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Most social researchers agree that in Hungary, 

after 1526, most social, economic, and political initi-
atives and reforms originated from culture.

Th at is why it is not a coincidence that achiev-

ing cultural freedom, the „abolition of cultural 

duties” is always among the top priorities of every 

struggle for freedom.

It is also well known among scholars that strug-

gles fought in diff erent times assisted several phe-

nomena to take root and descend from age to age 

as cultural heritage. Some of them are particularly 

signifi cant. One of these phenomena is the constantly 
fought struggle for identity. It appears in the fi ghts 

for independence after the Ottoman rule, in the 

War of Independence of 1848–49 and then in the 

era of the Austro-Hungarian Compromise of 1867, 

it also appears in the situation following the world 

wars and in the goals of the revolution of 1956 as 

well, but it also appears in the social situation af-

ter the surprising collapse of socialism. Th e second 

phenomenon has been present since the Hungari-

an conquest. It raises the questions concerning the 

adaptations from abroad. What should Hungary 

take over? How and to what extent should some 

patterns to be adapted? What serves the nation and 

progress? What should be avoided? Th e dichot-

omies of West/East, populist/urban, Budapest/

countryside and their real or imagined advantages 

or disadvantages created cultural camps that has 

been infl uential not only of politics but of gener-

al public opinion as well. Th e third phenomenon 

basically gained infl uence during the 20th and 21th 

century. It is about the contradiction between the 

Hungarian state and the all-time civil society. Rea-
sons behind this contradiction are on the one hand the 
practical diff erences between the Western and Hungar-
ian approach of democracy, and on the other hand, 
the long-lasting shortcomings of democratic experience 
Hungary has faced.

Nobody could predict the surprising collapse of 

the Soviet Empire, not even those who had “tried 

to crack the wall of socialism” by their own means. 

Documents from the beginning of this volume 

have cultural historical signifi cance. Th eir authors 

are recognised cultural experts of the era of the rev-

olution of 1956. In the other chapters, you can fi nd 

Th omas T. Kiss publications mainly from the years 

of the transformation – between 1986–1991. Some 

of his works are from the intense debates from the 

following years.

Every writing – directly or indirectly – refl ects 

the aforementioned phenomena: the crises of iden-

tity, the problems of adaptation, the emergence of 

cultural camps, the tension between the state and 

civil society, and the needs for democracy.
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