
Foreword

The content of this book is based on the conference held on 13—14th 
November, 2014 at the University of Debrecen. It was organized by our work
group in historiography, which operates in the Institute of History of the same 
university.

First of all, we would like to offer a few introductory remarks regarding the 
work-group. It was established in 2007 to provide a forum for the 
representatives of different humanities and social sciences (history, literature, 
classical philology, ethnography, sociology7, philosophy etc.) to exchange ideas 
and formulate a common network for discussion.1 The work-group operates on 
different levels. We are holding lecture series, book presentations, workshops,1 2 
and the members of the group also participate at conferences on the subject of 
historiography regularly. Some members of the work-group are doctoral 
students, and we also discuss the dissertation proposals of them at our meetings. 
We regularly organize conferences, which provide us the opportunity to 
summarize the work recently carried out in the field of historiography, and also 
to establish new forms and directions of collaboration. We have already held 
four conferences. Our first conference commemorated the work of the noted 
Hungarian historian Bálint Hóman (1885-1951)3 on the occasion of the 125th 
anniversary of his birth. We discussed different aspects of historiography at our 
second conference, which was held in Debrecen in 2011.4 Our third conference 
was jointly organized by our work-group and the Atelier workshop of the 
Loránd Eötvös Univesity of Budapest. The topic of this conference was 
historical writing and thought during the post World War II period in Hungary7.5 
This conference was held in Budapest and could attract a wide audience from 
Hungary7 and abroad.

1 See more:. Erős, „Egy historiográfiai munkacsoport születése” As well as Erős-Takács (eds.), 
Tudomány és ideológia köpött, 3-5.

2 Cf. Roumanian History written by Hungarians in foreign languagues. (Writing the Roumanian History 
Abroad. Workshop, Debrecen. 12-th. February, 2013.); As well as Porciani-Raphael, The 
Making of a Profession (2010); Historiography workgroup, Debrecen. 2013. September. 
Workshop with Jo Tollebeek.

3 See more about Hóman Cf. Újváry—Csurgai (eds.) Hóman Bálint, a történés^ és a politikus (2011).
4 Cf. Erős—Velkey (eds.), „zl historiográfia műhelyében” (2012).
5 Cf. Erős-Takács (eds.), Tudomány és ideológia kiiyött (2012).
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All these developments and activities provided us the opportunity to establish 
an international network of scholars. This is the reason why we decided to 
organize our first international conference in 2014. Many well-known Hungarian 
and foreign experts of the field had shown interest in the conference, but due to 
limited funding, we were forced to reduce the extent of the conference. Under 
such circumstances we decided to focus on the mutual connection of Austrian 
and Hungarian historiography as the new central topic of the conference. This 
idea was not completely new. It is among the original aims of our work-group to 
establish scholarly cooperation with such institutions as the Hungarian Academy 
of Sciences, Loránd Eötvös University of Budapest, Central European University 
(Budapest), and the National Archives of Hungary. On the occasion of his 
scholarly trips to Vienna the writer of the present lines had already met with such 
representatives of the Austrian professon as Professor Gernot Heiss and Dr. 
Karel Hruza, and we discussed the feasibility of common projects with the 
mutual participation of Austrian and Hungarian colleagues. As the first sign of 
such cooperation Professor Alois Kernbauer invited me and one of my doctoral 
students to present papers at the University of Graz about historical writing and 
thought in Hungary7.6

6 The volume is under publication. The conference in Kufstein in 2014 was a part of the 
cooperation of the study7 of the relationships between Austrian and Hungarian historians. More 
about the conference Cf. Böröndi-Deák, „Háború és béke” (2015).

The program of the international conference reflects these developments. 
The presentations of the first day of the conference addressed the problems of 
historical writing and thought in Romania and Hungary7 and in the wider sense of 
the word in Eastern Europe in general. There were papers about the relationship 
of Romanian historians and Transylvania, the problems of microhistory7, the 
correlation of spiritual history with cultural history and postmodern. Other 
colleagues presented papers about the methodological development of history7 in 
Eastern Europe after 1945, and the attempts to introduce quantitative methods 
of economic history7 in Hungary7 during the 1960—70s.

The working language of the first day7 was English. Due to the fact that the 
second day was about the connections of Austrian and Hungarian 
historiography, the working language of this day was German. The participants 
lectured on Aurél Ignác Fessler, the so called "labanc" historians (János Majláth, 
Alajos Mednyánszky) who belonged to the circles of Joseph von Hormayr, the 
debate between Harold Steinecker and Ákos Timón about the Hungarian 
constitutional history7, Max Weber, the different Austrian interpretations of 
1848/49 and the perception of history7 by the leaders and ideologists of the social 
democratic movement in Austria.
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Similarly to many such conference volumes, this book does not contain all 
the papers presented at the conference, since some participants decided not to 
submit edited studies of their conference presentations. On the other hand, we 
decided to include studies of such historians (László L. Lajtai, Martina Pillingova, 
Aron Szele, Jo Tollebeek) who for different reasons did not participate at the 
conference. The reason of this is that these scholars had already established 
strong connections with our work-group. We discussed the book of one of them 
(László L. Lajtai), and some olthers presented papers at one of our meetings or 
published studies in one of our publications.

The title of this volume is „Approaches to Historiography”. It refers to one 
of the most important lessons of our previous events: there are many ways and 
methods of dealing with historiography. Some of the contributors to this volume 
argue that historiography is rather close to the history of ideas or at least their 
writings are inspired by it or rely on conceptual history and hermeneutics (the 
studies of László L. Lajtai and Pál S. Varga can be mentioned here). According 
to some others the anthropological aspects of historiography recently came to 
the fore (Jo Tollebeek), and there are scholars who imply that the philosophy of 
history and epistemology’ could be integral parts of historiography? (Endre Kiss, 
András Kiss Lajos, Vilmos Erős). Some of them maintain that one of the main 
tasks of historiography is to discover the antecedents of modern social and 
economic history (Róbert Káli), and some others are trying to analyze the 
different national discourses and are drawing lessons from them (Greta Miron, 
László Dávid Törő). There are also historians who examine interactions between 
politics and historical writing (Radu Mârza); and there is a comparative analysis 
of how national ideologies affected modern high school textbooks of history in 
Hungary’ and Slovakia (Martina Pillingova).

Naturally one of the studies does not fully’ represent the author’s 
comprehensive view (if she or he has one at all) about the message of 
historiography, but it can be an indication and a starting point for future 
orientations. One of the common features of most of the contributions is that 
they investigate historiography? from a historical and not from a normative point of 
view.7 But there is one exception. On the basis of his ideas developed in his 
former studies and books,8 István M. Szíjártó is trying to conceptualize a kind of 
Historik.9 According to him microhistory7 is not a historical, but a normative 
phenomenon. He argues that microhistory? is superior to previous approaches to 

7 Cf. Erős, ” Van-e a történelemnek elmélete?’ 55-63.
8 See Magnússon-Szijártó: What is Microbistoty? (2013).
9 See Droysen, Grundriss der Historik (1868).
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history, and as a result, future historians should accept and pursue this 
paradigm.10 11

10 Cf. my notes about this problem in the study of Vilmos Erős.
11 Cf. For example the studies in Századok, 2013. Kövér, ’’Fordulat, forradalom utáni A magyar 

gazdaságtörténet-írás a nemzetközi trendek tükrében” Századok, 189-204. Gyáni, ”A posztmodem és a 
magyarorsgági történetíród' Századok 177-188. Pók, ’’Eszmetörténeti kutatások a nemzetközi és hazai 
történettudományban” Századok 205-213. Frank, ’’Magyarország az újabb angol-amerikai történeti 
irodalomban” Századok 215-223. Ormos, ”Eehet-e magyar történelmet írni egyetemes történelem nélkül?' 
Századok 167-176.

We attached to the essays an appendix containing the literature on Hungarian 
hsitorical writing published in foreign languages. This bibliography is far from 
complete, of course. Nevertheless, we deem it as a first step towards one of the 
main aims of our work-group, namely to compose a comprehensive databese of 
the scholarly literature concerning Hungarian historical writing and thought.

Still, this bibliography in its present state could serve as a valuable tool for 
those scholars who do not read Hungarian. But it is important for some other 
reasons. We can address by the help of it such questions as how the language of 
this scholarly literature of historiography has changed during time, or the role of 
emigrant historians, who composed their works in somewhat marginal position. 
Does immigrant historians belong to the historical profession of Hungary or the 
country in which they are working? Should we consider the histories of the 
national minorities of historical Hungary (e. g. the works of the Saxons of 
Transylvania) an integral part of Hungarian historical writing, or not? How 
should we interpret the œuvre of such persons, who were not professional 
historians (István Bibó, György Lukács, László Németh, Oszkár Jászi), but had a 
deep effect on historical writing and thought in Hungary7 and abroad?

It is our deep conviction that the addressing of these problems bring us 
closer to answering the major question if Hungarian historical writing is 
embedded in European historical writing, or not? Recently, this became a major 
issue in Hungarian historical profession.11 The present bibliography is certainly 
far from complete, and is clearly not sufficient to become a basis of the thorough 
analysis of these problems. Nevertheless, it is good enough to be the starting 
point of such investigations, and to inspire scholars to amend it.
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