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Economic history is basically a new branch of the historical sciences.
Through its many thousands of years of development, the centre of the
stage of historical studies had generally been occupied by the personal lives
and deeds of rulers, and the political and military activities of various
other national heroes. Thus, following the mostly localized and partially
mythologized works of classical historians, medieval chroniclers dealt almost
exclusively with the personal histories and military deeds of the feudal
monarchs and attributed much of what happened to the direct intervention
of God. The more complex humanist historians of the Renaissance and the
Reformation period had moved away from such simple chronicling of the
deeds of rulers, and switched their attention to the affairs of the state.
Moreover, they saw historical developments as being motivated not so much
by God's direct intervention, but primarily by the conscious policies of the
powerful. By emphasizing the special position of the divine right kings,
Baroque historians had intteased even further the history-shaping role of
the powerful historical personalities. Simultaneously, however, they also began
to deal with aspects of economic activities as reflected in the mercantilistic
policies of these divine right rulers. Yet not until the political emergence
of the commercial middle classes, and the parallel rise of economic liberalism

* This study is a partial result of the aurhor’s research toward the prepararion of
a multivolumed history of Hungatian historiography, of which one volume {Modern
Hungarian Historiography) is already in press. The author would like to thank the
International Research and Exchanges Board (IREX) of New York for a grant rhac
had made it possible o carry out part of his reseatch in Hungary.
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or capitalism did historians begin to interest themselves in the economic
aspects of human existence.!

This shift of interest is already reflected in the works of the historians
of the Enlightenment who broke consciously with the exclusive emphasis on
political and dynastic developments and began to deal with the many diverse
economic manifestations of society. Simultaneously they also recognized the
significance of economic factors as history-shaping forces.

This economic orientation had lost some ground during the age of
Romanticism, when the European mind tutned again towards the irrational.
The simultaneous emergence of political liberalism, however, was bound to
lead to the recognirion that the nameless masses were also active participants
of human history. And this was only a step away from the dictum, which
subsequently became widely accepted, that “the basic laws of human develop-
ment appear in their fullness only in the depths of the material existence
of the [human] collective”.? This recognition, even if not fully accepted by
everyone, naturally brought about the growing need to study the past of man’s
material existence, and thus the discipline of economic history was born.

THE Roors oF THE Huncarian Ecowomric History ScHoOL

Just as elsewhere in Europe, the roots of the Hungarian Fconomic
History School — which emerged only during the 1890°s — reach back to
the eighteenth century, and more specifically to the Staatenkunde [State
Science] School of M. Bél {1684-1749} and a number of his disciples, who
paid considerable attention to the collection and description of economic

! For general surveys on the history of historical studies in English, see Hagrry
Ermer Barnes, A Hiscory of Historical Writing (New York, 1937; 2nd ed, 1963);
J. W. Tuomrson, A History of Historical Writing, 2 vols. (New York, 1942); and G.P.
GoocH, History and Historians in the Nineteenib Century (London, 1913; 3rd ed.,
Baston, 1959}, _

2 See the good summary on the development of economic and agricultural history
in IMrE WELLMANN, Agrdrtiriénelmiink modszerének kérdésér8l [On the Question of
the Methodology of our Agriculural History], « Agrirtértenéti Szemle » { Agrohistorical
Review], IV {1962}, pp. 293-339; quotaiion from p. 293, For other related works on
Hungatian agricultural and economic history, see the following works: FMRE WELLMANN,
Agrirtoriénetirdsunk felodatai [The Goals of Our Agricultural History], « Agtartudomdnyi
Szemle » [Review of Agricultural Studies], 1947, pp. 425438; M4irTa BELENYESY,
Kizépkori mezbgazdasigtiirténetink kutatisi modszereirdl [On the Research Methodology
of Our Medieval Agricultural History] (Godolis - Budapest, 1957; LAszid MAKKAL,
Az anyagi kaltdra torténetének kutatdsérol {On the Research Methodology of Material
" Culture], « Torténelmi Szemle » [Historical Review], I (1958), pp. 305-314; PETErR GUNST,
Die Agrargeschichisschreibung in Ungarn, 1943-1965, « Agratiriénet] Szemle », VIT (1965),
Supplementum, pp. 1-44; and PETER HANAK, Probleme der Betrichsgeschichisforschung,
« Acta Historica », XIV (1968), pp. 339-366.
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sources and phenomena’ Such other Hungarian scholars as S. Tessedik
(1742-1820)* and G. Berzeviczy (1763-1822)% turned their attention ptimarily
to the study of agricultural developments, and by 1820 K. Pfahler (18th c.-
19th c.) had produced the first summary of the history of Hungatian serfdom.$

While significant within the context of contemporary scholarly develop-
ments, these eatly efforts were too scattered and haphazard. Not until the
emergence of political liberalism in Hungary during the Hungarian Reform
Period (¢. 1825-1848) do we see a conscious effort to study and to summarize
aspects of Hungarian economic developments on a larger scale. These came
in the form of the pioneering studies of M. Horvéth (1809-1878) on Hungarian
. industry, commetce, mining and the peasant question, which remained unchal-
lenged right into the twentieth century.”

By 1878 the collective term gazdasdgtirténet [economic history] had
finally made its first appearance in Hungarian scholarship in a little work
by Béla Weisz [Foldes] (1848-1945) which purported to be an introduction
to economic history;® and this came only one year after the birth of its

3 On Miétyss Bél and the Hungarian Stastenkunde School, see BALINT HOMAN,
Tudoményos tériénetirisunk megdapitisa a XVIII. sidzedban [The Foundation of Qur
Scientific Historiogtaphy in the 18th Century] (Budapest, 1920); Ioem, A forrdskutatds
és forrdskritika t6rténete Magyarorszigon [The History of Source Research and Soutce
Criticism in Hungary] (Budapest, 1925); and Steven Bera Varvy, Modern Hungarian
Historiograpby {Pittsburgh, 1974}, chapter 1V. The latter work has only appeared in
a4 temporaty limited edition at the Department of History of Duquesne University. Tt is
to appear in a revised vetsion as a joint publication of the “Easi Furopean Quattetly”
of the University of Colorado and Columbia University Press in 1975,

4 On Samuel Tessedik and his work, see IMRE WELLMANN, Paraszinépiink multidnak
feltérisa [The Study of the Past of Our Peasants] (Budapesr, 1944),

5 Gergely Berzeviczy was the most influential economic writer of the first querter
of the 19th century in Hungary. For a most recent study on his life and woiks, sec
Eva H. Bavdzs, Berzeviczy Gergely a reformpolitibus, 1763-1785 [G. Berzeviczy the
Reform Politician, 1763-1795] {Budapest, 1967). His economic theoties are discussed
by Roperr HorvATH, Berzeviczy Gergely kozgardasdgi és népességi tanai [The Fconomic
and Population Theories of G. Berzeviczy] (Szeged, 1964).

8 KARoLY PFAHLER, Jus georgicum regni Hungarize et partium eidem adnexarum
commentatus est. . ., 2 vols. (Keszthely, 1820). .

7 Some of Mihfly Horvith's relevant works inclede: Az ipar é5 kereskedés
térténete Magyarorszigon a XIV. szézad elejéig [ The History of Industry and Commetce
in Hungary until the Beginnings of the 16th Century] {Buda, 1842); Az ipar és kereskedés
tirténcte Magyarorszégen a hdrom utolsé szdzad alatt [The History of Industry and
Commerce in Hungaty during the Last Three Centuries] {Buda, 1840); Mikor ds miért
fosztattot meg a pérosztdly szabad koliizései jogdtdl és mikor myerte vissza axt? [When
and Why were the Peasants Deprived of the Right of Free Movement, and When
Did They Get it Back?] (Pest, 1839); and Az 1514-diki pdrlizadds, annak okai és
kivetkezményei {The Peasant Rebellion of 1514, Its Causes and Consequences] (Pest,
1841). )

& Riwa Wrisz Foldes]. Bevezetés o gazdasig torténctébe {Introduction to Economic
History] {Rudapest, 1878} .
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German counterpart, Wirtschaftsgeschichte? Simultaneously, the Hungatian
Historical Association, founded in 1867,1° also expressed a growing interest
in the new discipline of economic history.!! But it failed to go beyond this
in the course of the next few decades, for Hungarian historians generally
believed that economic history was really within the competence of economists.
The only exceptions were the legal and constitutional historians who, possessing
primarily a legal education, considered themselves really closer to the jurists
than to the historians. The latter attacked this question primarily by collecting
and analyzing Hungarian laws and dietary debates on economic problems.!?
Others began to deal with the history of large estates.® This orientation
stemnmed naturally from the country’s basic social and economic system, and
consequently it came to characterize even the Economic History School at
the turn of the century.

The single most significant summarizing work of this period of eatly
dualism in Hungary (c. 1867-1896) was The History of Hungarian Agriculture
(1877) by the great legal historian G. Wenzel (1812-1891).¥ Due to the
total lack of related source publications and preliminary studies, however,
this work turned out to be more of an analysis of the relevant laws than a
synthesis of the historical realities of Hungarian agricultural developments.
In fact, not until the decade of Hungary’s millennium (1896) was there a
major and concerted effort undertaken by Hungarian historians to lift the
study of economic history out of this shallowness, and to prepare the ground
for a scholarly elaboration of the economic aspects of Hungarian civilization.
It was this effort — urged on by the economic tendencies of that period —
that led to the birth of the Hungarian Economic History School.

9 Kari Turopor voN INAMA-STERNEGG, Uber die Quellen der deutschen Wire-
schaftsgeschichte (Wien, 1B77).

10 Op the foundation and achievements of the Hungarian Histotical Assoctation,
sce IMee Luxinicw, A Magyar Torténelmi Tdrsulat tireénete [The History of the
Hungarian Historical Association] (Budapest, 1918); and the studies by Agnes Virkonyi,
Ferenc Glatz, Gybzé Ember, Bva H. Baldzs, Miklés Incze, Domokos Kosiry and Istvin
Sinkovics, written for the occasion of the first centennial of the Assocation, published
in its official journal the « Szézadok » {Centuries], CI (1967), pp. 233-267 and 1140-1190.
. 11 Kiélmgn Thaly, the Executive Secretary of the Historical Association in « Szézedok »,
VI (1872), pp. 351-352.

12 Some of the relevant authors include: Pil Horvdth, Gydrgy Kerekes, Sdndor
Matlekovits, Gyula Kautz and others. Cf. WELLMANN, Agrirtdriénelmiink, op. cit.,
pp. 298-301.
: 13 Historians dealing with the history of large estates included Vilmos Frakndi,
Henrik Marczali, Gusztiv Wenzel, Samu Borovszhky, Frigyes Pesty, Pél Jedlicska and others.
Particularly significant were Fraknéi’s and Marczali’s studies in the « Szdzadok », 1888
and 1897

W -Gustiv WENZEL, Magyarorszég mezbgazdaséginak térténete (Budapest, 1887).
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Tue BirtH oF THE Huncarian Economic ScHooL

This effort on the part of certain Hungarian historians which led to
the foundation of the Hungarian Economic History School was, therefore, the
result of the growth of the capitalistic economic system and the simultaneous
specialization of historical scholarship. Particularly important was the emerg-
ence of capitalistic economic production in Hungarian agriculture and related
industries, which created a need for the study of the hitherto forgotten
field of economic history. While this need was not limited to Hungary
alone, the Hungarian agticultural crisis of the 1890’s increased this need in
its Hungarian context,!?

Fortunately, by 1892 this need was also realized by the powerful
Hungarian National Economic Association [Orszdgos Magyar Gazdasigs
Egyesiilet = OMGE],'® controlled mostly by the country’s influential agri-
cultural interests, whose financial backing was essential for the effective
initiation of Hungatian economic history studies. This financial support
soon led to the foundation of the Humgarian Economic History Review
{ Magyar Gazdasigtorténelmi Szelme],l around which the Hungarian Econ-
omic History School arose. But this support also came to define to a consider-
able degree the tone and the content of the new journal.

The immediate aim of the founders of the Hungarian Economic History
Review was to make it into the forum for the study of Hungarian agricultural
developments, with the ultimate goal of producing a major synthesis of
Hungarian economic history for the occasion of Hungary’s millennjium. Thus,
in its early stages, the periodical was intended primarily to serve as a
repository of the preliminary studies for this major synthesis. By the time -
of its appearance, however, all serious scholars realized that, in light of the
total lack of previous research, such a synthesis could not be finished in such
a short time.

Starting publication in February of 1894, the Hungarian Economic
History Review was in many ways a pioneer in its field. Not counting
general economic journals, it was preceded in the West only by the ephemeral

15 PAL SAwpor, Die Agrarkrise am Ende des XIX. Jabrbunderts und der Gross-
grandbesitz in Ungarn, « Studien zur Geschichte der C)sterrelchlsch Ungatischen Monar-
chie » (Budapest, 1961}, pp. 167-193.

16 Founded in 1830 by the great Hungatian reformer Count Istvdn Széchenyi,
the Hungarian National Economic Association (OMGE) soon became Hungaty's most
powerful economic organization, In 1892, its president Count Aurél Dessewffy proposed
that the association should sponsor a tomprehensive history of Hungarian agricultural
developments for the occasion of the upcoming -millennium of Hungary. Cf. « Kozgazdasigi
¢s Kozigazgatdsi Szemle » [Economic and Administrative Review], I (1893}, p. 14.

17 Borr Izsery, & Magyar Gazdasdgtoriénelmi Szemle torténeiébez [On the History
of the Hungarian Economic History Review], « Szdzadok », CII (1969), pp. 1077-1103.
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Getman Zeitschrift fir Sozial- und Wirtschaftsgeschichte (1893-1894)1 and
that only by a few months. During its thirteen years of existence, the review
published many pioneering studies in agricultural, financial, industrial and
social history. Many of these remained unsurpassed in their respective areas
until after the Second World War, when the triumph of Marxist historiography
in Hungary made the study of economic history the number one obligation
aof historians.

KiroLy Tachnyi: THE “FaTtier” orF THE Huncarian Economic HisTORY
ScHool

The four historians who played the most prominent role in the develop-
ment of the Hungarian Economic History Review and in the rise of the
Hungarian Economic History School were K. Tagényi, I. Acsddy, S. Takits
and the young F. Kovits — the fitst of these being generally credited with
the tole of being the “father” and the "moving spirit” of both the periodical,
as well as of the school that grew up around it.

An historian by training and an archivist by profession, K. Tagdnyi
{1858-1924) ¥ was among the very first Hungarian historians to make the
study of economic and social developments — with an emphasis on agri-
culture — the number one area of his interest. Having achieved scholarly
prominence with some of his early works (including his pioneering History

18 The ephemeral « Zeitschrift fiir Sozial- und Wirtschaftsgeschichte » ceased publi-
cation after only three numbers. Not until 1903 did its continuation appear under the
title « Vierteljahrschrift fiir Wirtschafts- und Sozialgeschichte », which soon became an
international journal. Some of the noted European economic journals which preceded
these reviews of economic history included: « Journal des Economistes » 1842, « The
Economist » 1843, « De Economist » 1852, « Jahrbuch fiir Nationaldkonomie wund
Statistik » 1863, « Vierteljahrschrift fiir Volkswirtschaft, Politik und Kulturgeschichte »
1863, « Ecornomiste Frangais » 1873, « Giornale degli Fconomisti » 1886, and « Land-
wirtschaftsliches Jahrbuch der Schweiz » 1887. Some of the oldest relevant Hungarian
publications included: « Gazdasdgot Tzélzé Ujség » [Review for the Study of Economies],
1796, and its continuation, « Vis'gilédd Magyar Gazda» [The Examining Hungarian
Farmer], 1797, as well as the « Mezei Gazdasdg » [Rural Economy], 1801-1802. By 1894
when: the Hungarian Economic History Review was founded, over 20 economic and agricul-
tural newspapers and other periodical publications have appeared in Hungary. Cf. Mezé-
gazdasdgi szakfolydirataink bibliografidia, 1796-1899 [Bibliography of Cur Agricultural
Professional Periodicals, 1796-1899] (Budapest, 1958), and IzsEryY, op. cit., p. 1077.

19 On Kiroly Taginyi see Jozser Horus, Tagdnyi Kéroly, 1858-1924, « Szdzadok »,
LVILLVIII (1923.1924), pp. 833837, BAuvint HOéman, Tagdnyi Kiroly, « Népélets
[Volk Lifel {1924), pp. 189-190, reprinted in HOMaN's, Toéreénetirds &5 Forrdskritika
{Historiography and Source Criticism] (Budapest, 1938), pp. 328-330; Erix MoLnAr's
introduction to the second edition of Kairoly Taginyi's, A fdldkidzisséy i6riénete
Magyarorszigon [ The History of Communal Landownership in Hungary], ed. Erik Molndr
tBudapest, 1950}, pp. 3-12; and IstvAN DErAny, Gardasig- és  tdrsadalomiibreénet
[Economic and Social Historyl in A magyar tdriénetiris i sitjasi [The New Paths of
Hungarian Historiography], ed. Bilint Héman (Budapest, 1931}, pp. 183.236.
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of Communal Landownership in Hungary, 1894)% Taginyi became the
de facto editor of the Hungarian Economic History Review already in 1894,
For three years, however, the journal was under the nominal editorship of
the OMGE’s secretary, A. Paikert (1866-1948), subsequently known largely
for his leadership role in the Hungarian Turanist movement.?! In 1897
Tagényi was officially appointed to the editorship, and he retained this
position until 1901, when ill health forced him to resign. But he remained
in close contact with the journal right up to its demise in 1906.

Tagdnvi’s task as the de facto and later de jure editor of the Hungarian
Economic History Review was considerable. He had to break a path not only
for the journal, but also for a new discipline, which was generally not very
highly regarded by the politically-oriented contemporary historians and the
reading public. Tagényi took on this task with an unusval devotion and dedi-
cation. One of his recent assessors had rightfully called him the *living motor”
of the journal, who carried on the multitude of administrative and editorial
duties and financial burdens almost single-handed, while also writing his
own worthy studies for the review.? Moreover, in addition to recruiting
some of the best historians to the list of his underpaid contributors (e.g. in
addition to Acsidy, Takats and Kovits, such first rate scholars as S. Barabis,
S. Borovszky, H. Marczali, S. Mdrki, G. Pauler, L. Szddeczky-Kardoss, A. Pér,
P. Sérés and L. Thalléczy), Taganyi devoted considerable attention to
improving some of the hurriedly written studies by these conttibutors, In
fact, in some instances he had made so many improvements that he "virtually
became the [unnamed] co-author of several articles”.® He also urged his
contributors to write on specific topics, calling to their attention the availability
and location of related archival materials, while also directing their attention
to current developments in Western (particularly German) economic history
studies.?

20 KiroLy Tacinyr, A féldkbzosséy tdrténete Magyarorszdgon (Budapest, 1894).
For the second edition of this work see note 19, above.

21 Alajos Paikert was one of the founders of the Hungarian Turanian Society
[ Magyar Turéni Térsaségl (1910), whose purpose was to study and to foster the relationship
among the so-called « Turamian » nations, generaily known as the Ural-Altaic people.
Paiker: also edited the Society’s irregular periodical, the Tardn (1913-1944), and published
a number of works in which he propagated his romantic Turanian ideas. These included
his Azsiz jdvéje [The Future of Asia} (1913}, A rerini gowdolat politikai vonatkozisai
[The Political Implications of the Turanian Tdeal (1925), Azsia ébredése [The Awakening
of Asial (1934), and A turéni népek vildghivetdsa | The World Mission of the Turanian
Peoples] (1937), all of which appeared in Budapest.

22 1zsEPY, op. cit., p. 1080.

23 Tbid., p. 1081,

24 See particularly Tagdnyi’s correspondence with Sdndor Takdts in the National
Széchenyl Library of Budapest (Orszdgos Széchenyi Konyvtdr, Kézirattdr, Levelestir),
particularly for the year 1877-1900. Cf. Izséry, op. cit., pp. 1080 ff.
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While editing the journal and carrying on his own research, Taginyi
also waged an incessant struggle against the financial problems of his journal.
Due to the limited contemporary interest in economic and agricultural history
in Hungary, the review never became fully solvent, which produced many
bitter hours for the editor. Thus, despite his desire to do so, Taginyi was
never able to terminate his journal’s financial dependence on the OMGE, nor
the consequent undesirable influence of the big estate dwners on its content.
The OMGE’s contributions were augmented only occasionally by subsidies
from the Hungarian Ministry of Agriculture.

As a result of the OMGE’s decisive influence, the Hungarian Economic
History Review was obliged to deal with the history of the large estates
and of the landowning classes with more caution and circumspection than
desirable in such a journal?® FEven so, Tagdnyi advanced the cause of
economic, agricultural and social history in Hungaty to such a degree that
after the review’s deplorable demise in its thirteenth year of publication,
Hungarian historians for the first time could write relatively effectively about
these developments, without fear of being too shallow or misleading in their
coverage 2

As an historian Tagdnyi was a typical member of the generally highly
regarded Hungarian Positivist School — with all its merits and shortcomings.
As practised in Hungary, positivism was primarily an historical methodology
and not a philosophy of history. Moreover, because of its emphasis on minute
source criticism, it was less apt in producing complex historical syntheses than
research monographs or critically edited source publications?’ And this also
holds true for Tagdnyi, whose major works generally fall into the latter two
categories. Thus, even his summarizing works, such as his highly valued
History of Communal Landownership in Hangary (1894), or his lesser known
Origins of Our County Autonomy (1899), were really monographic elaborations

25 As an example of this negative influence, see Taginyi’s letter to Takdts, May 13,
1899, in_which the former declines to publish information about financial abuses by
membets of the Dessewffy family, the ancestors of Count Aurél Dessewify, the president
of the OMGE.

% While the thitteen volumes of the « Hungarian Economic History Review »
contained many necessary published sources for an overall synthesis of Hungarian economic
developments, much of it was fragmented and disjointed, and thus difficult to use.
See also WELLMANN, Agrdrtdreénelmiink, op. cit., pp. 303-304.

2! On positivism in general see W.W. Simon, European Positivism in the Nine-
teenth Century (Ithaca, NY ., 1963). On Hungarian positivism see TrvADAR THIENEMANN,
A positivizmus é5 a magyar toriénetirds [Positivism and Hungarian Historiography3,
« Minerva», T (1922), pp. 1-28; Tieor Bawrirh, Comre poritivizmusa és a magyar
pozitivizmus [Comte’s Positivism and Hungarian Positivism], in Emlékkinyy Szentpétery
Imre sziiletése batvanadik évforduldjinak dnnepére [Memorial Album on the Occasion
of the Feast of the Sixtisth Anniversary of Imre Szentpétery’s Birth} (Budapest, 1938),
pp. 3-30; and AenEs R. VARKONYI's recent major study, A pozitivisia tériénetszemiéler
a magyar iorténetivisban [The Positivist Philosophy of History in Hungarian Histori-
ography], 2 vols. (Budapest, 1973}
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of specific institutional developments in medieval Hungary.® In light of the
above, next to having made economic history into a legitimate field of study
in Hungary, Tagdnyi’s most significant contribution to Hungarian social and
economic historical studies consisted of his clarification of the communal
landownership question in medieval Hungary, and of his participation in
one of the most important debates about the structure of medieval Hungarian
society. The latter took the form of a viclent scholarly controversy between
Tagdnyi and the socio-cultural historian L. Erdélyi (1866-1947), which —
while unresolved at the time of the debate — advanced considerably the
cause of Hungarian social history.?®

Tachnyr's Successor: FeErenc KovAts

The incessant struggle with deficits, the lack of sufficient sympathy
and support from the reading public, and the enormouns amount of editorial
work he invested into the periodical, eventually undermined Tagényi’s health.
By 1901 he was obliged to resign the editorship of the Hungarian Economic
Histary Review. His place was taken by the able and enthusiastic, but young
and inexperienced F. Kovdts (1873-1956), who was able to carry on the
journal only up to 1906, when with no. 3 of vol. 13 it ceased publication
altogether.®® With the review’s demise, the outbreak of the First World War,

28 For the two editions of TacAnyr’s History of Communal Landowsnership in
Hungery, see notes 19 and 20 above. Its German version is the Geschichte der Feld-
gemeinschafe in Ungarn (Budapest, 1895). For his wotk on county autonomy see Megyei
dnkorminyzatunk keletkezése (Budapest, 1899). Tagdnayi’s other significant works include:
Magyar erdészeti oklevéltdr, 10131867 [Archives of Hungarian Forestry, 1015-1867],
3 vols. (Budapest, 1896); A M. Kir. Orszigos Levéltir ismertetése [A Guide to the
Hung. Roy. National Archives], 3 vols. {Budapest, 1897-1898); Szolnok-Doboka vérmegye
monographidja [A Monograph of Szolnok-Doboka County), 7 pacts (Dés, 19501-1905);
and Hazai 618 jogszokisok [Living Hungarian Legal Customs] {Budapest, 1919).

2% In this debate Erdélyi believed in the existence of several social classes already
in the early Arpadian age (i.e. 10th and 1ith centuries), and he also detected the
presence of considerable Slavic influences on the newly settled Magyars. Tagényi, on the
other hand, championed the view that early Arpadian society was composed only of
freemen and slaves -— the former made up exclusively of Magyars and of related Turkic
tribes, and the latter almost wholly of the conquered Slavs. Tagdayi also rejected the
extensive presence of Slavic influences, and viewed the pre-Magyar fortification system
of the Carpathian Basin as a creation of earlier Turkic settlers, related to the Magyars.
For the TaginyiErdélyi debate see the « Torténeti Szemle » [Historical Review], III-V
£1914-1916), and LAszLd Erstrvr’s A tzenkét leghritikusabh kérdés [The Twelve Most
Critical Questions] {Kolozsvir, 1917). See also STEveN Bera Vazny, The Birth of the
Hungarian Kuliurgeschichte School, in Sinor-Festschrift (in press).

3 On Ferenc Kovits see PAL S5zand, A M. Kir. Erzsébet Tudominyegyetem és
irodalmi munkdssdga [The Hung. Roy. Erzséber University and its Scholarly Activities],
2 parts in one valume (Pécs, 1940), part II, pp. 537-562; and Varoy, Modern Hungarian
Historiography, pp. 216-219. Kovits’s most significant works include: Viresi addzds a
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and the subsequent collapse of the Austro-Hungarian Empire, the Economic
History School also faded out and gave its place over to other orientations.

In the period that followed there arose a number of noteworthy orien-
tations in Hungarian historical studies which dealt with aspects of economic,
social and agtricultural history. The two most significant of these were S.
Domanovszky Kulturgeschichte School, whose toots reach back to the
period of the Economic History School, and E. Maélyusz’s Ethnohistory
School, which developed during the interwar period’l While both of them
drew some inspiration from Tagdnyi’s Economic History School, they went
beyond the scope of this school. Yet neither of them was able to establish
a periodical comparable to the Hungarian Economic History Review, which
could have served as rallying points for historians interested in economic
and social developments. Moreover, — and this is indicative of the general
tenot of Hungarian historiography of the late dualist and interwar periods —
not until 1959 was there a new journal established (Agrirtiténeti Szemle —
Agrohistorical Review)* that could claim to be a successor of Tagdnyi's
Hungarian Economic History Review.

SANpDOR TakATs: THe Socio-CuLTuralL HISTORIAN OF THE SCHOOL

If Tagdnyi was the father and moving spitit of the Hungarian Economic
History Review and of the whole Economic History School, than the review’s
number one contributor was the fascinating priest historian S. Takéts (1860-
1932).” Like Tagdnyi, Takdts was also an historian by training and an

kozépkorban [Urban Taxation in the Middle Ages] (Pozsony, 1900); Adalékok a dunai
hajézds és dunai vimok iGriénetéber ax Anjou korban [On the History of Shipping and
Tariffs on the Danube in the Age of the Anjous] (Budapest, 1901); A kizépkori magyar
pénztérténet vidata [An Outline of Medieval Hungarian Monetary History] (Budapest,
1901); Nyugatmagyarorszdg driforgalma a XV. szizadban, a porsonyi harmincdd-kényv
alapjir [West Hungary’'s Commerce in the 15th Century, on the Basis of the Customs
Book of Pozsony] (Budapest, 1502); and A pozsomyi vdrosgardasig a kézépkor végén
[The Utban Economy of Pozsony at the End of the Middle Ages] (Pozsony, 1918).

31 On the Hungarian Kulturgeschichte and Eihnohistory Schools of the
interwat period, see Varvy, Modern Hungarian Historiography, pp. 198-279; Ipem, The
Birth of the Hungarian Kuilturgeschichte School; and Ivem, Hungerian Histori-
ography and the Geistesgeschichte School {Cleveland, Ohio, 1974), pp. 3844,
7175, PR

32 & Agrartorténeti Szemle » [Agrohistorical Review], published since 1959, is the
journal of the Agrohistorical Committee of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences.

3 On Sindor Tzkdts see MikuGs Nacy, Tokdrs Sindor élete és munkdssiga [The
Life and Works of Sindor Takdts] (Budapest, 1937); XALMAN Bewpa’s introduction to
Taxdrs's Mivelddésiorténeti tanulminyok ¢ XVI-XVII. szizadbdl [Socio-Cultural Studies
from the 16th end 17th Cenrries], ed. Kélmdn Benda (Budapest, 1961}, pp. v-xiv;
StevEn BeLa Varoy, The Ottoman Empire in European Historiography: A Re-Evaluation
by Sindor Takdts, « Turkish Review » (Pittsburgh), II (1972), no. 9, pp. 1-6; and IpEM,
The Birth of the Hungarian Kulturgeschichre School, op. citl.
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archivist by profession. But beyond this, he was one of the greatest masters
of the historical essay in Hungary. His interest lay almost exclusively in social,
economic and cultural history, and he dealt especially willingly and effectively
with the way of life of the people — whether peasants or atistocrats —
during the Tuskish period of Hungarian history.

Takidts was an avid researcher, and he also had the touch of a literary
artist. His essays are so alive, so human, so delightful, and so informative that
one cannot help liking them and learning from them. Without these delightful
human aspects of Takdts’s writings, which filled much of Tagdnyi’s journal,
the Hungarian Economic History Review would have ceased publication much
eatlier than it did. Besides his unconcealed pro-Turkish simpathy (which
stemmed from a feeling of loneliness of the Magyars among the nations of
Europe),”® Tak4ts’s most important weakness was his ‘over-reliance on archival
material, while paying little attention to the published works and conclusions
of fellow historians.

Takdts's popularity as an"historian and his importance to the review was
demonstrated, among othets, 1899, when due to overwhelming problems
Tagényi contemplated retirement from the editorship. He was persuaded to
remain at the helm of the journal only because Takdts promised his continued
support; for as he wrote to his chief contributor, without you it is im-
possible” % _

Tagényi’s retirement from the editorship of the Hungarian Economic
History Review in 1901 was a major blow to its existence. But Takdts's
appointment as an archivist of the Hungarian Parliamentary Archives in 1903,
and his subsequent inability to contribute effectively to the journal was at
least as great 2 catastrophe. Thereafter the review subsisted only as a shadow
of its former self, kept going by the heroic but inadequate efforts of its
young editor F. Kovits.

IenAc AcsApy: THE SYNTHESIZER OF THE EconoMmic HisTorY SCHOOL

Among the other notable contributors of the Hungarian Economic History
Review, the most important next to Takdts was 1. Acsddy (1845-1906), the

34 Takdcs later collected many of his studies and essays written for the « Hungarian
Ecoromic Histoty Review » and for other journals in over two dozen independent
volumes. The most significant of these works is his Raejzok a tirdk vilighd! [Sketches
from the Turkish World], 3 vols. (Budapest, 1915-1917), to which he added a fourth
volume under the title A férok hodoltsig kordbsl [From the Period of the Turkish
Conquest] (Budapest, 1928). An abbreviated version of this multivolumed work also
appeared in Turkish translation entitled Macaristan tijirk aleminden cizgiler.

33 Tt was this loneliness of the Magyars in Europe that prompted and nurtured
the romantic Turanian ideas and movement mentioned in note 21 above.

36 Taganyi's letter to Takdts, December 18, 1899. Cf. Izsfey, op. cit., p. 1082,
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only member of the Economic History School with synthesizing abilities.”’
Acsddy had played a notable role already in the foundation of the review
by calling attention to the importance of economic forces and material
interests in the shaping of history, and thereby creating a growing interest
in economic and social history studies in Hungary.”® Thus he was instrumental
in pointing to the significance of population statistics, tax rolls, and various
other documents on the financial and material obligations of the rural and
urban masses as sources for the study of the historical evolution of Hungarian
society. Moreover, after the journal was launched, Acsddy was also the first
to summarize the goals and obligations of Hungarian economic history studies
in a lengthy article on its pages.” In this study he pointéd out the need to
create a consciousness of the importance of economic forces in history, as
well as to produce specialists in the area of economic and social history studies.

In addition to his numerous studies in the Hungarian Economic History
Revietr and vatious other historical journals, Acsddy also contributed to
the growth of the Economic History School through his participation in
the preparation of the first Hungarian encyclopedia on economic affairs
(Kdzgazdasdgi Lexikon, 1898-1901)% as well as through his pioneering
synthesis, The History of Hungarian Serfdom {1906).8

The latter work, which was the first critical study of its kind in Hungarian
historical studies,? was probably a byproduct of Acsddy’s eatliet major
synthesis of Hungarian history, The History of the Hungarian Empire (1093-
1904),® wherein he attempted to deal with the history of all classes of
Hungarian society. Subsequently he decided to summarize his research findings
specifically on the peasant masses. With only the beginnings of basic research
underway, this was a rather daring undertaking, and one can only marvel

37 On Ignéc Acsidy see PETER GUNST Acsédy Igndc toriénetirdta [lgndc Acsédy’s
Historiography] {Budapest, 1961).

38 See particularly AcsAoy's Kdzgazdasdgi dllapotaink a XVI. és XVII. szizedban
[Our Economic Conditions in the 16th and 17th Centuries] (Budapest, 1889) and
IveEM, Statisztika és torténetirds [Statistics and Historiographyl, « Nemzetgazdasdgi
Szemle » [Review of National Economy] {1889), pp. 447-448. See also Gunst, Acxddy,
op. cit., pp. 79-140.

» Acshoy, A magvar gazdasdgioriénet feladatai [The Goals of Hunganan Econemic
History], « Magyar Gazdasigiirténelmi Szemle », T1 (1895), pp. 137-158,

W Kdzgardasdgi Lexikon [ Encyclopedia of Economics], 3 vols., ed. by Siandor Haldsz
and Gvula Mandelld {Budapest, 1898-1901).

41 Acsivy, A magyar jobbdgysig tirténete [The History of Hungarian Serfdom]
(Budapest, 1906). New editions in 1944, 1948 and 1950. _

42 While Kiroly Pfahler did produce am early history of Hungarian serfdom in his
Jus georgicum . . . (note 6 above), that work cannot be regarded a critical survey.

43 Acsipy, A magyar birodalom térténete 1The History of the Hungarian Empire],
2 vols. {Budapest, 1903-1%4). TFor a critical evaluation of this work by a Catholic
historian, see JAnOs DUDEK, Kritrkai tanulminyok Acsidy lgnéenak A magyar birodalom
tiriénete cimi miivérdl [Critical Studies on Ignic Acsddy's Work Entitled The History
of the Hungarian Empire] {Nyitra, 1904).
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at his success of having produced as worthy a summary as his History of
Hungarian Serfdom, which he completed only weeks before his death. In
fact, most of the stylistic and factual corrections were already done by Acsédy’s
nephew, P. Szende (1879-1934), a publicist and an historian in his own righe,
who was connected with the so-called Organic Sociological School of the late
dualist period in Hungary.® Although many of the data and interpretations
of Acsidy’s work have since been outdated by more recent historical research,
his History of Hungarian Serfdom is still valuable today. Its value is further
increased by the fact that — pot counting valuable monographic studies and
a number of smaller compendiums — a definitive substitute is still to be
written. '

Consetvative and mostly idealist oriented interwar Hungarian historians
have often accused Acsidy of being a materialist and even a Marxist historian.#*
For this reason they gave him less credit for his work than he deserved. As
a matter of fact, Acsddy was more of an anti-clerical than a materialist; and
his forceful Magyar nationalism would in all probability have prevented him
from becoming an all-out Marxist even if Marxism had been a viable force
in Hungary of that period. While undoubtedly oriented towatd an economic
view of history, and also influenced by the emerging Otganic Sociological
School (wich contained elements of historical materialism), Acsddy’s Hisfory
of Hungarian Serfdom was basically the product of Hungatian positivism.

Both Acsddy’s philosophy of history and his political beliefs were eclectic.
His recognition of the importance of economic forces, his praise of capitalism,
his anti-clericalism, and his craving for a more egalitarian society coexisted
very well with his strong nationalism, his refusal to indict the historic”
landowning classes of Hungary for social and economic exploitation, as well
as with his opposition to class conflict and violent revolutions.

Acsddy’s greatest weakness as an historian were his spotty source criticism
and his too eclectic view of history, which contained numerous contradictory
elements. Both of these stemmed from his lack of a rigorous methodological
and philosophical training. But as many of his generation suffered from
identical weaknesses, these shortcomings were almost unavoidable. Conse-
quently, they also showed up on the pages of the Hungarian Economic History
Review; augmented to some degree by the lack of training in economic
history by the editots, as well as the contributors.

44 See Gunst, Acsidy, op. cit., p. 211. On Pl Szende and the Organic Sociological
School, see ZorTAN HoxvAtH, Magyar szdzadforduls. A méasodik reformmemzedél torténete,
1896-1914 [ The Hungarian Fin de Siécle. The History of the Second Reform Genetation,
1896-1914] {Budapest, 1961); Liszid MArkyus, A seocidldemokrata toriénetfelfogis
fellemzéséher. A kerdetek:dt 1918-ig {On the Characterization of the Social Democratic
View of History. From the Beginnings to 1918] (Budapest, 1963}); and Varpy, Modern
Hungarian Historiography, pp. 62-63.

45 See for example HOMAN's view in A magyar 18rténetivds df dtiai, op. cit., p. 35.
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In the case of the Review, these problems were further increased by
its over-emphasis on data and source publications, and on essays dealing
with very small, and at times insignificant details. And this was done at
the expense of larger synthetic studies. The fragmented and unsystematized
nature of the published material, in turn, made the use of the journal so
difficult that much of its published data remained unexploited for considerable
time. In fact, not even Acsddy relied as heavily on the Hungarian Economic
History Review in writing his History of Hungarian Serfdom as he could
or should have*® But this may have been due to his illness and approaching
death, and the resulting speed with which he had to work.

OTHER SCHOLARLY MANIFESTATIONS oF THE Economic HisTory ScHooL

Next to the Hungarian Economic History Review, the only other contem-
porary publication in this field in Hungary was the Tramsylvanian Economic
History Review [Erdélyi Gazdasigtoriéneti Szemle], which appeared in the
course of 1897 and 1898 as a supplement to The Transylvanian Farmer
[Az Erdélyi Gazda] in Kolozsvir¥ This second Hungarian periodical in
economic history — which was greeted enthusiastically by Acsddy in the
Hungarian Economic History Review® — had published a number of
important studies and sources on the economic and financial affairs of the
ruling princes of autonomous Transylvania in the sixteenth and the seventeenth
century, as well as on the agricultural, commercial and financial affairs of
the landowning and burgher classes of the principality. Tis life, however,

46 IzsEpy, op. cit., pp. 1101-1102. Some of Acsddy’s other significant works in
the area of economic history include: Magyarorszdg pénziigyei 1. Ferdinand wuralkodisa
alatt, 1526-1564 [Hungary's Financial Affairs During the Rule of Ferdinand I, 1526-1564
{Budapest, 1888); A wagyar jobbdgy-népesség szdma a mohdcsi vésy wtén [Hungarian Serf
Population After the Battle of Mohdcs] (Budapest, 1889}; A magyar nemesség és
birtokviszonyai a mobécsi vész utén [The Hungarian Nobility and its Conditions of
Landownership After the Battle of Mohdcs] {Budapest, 1890); Régi magyar birtokviszonyok,
1494-1598 [Old Hungarian Landownership Condition, 1494-15987 (Budapest, 1894);
K&t pénziigyiirténelmi tanulminy: 1. A porsonyi és szepesi kamarik 1565-1604. II. A
jobbigy-adézés 1564-76-ban [Two Studies in Financial History: 1. The Treasuries of
Pozsony and Szepes 1565-1604. II. The Taxation of Serfs in 1364-76] (Budapest, 1894);
Magyarorszig népessége a pragmatica sanctié kordban [Hungary's Population in the Age
of the Pragmatic Sanction] {Budapest, 1896); and A magyar addzds ioriénete, 1568-1604
[The History of Hungarian Taxation, 1598-1604] {(Budapest, 1896). Acsiddy alse authored
two volumes of the tenvolume « Millennial History », A magyar nemzet torténete [The
History of the Hungarian Nation], 10 vols., ed. by Sdndor Sziligyi (Budapest, 1855-1858).
Thase included: Magyarorszdg bdrom rvészre oszldsdnak tériénete, 1526-1608 [The History
of Hungary’s Trisection, 1526-1608] {Budapest, 1897}, and Magyerorszdg térténete I. Lipdt
és I Jozsef kordban, 1657-1711 [Hungary’s Histoty in the Age of Leopold I and Joseph 1,
1657-1711] (Budapest, 1898).

47 On these other economic journals see IZsEPY, op. cif., p. 1086,

48 See Acsddy’s remarks in « Magyar Gazdasdgtorténelmi Szemle », IV (1897), p. 136.
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was too short to have made a meaningful impact on the development of
economic history studies in Hungary.

Much more significant was the almost simultaneous appearance of the
above-mentioned multivolumed Encyclopedia of Economics [Kézgazdasdgi
Lexikon]. Sponsored by the Hungarian Economics Association [Magyar
Kézgazdasdgi Térsasagl, with the collaboration of the Hungarian Academy’s
Committee on National Economics and Statistics, this work cartied numetrous
major studies on various aspects of Hungarian economic, social, financial
and institutional history. Among historians, the encyclopedia’s most important
contributor was undoubtedly Acsddy. He represented both the discipline of
history, as well as the Hungarian Academy of Sciences in this project. But
Acsédy’s role in this project was also important because of his scholarly
contributions. The latter included almost all of the excellent and exhaustive
articles (some of them virtually small monographs) on such diverse topics
as the history of taxation, serfdom, agriculture, guild system, military frontiet
regions, cities, as well as the history of economics itself 4

Among the Hungarian economic historians, next to Acsddy only Tagdnyi
had a notable role in the preparation of the Encyclopedia of Economics. In
addition to contributing a number of major articles himself, Tagdnyi also
supplied the archival information to the majority of the historical essays in
the work® The role of F. Kovits, Tagdnyi’s successor in the editorship of
the Hungarian Economic History Review, was much more limited. And this
also holds true for the other participating historian, A. Alddsy (1869-1932),
who was first of all a specialist of diplomatics and genealogy, and only
secondarily an economic histotian.*

THE AcHIEVEMENTS oF THE Economic History ScHooL

In retrospect, the Hungarian Economic History School was undoubtedly
less successful than it could have been. It was unable to fulfil the main
goal of its founder, namely to come up with a major synthesis of Hungarian
economic and agricultural history for the occasion of Hungary’s millennium
even a decade after that event. Nor was it able to establish a major source
publication series in its field. Yet, by creating an awareness of the significance
of economic history in the minds of contemporary historians, it did set the
stage for its eventual acceptance as a legitimate discipline. Moreover, the

49 Kozgaxdasdgi Lexikon, op. cit., vols. I.ITL

50 See the editors’ introduction to thid., I, pp. i-ii.

31 On Ferenc Kovidts see the works listed under note 30 above. For Antal Alddsy
consult J6zsEF HoLus, Alddsy Antal, 1869-1932, « Szdzadok », LXVI (1932), pp. 366-367;
Bivinr Homan, Aldisy Antdd, in Béman's Toriénetirds év forrdskritika, op. cit., pp. 521-
322; and VaARvY, Modern Hungarian Historiography, chapters XIX and XX,
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Economic History School at the turn of the century was instrumental in the
birth of a number of major synthetic stndies on aspects of Hungarian economic
life 72 as well as in the development of at least two related schools in interwar
Hungarian histeriography, the already mentioned Kaltargeschichte and Ethno-
history Schools of that petiod.”

52 In addition to Acsddy's History of Hungarian Serfdom, one of the most significant
summarizing wotks of that period was Lajos SzApEczky's Tparfejlfidés &5 a créchek
tiortendte Magyarorszdgon. Qkiraitirral, 1307-1848 [Industrizl Development and the
History of the Guilds in Hungary. Witk Documents, 130718481, 2 vols. (Budapest,
1513}, Orne should, however, be careful about Sinvor Miiharrer's Magvarorsiig
kizgazdasdga [The Economy of Hungary], 3 vels. (Budapest, 1904}, which while
putporting to be the history of Ilungarian econemic developments, i1s but a somewhat
uncritical compilation by an historian untrained in economic affairs. For an extensive
critical evaluation of this work, see Ferenc Kovits's review in « Magyar Gaxdasigtorténelmi
Szemle », XIT (1903), pp. 57-71.

33 On interwar developmenis in Hungarian  historiography, see Ferene (GLATZ,
Historiography, Cultural Policy and the QOrgamization of Scholarship in Hunpary in the
1920°s « Acta Historica », XVI (1970, pp. 273-293; Erik Mownir, Historical Sciences,
in Science in Hungary, e by Tibor Frdey-Griz and Trore Trencsényi-Waldapfel {Budapest,
1965), pp. L61-178; Varoy, Madern Hungarian Historiography, chapters VI-XX; and
Tvera, Hungarian Flistoriograpby and the Geistesgeschichte School, pp. 2547,
62-77. :
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