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For King and shackled slave, a future and a fate! 
(J. Batsanyi: On the Changes in France) 

The Jacobin conspiracy in Hungary was the Habsburg Empire's 
most significant progressive movement in the last decade of 
the 18th century. Unlike its sister movements: the Austrian, 
Czech, Romanian, Polish and the Southern Slav associations of 
enlightened burghers, administrators, and intellectuals who had 
just the general ideals of the French Revolution as their goal, the 
Hungarians combined their aspirations of national independence 
with a revolutionary effort to achieve them. Like everyone else, 
living in the territories not liberated by revolutionary France, 
they were put down. Tracked by Francis II's police spies, they 
were arrested; interrogated in Vienna and in Buda, the leaders 
were tried and executed; the proven members of their twin 
societies —some 47 people —were imprisoned in Kufstein and 
their sympathisers were forced out of office in provincial 
Hungary.1 

The historical postmortems, while never denying the symbolic 
importance of the Jacobins in the Hungarian context, brand the 
conspiracy as premature, isolated and lacking in the practical 
understanding of the exigencies of the situation. Perhaps we may 
venture to say that the Jacobin movement had only flourished 
and reached immediate practical results where, as in Belgium, 
French arms assisted it. Martinovics and Hajnoczi, the leaders of 
the Hungarian conspiracy, may have built up their organization 
also in the hope of some type of French assistance. 

The conspirators had formed two secret societies: the Society 
of the Reformers and the Society of Liberty and Equality. Three 
directors of the latter—the higher of the two societies —namely 



Laczkovics, Szentrnarjay and Hajnoczy, confessed to their 
inquisitors that they had anchored their hopes in the Convention 
organizing and concerting revolts in Central Europe 2 Although 
no such revolts were ever organized and no French military 
assistance was ever promised, it did not stop the leader, 
Martinovics, f rom creating illusions about them nor did it stop 
the conspirators from believing in these illusions. Whether or not 
the country as a whole was ready for full scale revolt and military 
action, the members of these secret societies (Benda estimates 
them at ca. 300) believed in planning such action. 

Looking at it from the point of view of independence, the roots 
of the conspiracy can be traced to the noble insurrection of 1790 
against the Germanising and centralising plans of Joseph II. The 
Hungarian nobility enjoyed the interdependent prerogatives of 
tax exemption and the duty "to bear arms in defense of the 
country."3 The call to arms of the nobles was, in 1790 called the 
banderium because it was an insurrection not called by the King 
but by the nobles to remedy constitutional ills. Jozsef Hajnoczi, 
Deputy County Lieutenant and the best jurist of his age, was busy 
draft ing and re-drafting his constitutional proposals that 
Parliament should present to the King; Janos Laczkovics, captain 
of the Graeven hussars, was engaged in submitting proposals and 
memoranda to "Magyarize" the Hungarian regiments of the 
army.4 (Laczkovics, who had distinguished himself in the Turkish 
war of 1788-1789, seems to have held the opinion that the 
Hungarians constituted the real pride of the Imperial army.) 
The insurrection extended its activities to take the form of 
encouraging the escape of regulars from the closing stages of the 
Turkish war and their joining the "banderia" (the noblemen's 
army); throughout the country clerks and the Diet's deputies 
became involved in rebellious, independentist, nationalist 
correspondence with officers in the army. Meanwhile the Diet 
itself—having achieved concessions from the dying Joseph 
II —persevered with the questions of autonomy together with the 
proposals to preserve the privileges of the Hungarian counties, 
and sought to regain those privileges, juridical and civil, that 
Joseph had wrenched away from them. 

Looking again at the mood of the insurrection and the 
subsequent conspiracy, the conflict of loyalty of the participants 
will be apparent. Hajnoczy, Laczkovics, but also Szentrnarjay, 
Sigray, Pal Oz or Szolartsek, in fact most of the conspirators to 



be, had been Josephinists. Some, like the non-noble Hajnoczy, 
owed their appointments to the emperor, others endorsed the side 
of the royal plan that had tried to lighten the burden of the serfs, 
had spread schools around the dominions, and encouraged 
French culture. Yet, at the same time, the anti-Habsburg 
sentiment enveloped the country and the Hungarian deputies 
made overtures to Frederic William II of Prussia in the hope of 
securing his help for a change of dynasty. Since Leopold's skillful 
Austrian-Prussian Reichenbach agreement dashed their hopes of 
offering the crown to the Duke of Weimar, the nobility in the 
Diet of 1791 accepted a compromise which was to give up 
independence in exchange for an assurance of autonomy for the 
county system and their privileges as a class. Those, like 
Hajnoczy, who had compromised themselves as champions of a 
wider definition of Magyar nationality, were dismissed or 
pensioned off, while those who had owed their office to 
Josephinist legislation found themselves "outside the bastions," or 
out in the cold. 

Assuming that a nation should only flex its muscles if it had 
military potential to match that of its adversary, or if it could 
hope for an interventionary force assisting it, we should cast a 
quick glance at the Hungarian army. The last time the noble 
insurrection had expressed its strength was in 1741 when the 
Parliament offered vitam et sanguinem to Maria Theresa and 
contributed 26,000 soldiers. Some of these had been absorbed 
into existing army units, others formed new regular regiments. 
In Hungary the system of a regular army goes back to 1715 
when—after eight years of haggling—the nobles accepted that 
the insurrection alone "was not enough to defend the country." 
By 1715 the Hungarian contingent in the Habsburg army 
amounted to 11 infantry regiments: about 25,000 people—10 
regiments of cuirrassiers: about 10,000 people —3 regiments of 
dragoons: 3,000 people —4 hussar regiments which are 4,000 
people. Altogether 42,000 people. Their own regulars of the 
standing army, therefore, outnumbered 2:1 the total strength of 
the insurrection. But, the theoretical combined strength of the 
Hungarian army—out of whom the standing army regulars were, 
as a rule, posted outside the country, and the insurrection soldiers, 
as a rule, inside the country —could have, at least numerically, 
matched the rest of the Habsburg regulars. In the year 
1740-1741, at the beginning of the Habsburg wars of succession, 



Hungary contributed 60,000 soldiers, 35,000 coming from 
Hungary proper, the rest f rom Croatia, Slavonia and 
Transylvania.5 

In order to draw other general conclusions, it is worth our 
while to refer to lesser known aspects of the negotiating process 
between 1708 and 1715 that resulted in the formation of the 
Hungarian standing army.6 The type of taxes which made the 
keeping of an army possible at all times, the mode of taxation, 
the general deployment and the control of the army, are dealt 
with in Bela Kiraly's Hungary in the Late 18th Century and in 
Kalman Benda's studies.7 We merely wish to call attention to 
their general point, which concurs with that of Homan-Szekfu, 
that tax and the recruitment was always made dependent on the 
Hungarian Parliament.8 The particular point Kiraly makes is 
that —with the exception of the four years between 1786 and 
1790 — the Habsburg army units serving in Hungary were 
supplied with food and fodder directly by the Hungarian 
counties. We would like to add that this could mean —at least 
theoretically —that in the event of popular discontent the local 
population could influence the army and in the event of open 
hostilities with the Habsburgs, as the vital supply line could be 
cut. 

The negotiating process which established the army, the taxes 
and the supply system, was born of the recognition that a plain 
un-negotiated military tax, such as the 4 million crowns levied in 
1697, could spark off, in fact did spark off an insurrection. 
When Joseph I convened Parliament in Pozsony in 1708, the chief 
rebel, Rakoczi, was invited (along with the counties). He refused. 
The assembled nobility proposed to defend the country by always 
staying within the frontiers, accepting that it is the King's duty to 
defend the borders. In 1709 we see the King's rescript which 
advised the nobility to pay tax in lieu of service. The final answer 
of the Parliament was that they were not prepared to pay direct 
taxes, but were willing to administer and apportion the taxes, 
according to the strength of taxpaying towns and counties. The 
Estates didn't say, just implied, that they reluctantly accepted the 
formation of a standing army. It is interesting to note that Janos 
Palffy, the loyal, royal general, voiced the wish of the Diet: only 
Hungarians may bear higher ranks and the Hungarian regiments 
should be posted in Hungary. Still in 1711 an ad hoc committee, 
headed by the archbishop of Kalocsa Imre Csaky, proposed a 



"systema militare" with one-third foreign and two-third Magyar 
troops, which was changed to one-half and one-half by 
Parliament. The 1714 Parliament requested that billeting and 
victualling should remain in the hands of the Hungarian Estates. 
Finally the Act 1715/VIII acknowledged the de facto Habsburg 
army of the day as the standing army, and seven years later, in 
1722, the Concursus (a quorum of parliamentary and state 
officials) transferred the care of billeting to the King. 

For a standing army which the nobility did not want to pay for 
and the feudal tenants and the towns couldn't quite afford, the 
recruiting was done in recruiting districts delineated by 
Parliament. Interestingly the regiments recruited their reserves 
from the recruiting districts where they happen to be stationed, 
with the occasional proviso that there should be a roughly equal 
proportion of voluntary recruits and conscripted persons. 

Although Hungarians never filled all, or even the majority of 
officer positions in the eighteenth-century army, the military 
command for over a decade was under Andras Hadik as president 
of the War Council. Moreover, the new regiments of 1741 were 
initially headed by Hungarian magnates as commanding officers. 
At the beginning of the French wars the Hungarian 
regiments—as from the lands of the Hungarian 
crown — amounted to one-third of the Habsburg forces, with nine 
regiments of Hungarian hussars, a small portion of the budding 
artillery and whatever remained of the Hungarian noble guards 
as specials.9 The total Habsburg army of 295,000 was composed 
of: 

57 infantry regiments, 3 garrison regiments, 17 frontier 
regiments, artillery, sappers, miners, river patrol, 34 cavalry 
regiments and 13 military cordon detachments. 

The troop count of the regiments from the crown land of St. 
Stephen amounted to a figure in excess of 90,000.11 

As we have seen the "nationalist" demands of Janos Laczkovics' 
Graeven regiment had had a respectable prehisory in the early 
parliamentary debates, but they have been echoed by the 
submissions of other regiments too. In 1790 Hungarian cavalry 
regiments in Tuscany, the Splenyi, Karolyi, Palffy, Gyulay and 
Erdody regiments, demanded the unification of the Magyar 
regiments into a Magyar army, under a separate Council of War 
which would be responsible to Parliament alone. 



These were, of course, the same demands as Laczkovics' and all 
echoed the sentiments expressed in the beginning of the century; 
and notwithstanding article 12/1790's pronouncement of 
power-sharing between King and Parliament, there could be 
little doubt that the demands were not unconstitutional. 
Another 58 years would have to elapse, with an independent 
Hungarian government in the saddle, that on 26th April 1848 it 
should be decided that 10 permanent National Guard battalions 
should be set up —which was to form the nucleus of a new 
Hungarian standing army.12 

Leopold II (1790-1792) manoeuvred not only the nobility into 
a sanctioned compromise position between 1790-1792, but he 
also bribed or cajoled progressive professionals to accept his kind 
of measured Machiavellian enlightenment that tolerated secret 
societies far and wide of the empire with built-in spies in the 
leadership.13 In Austria, next to the prime mover of the Jacobin 
movement Baron von Riedel sat the secret police agent Franz 
Gotthardi, a coffee-house owner; Nikola Skrlec of Zagreb and 
Jakov Secanac freemasons kept in touch with Count Lamberg of 
Vienna and Ignaz Cordova of Prague, their letters were copied 
and excerpted by the Hungarian informer Ignac Martinovics, 
himself one of the eminent illuminati.14 T h e Hofkommission 
investigated the conspiracy of the Lemberg Police Commissioner 
Trail, who had been democratic. lo But it would be wrong to 
condemn the activity of secretly informing the King in an age 
where the monarch appeared to be expressing the collective will. 
It is well to remember that the intellectually disposed profes-
sionals and nobles were elected to be his councillors, like 
Martinovics, when everything, such as Laczkovics' reinstatement 
or his full pension in the army depended on the King. 

A change of personality and a change of political climate, and 
within a year Hungary was seething with excitement once again. 
Francis II mistrusted and alienated the progressives; he declared 
war on France, the country of their ideals. When this (indirectly) 
lead to dictatorship and the loss of crowned heads in France, his 
new ministers toughened his security, his judiciary and even his 
policy of recruitment. They enforced censorship. The reaction 
of the professionals and enlightened nobles was to seek more 
radical organisations, to fight for the liberty of man, 
against —what they called "tyranny," and "autocracy." "I call 
Jacobins all those who like the French constitution and who are 



glad of French military successes,"16 wrote one Hungarian 
correspondent to another in 1793, when —following the examples 
of French clubs at many points of the Habsburg empire —the 
Masons, Rosecrucians, Illuminati and even some Franciscan, 
Jesuit and Dominican priests became, or were labelled Jacobins. 

The two interlocking Hungarian clubs implicated some 300 
individuals: noblemen, administrators, ex-soldiers, lawyers, 
priests, professors and writers, although, for the "lack of 
evidence" only 47 of these were tried. Since it was the leader 
Ignac Martinovics who was the first to be arrested in Vienna on 
23rd July 1794 and subsequently his co-directors: Hajnoczy, 
Szentmarjay, Laczkovics, Sigray, Oz and Szolartsek on 16th 
August 1794, most of the others had some time to burn 
documents and work out ways mitigating their involvement. 

Each of the two societies: the Hungarian Reformers'1 Secret 
Society and the Society of Liberty and Equality had a written 
constitution. The Reformers' catered to the liberal nobility and 
the burghers. Written in Latin, their rules appeared to have 
been composed in the autumn of 1793 by Ferenc Gyurkovics, a 
professor at Pest, with an important addition in May 1794 by 
Martinovics, at that time titulary abbot of Szaszvar, and what we 
would call today: a double agent. In the Constitution, which 
takes the form of questions and answers, Martinovics declares 
that an armed insurrection should be organized in Hungary on 
the pattern of the Polish war of liberation. 17 This is corroborated 
by his subsequent confession. 18 The constitution warns that 
should the French win the war, nobility would disappear, and 
Hungary would be transformed into a republic which shall 
dethrone the house of Austria. "Ad arma cives Juremus vitam 
liberam, independentiam a domo Austriaca " 19 Hungarian 
soldiers serving abroad would be recalled, while Germans serving 
in Hungary, either demobilized or chased out by the armed 
citizens. It will all happen when the Reformers will have 
increased in number and had a trained core. 

The Constitution of the Society of Liberty and Equality was 
written by Martinovics in French under the pseudonym: 
Democrite la Montagne. It bears the influence of the Contrat 
Social, and of Holbach, Volnay, Collot D'Herbois and un-
doubtedly, of Thomas Paine's The Rights of Man, which the 
Hungarian Jacobins must have known in French translation. 20 

The two "directors" of the society were the two separate 



Hungarian translators of its constitution: Szentmarjay and 
Laczkovics. 

The aim of the society was to assume power after the country 
had risen and the Reformers have served their role in 
popularising the insurrection and the ensuring of the 
transformation. The insurrection merits a sub-chapter in the 
Egalitarian Constitution. 

Chap. IV. De l'insurrection.* 

Q. Que faut-il faire aux esclaves, s'ils recouvrent leurs forces? 
R. II leur faut faire valoir leurs droits naturels par une 
insurrection. 
Q. Que veut dire l'insurrection? 
R. Si le peuple esclave se leve en masse, et si par l'union des ses 
forces et des talens il brise le joug de son oppresseur: voila 
l'insurrection. 
Q,. Pendant l'insurrection, quelle marche doit-il suivre le peuple? 
R. La marche de la sagesse et de la moderation; il ne doit punir 
que les traitres a la patrie, et organiser la forme representative 
democratique. 
Q,. Quelle difference y-a-t-il entre le peuple eclaire et abbruti par 
rapport a l'insurrection? 
R. Le peuple 6claire la fait sans effusion de sang, et sans y meler 
ses vengances particulieres. Le peuple abbruti tombe dans la 
plus affreuse anarchie, d'ou il ne sort qu'avec bien de la peine 
l'ordre et la liberte. 
Q. Mais contre qui doit avoir lieu l'insurrection? 
R. Contre de triple fleaux du genre humain; contre les rois, la 
noblesse, et les pretres, toutefois qu'ils abusent de leur pouvoir. 21 

The pivot of the insurrection should be the "leve en masse," 
according to both documents. But the tone of the documents 
leaves no doubt that the members were expecting the approach of 
the victorious French armies. 

There had been Hungarian soldiers in French captivity and 

* Certain imperfections to the modern eye are due to the 18th 
century writer whose mother tongue was not French. Please note 
that the 18th century French of foreigners was different f rom the 
literary French of today. 



captive French soldiers were kept in Buda in the summer of 1794. 
There is evidence of fraternisation with the populace, and a 
recognition by the French soldiers that the Hungarians, at least in 
sympathy, were on their side. But was there any more to the 
French connection than chance encounters, and the spread of 
French ideas ? Was there any more to French assistance than the 
prisoners of war distributing liberte-egalite uniform buttons? 

According to the unproven theory of Ferenc Pulszky — himself 
a freemason and an inheritor of some Jacobin ideals—there had 
been a secret plot to free 3,000 French captives which was to have 
been the start of the uprising in 1794. 23 Martinovics, during his 
interrogation claimed to have received money from the 
Convention, and encouragement from Robespierre to assist in the 
insurrection. True or false, it had been the argument that 
suppressed the doubts of Hajnoczy, Laczkovics and Szentmarjay 
as it had lent viability to a possible rise of the people. 

Since there was strict surveillence of all foreigners in the 
Habsburg monarchy from 1792 onwards, direct links between 
French and Hungarian Jacobin clubs were unlikely. Nonetheless, 
French clubs, aware of their fame as exporters of liberty often 
recited the verse: "Jusques a Vienne et dans Rome/Faites des 
Droits derhomme/Connai t re la ma jes t e / " 2 4 just as the 
Hungarians sung ira, the Carmagnole and the Marseillaise. 

It is unlikely that any of the Hungarian Jacobins, despite their 
cultural and philosophical orientation and their excellent written 
French had ever visited France. The exception was Martinovics 
who in 1781 had accompanied the Polish magnate Count 
Potocki, the author of the 1791 Polish constitution, on his West 
European travels, in the course of which, he may have visited 
scholars like the historian G.T. Raynal or printers in France. He 
certainly had corresponded with Condorcet although none of his 
letters have ever turned up in France. On the other hand no one 
has completed a systematic examination of French archives from 
this angle. Nor, for that matter, have his pamphlets been 
scrutinised from the point of view of the printer and the place of 
printing. We do know that the Hungarian Jacobins were loosely 
allied with the Austrian ones and that one of the Austrian 
leaders, lieutenant Hebenstreit, had tried to convey a military 
invention to the Convention. A Protestant pastor, Karl Traugott 
Held took the secret design of this "War machine," which was 
invented to help the French against the Austrians, to Paris, and 



petitioned the Committee of Public Safety on 20 Thermidor, an 
II. Although the Austrian police, which had learned about this 
mission, suspected that the envoy was seeking the help of the 
Convention for Austrian revolutionaries, the French in fact 
arrested Held as an Austrian spy and only released him after 
several weeks in gaol. We do not know what happened to the war 
machine.2 5 

The only figure who might have had contacts with Martinovics 
f rom Paris was Clootz Johann Baptist a Prussian Jacobin 
nobleman. He had gone to Paris in 1792, played an active role 
there until 1794 when, as a Hebertist, he was guillotined on 23rd 
March 1794. 

The nearest the Committee of Public Safety came to a plan 
that involved the "liberation" of a good portion of Europe was at 
the beginning of 1793 when Barere advocated that France defend 
"its natural frontiers" by assisting the formation of two friendly 
neighbouring republics. One would be the Roman, composed of 
most of the Italian states, the other one would be the German 
containing Switzerland, Bavaria, Austria with her dominions 
including the Transdanubian part of Hungary, Croatia and 
Dalmatia. 26 No Hungarian would ever have welcomed such a 
plan. 

The idea of the levee en masse was very likely, germinating in 
the French successes of 1793 as reported by the Moniteur which 
all Hungarian Jacobins read. Furthermore, in a written 
submission to his interrogators on 10 March 1795 Martinovics 
claimed that even Montesquieu had observed in De Vesprit des 
lots (Livre VIII. Chap. LX) that whereas Hungary had little 
money it had military potential. 27 

The term levee en masse covers several connected meanings 
and it evolves with the passage of time. In a certain sense, the 
Hungarian Jacobins could have discovered it in Hungarian 
history: the crusader-type recruitment among the peasants by 
Capistrano for Hunyadi in 1456, the rising of Dozsa's peasants in 
1514, the popular support for Bocskay and Rakoczi were all 
that tradition. Martinovics warns in his note written in 
September 1794 from prison that Laczkovics' father alone, could 
arm 5,000 peasants. 28 Yet the levee in the societies' constitution 
must have meant a plan for a conscription law similar to what 
Danton proposed in the Committee of Public Safety and which 
subsequently had practical results. The clue to what the 



Hungarian Jacobins must have meant is to be found in 
Martinovics' plan for a new Constitution for Hungary that he 
worked out together with Laczkovics in 1793 and which they had 
based on an earlier constitutional proposal by Hajnoczy. 29 Under 
Chapter 12 entitled "Von der ungarischen Armee" we find a 
statement that Hungary's total military might, if conscription was 
introduced, could reach a total of 300,000 soldiers. 30 This may 
not sound at all fantastic if we consider that Carnot in the years 
1793-1795 raised 14 armies in France with the total strength of 
500,000 people. 31 

Beyond the societies' closer circle which included only one 
professional soldier, Laczkovics, their sympathisers included 
cavalry general Janos Fekete, correspondent of Voltaire and 
dilettante in the arts, Count Mihaly Sztaray, former imperial 
guard and prominent member of the noble resistance of 1790, 
and many other gentlemen who had had military experience. 

All that does not add up to more than saying that Hungary 
seems to have had the potential to stage a revolt, yet it had 
neither possessed the wide base of a burgher class that would have 
supported it, nor had the organization that could have converted 
peasant and noble to fight for the same cause. Without that, the 
levee en masse — militarily always a possibility —would have been 
the sleeping body of an army in revolt. Since the Jacobin 
conspiracy was nipped in the bud in 1794 it remained to be seen 
how far the Jacobin ideas were to be the portents of the future. 

As a witness of its almost immediate consequences we may 
quote colonel Gerard Lacuee, Napoleon's official representative, 
who in 1802 wrote to Paris, that the memory of the martyrs was 
revered in Hungary although their imprudence was blamed.32 

The ideas of the Jacobins, in a new context, came to blossom in 
the 1848/1849 Hungarian Revolution and war of independence, 
when the revolutionary left wing built its programme of social 
reform on Jacobin principles, and the middle nobility, their 
reluctant allies, drew on their own tradition of the resistance of 
1790 to enforce national reform. In a certain sense, as Professor 
Deak in his book on Kossuth reminds us, the freedom fight tried 
out the levee en masse in October and December 1848, then 
again in May-June 1849 with very limited success. 

What did happen in 1849 was, in a military sense, similar to 
the French successes of 1793: although recruited rather than 
conscripted, the Hungarian new recruits eventually blended in 



with the regulars of a standing army, not unlike the French 
conscripts who had been regimented with the veterans. 

* 
This article presented one facet of the Jacobin military notion: 

levee en masse which connects the French revolutionary wars with 
the "catechisms" of the Hungarian Jacobins.* As the aims of their 
secret societies had spelt it out the Hungarian Jacobins wanted to 
overthrow Austrian absolutism with the help of an armed revolt. 
The short analysis of Jacobin action in other Habsburg territories 
shows that none of the other regions had a serious committment 
to revolution. In Hungary, on the other hand, there was a 
tradition of "armed resistance" as well as a standing army, both 
of which could be boosted numerically. It is conjectured that 
through the military expertise of some top Hungarian Jacobins, 
the leading Liberty and Equality society had hoped to involve the 
army into a revolution, an army whose numbers would swell by 
the levee en masse. Furthermore, the directors of the society were 
led to believe (by Martinovics, their leader) that a Hungarian 
revolt would be followed by similar revolts in other Habsburg 
lands. The leaders of the society believed in help from the 
Convention —it is conjecture that such assistance might be 
military—although there was no evidence of any promised 
assistance. Most probably it was the fabrication of Martinovics, 
but such fabrication was necessary in making out a convincing 
case for the successful revolution. 

NOTES 

1. Cf. K.Benda, A magyar jakobinusok (The Hungarian Jacobins) (Budapest: 
Bibliotheca Kiado, 1947): pp. I XXVIII and Albert Gardonyi, A magyar jakobinusok 
tortenete (The history of the Hungarian Jacobins) in: A magyar jakobinusok emlekezete 
(The memory of the Hungarian Jacobins) (Budapest: a Fovarosi Tanacs, 1919), pp. 3-56. 
2. V. Fraknoi, Martinovics es tarsainak osszeeskiivese (The conspiracy of Martinovics and 
his associates) (Budapest: Rath Mor, 1880), pp. 262-263. 
3. B. Kiraly, Hungary in the Late Eighteenth Century (New York: Columbia University 
Press, 1969), pp. 183, 261. 
4. K. Benda, A magyar jakobinusok iratai (The papers of the Hungarian Jacobins) 
(Budapest: Akademiai Kiado, 1942-1957), 3 vols., Vol. 1, pp. 207-13. With copious notes 
the original petition of 5 July 1790 is reproduced in Benda's compilation. The co-author 
Gyorgy Festetich was deputy colonel of the Graeven hussars. After 1790 he retired from 
the army and established the famous Georgicon at Keszthely. 

* The name given to the Constitutions of the two secret societies. 
14 



5. J. Banlaky, A magyar nemzet hadtortenete (The military history of the Hungarian 
nation) (Budapest, 1941), p. 113. 
6. This and the following paragraphs are based on D. Szabo, Az allando hadsereg 
beczikkelyezesenek tortenete III. Karoly koraban (A History of the codification of the 
Hungarian permanent army at the time of Charles III.) (Budapest, 1911). 
7. K. Benda, Emberbarat vagy hazafi? (Humanitarian or patriot?) (Budapest: 
Gondolat, 1978), pp. 336-7. 
8. B. Homan and Gy. Szekfu, Magyar tortenet (Hungarian history) (Budapest: Kiralyi 
Magyar Egyetemi Nyomda, 1928-1935), Vol. 5, Ch. 1. 
9. P. Ujhelyi, Az allando hadsereg tortenete, 1657-1780 (The history of the standing 
army) (Budapest, 1914), Chapter V. 
10. C.A. Macartney, The Habsburg Empire (London: Weidenfeld and Nicholson, 
1966), p. 130. 
11. Banlaky, p. 276. 
12. I. Deak, The Lawful Revolution {New York: Columbia Univ. Press, 1979), p. 135. 
13. D. Silagi, Jakobiner in der Habsburger-Monarchie (Wien-Miinchen, 1962). Wiener 
historische Studien, 6. It is fair to say that Leopold II is credited here with more honesty 
than we are prepared to accept. 
14. E. Wangermann, From Joseph II to the Jacobin Trials, 2nd ed. (London: Oxford 
University Press, 1959), and W. Markov: I giacobini dei paesi absburgici (Studi Storici, 
3, 1962), pp. 493-525 compliment each other on this topic. 
15. Silagi, p. 214. 
16. Benda, A magyar jakobinusok iratai, Vol. 1, p. 179. 
17. Ibid., pp. 1002, 1007, 1014. 
18. Ibid., pp. 58-9, 149. 
19. Ibid., p. 1014. 
20. Ibid., p. 1017. 
21. Ignaz von Martinovics, "Zweitschrift seines franzozischen Katechismus," in Silagi, 
p. 212. 
22. Wangermann, p. 146. 
23. F. Pulszky, A magyar jakobinusok (The Hungarian Jacobins) (Pest: Engel es 
Mandello, 1862), Vol. 1, p. 71. Pulszky may have drawn inference from the fact that in 
May 1794 Martinovics visited the French prisoners in Pest (Gardonyi, p. 49). 
24. C.C. Brinton, The Jacobins, (New York, 1930), p. 148. 
25. Wangermann, p. 143. 
26. "La Monarchic d'Ancien regime et les frontieres naturelles," Revue cfHistoire 
Moderne, 1933, pp. 305-33. 
27. Benda, A magyar jakobinusok iratai, Vol. 1, p. 399. 
28. Andor Csizmadia, Hajnoczy Jozsef Kozjogi-politikai munkai (Jozsef Hajnoczy's legal 
and political works) (Budapest: Kozgazdasagi es Jogi Konyvkiado, 1958). 
29. "XCIX. Die streitende Macht der Urgarn bestehet aus der Ganzen Nation. C. 
Dreimalhundert Tausend Stehen aber unter der Requisition, der Heist sie sind bewafnet 
und beritten. 
CI. Diese sind aus der Ganzen Nation auserwahlt und eingeschrieben, wie auch im 
Kompagnien, Bataillone, Escadrone und Regimenter eingetheilt " (Benda: A magyar 
jakobinusok iratai, Vol. 1, p. 904). 
30. Banlaky, pt. 20. 
31. D. Kosary: "Napoleon es Magyarorszag" (Napoleon and Hungary) Szazadok, 1971, 
pp. 545-626. 
32. Ibid. 




