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The Momentum [Lendület] funding scheme was initiated in 2009 by 

József Pálinkás, the President of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences 

(HAS) at that time. The program aimed at attracting young Hungarian 

researchers who had left the country with well-endowed research fund-

ing to repatriate while enjoying competitive and solid financial support. 

To quote one of the entries on the webpage of the HAS, the project 

was conceived for the purpose of “decreasing the migration of young 

and successful researchers, securing the cultivation of talent, enhancing 

career advancement opportunities for young researchers and increasing 

the competitiveness of the network of research institutes under the aus-

pices of the HAS as well as that of universities.” The call, which was 

initially tailored to the needs of the natural sciences, went under sig-

nificant changes, enabling the participation of humanities scholars like 

Géza Pálffy (HAS Research Centre for the Humanities), Attila Bárány 

(University of Debrecen, Faculty of Humanities), and Boglárka Weisz 

(HAS Research Centre for the Humanities). At the same time, the ap-

plication for and eventual awarding of funding for the project Trianon 

100—which was, together with ten other projects, selected from a pool 

of about one hundred applicants—confers a tremendous responsibility. 

Trianon 100 was the first endowed historical project that focuses on the 

twentieth century and, as such, can be a trailblazer for other projects 

with a similar scope. The research group comprises twenty-one mem-

bers who are contracted for a variety of tasks, but only one full-time and 

one part-time position have been created so far.  Beyond these core mem-

bers, we are closely collaborating with twenty to twenty-five research-

ers; about thirty to forty other colleagues have participated in our events 

as presenters or carried out research projects for us, including scholars 

based in Hungary, Hungarian scholars from neighboring countries, and  
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international researchers, bringing the total number of collaborators to 

approximately seventy or eighty people as of now. Most of them are, 

naturally, historians, but our cooperation transcends disciplinary bound-

aries and encompasses collaboration with art historians, sociologists, 

archivists, literary historians, and geographers.

Prehistory: Research on Trianon since 1920

The perception of the Trianon Peace Treaty has always been conditioned 

by public life and memory politics that have never ceased to influence 

its historiographical depictions. Although the manner in which the treaty 

would be addressed was predetermined by the immediate sense of loss, 

the first professional attempts at a scholarly assessment were made soon 

after the treaty, in the forms of publications and editions of primary 

sources and subsequent commentaries. Such undertakings included a 

two-volume selection of primary sources (the third volume remained 

unpublished) edited by Francis Deák and Dezső Újváry,
1
 and the pub-

lication of those materials which recorded the activities of the Hungar-

ian peace delegation,
2
 as well as several books authored by statistician  

László Buday,
3
 which set the foundations for further research. Jenő Hor-

váth, a diplomatic historian,
4
 and the historian-journalist and diplomat 

 Gusztáv Gratz
5
 are exemplary in this sense, albeit deeply influenced by 

the  zeitgeist and their own biases. When considering 1945 as a caesura 

in relation to the discussions of the Trianon Peace Treaty, one should not 

necessarily attribute much significance to the alleged sensitivity of the 

question, either for the occupying powers or for the Communist Party 

that was already preparing for the Gleichschaltung of society—even if 

such sensitivity was not completely absent. One should rather focus on 

how the preparations for the second Trianon in-the-making, the Paris 

Peace Treaty, paralyzed the will of the elites and drained their energy.

After an approximately fifteen-year hiatus, the scholarly assess-

ment of the Trianon Peace Treaty finally resumed. Zsuzsa L. Nagy’s 1965 

monograph A párizsi békekonferencia és Magyarország 1918–1919  

(The Paris Peace Conference and Hungary, 1918–19)
6
 analyzed the 

debates about the “Hungarian question” within the limits of her time. 

 Although some historical works had been progressively addressing the 

new order that followed the Great War, especially in relation to the  Little 

Entente, France, or “Eastern security,” the first monograph that put the 

treaty into focus was Mária Ormos’s Padovától Trianonig (From Padua 
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to Trianon) in 1983.
7
 Relying on French diplomatic sources,  Ormos’s 

work opened up new avenues towards further research. Géza Jeszenszky 

dealt with the changes in the attitudes of the British public and opinion 

leaders in his dissertation, published in 1986 as Az elveszett presztízs 

(Lost prestige).
8
 Lajos Arday analyzed the priorities of British politics 

concerning Hungary during the peace conference in his 1990  Térkép 

csata után (Map after battle),
9
 while Ernő Raffay put the inner dimen-

sions of the collapse in the center in his 1987 Erdély 1918–1919-ben 

(Transylvania in 1918–19).
10

Large-scale primary source editions were initiated in this  period 

as well, aiming at contextualizing the Peace Treaty of Trianon in a 

broader framework of diplomatic history. Most importantly, the series 

under the leadership of Magda Ádám as editor-in-chief (Documents di-

plomatiques français sur l’histoire du bassin des Carpates 1918-1932) 

developed into a two-decades long undertaking; its volumes were also 

published in Hungarian and provide much-needed, though not fully 

 utilized, information about the period.
 11

 Miklós Lojkó’s works were 

similarly important in relation to the British context.
12

The transition of 1989 considerably broadened historical schol-

arship’s space for maneuvering; however, paradoxically, it was soon 

pushed back into a narrowly conceived professional discursive space. 

Freedom of expression, later coupled with the information-technologi-

cal revolution(s), resulted in historians’ loss of monopoly on discussions 

about Trianon. Expert views were increasingly outweighed by works 

and acts of public history and memory politics. Some representatives of 

these currents are the journal Trianoni Szemle (Trianon Review), as well 

as the adjacent Trianon Kutató Intézet (Trianon Research Institute); the 

journal Nagymagyarország (Greater Hungary); the Trianon Museum in 

Várpalota; and myriad blogs and publicly available video series. The 

state-endorsed Nemzeti Összetartozás Napja (Day of National Unity) 

was introduced in 2010 as part of this process of restructuring mem-

ory politics.

Several pieces of work stand out among the historical knowl-

edge production of the past three decades, however. Some of the most 

influential books include Ignác Romsics’s 2001 monograph about the 

Trianon Peace Treaty
13

 and Miklós Zeidler’s book appearing the same 

year about the idea of Hungarian revisionism.
14

 Zeidler also edited the 

primary source collection Trianon, published in the series Nemzet és 

emlékezet (Nation and memory),
15

 while György Litván edited sources 
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about the negotiations of the four Great Powers.
16

 The 2010 work of 

the present author Trianon-legendák (Trianon legends) also bears 

mentioning.
17

 Others focused on specific aspects of the context of the 

peace treaty, thus helping to broaden the horizons of research. Géza 

Boros elaborated on the monuments commemorating Trianon;
18

 Éva 

Kovács investigated the discourses of memory;
19

 Lajos Pallos gave im-

portant insights on propaganda concerning the defense of territory;
20

 

and Gergely Romsics published about the Trianon discourses of post-

1989 Hungarian politics,
21

 just to name a few from among the rich and 

 insightful contributions.
22

When surveying international literature, it becomes imme-

diately apparent that the Hungarian peace treaty rarely features as a 

singular event. Setting aside that literature that falls beyond academic 

historiography, the Trianon Peace Treaty is usually depicted as part 

of a larger process. It has been discussed as one of those proceedings 

of the peace conference that concerned Central and Eastern Europe, 

the transformation of these regions, or as part of the grand narrative 

about the collapse of the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy and the birth of 

the successor states.
23

 The characteristic attitude of “extra Hungariam 

non est vita” (there is no life outside Hungary) had little resonance in 

this sphere. This was reflected in the early foreign publications on the 

topic, for example the books of C. A. Macartney (Hungary and Her 

Successors, 1937)
24

 and Francis Deák (Hungary at the Paris Peace 

Conference, 1942),
25

 just to name a few. This trend largely continued 

from the 1960s to the 1970s and onwards, when the number of pub-

lications rose exponentially, as demonstrated by the works of John C. 

Swanson
26

 and Mark Cornwall.
27

 They could utilize important books, 

such as the compilation of Bela Kiraly, Peter Pastor, and Ivan Sanders.
28

 

(Paul Gradvohl and Anikó Kovács-Bertrand also relied on these works). 

With regard to the historiographies of the successor states, two trends 

dominated. On the one hand, Trianon was often missing from the nar-

ratives of neighboring countries’ historiographies, as the fulfillment of 

national progress and the establishment of independent nation-states in 

1918 rendered a detailed analysis of the peace treaties unnecessary. On 

the other hand, when  Trianon was present, it was embedded in a narra-

tive that adopted the patterns of traditional nation-centered history (one 

of the best examples is Marián Hronský’s 2011 Trianon: Vznik hraníc 

Slovenska a problémy jeho bezpečnosti).
29

 However, a new generation 

of historians (such as Roman Holec, Miroslav Michela, László Vörös, 
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Lucian Leustean, and others) that has emerged in both Bratislava and 

Bucharest is interested in novel approaches, and thus is prone to frame 

their respective research within regional and transnational terms.

The plan

Upon winning the grant in 2016, the HAS-Momentum Trianon 100 

Research Group presented a five-year research plan. The proposal was 

built on four main pillars, taking into consideration the historiographi-

cal traditions detailed above:

1. International context: documents and interpretations

2. Hungarian society and the postwar collapse

3. The solidification of the peace system

4. The memory of Trianon in Hungarian society

A brief explanation of the pillars now follows. Perhaps the first 

point is going to be the least attractive for a broader public, as it en-

compasses not-so-spectacular sources of diplomatic history. The main 

contribution pertains to the inclusion of the perspectives of the as yet 

(in Hungary) scarcely discussed victorious great powers (Italy, Japan 

and the USA), and unexplored aspects of the involvement of neighbor-

ing countries (Romania, Czechoslovakia, and the Kingdom of Serbs, 

Croats and Slovenes) in the preparation of the peace treaty and in the 

peace conference itself. We plan to publish the resulting source col-

lections in the most traditional form. We are also exploring opportu-

nities for online release; however, this option seems to be less viable 

than the paper-based one. Within the same pillar, more primary sources 

will appear that have never been published, despite being closely con-

nected to the activities of the Hungarian peace delegation (memoirs, 

the  journal of the peace delegation, etc.). We will provide an analysis 

of the geographical-historical argumentation of the peace delegation 

as well. Many prestigious scholars in the field are participating in this 

part of the project: Miklós Zeidler (Eötvös Loránd University [ELTE], 

Faculty of Humanities), Tibor Glant (University of Debrecen, Faculty 
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of Humanities), Balázs Juhász (ELTE, Faculty of Humanities), Péter 

Wintermantel (independent researcher), Árpád Hornyák  (University 

of Pécs, Faculty of Humanities), Attila Simon (Fórum Intézet [Forum 

 Institute]), Béni L. Balogh (Hungarian National Archives [HNA]), and 

Róbert Győri (ELTE, Faculty of Social Sciences). As of 2019, the re-

source exploration and collection of archival sources was complete in 

all cases, and some of the envisioned works have already been pub-

lished, while others are in press.

The second pillar consists of social historical inquiries. Our re-

search focuses here on the performance of the Hungarian state during 

the years of 1918–21. We concentrate on several issues, including the 

country’s economic nosedive, the social crisis, the question of the army, 

paramilitary violence, the role of the Hungarian Soviet Republic, and 

the wave of refugees. We hope to be able to go beyond the assertions 

of Istvan Mócsy published in 1983,
30

 especially in relation to the inte-

gration and composition of refugees. We will seize the opportunity to 

finally approach these issues based on relevant archival sources. Our 

intervention will clarify issues of the army and war violence (possibili-

ties for and alternatives to resistance, the army as a social entity, etc.). 

We will engage with such defining economic players, policies, and gen-

eral circumstances, amidst the turmoil of economic collapse, as the fuel 

needs of cities, food requisition and distribution by the authorities, and 

governmental regulation of prices and trade. At the policy level, we pay 

special attention to housing policies, in relation to the issue of refugees 

and broader concerns of social politics. The stabilization of the counter-

revolutionary regime was enabled in part by its competence in finding 

more fitting (at least from its point of view) solutions to these pressing 

questions, as compared to the Soviet Republic or the Károlyi regime, 

thereby succeeding in securing significant societal support. Zsombor 

Bódy (Pázmány Péter Catholic University, Faculty of Humanities) leads 

the research pertaining to social issues. Tamás Révész (HAS  Research 

Centre for the Humanities) and Szabolcs Nagy (HNA Archives of 

 Veszprém County) deal with questions of the army and war violence. 

The issue of refugees is investigated by István Gergely Szűts (HNA 

Archives of Veszprém County) and by the author of this summary. We 

both benefit from the immense statistical help of Gábor Koloh (The 

Museum and Library of Hungarian Agriculture).

The third pillar serves the purposes of establishing a Central 

European context. The Hungarian peace treaty is not a self-contained 
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entity; in that sense, it is impossible to comprehend its repercussions 

without sufficient knowledge about the history of the region as a whole. 

Here we should emphasize three major points of interest. The transi-

tional states that were established in Central Europe are important more 

than just anecdotally or for filling chronological holes. Between 1918 

and 1924, numerous entities emerged that existed for only a few days, 

weeks, or months (for example, Gabriele d’Annunzio’s Fiume, the 

Banat of Leitha, and the Republic of Central Lithuania). In the territory  

of Greater Hungary, one may mention the Szekler, Banat, Eastern Slo-

vak, Spiš, Kalotaszeg, and Prekmurje republics. We investigate these 

attempts in a comparative manner, trying to establish commonalities 

and reasons for (non-)success. We are also looking into the potential in-

fluence of Wilsonian ideas and early fascism. This branch of research is 

carried out in collaboration with the newly established Central  European 

Research Institute of the National University of Public Service. We are 

interested in exploring the local and regional dimensions of imperial 

transitions through local case studies (i.e., utilizing the materials of 

smaller archives) in order to uncover the effects of imperial transitions 

on local societies. The major research questions pertain to the ways in 

which state administrations were affected by the transitions, as well as 

how public space or the school system were affected. Furthermore, we 

analyze patterns and strategies of the representatives of new state power, 

contrasting them to those of minority elites (and other groups), as well 

as the delimitation of the discursive space within which all these play-

ers navigated. The research is carried out in tandem with the European 

Research Council Consolidator Grant-funded project  NEPOSTRANS, 

under the leadership of Gábor Egry. The works about the transitions 

in Kassa/Košice, Bártfa/Bardejov, and Szatmárnémeti/Satu Mare 

have been concluded and the results are partially published, while the 

 research concerning some northern Hungarian towns— Szepes/Spiš, 

Zombor/Sombor, Gyulafehérvár/Alba Iulia, and Arad—is in  progress. 

This pillar’s participants include Attila Simon, Veronika Szeghy-Gayer 

(State Science Library of Košice), and Tamás Sárándi (Museum of 

Mureş County). We will touch upon the border issues of Hungary and 

the newly established states: how space was used (smuggling, border 

crossing, in situ demarcation of the  border), and the  destruction of eco-

nomic and social ties (or their regeneration). Among the most important 

contributors are Róbert Győri, István Gaucsík (Slovak Academy of Sci-

ences, Institute of History), and Péter Bencsik (University of Szeged, 

Faculty of Humanities).
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The fourth pillar deals with the place of Trianon in  Hungarian 

collective memory. This pillar goes furthest in terms of multi- 

disciplinarity. Literary historians and sociologists are deeply involved 

in this subproject, along with historians. This pillar is made unique by 

its time span as well as its chronological arch, ending with contem-

porary issues. Our goal is to investigate the locus of Trianon and re-

visionism in the evolution of Hungarian and foreign political thought, 

historiography, belles-lettres, and the politics of memory. Furthermore, 

we survey the historiographies of neighboring countries as well, how 

their research progressed in relation to Trianon, what other traumas they  

have had to come into terms with, how these traumas are (in)comparable  

to Trianon, and whether these attempts were successful or not. We will 

deal extensively with representations of Trianon in public spaces, and a 

survey of monuments is currently in the making. These areas of interest  

will be reflected in a large sample poll and two qualitative, focus-group-

based analyses aimed at learning about the image of Trianon in Hun-

garian society in general and its meanings for history teachers. Among 

others, art historian Flóra Mészáros (Gáspár Károli University of the 

Reformed Church, Faculty of Humanities), historian Réka Krizman-

ics (Central European University), and literary historian Júlia Vallasek 

(Babes-Bolyai University) are participating in the realization of the 

fourth pillar. Csaba Zahorán (HAS Research Centre for the Humanities) 

compares Hungarian and Romanian memory politics. Gergely Romsics 

(HAS Research Centre for the Humanities and ELTE, Faculty of Social 

Sciences) is expected to deliver a synthesis of Hungarian foreign politi-

cal thought in relation to Trianon. Balázs Bazsalya (ELTE, Faculty of 

Social Sciences) coordinates the sociological research projects that we 

have launched in coordination with the Research Institute for National 

Strategy, and the first products of this research are already completed. 

We have finished a large-sample survey of Hungarian history teachers 

that is going to be published in the spring of 2020.

Achievements

We believe that scientific performance needs to be measured not only 

by its own standards. Historical scholarship, fortunately, continues to 

speak to many people, and society reflects on its discoveries, debates, 

and recent results. This is particularly true for such important top-

ics as the Trianon Peace Treaty. Therefore, we consider it our task to 
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popularize our work in various ways. We run the website trianon100.hu,  

as well as a Facebook page that has more than four thousand followers—a  

number that is growing dynamically and is uncommonly large for a 

Hungarian research group. Our articles and interviews with members 

of the research group are published in the national press, both in print 

and electronic version. The research group collaborated with the popu-

lar history journal Rubicon on the publication of its special issue on 

Trianon in 2017, contributing over sixty pages.
31

 Our writings feature 

regularly in the journal Múlt–kor and on different online platforms.

The research group has published seven volumes at the time 

of writing, some of which have already been printed in multiple edi-

tions.
32

 By the end of 2019, the first monograph of the project came out 

as well, that of Tamás Révész about the military policies of the Hun-

garian state in 1918–19.
33

 Other works are currently at different stages 

of the editorial process and are expected to come out in 2020. These 

volumes include a contribution about Romanian, Serb, and US prepara-

tions for the peace treaty with Hungary and a collective volume based 

on the papers that were presented at our November 2018 conference on 

refugee  issues. Moreover, another collective volume is going to be pub-

lished soon with a prestigious British publisher, investigating the links 

between the  Trianon peace treaty and geography.

In the course of such a long-term research project, it is to be 

expected that new initiatives will arise along the way that will be worth 

including. In our case, these new inspirations may comprise mono-

graphs, exhibition scenarios, the development of new city walking 

tours, or a movie idea. Based on these initiatives, three other books 

have already been published in cooperation with our research group,
34

 

as well as another volume of popular history, aiming to summarize the 

research work accomplished, focusing on social and cultural history 

and microhistory.
35

 Furthermore, the members of our research group 

have published about thirty articles and book chapters in Hungarian 

and international outlets, including Történelmi Szemle, Századok, and 

international journals,
36

 while they have also presented at more than 

forty conferences in Hungary and abroad. They have published about 

forty popular history contributions, and given presentations directed 

at general audiences across Hungary and beyond (seventy to eighty 

events altogether); the total audience at these events amounted to sev-

eral thousand. From among the conferences that Trianon 100 itself has 
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organized, the one entitled Hullóidő (Falling time), concerning Szekler 

identity, stands out. This conference was co-organized with the HAS 

Centre of Social Sciences, Institute for Minority Studies, and took place 

in Budapest, on May 25, 2018. We consider our international confer-

ence Úton (On the road), focusing on issues of refugees, mobility and 

migration, similarly important. The event took place in Budapest on 

November 9–10, 2018, with Peter Gatrell (University of Manchester), 

a well-known authority on refugee history, giving the keynote speech. 

We are proud of the workshop that we organized together with Roma-

nian, Slovak, and Serb historians in September 2018, as well as an in-

ternal workshop in  Vienna in collaboration with the Ludwig Boltzmann 

Institute in December 2018. Meanwhile, the research group builds and 

shares databases on our website. We published a map-based database 

of Trianon memorials across the Carpathian Basin (http://trianon100.

hu/emlekmuvek) that will ultimately contain the descriptions and ex-

act locations of about 350 monuments in the region. We also granted 

public access to our database of Trianon refugees (http://trianon100.

hu/menekultek) in May 2019; it was visited by close to fifty thousand 

users in the first three days after launching. The database contains over 

fifteen thousand names, and its apparent success illustrates how this 

initiative is one of the many ways through which historical scholarship 

can enable the understanding of the past.

Should all our plans come to fruition, our research group’s final 

output will consist of twelve to fourteen volumes, dozens of professional 

and popular articles, presentations, and conferences by 2021. These 

results should enable us to present Hungarian society with fresh and 

valid knowledge that establishes a framework for thinking and learn-

ing about Trianon for decades to come. On the other hand, we strive 

for an “about-face” that is long overdue in our historical scholarship. 

While research into political and diplomatic history remains important, 

we wish to give a larger role to social and cultural history as well as to 

the history of mentalities. We also provide a broader, regional compara-

tive perspective, in order to have a more complex understanding of what 

happened to Hungary between 1918–24.

Translated from the Hungarian by Réka Krimanics
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