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The Exile’s Pogm Yugosiavia and the wars that followed have been distorted by Tickeas far the
numeraus myths and stereotypes. Among these have been myths of 2004 Formula 1
w ‘historical friendships” between former-Yogoslay countries :m:d GF Ilgmsw are
E;Ht r rd varigus foreign powers. The myth of the *historical Serb-Russian :».".:-,'r.'.n'p'ﬁ:;uh A
Editarial Board friendship’ was a lie that contained a grain of truth, insofar as
E._I.I.Lhﬂ during the ninsteenth and early toventieth centuries Russian
Bioaraohies statesmen and nationalists had at times championed the cause of the ATt
Contact ug Orrilodox Slavs of the Balkans; nevertheless, since Hossia betrayed Tichsts
the Serbian cause in 1878 by selecting Bulgaria as its favourite Tickeds far tha F4

Balkan satellite, Russia and Serbla have more ofien than not been Cirand Prix i
enemies than friends, By contrast, the *historical Croat-German E:JEE'::::LTWW
friendship” was pure myth; an ignorant misinterpretation of sty £ LI ik
Hitler's opporiunistic decision to establish a Grear Croatian puppet

state in 1941 — an act that had no precedent whatsoever in prior

Mazi; let alone German, pelicy toward the Balkans,

Mevertheless, some traditional friendships between states may have
affected the course of the Yugeslay crisis. German and Slovene
nationalists had been at loggerheads wnder Austrin-Hungary;
nevertheless Austria's support for Slovenia in 19%0-91 may have
derived in part from a sense of affinity between two historically and
eulturaliy close nations. Greeee®s support for Serbia stemnmed from
o tradition of alliance between the two nations going back to the
comion struggle against the Otioman Empire and Bulgaria in
1912-13. Yet it is Hangary's suppori for Croatia in 1990-91 that
has been least remarked upon. Croatia was linked to the Hungarian
crown frem 1102 until 1918 — a period of over cight-hundred years
— and the Croatinn chequerboard coat-of-arms still sdorns public
buildings in Budapest teday. Such 3 relationship did not imply
friendship, amy more than did the histarical relationship between
England and Treland — Croatian nationalism indeed arose in
opposition to Hungarian domination. Yet the Hungarianss more
than any other nation had reason (o remember Croatia’s existence
a5 a kingdom before the birth of Yugoslavia in 1918, And it was
Hungary throwsh which the largest portian of imporicd anms
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reschied the fledgling Croatisn National Guard in the run-up to the
Yuposlay war.

Like Vienice and the Ditoman and Auvstrian Empires, Hungary was
a state whose swn history was closely affected by it interaction
wiith and domination of South Slavie peoples. In Laszlo Kontler™s
History of Hungary we now have an excellent, up-to-date texthook
history of Hungory, ene that scholars of the South Slavs may .
consult with profit. [t is interesting to read, for example, that heside
the well knewn and prominent participation of Serbs and Croats in
the Habsburgs® war against Hungary in 1848-49 were some who
fowght prominently for the other side: the thirfeen Hungarian
generals exeented by the Habsburgs on 6 October 1849 included
Serbs and Croats as well as Magyars, Duaring Woerld War 11
Hungary's behaviour was slightly less shameful than that of its
German, Italiam and Romanian allies, nevertheless the most
infamous of itiarmy’s atrocities was, according fo Kontler, the
muassacre of over three thousand civilians at Novi Sad in Vojvodina
in January 1942, On the other hand, a few months earlier the
Hungarian Prime Minister Count Pal Teleki had shot himsell
rather than lead his couniry info war with Yugoslavia.

Kontler provides some interesting glimpses of the ambigeous
Hungarian attitude toward the Croais, The Croats were the only
Hungarian subject people whose nationality the Hungarian liberals
on the eve of 1848 were ready to acknowledge — on account of their
being viewed as a ‘historic’ natlon. Despite the bitter clash between
the Croatian and Hungarian natienal movements that followed, the
Croats received a considerable degree of autonomy Tram the
Hungarian-Croatian agreement {(Nagodba) of 1868 on account of
the *historical legitimacy® of their elaims to self-government, By the
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end of World War I, as the defcated Hungarians were negotiating
with their former subject peoples, ‘Croat claims were deemed
justified by practically everyone in Hungary’, according to Kontler.

Just as the Hungarian-Croatian ¢onflict was winding down,
however, the Serbian acquisition of territory in present-day
Vojvedina added a new dimension to the Hungarian-Serb conflict.
The Serbs of Vojvodina had, like the Croats, struggled for
autonomy against the Hungarians and had fought alengside the
Croats in 1848-49, Yet the Hungarians’ conflict with Serbia and the
Serbs remained explosive after 1918, with the Hungarian invasion
of Yugoslavia in 1941 and subsequent persecution of the Serb
population of Batka and Baranja. The Hungarian minority was
well treated in Tito’s Yugoslavia, but Kontler notes: ‘It was in the
late 1980s, along with the tightening of the Yugoslav regime under
Slebodan MiloSevié as well, that mass harassment of the
Hungarians ef Vojvodina started, culminating in the lifting of the
autonomy of the area in 1991." [sic.—the virtual abolition of
Vojvodina’s autonomy actually took place in 1989].

Naturally the South Slavs occupy only a small place in Kontler’s
parrative, but Kontler treats them, along with Hungary’s other
subject peoples, with much sensitivity and fairness. His book is
balanced, comprehensive, well written and well structured —a
valuable addition to the historiography of Central Europe.
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