narrative was the nation. The readers are not reading
about some distant old time, they are reading about themselves, about
their present, about their struggles. In other words, historical knowledge
helps to constitute subjects of the readers as members of the national
community.®? This in my opinion is the most accurate characteristic of
the national historiography of 19t century.

I would like to end with the notion that national histories or any
history for that matter have no meaning by itself, but the meaning is
given to them by contemporary historians or by anyone who has the
social capital to proclaim it.®3 We need to realize that interpretation of
any historical object is influenced by the present of the person who is
doing the inquiry. In my mind this is actually a good thing, because if we
accept the thesis that the act of interpretation of history by itself widens
our experience in today’s world,®4 we can study the experience of
Horvath and Palacky in 19t century and widen ours in the same process.
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Katalin Schrek!

Interpretation of Prince Paul Anton
Esterhazy’s Diplomatic Role and
Thematization of His Reports during the
Negotiations on the Independent Greek
State (1829-1832)>

Abstract

An interesting segment of the Greek Cause was an idea to create an
independent Greek State on the part of the Great Powers. With this object,
an international conference was organised between 1830 and 1832. On this
conference, a Hungarian diplomat Paul Anton Esterhazy — as a minister
plenipotentiary of Austria in London — represented the opinion of the
Cabinet in Vienna. During this negotiation process — in favour of Greeks —
Esterhazy played a special role. The aim of my study is to make an overview
about Esterhazy’s diplomatic mission.

Keywords: Eastern Question; Greek Cause; international relations;
Austrian diplomacy; English diplomacy; Paul Anton Esterhazy’s mission;
Conference of London;

The Greek Cause was one of the key issues of the European diplomacy
of the 1820’s. Between 1821 and 1832, it became a serious dilemma for
the participants of the Concert of Europe to find a solution for the
international conflict arising as the sign of the decay of the Ottoman
Empire, as a result of the Greek independence movement of several
decades and the social movements associated with it. After almost ten
years of military and diplomatic struggle, at the end of the 1820’s the
issue of the Greek State has stepped into the phase of realization, and an
international conference was summoned in London with sessions held
between 1830 and 1832, with the purpose of establishing the
Independent Greek State. The standpoint of the Cabinet in Vienna at the
Conference was represented by the London ambassador to Austria — the
Hungarian-born diplomat — Prince Paul Anton Esterhazy. The goal of
my paper is to give an overview on this short period of Esterhazy’s
diplomatic mission and to present the significance of his proceeding
during the Conference of London; furthermore to make a thematic
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2 Supported through the New National Excellence Program of the Ministry of
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classification of his ambassadorial reports and exploration of the most
important issues during the term of the London Conference. Which were
the issues and problems he was interested in, and which were the events
he sent detailed reports on to Vienna? What were these reports like from
stylistic point of view? To what extent were Esterhazy’s personality,

personal opinion and political attitude manifested in these reports?

The investigation of the role of the Austrian ambassador is still a
mainly undiscovered part both in the Hungarian and the international
literature. In the examination of Esterhazy’s activity we could use
primary sources, which were all relevant from the point of view of the
current topic as well. The archive materials can be found at the
Osterreichisches Staatsarchiv, Haus-, Hof- und Staatsarchiv in Vienna.
The collection of Diplomatie und AuBenpolitik vor 1848 -
Staatenabteilungen/AuBerdeutsche Staaten/GrofBbritannien includes
valuable documents according to Esterhazy’s mission.3

Esterhazy was a highly qualified and internationally recognized
diplomat, with an extensive network of personal relations within the
European elite, however, his figure had not been able to take a more
prominent place and remained in the periphery of the Hungarian
historiography. The historical literature on Esterhazy until now mainly
focused on his early years, on his relation with Klemens von Metternich
and on his role played in the War of Independence between 1848 and
1849, where he functioned as the Foreign minister of the first
responsible Hungarian Government.4 In performing his duties in this
position he could make a good use of his more than four decades of
experience in foreign affairs, the period of which is still mainly an
undiscovered part of historical research. Nonetheless, Esterhazy did not
merely fulfil a diplomatic service in Austria, but also represented the
interests of the Austrian Monarchy in one of the most influential
countries in the ground of the European diplomatic affairs. The function

3 The evaluation of Esterhazy’s despatches based on the files of the
Osterreichisches Staatsarchive, Haus, Hof-, und Staatsarchiv. Diplomatie und
AuBenpolitik vor 1848. Staatenabteilungen/AuBerdeutsche Staaten/ GroBbritannien
(England) - Diplomatischen Korrespondenz (further on: HHStA-DA vor
1848/S/AS. GroBbritannien — DK.). K 185, 186, 189, 190, 193, 194, 195, 196 boxes.

4 HAJNAL Istvan: Egy magyar herceg ifjitkora Napéleon idején. Elsé
kozlemény. Budapesti Szemle. 1927. Vol. 206. No. 597. 264—291.; HAJNAL Istvéan:
Egy magyar herceg ifjiitkora Napoéleon idején. Budapesti Szemle. 1927. Vol. 206. No.
598. 415—447. HAJNAL Istvan: Metternich és Esterhdzy. Szazadok. 1927. No. 1-3.
RESS Imre: Der Diplomat Paul III. Anton Esterhazy (1786—1866). IN: PERSCHY,
Johann (Hrsg.): Die Firsten Esterhazy. Magnaten, Diplomaten, Maizene.
Eisenstadt, 1995; URBAN Aladér: Herceg Esterhazy Pal a Batthyany-kormanyban.
Aetas. 2009. No. 1. 5-19. URBAN Aladar: Herceg Esterhazy Pal belépése a
Batthyany-kormanyba és visszahtizédasa a miniszteri tevékenységtdl. Aetas. 2009.
No. 1. 161-174.
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of the ambassador to London was a serious position of trust, which
assumed not only close relations with the political elite of Vienna, but
also required the skills of professional and social representation of the
country abroad. Prince Esterhazy had excellent knowledge and
experience in both fields, which he had by then proved during his former
assignments in Dresden and Paris, as well as during the Congress of
Vienna. The latter was of capital importance, since it became the turning
point in Prince Esterhazy’s carrier in Foreign Affairs.

Before the full description of the topic, I would like to give a short
outline on Paul Anton Esterhazy’s diplomatic carrier before the period of
his ambassadorial position in London. The Prince started to work in the
Austrian Foreign Ministry in 1806, and his first foreign mission was to
London, when he was delegated to perform secretarial tasks at the
Embassy of Austria in London.5 His first assignment was soon followed
by another one, with his transfer to Paris.® It was presumably in Paris
that he made his first close work contacts with Metternich, who the same
year became the Paris Ambassador of the Austrian Empire. Later
Esterhazy performed diplomatic service in Dresden — at the Court of the
Saxon Principality — then in 1814 he worked with Metternich again, at
the Chatillon negotiations, which were meant to prepare the post-war
settlement of Europe.” From this point on there was a straight path to
the Congress of Vienna, where he probably earned the trust of the
British delegation with his performance and personality, and right after
the Congress, he received his appointment, which meant for him the
Austrian ambassadorial position to London. It is important to note that
the Prince Regent made a special request to have Prince Esterhazy in
London as the representative of Austria.® In response to the request,
Esterhazy the same year received his credentials from the Chancellor,
and as a consequence, he performed his ambassadorial service between
1815 and 1842. The duration of his service is also very remarkable: his
ambassadorial mission — lasting for 27 years — is the best proof of his
correctness and expertise, the properties highlighted by Esterhazy’s
contemporaries as well.

The exploration of Esterhazy’s entire ambassadorial mission can be
the objective of a more comprehensive research programme. During the
nearly three decades spent in the English capital, the Prince had to
mediate in, and manage various international affairs. Since I am
concerned with the topic only ten months within the framework of a
research programme the time was too short for a complex exploration of
the entire period between 1815 and 1842, therefore I have chosen to

5 RESS: 200.

6 Ibid.

7 Ibid. 202—-203.

8 A New Biographical Dictionary (...). Vol. 1. Part. IL. J. Rider, London, 1825. 30.
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present Esterhazy’s behaviour and political attitude through the
examination of a partial problem related to the Eastern Question. At the
same time, later on I would like to broaden my research area and to
elaborate the entire diplomatic career of Paul Anton Esterhazy. The
recent subject is based on the Greek Cause, the international background
of which covered a decade by itself (1821—1830). However, the period I
have chosen to explore, includes only the last stage of the Greek—Turkish
conflict, the years during the Conference of London — held with the
purpose to establish the independent Greek State — and its preliminary
sessions (1829—-1832).

Although the Greek Question appeared on the agenda of European
diplomacy starting from 1821, actually the European Great Powers did
not want to deal with the matter substantially, since it was considered as
the internal affair of the Ottoman Empire. On the Congress of Laibach
Great Britain, Austria, Prussia, France and Russia clearly declared their
distancing from the case, letting the Porte manage the crisis by
themselves.® Significant changes came only due to the interaction and
mutual effect of the social, political and economic factors.® This process
had several aspects: the first one is the so-called philhellenic movement
arisen in Europe (mainly in England and France). The second one is the
economic interests — this point tied Great Britain and Russia because the
assurance of the unobstructed trade on the Mediterranean Sea (and the
Black Sea) was a vital point in the policy of London and St Petersburg.
Moreover, from the Russian side, the Greek movement made a
considerable chance to broaden Russian influence in the Balkan
Peninsula. In order to avoid this situation Great Britain encouraged the
creation of an Anglo—Russian alliance in the favour of Greece. This
cooperation expanded with France and a trilateral alliance come into
being against the Porte (1827) and brought changes to the power
relations in the Balkans. In addition to these factors, the conflicts
escalated between St Petersburg and Constantinople in 1828 resulted in
a declaration of war between the two countries. Even though the Russo—
Turkish war theoretically, on the level of the Russian rhetoric, was
independent from the issue of the Greek independence, the events of
1828-1829 in the long run still had an impact on the evolution of the

9 ORMOS Maria — MAJOROS Istvan: Eurépa a nemzetkoézi kiizdGtéren. Osiris
Kiad6, Budapest, 2003. 42—43. CRAWLEY, C. W.: The Question of the Greek
Independence. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge,1930. 19.

10 COUTAU-BEGARIE, Hervé: Sea power in the Mediterranean from the
Seventeenth to the Nineteenth Century. INHattendorf, John B. (Ed.): Naval
Strategy and Policy in the Mediterranean. Past, Present and Future. Frank Cass,
London, 2005. 39—41. HATTENDORF, John B.: Sea Power as Control. Britain’s
Defensive Naval Strategy in the Mediterranean (1793-1815). IN: Francais et
Anglais en Méditerranée de la Révolution francaise a lindépendance de la Gréce
(1789-1830). Service historique de la marine, Toulon, 1992. 203—220.
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Greek Cause. The original casus belli of the Russo—Turkish war was a
diplomatic conflict between St Petersburg and Constantinople because
of the Turkish proceedings in the Danubian Principalities, but the direct
root cause of declaration of war against Russia on the side of the Porte
was the allied action at Navarino in October 1827. In that way the
Russo—Turkish war joined the Greek Cause at this point.™

As part of the short international review of the Greek Question, we
would like to cover the directives of the Cabinet of Vienna concerning
the case. The Austrian Foreign Affairs lead by Metternich pursued a
consistent policy as regards the War of Independence during the 1820’s,
firmly supporting the Laibach standpoint even when one of their main
allies, Russia opposed to the principle of neutrality, advocating for Great
Power mediation in order to resolve the ongoing conflict in the East.
This strategy of isolation is curious from the viewpoint of Vienna, since it
seems to go completely against the Austrian foreign policy of the
previous years. For comparison, between 1815 and 1821 Austria took a
very active part in the control of the European Affairs: after the Congress
of Vienna Austria took major part in resolving the conflicts first in the
course of the student movements in the German States, then in the
revolutions in South Europe.’2 During the seven years after the
Napoleonic Wars there was virtually not one European issue in which
Vienna would have remained passive, not even on the level of diplomacy.
As opposed to that, in the case of the Eastern Question on the agenda in
1821, namely in the discourses urging the settlement of the Greek—
Turkish situation, Austria definitely stepped back and decided not to
participate, or just in moderate form.:3 Until that point, the way of
dealing with the Greek Cause could not be revealed in Metternich’s
foreign policy, the main concept of which after 1815 was focused around
the Congress System and the System of the Holy Alliance. The essence of
the Austrian conservative foreign policy was formed by the basic
principles of the reason for existence of the dynastic power and the
aspiration to suppress the enlightened national and revolutionary ideas.

The Chancellor considered the Greek Uprising as an event outside the
European matters, which was one of the reasons for Austria’s distance
from the occurrences.’4 Secondly, in the existing international relations

1 JELAVICH, Barbara: Russia and the Formation of the Romanian National
State. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2004. 28.

12 Revolutionary movements evolved in Naples, Piedmont, Spain. To the
particular history of the revolutionary wave of the 1820’s see: SCHROEDER, Paul:
Transformation of European Politics, 1763—1848. Clarendon Press, Oxford, 1996.
606-614.

13 JELAVICH, Barbara: The Habsburg Empire in European Affairs, 1814-1918.
Rand McMillan & Company, Chicago, 1969. 36. SCHROEDER, Paul: Metternich
Diplomacy at its Zenith, 1820—1823. University of Texas Press, Austin, 1962. 123—124.

14 BUCHMANN, Bertrand Michael: Militir, Diplomatie, Politik. Osterreich und
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from the geostrategic point of view Austria focused on the preservation
of the Ottoman Empire’s integrity, since maintaining the Porte’s
integrity and authority could prevent the expansion of Russia to the
south and its acquiring political influence in the Balkans. The region was
important for the Habsburg Monarchy, since starting from the end of the
17th century it became one of the main directions of the potential
expansion of the Empire. For this reason from the 1680’s Austria more
often intervened in the affairs of the region; and during the 18t century
it got involved in several wars with the Porte. By the end of the century,
when the Western European political scene coming into focus, the
Balkan issue became marginal for Austria. Naturally, the Balkan
Peninsula remained an integral part of the sphere of interest for the
Habsburg Monarchy, but after the rearrangement of the priorities in the
foreign policy, the Government of Vienna devoted less attention to the
region, pursuing a more reserved policy and staying away from the
conflicts in this area. Nevertheless, Austria had an important function at
the Balkans, since it played a role of counterbalance against Russia and
was the protector of the status quo at the same time. In this task, Great
Britain became the main ally of the Cabinet of Vienna.

Thus we can clearly state that despite the fact that the Greek Cause in
a sense fitted into the series of the revolutionary movements of the
1820’s, which were the main subjects of the Congresses in Troppau,
Laibach and in Verona, Metternich’s policy still handled the Greek
uprising separately from the revolutions in Spain and Italy, considering
the Greek Affair as a sub issue of the Eastern Question. Besides, the
Austrian attitude applied to the War of Independence was adjusted to
the political principles applied towards the Ottoman Empire, and ceased
to follow the methods formerly used in the management of European
affairs. It must be noted that this difference in judgement can be
observed only in the political control of the Greek National Movement by
Austria, but not in its evaluation by them.

After the introduction of the main guidelines of the international
situation and the Austrian diplomacy it is time to describe the nature of
the relationship between Prince Paul Esterhazy and Metternich, with
respect to the major common views determining the long-term
cooperation of the two statesmen. In the first part of the paper, we have
already mentioned that the paths of Esterhazy and Metternich crossed at
a very early stage of Esterhazy’s diplomatic career. They first met during
Metternich’s ambassadorship in Paris, and then we could see how
Esterhazy helped the Chancellor’s work during the last years of the
Napoleonic Wars. Metternich and Esterhazy presumably had developed

Europa von 1815 bis 1835. Europdische Hochschulschriften III. Geschichte und
ihre Hilfswissenschaften. Bd. 498. Verlag Peter Lang GmbH, Frankfurt am Main,

1991. 344.
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a good, confidential liaison.'> Metternich and Esterhazy had essentially a
relationship based on trust, the clearest manifestation of which was the
fact of Esterhazy’s delegation by Chancellor Metternich to one of the
most influential and greatest European partners of Austria.

The London Conference on Greece was held with the mutual
agreement of the three Great Powers: Great Britain, France and Russia.
Austria officially did not take part in the Conference, since the right of
the organization and the management of the international conference
was owned by the members of the trilateral alliance. Since due to the
previously described policy at the Balkans Austria maintained his principles
of non-intervention even after an anti—Turkish Great Power cooperation
had started to form (1826—1827), it did not join the coalition established by
the Treaty of June 6, 1827; and as a consequence missed the official
participation at the Conference of London. Therefore, Esterhazy’s position
and the nature of his actions in connection with the Greek Cause must be
defined from this perspective. The first and most important factor is his
status: Esterhazy attended the Conference not as a participant, but as an
observer, and as such, he did not have the same rights as the representatives
of the other three states. He was not authorized either to participate or
make decision in specific cases. Nevertheless, he can still be considered as
someone who had major role in the formation of the diplomatic events even
during the negotiations in London.

The uniqueness of Prince Esterhazy’s position can be described with
the duality of his participation at the Conference as an outsider and as a
mediator, at the same time. This contradiction can be resolved by
understanding the true nature of Esterhazy’s role in this context, which
can rather be regarded informal than formal, and the Prince himself as a
constant member of the background consultations throughout the
sessions of the Conference of London. It is especially important as
regards the British Government, which lead continual consultations with
Esterhazy (and through him with the Austrian Government), even
during the most active period of the British—French—Russian trilateral
cooperation. It was especially true for the Wellington—Aberdeen period
between 1828 and 1830. The English diplomacy could rely on
Esterhazy’s mediation and opinion, since the cooperation with Austria
became crucial for the Foreign Office in order to compensate the
aspirations of France and Russia. This phenomenon could be more
strongly experienced in 1829, the year of the victory of Russia over the
Porte, as well as the year when the Cabinet of Paris, in response to the
changing situation in the Balkans and the Near East, came forward with
a detailed partition plan of the Ottoman Empire. According to the
project of the French Prime Minister, Jules de Polignac, Russia would

15 HAJNAL Istvan: Metternich és Esterhdzy. Szazadok. 1927. No. 1—3. 22.
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obtain control over the Danubian Principalities, and receive Armenian
territories; Austria would broaden with some Western Balkan areas as
Bosnia, Herzegovina, Croatia and Dalmatia together with the
Principality of Serbia. France would get Luxemburg and expand her
territories to Belgium.!¢ Finally, Great Britain would take advantages not
in Europe, but in the overseas with Dutch colonies.”” Under such
circumstances, Prime Minister Wellington, and the leader of the British
Foreign Office, Lord Aberdeen, took extremely great care to keep the
partnership of Austria, sharing common political views on the issue of
the Turkish integrity. So during this period Esterhazy’s role and position
definitely increased in value.

The observations and reports written by Esterhazy in London and
forwarded to Vienna between 1829 and 1832 contain useful
information on the handling of the Greek Question, and more
importantly, on the relations of the three allies during the negotiation
process. One of the sorest points was the shaping of the British—
Russian relations, notably the difficulties of the period following
Russia’s victory in the 1828-1829 Russo—Turkish war. The newly
strengthened influence of Russia at the Balkans due to the Treaty of
Adrianople, as well as the altered Russo—Turkish relations caused a
great dilemma for the Wellington Government.’® The conflicts and
clashes between St Petersburg and Constantinople manifested on the
scene of diplomacy, which created to a certain extent equal position
even during the disputes, with no shift in favour of any of the parties.
Due to Russia’s military victory in the war and her capacity to defend
politically their own interests, Russia gained a significant advantage
over the Porte, and the Ottoman Empire was temporarily forced to a
subordinate position, which caused many concerns both to the British
and to the Austrian leadership in Foreign Affairs.

By the end of the 1820’s a new international situation was formed
simultaneously with the Greek Cause, leading to a change in the status
quo of the Balkans. Esterhazy’s London reports from 1829 were mainly
grouped around this circumstance?, and reported about the criticism of

16 DJUVARA, T. G.: Cent projets de partage de la Turquie (1281-1913). Librairie
Félix Alcan, Paris, 1914. 389—390.

17 SCHROEDER: 658.

18 No. 29. Prince Esterhazy. Craintes de Lord Aberdeen (...). Londres, le 12 aoft
1829. IN: HHStA-DA vor 1848/S/AS. Grofbritannien — DK.). K186. Berichte
Neumann, Esterhazy (1829.08-1829.12); No. 42. Prince Esterhazy. (...) entretien
avec le Duc de Wellington (...) par le Cabinet du St. James a 1'égard des stipulations
du traité d’Adrianople et de sur conséquences. Londres, le 2 novembre 1829. IN :
Ibid.; No. 46. Prince Esterhazy. Impression facheuse produite a St. Pétersbourg par
les réflexions du Cabinet Brit(annique): sur le traité d’Adrianople. Londres, le 26
décembre 1829. IN : Ibid.

19 No. 17. Prince Esterhazy. Opinion du Duc de Wellington sur la campagne Russe
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the British Cabinet concerning Russia. In his reports, the Prince
repeatedly referred to the details of the Russian military operations,
about which he learned from British and other international sources.2°
As part of the Russo—Turkish war, he also reported about the blockade
of the island of Crete by the Russian Fleet and the British—French
responses to that.2 The event is of great interest, since through
Esterhazy’s records, besides gaining insight to the details of the Russo—
Turkish, war we can also picture the difficulties of the British—French—
Russian trilateral alliance and the aversions of the allies towards one
another. The war between the Ottoman Empire and Russia drew the
attention of the British and French Government to the risks implied in
the ambitions of their common ally in the Balkans. Nevertheless, the
concerns due to the expansion in the Balkans were more typical of Great
Britain, since Britain did not want to lose their control over the Eastern
Mediterranean as well as their economic interests and privileges in the
region. Lord Aberdeen’s reaction included in Paul Anton Esterhazy’s
report from May 8, 1829, was partially in response to that.2> Based on
the Prince’s despatch, the British Foreign Minister demanded for a
detailed report on the events from Prince Lieven, the Russian
ambassador, expressing his protest against the situation.23 Although
Aberdeen did not question Russia’s right to act in accordance with the
Treaty of July 6, he considered Russia’s actions exaggerated, and made a
recommendation on the modification of the provisions of the Agreement
of 1827, presumably in order to eliminate any similar Great Power
actions in the future.24

Esterhazy’s full awareness of the ongoing events was also shown by
the fact that the Prince was well-informed about the internal affairs and

en 1829. Londres, le 26 avril 1829. IN: HHStA-DA vor 1848/S/AS. Grofibritannien
— DK.). K185. Berichte Neumann, Esterhazy (1829. 01-1829.07).

20 No. 4. Prince Esterhazy. Entretien avec Lord Aberdeen sur les dernieres
nouvelles de St. Pétersbourg et de la Constantinople. Londres, le 25 janvier 1829. IN:
Ibid.; No. 31. Prince Esterhazy. Entretien avec le Duc de Wellington a la suit de la
réception des nouvelles des derniers succes des armées Russes. Londres, le 31 aofit
1829. IN: HHStA-DA vor 1848/S/AS. GroBbritannien — DK.). Ki86. Berichte
Neumann, Esterhazy (1829.08-1829.12).; No. 34. Prince Esterhazy. Opérations
militaires russes. Londres, le 11 septembre 1829. IN: Ibid.

21 No. 18. Prince Esterhazy. Concernant le blocus de l'lle Candie par la flotte
Russie. Londres, le 8 mai 1829. IN: HHStA-DA vor 1848/S/AS. GroBbritannien —
DK.). Ki185. Berichte Neumann, Esterhazy (1829.01-1829.07). No. 19. Prince
Esterhazy. Accuse la réception des dépéches du 30 avril, et transmet un extrait du
protocole du 8 mai relatif au blocus de I'ille de Candie et & 'extension de ’exercice de
I’escadre russe. Londres, le 15 mai 1829. IN: Ibid.

22 No. 18. Prince Esterhazy. Concernant le blocus de I'lle Candie par la flotte
Russie. Londres, le 8 mai 1829. In: Ibid.

23 Ibid.

24 Tbid.
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representation of the other states. He had close relations with the
ambassadors of the other European Great Powers to London, and in
many cases, he presented detailed reports on the information mediated
by the Russian ambassador (K. A. Lieven) to the British Government and
the instructions and despatches of the British ambassador at St
Petersburg (Lord Heystesbury).25 He had up-to-date information about
the reforms were planned by the Russian Government in Moldavia and
Wallachia and transmitted detailed summary on the advantages of the

possession of the Danube Delta.26

An interesting thematic unit and a part of the former issue in
Esterhazy’s reports was the question of capability or incapability of the
operation of the trilateral alliance. The questions of disagreement
between France, Great Britain and Russia concerning the Greek Cause
and the future situation of the Ottoman Empire soon became an obstacle
for a good cooperation within the alliance. The main problem was
caused by the conflicts of interest between the members of the coalition,
those existing even before the formation of their alliance, but suspended
by the parties in order to resolve the Greek—Turkish conflict. However,
the aspirations to acquire political influence in the Balkan region, and
moreover, over the Ottoman Empire, soon started to dominate the
discourse of the allies. Esterhazy gave regular reports on the diplomatic
manifestations of these problems.27

The second bigger thematic unit of Esterhazy’s reports was the
definition of the English strategy used against Greece. The nature of the
support given to the Greek Provisional Government was always a key
issue for the Government in London. The amount of the subvention

25 No. 28. Prince Esterhazy. Communication d’une dépéche du Prince Lieven au
Cabinet Anglais, sur la correspondance du Diebitsch avec le Grand Vizir. Londres, le
25 juillet 1829. In: Ibid.; No. 44. Prince Esterhazy. (...) Contenu des instructions a L.
Heystesbury a St Péresbourg. Londres, le 27 novembre 1829. In: Ibid.

26 No. 29. Prince Esterhazy. Concernant les reformes (...). Londres, le 12 aofit
1829. In: HHStA-DA vor 1848/S/AS. GroBbritannien — DK.). Ki186. Berichte
Neumann, Esterhazy (1829.08-1829.12). No. 40. Prince Esterhazy. Transmet deux
mémoires de relat(ivement) a I'importance de possession des iles sur le Danube.
Londres, le 14 octobre 1829. IN : Ibid.

27 No. 1. Entretien avec Lord Aberdeen relativement aux armements en course de
la partie des Grecs et les complications qui en résultent. Londres, le 8 janvier 1829.
In: HHStA-DA vor 1848/S/AS. GroBbritannien — DK.). K185. Berichte Neumann,
Esterhazy (1829.01-1829.07)., No. 31. Prince Esterhazy. Entretien avec Lord
Aberdeen sur la crise actuelle dans les affaires de ’Orient. Londres, le 31 aotit 1829.
In: HHStA-DA vor 1848/S/AS. GroBbritannien — DK.). K186. Berichte Neumann,
Esterhazy (1829.08—1829.12). Interesting thing that Esterhazy had already reported
about the political ambitions of Mohamed Ali (Governor of Egypt) and his plan for
creating an independent Arabian State in 1829: No. 40. Prince Esterhazy. Envoi de
piéces confidentielles communiqués par Lord Aberdeen relatives a I'’émancipation
Mehemed Ali, Pasha d’Egypte. Londres, le 12 octobre 1829. IN: Ibid.
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repeatedly caused dilemmas for the Cabinet of St James, since there
were many differences between the notions of the Greek Provisional
Government and the British concept of establishing the independent
state, especially in territorial issues. The Foreign Office wanted to
determine future borders of the autonomous Greek state based on the
principle of ,uti possidetis”2® The ,uti possidetis” is a term used in
international law, and it implies that a certain territory will be possessed
by its present owner.29 Concerning the Greek Cause the position of the
British Government was exactly that, namely, the established state
would possess the territories acquired during the military conflict
against the Porte. To some extent associated with that, in his reports
Esterhazy several times mentioned the British aspirations and plans of
sustaining the Ottoman Empire3°, which was fully in accordance with
the Austrian geostrategic interests. In one of his reports, Esterhazy wrote
about the conception of Wellington regarding these efforts. The Prince
emphasized, that the British Prime Minister is aware to the necessity of a
common arrangement of the European Great Powers in this question,
and that he is committed to the preservation of the Turkish Empire.3!
The cooperation of the leading European States appeared in the context
of Wellington’s political thinking several times, since he believed that the
current situation is equivalent with the waver of the system created in
1814-1815.32

With regards, the designation of the Greek—Turkish demarcation line
some other notions were revealed as well, such as the Russian concept of
natural borders. The period of the Boundary Commission negotiations
was presumably the most decisive one, when Esterhazy had the chance
to support the British Cabinet in the most contentious issue of the
discussions on the Greek State. Although Great Britain was in favour of
the realization of the sovereign Greek Kingdom, London required the
support of the Government of Vienna, since it was not in any sense in
their interests to let the newly formed state in the Balkans gain too much

28 FLEMING, D. C.: John Capodistrias and the Conference of London. Institute
for Balkan Studies, Thessaloniki, 1970. 106.

29 PRESCOTT, Victor — TRIGGS, Gilian D.: International Frontiers and
Boundaries. Law, Politics and Geography. Martinus Nijhoff Publishers, Leiden,
2008. 142.; SHARMA, Syria P.: Territorial Acquisition, Disputes and International
Law. Martinus Nijhoff Publishers, The Hague, 1997. 119—120.

30 For instance: No. 43. Prince Esterhazy. Entretien avec Lord Aberdeen (...)
relatif 4 la conservation de I'Empire Ottoman; la Création d'un Etat grec (...).
Londres, le 13 novembre 1829. In: HHStA—DA vor 1848/S/AS. Grofbritannien —
DK.). K186. Berichte Neumann, Esterhazy (1829.08-1829.12).

31 No. 40. Prince Esterhazy. Conversation avec le Duc de Wellington sur la
nécessité de soutenir la Porte. Londres, le 12 octobre 1829. IN: Ibid.

32 No. 40. Prince Esterhazy. Cite les points principaux qui dans la pacification
entre la Russie et la Porte (...). Londres, le 12 octobre 1829. IN: Ibid.
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territories due to the great support from Russian side from the
beginning. The alternative of such over-expansion would imply the
possibility of the establishment of a strong Balkan state with strategically
excellent location and under Russian protectorate, which at the same
time could function as a gateway of the Russian Empire to the
Mediterranean area. Esterhazy became a participant of a quite
paradoxical situation, when by being a delegate of Austria, outside the
trilateral alliance, he virtually supported the British Cabinet in order to
help them regain the balance over the Russo—French predominance. The
true significance of Paul Esterhazy’s participation at the Conference of

London was exactly in this context.

In addition, concerning the further results of the Greek Conference
Esterhazy’s reports helped to understand the degree of significance of
the Eastern Question problem related to the European issues as well. In
1830, another revolutionary period started in Europe: riots against the
reigning power broke out first in Paris, then in the United Kingdom of
the Netherlands and later in Poland. Although all the three events have
their own specific significance, it was the Belgian Uprising that drew the
attention of the leading European Great Powers, since it brought the
threat of elimination of the artificially established state, formed in 1815.
Therefore, the Great Powers gathered in London with the purpose to
find a solution to the Greek Cause, acting in response to the Belgian—
Dutch confrontation, had to add to their agenda the issue of the Belgian
independence. Therefore, the Conference to handle the Greek Question
soon turned to a Conference to deal with the Belgian issue,
overshadowing the Eastern problems and pushing them to the
background. Esterhazy’s reports sent to Vienna clearly reflect this
tendency. While Esterhazy’s despatches from 1829 and, to smaller
extent, from 183033 contained rich source material on the negotiations
concerning the Greek War of Independence and the position of the
Ottoman Empire, starting from the year of 1831 his ambassadorial
reports on the Eastern Question spectacularly reduced.34 We should note
that it did not happen as a result of a change in Esterhazy’s interest, it
rather happened due to the developing changes in the international
relations. To achieve the Belgian autonomy was regarded as an issue of
great interest, since it brought the first significant change in the
continental status quo, created by the Congress of Vienna. At the same
time, besides Belgium there were other issues deserving attention as
well, such as the Spanish internal crisis and the state of affairs of the
Portuguese colonies in South America. All these factors lead to a
situation when simultaneously with the European issues coming into
view, by 1831 the current problem of the Eastern Question was rapidly

33 HHStA—DA vor 1848/S/AS. GroBbritannien — DK.). K 190.
34 HHStA—DA vor 1848/S/AS. Grofibritannien — DK.). K 192-196.
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settled, and after the completion of the Greek—Turkish border
arbitration dispute it practically lost its significance. Esterhazy’s
ambassadorial reports from that moment mainly focused on the Belgian,
Spanish and Portuguese issues, and the topics concerning the Greek
Kingdom were displaced from the focus of attention.

During the examination of the short interval of Esterhazy’s
ambassadorial service in London we came to the following conclusions
concerning his role and the content of his reports. While performing his
duty of representing the official Austrian foreign policy, as well his
ambassadorial service in general, Esterhazy by 1830 found himself in
peculiar circumstances: Austria was not invited to the Conference
summoned on the issue of establishment of the Greek State, but despite
of that Paul Esterhazy had to play an important role during the
background negotiations. During the consultations of Great Britain and
its allies on the Greek Cause, Esterhazy became the main symbol and
representative of Austrian temperance. Acting informally, as a
participant outside the Conference, he was still able to enforce the basic
factors of the Austrian standpoint represented in the Greek Question.
Besides, he was a powerful support for the British Administration as
well, who were strongly in need of Esterhazy’s assistance, finding him a
great external ally in maintaining Britan’s capability of enforcing their
interests within the British—French—Russian coalition.

One of the main features of his diplomatic reviews and reports is the
correctness of the rendered data, as well as his accuracy in presenting
the local (British) political relations and responses. Transmitting of the
British perspective is decisive part of his despatches, but at the same
time, his reports are far from being one-sided. Esterhazy, besides
presenting the state of things in England, describes the major factors
influencing the British politics in a much broader context, with constant
referral to the internal events, and British responses to different
international affairs, especially in reference to the Russian Empire. His
view is not exclusively centred around the British events; he tried to
make an overview about the main political features of the European
Great Powers, so he gives us an insight to the driving forces and motives
of the French and Russian foreign policy as well. Despite all these
benefits, we must note that Esterhazy’s reports sent to Vienna are
mainly factual and contain little personal opinions or reflections, and
they almost entirely lack personal conceptions, commentaries or
remarks. The Prince in most of the cases strives to be factual and his
reports seem to reflect the attitude of the Cabinet in Vienna.
Independent notions or spontaneous attitudes, adjusted in accordance
with the situation can rarely be found in his reports. In point of Greece
Esterhazy was the representative of moderation and a supporter of the
British conceptions, at the same time he contributed to the
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compensation of French and Russian ambitions, and to the

maintenance of the European balance of power.

In conclusion, it can be stated, that Esterhazy performed a
professional and expert ambassadorial representation both in general
and as regards the specific period examined by us. In the Greek Cause,
he represented the policy of the Cabinet of Vienna, while in his
communication and relations with Great Britain he assured the
conditions for a stable long-term alliance cooperation. The full discovery
of Paul Esterhazy’s diplomatic work requires further research, which
would be necessary if we want to have a complete and detailed picture
about the nearly three decades of Esterhazy’s diplomatic mission.
Esterhazy’s significance can also be described by the fact that as an
acknowledged politician taking part in the international political sphere,
he was an outstanding figure of the 19 century Hungarian history,
therefore a more complex further research of his portrait would certainly
fill a gap in the field of historiography.
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