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Introduction

Since the publication and subsequent popularity of Arthur Griffith’s
The resurrection of Hungary (Dublin, 1904 and 1918), there has been little
doubt both in contemporary public mind and the scholarly community that
the example of Hungary carried a political message for Ireland. As there has
been no systematic study of the preceding century, in terms of what was
known and how that information was used about Hungary, this thesis aims to
examine the extent to which that period could have furnished Griffith with a
set of images about Hungary. This, beyond being a strong point for the
relevance of this study, also lent a suggestion towards the structuring of the
following investigation in order to analyse how these Irish images of Hungary

were constructed and for what purposes.

This thesis therefore sets out to examine the nature, extent and
significance of Irish knowledge and interpretations of Hungary through a six
decades timeframe. It also aims to contextualize these views in terms of their
importance, utility and endurance in the Irish public mind. The contemporary
selecting and filtering of these pictures as a process has been essential, as a
fully encompassing view of Hungary was hardly manageable. Therefore, the
results of the selection, namely the choice of the images that were adopted
and reasons for doing so, were those that had a significant impact on what
was known of Hungary in Ireland in the given period. Factors influencing this
selection and preference process, such as the role of newspapers, pamphlets
and travel writings amongst others, will be examined as well as the working

of the process itself.

The Congress of Vienna, held between 1814 and 1815, has been
chosen as a starting point as it not only provided a political settlement for the
Continent after the Napoleonic wars but it also served as a metaphorical new
beginning. As the dust from the wars settled, Irish attention was directed and
re-directed to the imperial city and the Austrian empire at large. Although

there were numerous and well-established contacts between Ireland and the



Continent and within that with the Austrian empire well before the nineteenth
century, these were mostly of a cultural and military nature.! These early
connections mostly operated and were characterised by personal experiences,
namely of people who either visited the region or settled there long term. As
the nineteenth century witnessed a boom in the newspaper and pamphlets
industry, paralleled with an equal growth in travel literature, knowledge about
certain regions of Europe was no longer a prerogative only of those who had
been there. This was equally aided by similar parallel historic developments
taking place in various other parts of Europe, and thus, the idea of a closer
attention, consideration and analysis of these places took a firmer formerly
unprecedented root.

This thesis is going to examine the Irish reactions to and self-
reflections based on Hungarian events and developments, through the larger
historic framework of an imperial setting which characterized the experience
and position of the two countries respectively. As an undefined and
uncategorized analysis of these six decades of Irish perceptions of Hungary
would have meant researching and interpreting a vast amount of material,
some restrictions have had to be applied to this research. Not all Hungarian
events, developments, public figures and changes have been examined for
their  Irish  perception, and not all historic aspects that Hungarian
historiography identifies as important cornerstones feature in the thesis.
Beyond that, even those events and features that are discussed were still
weighed according to their importance in terms of the Irish looking glass.
Namely, certain events that the Irish found interesting and analysed in greater
lengths and varied detail, even though they might appear episodic from a
Hungarian viewpoint, were given preference. Moreover, only the most

important iconic years such as 1848-49 were treated in separate chapters

! For this vast field, see for example the publications of the Irish in Europe project of Dr Thomas
O’Connor and Professor Marian Lyons (NUI Maynooth). Thomas O’Connor and Marian Lyons (eds),
Strangers to citizens: The Irish in Europe, 1600-1800 (Dublin, 2008). Thomas O’Connor (ed), The Irish
in Europe, 1580-1815 (Dublin, 2001). Thomas O’Connor and Marian Lyons (eds), Irish migrants in
Europe after Kinsale, 1601-1820 (Dublin, 2003). Idem, Irish communities in early modern Europe
(Dublin, 2006).



while others were analysed as part of a bigger framework. The year 1875 as
the closing date for the thesis was prompted by the aim of providing an
analysis of the immediate Irish reactions to the Austro-Hungarian
Compromise of 1867. This, however, also coincided with the beginning of
Isaac Butt’s replacement by Charles Stewart Parnell as undisputed leader of
the home rule movement. Parnell was a very different type of politician and
represented an alternative political approach to the conservative federalist
home rule of Butt, thereby supplying the thesis with an even more logical and
appropriate end date.

It has to be stressed here how important the Irish domestic context
was in this selecting, filtering and interpreting course of perception. As Irish
newspapers did not employ regular special foreign correspondents at the
beginning of the period, foreign information arrived in Ireland through
different  channels.  Continental, that is mainly French and German
newspapers, foreign mail sections of British newspapers and the occasional
private correspondent were the main sources for Irish foreign information.
Therefore it is crucial to note here that this ensured that foreign news as such
arrived to the Irish shores through various degrees of filtering. This was
largely influenced by these continental newspapers themselves, representing
varied levels of distinct political views which in turn resulted in a conscious
or unconscious interpretation and passing on of news as opposed to merely
reporting about such foreign information. Equally influential for the Irish
selection process was how newspapers chose their representative continental
counterparts as sources for news and reports, determined by their respective
stand along the line of nationalist, liberal or conservative values. Images
provided by newspapers or sources belonging to a contending political camp
were equally interpreted in the papers, however they were treated with

varying degrees of doubt, criticism and scorn.

A further level of selection has taken place as the thesis put more
emphasis on studying and evaluating those Irish images of Hungary which
went beyond the contemporary there and then news value. As the Irish

domestic political context is the guiding principle around which these images
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were scrutinized, the allure that these supposed parallels of ongoing
developments in Eastern Europe exercised across the wider political spectrum
in Ireland is very instructive. Most important will be those images during the
analysis that the Irish dedicated more time and effort into deeply evaluating
as similar political trends. In the course of investigation due attention will be
paid to identify whether certain images would potentially resurface from time
to time to contribute to a more static, generic image of Hungary. In this
context the underlining motives for a continuous reappearance, in terms of
what such images offered, will prove to be particularly meaningful for the

thesis’s aim of analysing the directions of Irish interest in Hungary.

Furthermore, the thesis also aims to scrutinize the process of
formulating and moulding images of Hungary into the Irish discourse,
identifying the structuring of these images, be that modelling one image after
another, or more fluctuating in approach. In this latter case, these images
would necessarily be influenced by deeper contextual considerations, bearing
in mind that the domestic political situation and imperial position of the Irish
were always categories to contend with. Considerations that go beyond that
were of a more universal nature, something that elevated the image into the
realm of generic truths which in turn were seen to materialize in these

specific examples.

A further important aspect of investigating the building principles of
these images is ascertaining how balanced a view of Hungary they
represented. The initial step in this analysis is to identify how the picture in
question was constructed, taking the backdrop of contemporary political
truths, in terms of what was known at the time, into account. Moreover, it is
also crucial to identify the extent to which Irish contemporaries would have
had a chance of knowing the reality of their image, following the previous
logic, even if their view was mistaken or purposefully misread the situation.
In this latter case, if there was such potential, the researcher was dealing with
a very conscious realigning of the image. The aim of this process was to
make the image more fitting for a purpose considered of higher importance

than accuracy. Obviously a central and sensitive issue had to be the mixed
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composition of the Austrian empire, including the kingdom of Hungary, for
example. How were the mutual relations between its Magyar, Slavic and
German peoples were interpreted in Ireland? The Hungarian context provided
a special mediating sphere, where, given the existing dividing lines in Irish
society and politics, underlining issues could be indirectly dealt with.

In terms of Ireland, the nineteenth century was a turbulent period.
The Act of Union (1800) sealed the fate and basic position of Ireland for the
rest of the century and in turn introduced and as it later turned out through the
period, institutionalized a set of political dynamics for generations to come.
The unification with Great Britain, aimed as a settlement, offered a restricted
political latitudinal space and through its framework, contributed to the
increase and intensification of a grievance and resentment-driven politics in
Ireland. The Catholic emancipation movement and its eventual success,
granted in 1829 after long and hard contests in the British parliament, was
significant for various reasons. Firstly, it established that the Act of Union,
sealing a specific status quo, was a settlement that as originally framed,
namely that Catholics could vote but not sit in the parliament, failed to take
all aspects of Irish life into consideration. More crucially, as the act lacked a
degree of flexibility, all changes and alterations were subject to and were
administered through decisions in the British government and parliament.
The success of emancipation, however, demonstrated that Catholic positions
and rights were worth fighting for, as the volume, degree and quality of
support it received in  wider political circles amply  underlined.
Contemporaries could also draw the conclusion that the British government
was susceptible to reasonable arguments but equally, waves of panic swept
over some Protestants though in fact many liberal Protestants supported

emancipation.

Daniel O’Connell’s next enterprise, the repeal movement, did not do
much to alleviate let alone extinguish these feelings of rising fear and

discomfort. Emancipation was intended to heal the rift between Catholics and



Protestants, but with the rise of repeal, in fact this dual dynamic seemed to be
increasingly dominating political life. O’Connell’s supporters were mainly
Catholics in this movement, with some notable Protestant exceptions: the
Protestant Repeal Association, with the poet Sir Samuel Ferguson, was in a
minority. The connection between mass movement and Catholicism created a
dangerous association which only further contributed to alienation from its
articulated goals. In this climate, the definition of the notions Irishness and
patriotism saw an increasing divergence on the Catholic and Protestant sides.
There were notable attempts at cooperation and synchronization of these
views, such as the aforementioned association of Ferguson, the brief repeal-
federalist overtures of 1844, and the Conservative platform of home
government with Butt towards the very end of the period of the thesis. These
shades of grey, however, never became mainstream political forces as there
were more powerful feelings and sentiments of distrust at work. The
unsuccessful risings of 1848 and 1867, the famine and the British reaction,
and the Church Disestablishment Act of 1869 were all events that contributed
to the widening of that subtle division towards a more identifiable

segmentation.

In the Austrian context, to provide a short historical background for
Hungary, the enduring Habsburg dynastic connection between Austria and
Hungary was formed in 1526 by the accession of Ferdinand | to the
Hungarian throne.? The unfolding turbulent centuries of Turkish wars and
occupation resulted in a threefold division of Hungary, as Ferdinand ruled the
western segment of the country, Transylvania became an independent
principality soon driven under Ottoman domination, while the central area
became subject to direct Turkish rule. The eventual final delivery from the

Ottoman empire’s sway through wars and the treaties of Karlowitz (1699)

2 Contrary to Robert A. Kann’s claims, Ferdinand I was not the first Habsburg to rule Hungary, the first
being Albert Il of Habsburg from 1437 to 1439. See: Robert A Kann, A history of the Habsburg empire,
1526-1918 (paperback ed., Berkeley, 1980), p. 21. George Holmes, The Oxford illustrated history of
medieval Europe (Oxford, 2001), p. 305.



and Passarowitz (1718), although it united the territories of the Hungarian

kingdom, did so under Habsburg rule.?

The diet of 1687, besides the imperial promise to observe all laws and
privileges in Hungary intact, was also important in establishing the hereditary
succession of the Habsburgs in Hungary with Emperor Leopold 1. This diet
not only renounced Hungary’s right to freely elect a sovereign, it also gave up
controlling foreign affairs, external tariffs, defence policies and a portion of
domestic government. It was during these chaotic times that Pressburg
(Pozsony in Hungarian, today’s Bratislava) became the capital of Hungary for
a period and similarly the seat of the diet until 1848. The Hungarian diet
comprised a house of magnates and a house of representatives with well-
established rules that governed who could get in to either of them. The upper
house included royal princes, hereditary peers, high dignitaries of the Roman
Catholic and Orthodox churches, representatives of the Protestant
denominations, life peers, various state dignitaries, high judges and three
representatives from Croatia. To the house of representatives strict electoral
laws applied, with the franchise based on taxation, property, profession,
official position and ancestral privileges. The kingdom of Croatia had
belonged to the Hungarian crown since the beginning of the twelfth century
through a personal union, where Croatia’s internal affairs were regulated
through a diet (sabor) and a viceroy (ban). Croatia sent deputies to both
sections of the diet where they were allowed to use Croatian as an official

language.

The security challenges posed by the Turkish wars and the more
immediate problem of succession, as Emperor Charles VI had no male heir,
resulted in the passing of a law in 1723, called Pragmatica Sanctio (Pragmatic
Sanction), which grew to have lasting importance and influence for the
empire. Firstly, it secured female succession, leading to Maria Theresa’s
succession to the throne and through her all Habsburg descendants until the

dynasty would die out, although this law was not accepted by all European

® Jeremy Black, European warfare, 1660-1815 (London, 1994), p. 103,
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states (Austrian war of succession, 1740-48). On a more lasting note, it also
asserted that the Habsburg lands were ‘indivisible and inseparable’:* which
claim, although contributing to the soothing of Hungarian worries about the
future integrity of the historic kingdom, also evoked a wish to see their
previous privileges legally guaranteed. Therefore, the Hungarian estates saw
to it that the Pragmatic Sanction reciprocated the renouncing of Hungary’s
right to the free election of a ruler with a constitutional guarantee of their
powers as feudal estates.” Thus the approval of the Pragmatic Sanction in
1723 made Hungary a hereditary kingdom under Habsburg rule which was to
last as long as the dynasty, or in this case, the empire lasted (1918). It was
establishing that Habsburg monarchs were to rule Hungary as kings and not
as emperors. The importance of the distinction lay in the principle that the
king was to observe Hungary’s constitution and laws, but this was interpreted

loosely by the dynasty during the period.

In the eyes of the Hungarian feudal estates, the establishment of this
link did not convey enough security against any potential future attempts to
curtail the distinct constitutional status of Hungary and their own feudal
privileges. The centralizing efforts of Joseph 11 (1780-90) prompted a
renewed wish to see these guarantees in more direct constitutional form. This
desire coincided with the reconciling attempts of the new sovereign, Leopold
Il (1790-92). Against the backdrop of the danger that French events posed for
the stability and safety of the empire, Leopold Il was willing to grant these
wishes. The diet of 1790-1 enacted that Hungary was a free and independent
kingdom within the empire with the right to be governed according to her
own laws and customs. Equally important were the sections that stipulated
that legislative powers were jointly vested in the king and the diet, diets were
to be held every three years, a coronation diet had to be summoned three
months following the death of the king, while similarly taxes would have to

be agreed to by the diet.° The laws enacted in 1791 also allowed Magyar to

* Andras Gergely and Gabor Méthé, The Hungarian state: a thousand years in Europe (Budapest,
2000), p. 168.
® Ibid, pp 217-8.
® George Barany, ‘The age of royal absolutism, 1790-1848 in Péter F Sugar, Péter Hanak and Tibor
Frank (eds), A history of Hungary (London, New York, 1990), pp 175-6.
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be taught in secondary and higher level education institutions, while
Protestants were allowed to exercise their religion freely and were treated as
equal applicants when it came to being considered for public offices. This
latter issue had special significance and after the long decades of persecutions
and forceful counter-reformation practices of the Catholic Habsburgs,

Protestant faiths were legally accepted as religions of the kingdom.

Besides these codified written laws there were customary unwritten
laws which secured the leading position of the nobility in the Hungarian
feudal kingdom. The Tripartitum (1514) of Istvan Werbdczi was the
cornerstone collection of these laws, which stipulated that the nobility paid no
taxes, owed service only in arms, possessed free ownership of their lands, and
were subject to nobody except the legally crowned king. The fourth cardinal
right codified the institution of noble resistance, which meant that if the
sovereign was curtailing the rights of the nobles, they were allowed to
actively resist these attempts. The nobles resigned from exercising this latter
right after the Turkish wars in 1687.” The nobility’s service in arms was
manifested in the institution of the ‘nobility’s insurrection’ whereby all
nobles were compelled to defend the integrity of the territory of Hungary
from an external attack when called on by the sovereign. Through the
recognition of this cardinal right, the elected sovereign swore to keep the
privileges of the nobility intact who in turn would offer their ‘life and blood,’
i.e. their sword, to the sovereign. As the official language of the kingdom of
Hungary was Latin, the phrase entered history in that lingua franca, namely
‘vitam et sanguinem.” This idea, originally codified in  Werbdczi’s
Tripartitum, gave rise to romantic depictions of this institution in later times
when Maria Theresa’s plea to the Hungarian estates on the eve of her
succession as empress in 1740, after she promised to maintain their
privileges, was greeted by the desired support of the nobles. Contemporary
and later interpretations indulged in the heroic image this exuded, although

the reaction of the nobles rather reflected a political bargaining process where

" For a list of the four primary privileges of a Hungarian noble, as codified in the Tripartitum, see:
Henry (Henrik) Marczali, Hungary in the eighteenth century. With an introductory essay on the earlier
history of Hungary by Harold W.V. Temperley (Cambridge, 1910), p. 103.n.
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their willingness to support her had nothing to do with romantic ideals but
with the realpolitik of seeing their rights guaranteed.

A further very important concept to keep in mind was the idea of the
political nation, the ‘natio Hungarica.” According to this concept, all
members of the nobility in the kingdom of Hungary belonged to this political-
judicial category, a feudal elite, regardless of their ethnic or confessional
background or mother tongue.® At the beginning of this period this posed no
real problem as the official language of the kingdom was Latin. Although
laws were still worded in Latin, Magyar translations were added to these from
1790, which together with the influence of the French revolution on the
national awakening slowly started to tip the balance towards a Magyarizing
process. In order to retain their feudal and political privileges, those nobles
who were of non-Magyar birth slowly started to assimilate and learnt

Hungarian.

There were exceptions to this trend, most notably the Croatians, and
the decision of the diet in 1844 to elevate Hungarian to be the official
language of the kingdom gave birth to a potentially explosive situation. The
reform activity of the previous two decades of the Hungarian diet culminated
and was summarized in the laws enacted in April 1848, sanctioned by the
Emperor Ferdinand V. These laws meant a huge step in Hungary’s
transformation from an essentially feudal privileges-driven society towards a
more modern civic society. As these steps were accompanied by the
strengthening forces of nationalism, present in all nationalities of the empire
to varying degrees, the introduction of Magyar as the official language was
certainly not greeted by these nationalities as Latin had not only functioned
essentially as a mediator but it also constituted a neutral middle-ground. A
precarious  equilibrium was now significantly  misbalanced  with  the

introduction of Magyar as the official language of communication.

® Emil Niederhauser, ‘The national question in Hungary’ in Mikulas Teich and Roy Porter (eds), The
national question in Europe in historical context (Cambridge, 1998), pp 249, 251.
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The strengthening of this tendency was amply demonstrated by the
events and course of the 1848-49 revolution and war of independence, as
certain nationalities, such as Croatians, Serbians and Romanians, took part
against the Hungarian uprising on the imperial side. Following the Hungarian
defeat in the war, Austria triumphed after the intervention of Russian forces,
and the kingdom was subjected to direct, absolute rule from Vienna. This on
the other hand meant that the wishes of those nationalities who partook in the
war, such as for territorial autonomy, were left unattended. Hungary’s passive
resistance against the absolutism of the Emperor Francis Joseph frustrated his
attempts at introducing a curtailed constitution in Hungary. The October
Diploma of 1860 and the February Patent of 1861 all failed as Hungary
would not agree to less than the democratic constitution of 1848. The
Hungarian diet of 1861 disapproved of the emperor’s centralization plan
which aimed to keep certain issues in his direct hand, such as foreign affairs
and war, while it delegated issues like customs, commerce, infrastructure and
finance to an imperial council (Reichsrat), leaving internal affairs, education
and judiciary matters in Hungarian hands. As this severely curtailed the
constitutional powers of Hungary, and neither of these patents entailed the
reconstitution of the legal connections between the various elements of the
historic kingdom, the diet of 1861 refused to enact these imperial patents. The

emperor dissolved the diet as a response.

The emperor could not sustain the reversion to absolutism during the
1860s owing to the interplay of international developments, such as Austria’s
gradual lessening involvement and influence in Italy, and the military defeat
by Prussia at Koniggratz in 1866 which meant the end of the empire’s
positions in Germany. As a result, the Compromise of 1867 which created the
dual monarchy of Austria-Hungary and lasted until 1918 was beneficial to
both parties involved. Austria could secure the empire’s positions as a power
in Central Europe while Hungary, after years of direct absolutist rule, was
finally elevated to a state of partnership. The new state structure introduced
two independent parliaments exercising legislative power in domestic issues,

namely  the Hungarian diet, reinstating Hungary’s constitutional
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independence, and the continuing Reichsrat for the rest of the empire.
However, it stipulated three areas to remain in the realm of common affairs.
These were the joint ministries of defence, foreign affairs and the financing of
these, which were kept in check by delegations appointed by the monarch and
the Reichsrat and the diet of Hungary.

As the Compromise seemed to have settled the Austrian and
Hungarian dispute, the elevation of one nationality of the empire, with
Magyar as the official language of the kingdom, seemed to have sown seeds
of future trouble. Although the Magyars had laid the foundations of the
kingdom, the other nationalities of the kingdom were not satisfied with the
concessions the new state structure offered in terms of their rights as
nationalities, such as language use. The nationality law of 1868 (statute xliv)
was progressive in terms of the individual’s language use, recognizing and
allowing the use of nationality languages in church, elementary and
intermediate  schools and in  communication with governmental bodies.®
Acknowledging this individual level of nationalities rights did not prove to be
enough, as by the end of the nineteenth century these peoples of the kingdom
were looking for political recognition as a group. Their wishes to see their
status elevated with territorial autonomy would have thwarted the sensitive
equilibrium of the empire; and thus the nationalities laws of the Hungarian
government in 1868, despite their progressive principles, seemed only to have
stalled a more serious upheaval. The division lines within the empire never

really disappeared.

To give a brief summary of Hungary’s constitutional position and
connections with Austria, with elements mentioned throughout the historical
overview above, one sees a portrait of fluctuating relations.® After the
Turkish wars, the diet of 1687 recognized the hereditary succession of the
Habsburgs to the throne of Hungary. Furthermore, the diet abrogated

Hungarian nobles’ right of resistance, while at the same time the emperor

® Kann, A history of the Habsburg empire, p. 362.
1% Various works can be recommended here for a general overview, see: Kann, A history of the
Habsburg empire. Or, alternatively: Miklds Molnar, A concise history of Hungary (Cambridge, 2001)
and L&szl6 Kontler, A history of Hungary. Millenium in Central Europe (New York, 2002).
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promised to observe all laws and privileges in compensation. The Pragmatic
Sanction (1713-23), on the one hand, secured the female line of inheritance
for the Habsburgs, thus essentially making Hungary a hereditary kingdom
under the dynasty as long as it existed. On the other hand, this law also
declared that the Habsburgs ruled Hungary as Kkings, not emperors, where the
important distinction lay in the fact that the king of Hungary was bound by
Hungary’s constitution and laws. During the diet of 1790-91, under the strain
of external circumstances threatening the integrity of the empire, Leopold Il
codified that Hungary was an independent kingdom ruled by a king legally
crowned according to Hungarian laws. This Hungarian diet also saw to it that
new laws required the approval of both king and the diet.

The April laws and constitution of 1848, which appointed the first
government of Hungary, initiated a set of civic reforms and undid most of the
existing feudal privileges. In a reaction to the unilaterally declared
constitution of OlIlmitz of March 1849, which the dynasty issued after
mistakenly thinking that a decisive defeat of the Hungarian forces had been
achieved, Hungary declared the dethronement of the Habsburg dynasty in
April 1849. As the Hungarian war of independence was overcome by August
1849, the dynasty, in revenge for the dethroning declaration, introduced
absolute, direct rule in Hungary. Abrogating the constitution of 1848,
annulling all Hungarian privileges, this direct rule, however, still did not last.
Owing to a combination of internal and external circumstances, the
Compromise of 1867, which created the Austro-Hungarian dual monarchy,
was a realistic ‘armistice’ between the dynasty and Hungary. This complex
law gave Hungary control in domestic affairs and returned the control of
territories that were separated from the Hungarian crown during the absolutist
rule introduced after 1849, namely Voivodina, Transylvania and the Military
Frontier. The domestic control of affairs was balanced by the creation of
common ministries for affairs of defence, foreign affairs and their finances,
which, throughout the existence of the dual monarchy, were always

dominated by Austrian ministers.
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Moving on to methodology, the systematic and complex approach of
the thesis to Irish perceptions of Hungary provides this study with a unique
angle. Although there are a number of works which touch upon, consider and
analyse certain aspects, periods and figures mentioned in the thesis, they lack
the more generic and contextualizing approach undertaken by this present
work. The complexity of the study comes from the consideration of not only
nationalist but also various other shades of Irish political viewpoints such as
liberal  Protestants, Conservatives and Unionists. A  central research
proposition of the thesis is the hypothesis that consideration and
interpretation of images and perceptions of Hungary was not a unique and
sole property of nationalists in Ireland. The identification and analysis of
Conservative-Unionist readings of Hungary and the potential unearthing of
their motives for evoking these images is more central to this thesis than any
previous study.'' The contextualizing of these images of Hungary within the
Irish domestic political scene was thus a prime aim, namely the integration of
varying images or perceptions into an overall scheme of analysis. In essence,
the study of the images and how they were utilized in Irish public sphere
aimed at identifying and reconstructing an understanding of what the various
Irish sides were hoping for or looking to get from adopting such notions and

images about Hungary.

Turning to secondary literature, the author is indebted to studies such
as Thomas Kabdebo’s Ireland and Hungary (Dublin, 2001). Although it
primarily focuses on Arthur Griffith and his pamphlet, The resurrection of
Hungary (Dublin, 1904 and 2™ ed., 1918), also contains an introductory
broader chapter about the history of Irish-Hungarian connections, while a
separate chapter deals with the Irish perception of 1848 in Hungary. A similar

analytical approach yet much broader framework and range of topics are

1 Drawing examples mainly from the 1880s onwards, Gary K. Peatling has convincingly shown that
the use of European parallels was not exclusive to nationalists or Home Rule advocates. The Unionist
opposition to Home Rule, defending the empire’s integrity against self-government, equally had and
was aware of its European parallels. Peatling mentioned Hungary only in the context of Home Rule
debates of the 1880s. See: Gary K. Peatling, “’Continental crossings”: European influences on British
public opinion and Irish politics, 1848-2002" in History of European Ideas, xxvii (2001), no. 4, pp 371-
87.
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present in the works of Tibor Frank and Domokos Kosary respectively.
Frank’s book, Picturing Austria-Hungary: the British perception of the
Habsburg monarchy, 1865-70 (Boulder, New York, 2005) ambitiously not
only deals with British foreign political attitudes towards Hungary but also
considers economic and cultural factors. This book, however, does not
identify any distinct Irish perceptions. In a similar fashion, Kosary’s work
also focuses on a shorter time period, Hungary and international politics in
1848-49 (Boulder, 2003), albeit the chapter dealing with the British
perceptions of Hungary offers an impressive overview of contemporary
impressions. The chapter mixes discussions of high political opinion and
travel writings, but a distinct Irish aspect is also missing from his

consideration.

The recent article by ROisin Healy on William Smith O’Brien’s
Hungarian travels in 1861 and a wider study of patterns in Irish perceptions
about Eastern Europe, entitled ‘Inventing Eastern Europe in Ireland, 1848-
1918’ provide useful insights into both specific and broader sections of this
field.”> Any consideration of Western travel writing about Eastern Europe in
the period would have to critically incorporate the theories of Larry Wolff.
His groundbreaking Inventing Eastern Europe (Stanford, 1994) introduced
the West-East, civilization-barbarism dichotomy as a governing principle
formulated during the period of Enlightenment into the historical analysis of
travel writing. Maria Todorova has criticized Wolff’s somewhat elitist,
somewhat oversimplifying interpretation in her Imagining the Balkans
(Oxford, 1997), claiming that contrary to Wolff’s theory, based on different
variables, there were multiple viewpoints and interpretations about the
format, extent and limitations of this dichotomy. Although these works
provide instructive theoretical frameworks for the analysis of travel writings,

they do not discuss distinct Irish perceptions.

12 Réisin Healy, ‘Inventing Eastern Europe in Ireland, 1848-1918” in Cornel Sigmirean et al (eds),
Anuarul Institutului de cercetari socio-umane Gheorghe Sincai (Targu Mures, Marosvasarhely, 2009),
pp 103-19.
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A further important work the thesis has benefited from consulting was
the three volume anthology edited by Wendy Bracewell and Alex Drace-
Francis entitled East looks West (Budapest, New York, 2009). The first
volume of the anthology, entitled Orientations. An anthology of East
European travel writing, ca. 1550-2000, offered valuable insights into how

travellers drew on their own ‘symbolic map of Europe’™

when they were
relating places they visited to their home countries. Although the editors
describe the self-reflective nature of travel writing in connection to Eastern
European travellers, the dynamic of the process shared general similarities
with the case of Irish travellers to Hungary. Furthermore, the comparative
study of Andrea Penz on the beginnings of mass tourism in Ireland and
Austria, entitled Inseln der Seligen. Fremdenverkehr in Osterreich und Irland
von 1900 bis 1938 (Kd&In, 2005), offered a unique interpretation of the

importance of the domestic context of these travels.

The jointly written Freiheit und Unabhangigkeit als imperative
Postulate: nationale Bewegungen in Irland und Ungarn im Vergleich, 1780-
1870 (Graz, 2006) by Willlam O’Reilly and Andrea Penz, offers a more
comparative study of Ireland and Hungary as opposed to concentrating more
on one’s perception of the other. Nevertheless, the authors’ pinpointing of
various similarities and differences in certain historic processes that happened
in parallel in the two countries during the given period, help an understanding
of how an interest in drawing comparisons and parallels could have arisen in
Ireland. Similarly useful were studies which dealt with Ireland’s connections
to or considerations of various other continental countries in terms of their
methodologies, approaches and contextualizing. Jennifer O’Brien’s article
entitled “Irish public opinion and the Risorgimento, 1859-60°** provides an
insightful study into how Irish images and perceptions of Italy were
influenced by domestic political constraints. For comparative purposes the
Ph.D. thesis of Eva-Maria Stoter entitled ‘Irlandbild/Deuschlandbild: the
reception of German culture in Ireland in the 1840s’ (NUIM, 2000) was

¥ Wendy Bracewell, ‘Guide to Orientation’ in idem (ed), East looks West. Orientations. An anthology
of East European travel writing, ca. 1550-2000 (Budapest, New York, 2009), p. xii.
14 Jennifer O’Brien, ‘Irish public opinion and the Risorgimento, 1859-60" in Irish Historical Studies,
XxXiv (2005), pp 289-305.
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similarly insightful. Niall O’Ciosain’s Print and popular culture in Ireland,
1750-1850 (Dublin, 2010) was helpful in providing context in terms of the
development of the print industry and readership in the period. Colin Graham
and Leon Litvack’s co-edited Ireland and Europe in the nineteenth century
(Dublin, 2006) highlighted the wide range of subjects that this vast field

comprises.

In terms of primary sources, a multi-fold methodological approach
was equally present in the range of materials considered throughout the
research and writing of the thesis, ranging from newspapers, pamphlets,
travel  writings,  parliamentary  debates,  diaries,  correspondence  and
manuscript materials. As the nineteenth century brought a considerable
growth in the volume and variety of materials, the research for this thesis had
to take this wide range of sources into account as well. It was precisely owing
to these influential factors that the closer scrutiny and analysis of a certain
type of primary source could not be applied to all chapters evenly. In the case
of contemporary newspapers for example, even though some of them are
currently being digitized, the thesis utilized them in a selective way. The first
restriction that had to be applied was the type of newspapers to be included in
the analysis. Keeping time considerations in mind and the width and
characteristic section of public opinion a newspaper would illustrate, research
was limited to the most influential and largest selling newspapers. These
papers, throughout the period of study according to their years of active
publication respectively, were the Freeman’s Journal, Faulkner’s Dublin
Journal, The Patriot, the Dublin Evening Post, the Dublin Evening Mail, The
Nation and The Irish Times. These newspapers all represented different
political views, encompassing liberal, nationalist, conservative and Unionist,
to provide a complex spectrum of contemporary opinion. This unfortunately,
however, meant that local and county-level newspapers had to be excluded
from consideration. This first level of filtering was extended further as it was
only for certain chapters that a more in-depth comparative scrutiny of these
papers could be carried out. These chapters were the ones with the shortest

time focus such as those examining the Congress of Vienna and the 1848-49
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revolution and war of independence. This did not mean that the newspapers’
comparative interpretation of events only occurred in the period covered by
these chapters, but such analysis had to be confined to chapters considering

shorter time-spans.

Irish travel writings as a sub-genre, by the nature of their personal
first-hand character, provided a special type of description and discussion of
the region. As an initial step some basic information needed to be identified,
such as the identity of the traveller, the purpose, the destination, the method
and extent of travel in the region. These were vital details as they inform
about the potential depth that can be expected from their analysis, including
the nature of impressions within the travel writing itself. Such tracing of the
identity of the traveller also provided biographic details such as education and
rank in society, aiding the process of placing the traveller in his or her home
Irish context. These latter elements were instructive in forming a picture of
the traveller, namely the extent of potential previous knowledge, or the ability
to faithfully describe and/or provide more background details of the region
and its inhabitants. This proved equally informative on the potential bias or
political implications the traveller might have possessed or was looking to
have justified by interpreting images of Hungary in a certain manner. The
analysis of these sources identifies whether and how these authors went
beyond the mere description of what they encountered, and the way they
provided more information on issues such as religion, politics and economy
in Hungary and/or in the Austrian empire. A further dimension has been
added by assessing how this experience of Hungary and the Austrian empire
fitted into their general view of that part of Europe along with their view of

Europe and Ireland’s place within that entity.

The study of pamphlets, periodical articles, published and manuscript
correspondence and other manuscript materials such as travel diaries also
required a similar initial approach of ascertaining who created the source, as
biographical data helped identify the potential purposes of publication or
motives for writing. The identification of the target readership was a

characteristic variant of these sources which in turn similarly predicted or
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preordained a certain approach to topics and a political standpoint. The Irish
print industry, as previous paragraphs alluded to this in relation to
newspapers, experienced a notable expansion in the period. This was visible
not only in the growth of the volume and circulation figures of newspapers,
but a large variety of periodicals and magazines, dedicated to various topics,
also sprang up. This change was especially noticeable from the 1830s
onwards when the market, previously dominated by political magazines and
periodicals, opened up towards publications combining literary and political
topics. The widening readership, which accompanied this diversification in
topical approaches, represented equally different political interests. With
emancipation opening politics for Catholics in 1829, a similar process of
expansion took place in the print industry, where the publication market’s
character tipped from being almost exclusively Protestant towards a co-
existence of various viewpoints, including a growing number of Catholic

publications.

The pamphlets and periodical articles appearing in the thesis were
monitored and assessed according to the novelty factor these writings
represented where recurring ideas could potentially have meant that the
author was consciously relying on a degree of previous knowledge which
their readers could obtain from newspapers. Laying down these basic details
helped put the actual source, article or pamphlet, into a larger context where
any difference from the basic political outline of a periodical for example was
treated as an individualistic approach accordingly. The domestic political
context and the consideration of the main political policies and theories of the
period were equally good indicators for assessing the creativity of the

author’s ideas or whether they were adhering to existing lines of thought.

The scrutiny of manuscript sources, especially letters, aimed to assess
Hungary’s representation in terms of length and depth in order to determine
the level of interest the region represented. The nature of such sources,
notably whether the parties were mere acquaintances or had been in
correspondence for a while, could have influenced the extent of details found

in these sources. In most cases Hungary, or ideas regarding various images of
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Hungary, were not centrally discussed, in the sense that the idea was not as
fully detailed as it would have been if it was a published source. Potential
common knowledge existing between the corresponding partners or the idea
of discussing certain arguments in person mostly limited the researcher’s
chance of finding a detailed discussion of Hungary in such correspondence.
In this sense, the identification of the extent to which and the motive for
featuring Hungary in these sources will play a decisive role in the selection
process.

In the context of parliamentary debates the specific type of event or
section of Hungarian history Irish M.P.s turned to, and their way of utilizing
these images, are of special significance. As these occasions were specific in
their political target, in terms of the British parliament being the primary
forum for actively influencing of Ireland’s status and position within the
empire, all political arguments and theories which utilized foreign images,
especially those of Hungary, were exceptionally telling. This thesis has taken
special care in identifying these political images of Hungary, their importance
and value within the debate, along with the larger domestic and imperial
context. Therefore, the conscious choice and selection of images, identifying
what kind of Hungarian pictures were considered as especially fitting and
effective by the Irish members to mould into a coherent argument with the

domestic Irish context, was the most important process at play.

Owing to considerations of length, the thesis could not consider every
source that mentioned Hungary. Priority therefore has been given to materials
which displayed a more coherent and central interest. It was also important to
evaluate whether Hungary featured as a stand-alone foreign example, or
whether there was a larger and more diverse context. One prime example is
the chapter dealing with Irish perceptions of Hungary during the revolutions
of 1848-49, which naturally had this European profile. Equal emphasis was
laid on assessing which periods or events were most likely to trigger a
discussion of Hungary in these sources, along with the tracing of potential
personal connections that might have contributed to the displayed interest. A

further angle was the process of establishing whether new periods of
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mentioning Hungary resulted in the use of different angles, topics or contexts
or whether there were habitual layers of meanings and perceptions that these
writings constantly worked with and ended up building upon.

For the purposes of this thesis emphasis has been confined to examining those
special circumstances that allowed the formulation and recurrence of interest in
foreign images in lIreland. The aim was to study the rationale that facilitated the
drawing of such parallels as opposed to analysing certain developments in the history
of the two countries from a comparative angle. This latter approach would have
required a different methodology and set of sources that would have taken the project
into a different theoretical framework. Thus, even though these chances for
comparative assessment of certain topics will appear throughout the thesis, as these
Irish paralleling activities worked with the assumption of comparisons available, the

thesis did not take these excursions from the main line of analysis.

The choice of topics covered in the following chapters was motivated by the
aim to provide a representative picture of important developments in nineteenth
century Ireland through the looking glass of foreign images lifted by contemporaries
into the period’s political discourse. The function and justification of these images
were placed in the context of the campaign for Catholic emancipation, repeal,
federalism and home government, among others. These chapters considering themes
of self-identification, self-determination and nationalism were then intertwined by
chapters analysing the reception of continental events, such as the Congress of Vienna
and the revolutions of 1848, in Ireland. These were chosen to examine both the nature
of rhetorical applications of foreign images in Ireland and also the pattern of Irish
connections to the continent, to the politics of status quo, and to Hungary especially.
The material presented in the thesis is a result of a selection process where preference
has been given to sources that were representative of identifiable patterns in the usage
of images of Hungary in Ireland. These primary sources spanned all walks of Irish life
and included correspondence, newspapers, pamphlets, periodicals, parliamentary
debates and private diaries to demonstrate an evolution in political public opinion.
Selection has been applied to concentrate on such sources that either added significant
examples to the use of foreign images in the Irish context, or they were illustrative of

the extent to which such ideas have penetrated contemporary discourse. The sources
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appearing in the following chapters were chosen for their representative character that
helped demonstrate trends and patterns of thinking present in Ireland in the period.

As to the layout of the thesis, the first chapter discusses Irish images
and interpretations of the Congress of Vienna in 1814-15. This was dictated
by an aim to begin by analysing the Irish perception of this empire, including
Hungary, by examining an international event hosted by the Austrian empire
that was of lasting importance for the whole Continent for decades to follow.
The chapter analyses the pattern of Irish perceptions of that congress and
Austria’s role in its working through a comparative assessment of four

contemporary newspapers and their editorials.

The second chapter investigates and analyses personal Irish
experiences and subsequent impressions of Hungary by assessing travel
literature produced by Irish travellers in Hungary in the same period, to 1848.
The third chapter considers views and interpretations of Hungary during the
Irish Catholic Emancipation and repeal movements. The second subsection of
that chapter carries the motif on with the pamphlet literature of the 1830s, in
which ideas of repeal and federalism were contested. The concluding section
of this chapter considers how Hungary was perceived and interpreted within
the context of the active campaigning for repeal of the act of union. The
fourth chapter focuses on Irish perceptions and reflections on the Hungarian
revolution and war of independence of 1848-49 which, as it happened in
parallel with the Irish uprising of the same year, provided ample opportunity
for contemplation. That chapter, similarly to the first one, concentrates the
analysis on the interpretations offered by major Irish newspapers and their

editorials published during these years.

Chapter five carries the analysis on to Irish impressions of Hungary
during the years of Habsburg absolutist rule and the subsequent Compromise
of 1867. As the 1848 revolutions around Europe contributed a heightening
sense of brotherhood of certain peoples struggling with similar circumstances
influencing their respective fates, the volume and degree of Irish perceptions

of Hungary were growing and somewhat changing. Events in Hungary
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culminated in the Compromise of 1867 which was considered as instructive
and inspirational not only for nationalists but also for the Irish Conservatives
in the home government movement. The final chapter offers a case study of
the images and perceptions of Hungary found in the Trinity College-based
Tory Dublin  University Magazine. During its publication history the
magazine featured articles about Hungary written by influential and
inspirational editors and contributors such as Charles Lever, and Sir Samuel
Ferguson, briefly a member of the Protestant Repeal Association.

The following chapters were written with the aim of providing a
balanced interpretation and analysis of Irish images and perceptions of
Hungary between 1815 and 1875. This firstly meant a careful scrutiny and
study of the interrelations, factors and influencing patterns that governed Irish
thinking and politics in the period. This served as a basis to be able to assess
what images of Hungary were fitted into these patterns of political arguments
and discussion platforms, why they were chosen and how they were
deployed. On the other hand the thesis argues that these images of Hungary,
although they might not always have been fully realistic and close to
historical truths, conveyed an interesting mixture of impressions of the
country. During the thesis it will become clear that Hungary was not always
considered in the same light or always imagined as being in an enviable
position. Interpretations fluctuated from harshly critical, to resolutely realistic
and to romantically idealizing. Whatever various permutations the images of
Hungary might have had, the aim of this study is to assess these views against
the backdrop of an Irish domestic context, in order to establish potential
reasons and inspirational motives that produced these perceptions of

Hungary.
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Chapter 1: Austria at the Congress of Vienna through the eyes of the Irish press

Any attempt to analyze the perception of a certain historic event, person,
country or region, through characteristic examples of contemporaneous primary
sources is an ambitious project. It is an invitation of readers to a time-travel which
allows the reconstruction of the visited era’s world-view. This chapter sets out on such
a journey with the time period 1814-15, the end of the Napoleonic wars and the
Congress of Vienna as framework destinations, through the media of a selection of
influential Irish daily papers of the era. The first steps of this imaginary traveling
include a short introduction to the politics and status quo in Europe, the main issues
the congress had to deal with, and information about the daily papers involved. As a
comprehensive interpretation of the views of the Dublin Evening Post, Faulkner’s
Dublin Journal, Freeman’s Journal and The Patriot on the Congress of Vienna would
mount up to volumes, this present travel will be limited to one particular topic, these
papers’ perception of Austria, the hosting empire of the congress. Special attention
will be paid to questions that are bound to arise, to determine whether there was a
genuine interest in Austria, besides her role as the host, the extent of this interest, to
assess how, if at all, the papers’ original political affiliation directed the coverage of
Austria, and to evaluate whether Austria could be considered as a sensitive topic, as a

typical indicator of the different attitudes these Irish papers professed.

The Congress of Vienna, held between November 1814 and June 1815,
became an iconic representation of the continental powers’ answer to the challenge
that French events from 1789 onwards posed to the established order. Those present at
the conference were all concerned with working out a system to ensure that no power
could build and extend its domination over such large portions of the Continent as
France had done under Napoleon. The keywords of legitimism and balance of power
in this respect not only meant the dismantling of Napoleon’s empire, implying the
redrawing of borders, but also the creation of a new Europe. This meant a novel
approach to international politics and power relations, in which the former
competition and conflict dichotomy that dominated eighteenth century high politics

were replaced by key concepts of stability, alliances, concert and striving for political
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equilibrium.> The Vienna system embodied this structural approach to European
politics, where the territorial settlements, although they were aimed at keeping
France’s ambitions at bay, were nevertheless constructed with care to avoid the
humiliation of the defeated party.? The interlocking system of rights, obligations,
alliances and diplomatic conferences that followed the Napoleonic wars reflected the
mutual interest of the biggest powers to achieve and maintain peace. Prussia and
Austria were exhausted from the war, Russia aimed to consolidate its growing spheres
of influence, while Britain’s economic and commercial interests equally needed an
undisturbed European scene.

Although the containment of France was declared the major issue and interest
of the Allies, new lines of power play seemed to have emerged during the settlement
conference. The new century and the Napoleonic wars saw Russia and Britain
emerging as the two most dominant powers in Europe. The congress of Vienna,
beyond the immediate French issues, witnessed a growing rivalry between these two
powers where both were looking for ways and means of translating their strength to
actual political advantages. Britain, the empire with large territories overseas and
worldwide commercial interests, was aiming for safeguarding these interests by
combining her naval and financial strength with a pronounced support of keeping the
balance of power intact on the Continent.’

The congress itself was convened by the First Treaty of Paris (30 May 1814),
inviting, only in theory however, all the eight signatory bodies for participation. In
practice, the three continental powers, Russia, Prussia and Austria, had already
decided, attaching a secret article to the treaty, to reserve the right to formulate the
fate of the Continent to themselves, accepting only Great Britain, the maritime power,
as an equal partner.* The four powers’ plan to reserve the exclusive right for decisions,
naturally, was not communicated to the other signatories to the Paris treaty, namely to

France, Spain, Portugal and Sweden, let alone to the other invited and affected

! T.C.W. Blanning, ‘Introduction’ in T.C.W.Blanning (ed), The nineteenth century. Europe 1789-1914
(Oxford, 2000), p. 2. part of series: The short Oxford history of Europe, general editor: T.C.W.
Blanning

2 Paul W. Schroeder, International politics, peace and war, 1815-1914” in T.C.W.Blanning (ed), The
nineteenth century. Europe 1789-1914 (Oxford, 2000), p. 159.

® F.R. Bridge and Roger Bullen, The great powers and the European states system, 1815-1914
(London, New York, 1980), pp 5-15.

# Harold Nicolson, The congress of Vienna. A study in allied unity: 1812-1822 (2™ ed., London, 1966),
p. 125.
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sovereigns.® The phrase ‘great power,”® incorporating the victorious first rate powers,
was coined in order to retain control for the dominating powers. To silence objections,
a Committee of Eight was set up,” which included all the signatories of the treaty of
Paris, endowing it with the legitimacy to discuss ‘minor’ issues such as navigation on
international rivers and the abolition of slave trade. Despite reducing the number of
powers involved in actual decision-making, the congress lasted well beyond
expectations, for about eight months. This on one hand can be attributed to already
known problem issues, such as the fate of Saxony and Poland where the clashes of
power interests proved to be the biggest obstacle to overcome, and to unexpected
events like the return of Napoleon from the island of Elba in March 1815.

Settling the case of Saxony and Poland was vital for a successful termination
of the congress, as all three continental great powers were involved either because of
former possession or because they saw these territories in question as strategically
important for the continental status quo. The Russian Czar Alexander | wished to see
the duchy of Warsaw enlarged into an independent Polish kingdom, which naturally
would have ‘enjoyed’ Russian influence. Prussia claimed all of Saxony, to which the
king of Saxony, the former ally of Napoleon, did not wish to consent. Austria planned
to do everything in her power to derail Russia’s Polish plans and she did not wish to
see Prussia aggrandized with the whole of Saxony either. These conflicting positions
were resolved by February 1815 when an agreement was reached that Prussia would
obtain two-fifths of Saxony while the rest of the country would be retained by the king
of Saxony. Prussia also gained Westphalia, Swedish Pomerania and territories on the
left bank of the Rhine, which in turn established Prussia as a significant power in the
north of Germany.® Russia also managed to create the Polish kingdom Alexander |
had wished for, while Austria was compensated for her losses with large territories in
Italy (Venetia, Lombardy, and Milan), regaining Tyrol and Salzburg, also retaining
Galicia in Poland.’

After finding the solution for the Saxony-Poland case, the great powers were

rather at ease regarding the fate of Italy and the minor questions. At Naples, where

> Ibid, p. 128.

® Ibid.

7 Sir Charles Webster, The congress of Vienna 1814-15 (2™ ed., London, 1965), p. 84.

& Webster, The congress of Vienna, pp 140-1.

° Ibid. p. 141. Austria did not recover Southern Netherlands (or Austrian Netherlands), as after a brief
French annexation during the Napoleonic wars, the Congress of Vienna gave the territory to the United
Kingdom of the Netherlands. After the Belgian revolution of 1830, the territory became independent
Belgium. Austria was also forced to retire from southwest Germany.
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King Joachim Murat, Napoleon’s brother-in-law, was the sovereign during the
congress of Vienna, the envisaged plan incorporated the restoration of Ferdinand of
Sicily to the throne. The Allies’ plan was helped by the return of Napoleon, as they
could then declare war against the ‘public enemy’'® as the 13 March Declaration
referred to him, who was, again, aided by Murat. This gave convenient reason to the
Allies to remove Murat by force, clearing the way to reposition Ferdinand on the
throne.™ The so-called minor issues were settled relatively fast, with the final articles
signed by 9 June 1815.

Britain’s interests in seeing not only French but Russian ambitions equally
kept at bay found its expression in forwarding Austria’s case. British politics, formed
by their negotiator Lord Castlereagh, envisaged Austria as a strong empire in Central
Europe that not only kept France in check through Austrian territories in Italy but
equally kept Austrian influence in Germany and Poland.’> The Austrian empire,
however, was left weakened by the wars, and the aim to keep growing internal unrest
within her territories under check while trying to resume her power status left her
vulnerable to the domination game of Russia and Britain. As Britain was unwilling to
support the idea of interfering in the domestic affairs of a state in case of a
revolutionary threat, Chancellor Metternich and Austria had to gravitate towards
Russia and a policy that was flexible enough to overrule the interests of nationalities
in favour of strategic and dynastic ones.™® This was an urgent need for Austria as the
Austrian domestic policy of trying to maintain her internal status quo was balanced by
the need for a strong ally in foreign policy. In agreement with the Russian Czar
Alexander I, Metternich, who was a towering figure in Austrian politics until his fall
in 1848, attributed the Viennese inter-state regulation system with an internal
absolutist and potential interventionist role. This approach fitted the political tactics of
both Austria and Russia. Russia was pleased to take over from the point where Britain,

as her parliament would not have supported the ideology of interference, could go no

19 |bid. p. 155.

1 \Webster, The congress of Vienna, p. 145.

12 Bridge and Bullen, The great powers and the European states system, pp 26-7.

13 The birth of the Holy Alliance is usually attributed to Czar Alexander I’s mystical religious beliefs.
The Treaty of Alliance, signed 26 September 1815 by Prussia, Russia and Austria, represented
Alexander’s idea that political affairs of the Continent should be regulated according to Christian
principles. With the original ideology fading soon, the Holy Alliance, however, came to embody a
political interest that regarded the settlements of the Congress of Vienna as a long-term ideological
bastion instead of a temporary territorial agreement. See Webster, pp 104-5, 163-4 and Nicolson, The
congress of Vienna, pp 242-59.
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further. The British rejection of Austrian absolutist policies worked well for Russia, as
the czar was assured of the support of monarchical powers in Eastern Europe. It also
meant that Austria was likely to side with Russia in the British-Russian rivalry that
characterized high politics for the rest of the century.**

The general layout of the Irish daily papers of the period followed a common
pattern. This included reviewing the contents of continental daily papers from Paris,
Brussels and Germany, all grouped in the mail section, where the congress of Vienna
received attention as early as October 1814. While these sections consisted mainly of
clippings from these papers, without adding comments, the so-called ‘by express’ or
‘Dublin, appropriate date’ sections, which can be regarded as editorial parts, always
took care to convey the opinion of editors or proprietors. The detailed clippings from
continental papers were always directed at shedding more light on the issues the
editorials had highlighted in a couple of commentary sentences. In this way these
dailies had a very organized and well-structured look, allowing the readers to find
both continental sources and home opinion on the same event or document.

The era of the Napoleonic wars was dominated in Ireland by the chief
secretary for Ireland, Robert Peel, who besides devising a policy to suppress the
circulation of opposition papers, ** also aimed at helping the so-called Castle papers to
thrive. This included allocating certain amounts of money to these papers, in the form
of government advertisements and proclamations.'® All four papers considered in this
present chapter were included on Peel’s extended list, which somewhat overshadowed
the limits or rather the possible boundaries of their coverage of the congress of
Vienna. In fact, however, as will be shown, the positions adopted would be very
different. Although there are no accurate figures available, the estimated circulation
figures for the period were low, which meant that only the wealthy or middle-class
readers could afford to buy these papers.*” Taking the estimated circulation figures of
Brian Inglis from his Freedom of the press in Ireland as a guideline, a relative order of

importance, in terms of figures and readership, can be compiled.’® As these figures

14 Bridge and Bullen, The great powers and the European states system, pp 28-39.
15 Brian Inglis, The freedom of the press in Ireland 1784-1841 (London, 1954), pp 135-45.
16 H
Ibid. p. 145.
7 Ibid, p. 232.
** Ibid, pp 232-4.
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start with the year 1821 in his analysis, this chapter will only provide a relative
estimation, not actual figures.

The ultra-Protestant, Dublin Castle-supported Faulkner’s Dublin Journal had
been established in 1725 by George Faulkner.® This renowned journal of the
Protestant community of Dublin and elsewhere provided its readers with an
impressive amount of detail concerning the congress. The paper’s coverage was
largely characterized and certainly influenced by its general beliefs which held British
interests at heart. It had the smallest circulation of the four papers featuring in this
chapter, despite being strongly Unionist and Castle-supported.

The Freeman’s Journal, the rival of Faulkner’s Dublin Journal, had been
established in 1763 by Charles Lucas.?’ It provided an alternative viewpoint and
reading, which can be traced back to the different basic liberal beliefs this paper’s
editors and readership professed. The supportive but always critical tone of the paper
can be detected from the very beginning of its reception of the congress. In terms of
readership, the paper was popular among the supporters of emancipation, although its
relative leadership on the market of morning Catholic-supporting papers had always
been challenged by other papers.

The Dublin Evening Post, established in 1778,%* could pride itself not only as
the most influential evening paper in Ireland but also as the ‘only Dublin paper that
offered serious opposition to Peel.”?* This not only positioned the paper as the most
liberal paper within this analysis, but also allowed the creation of a more characteristic
opinion than those of the Castle papers. It was a market leader among liberal evening
papers and it had the largest circulation amongst Catholic-affiliated papers. The fourth
daily paper, The Patriot, was set up by William Corbet in 1810 and also served as a
Castle paper under the close surveillance of Peel.?® Among the four newspapers of the
analysis, The Patriot had the closest connection to Dublin Castle. During the first six
weeks of its existence over £250 worth of copies had been distributed in the country
on the chief secretary, William Wellesley-Pole’s orders.** Even this could not ensure a
relatively high readership figure that could have challenged the position of the Dublin

Evening Post for circulation.

9 Ibid, p. 21.

20 bid. p. 20.

2L 1bid. p. 22.

22 |bid. p. 155.
2 |bid. p.124.
 Ibid.
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The balance of European perspective versus attention to domestic Irish
developments during the Napoleonic wars had always tipped towards the latter.
Although all four newspapers were providing news and reports on continental events
in their foreign news sections, it can generally be argued that only major campaign
events, battles or significant campaigns featured in their editorials. The person of
Napoleon was an exception to this trend, although even he was primarily portrayed as
the personification of the military and political ambition emanating from France. The
Napoleonic wars were mainly treated as a geopolitical and strategic phenomenon
threatening the British empire’s positions, not as a series of events shaping
contemporary European status quo. Although this viewpoint was employed by all four
newspapers, the Castle-papers, The Patriot and Faulkner’s Dublin Journal, were more
vocal in analysing its implications for the empire as a whole. It was a natural
consequence of this logic that the peninsular war in Spain, the only theatre of war with
a continuous British presence, became the matter of central interest amongst all the
campaigns of the Napoleonic wars. The Patriot’s portrayal of Napoleon as a fair
enemy,?® an emperor posing challenges albeit within the old order, however, spoke
clearly of the intensity of loyalist dislike towards the republican ideology of
revolutionary France. In contrast, in terms of the balance of their editorials, the
Freeman’s Journal and the Dublin Evening Post considered placing Catholic
emancipation on the imperial agenda as a question of foremost importance.?®
However, those editorials that focused on the Napoleonic wars always took care to

convey the image of loyal Irish subjects supporting the war as an underlining theme.

Discussions of the Congress of Vienna as a central issue at the heart of the
Irish press coverage following the Napoleonic wars allowed a rich variety of
additional topics that newspapers could analyse in their editorials. Addressing the
governing themes of the congress therefore embodied not only topics of continental
geopolitical interests, but the question of the desirable shape post-Napoleonic

settlements should take. Irish newspapers of the era all addressed this contrasting of

* The Patriot, 19 Jan. 1812.
% The Evening Post employed this to such extents that even the editorial celebrating Wellington’s

success in the peninsular war turned into a campaign for emancipation. Dublin Evening Post, 13 July
1813.
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values of the old regime with those of emerging liberalism. Contrasting the
desirability of monarchy, titled nobility, and church establishment with the growing
wish for opening career to talent, and challenging the principle of legitimacy to see
national independence and self-government elevated to a fundamental authority were
of vital interest to some in Ireland. It was this aspect of the congress that ensured that
the seemingly territorial and higher power-interest questions, such as the significance
and position of Italy, would transform into topics reflecting multiple layers of
meaning. Although the decade of the Congress of Vienna showed no major progress
in the movement for Catholic emancipation in Ireland, yet it proved to be formative in

terms of indicating where default-lines of opinion lay for the future.

Knowing the main topics of the Congress of Vienna and the basic political
guidelines these daily papers followed, it is tempting to draw initial presuppositions
about their possible perceptions before going into details. If going along that line of
thought, one would expect Faulkner’s and The Patriot to show constant support for
the Austrian empire’s role and position, with Freeman’s and Dublin Evening Post
being more critical. But in fact these papers had a lot more potential to surprise, to
offer more than a mere black or white kind of perspective. However it would also be
wrong to expect that these papers dealt with Austria to the same or similar extent.
Their reactions to the congress and views of Austria are going to provide a firm point
for analysis.

If deciding to list the number of articles that mentioned Austria merely in
terms of chronology, the picture would mostly record scattered references. This would
defeat the chapter’s purpose of identifying clear positions in these papers’ coverage.
However, if deciding to allocate research hits into groups based on the daily papers
themselves, the chapter would result in a sure inability to assess these papers’
similarities and differences properly. To bridge this methodological gap, this analysis
is going to be based on highlighting a topic in connection to Austria that received
attention in these papers; this will be based on chronology to allow better
understanding, which in turn is going to be supported by a comparative assessment of
the daily papers’ coverage.

The first point or rather idea that can be lined up is these daily papers’ general
impression of Austria as the empire hosting and participating at the congress of

Vienna before any proceedings-specific issue got involved. Of the two Castle papers,
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The Patriot analyzed Austria’s situation as early as 30 July 1814, when assessing the
possible tactics she should follow in post-Napoleonic Europe. The editorial refused all
speculation emanating from French news dispatches relating to the reported jealousy
of Austria towards the other great powers, believing that Austria was not in a position
to entertain any hostility towards her Allies, not at least ‘until her revolutionary
wounds are healed.”?” The editorial perceived Austria’s present policies as wrongly
directed, claiming that her ‘great resources...must be cultivated by the adoption of a
wise and more liberal policy than she has as yet pursued, before she can assume her
constitutional rank in Europe.’®® This pinch of criticism was only the beginning. The
Patriot went on to claim that Austria lacked political and military resources to
threaten Britain’s maritime position, this was a cornerstone of the article, as it was
only ‘a concurrence of circumstances [that] gave her a momentary importance, she
was able, under those circumstances, not likely to emerge again, to turn the balance of
war against the modern ATTILA (sic).”%

This remark was a good example to show The Patriot’s governing attitude
towards Austria, which suggested that Austria’s present status among the victorious
Allies was rather due to a positive turn of events or to forces out of her reach than to
her own efforts. Readers of the paper saw a continuation of this line of thought in the
1 August 1814 issue, which spelled out that Austria showed ‘least alacrity in the
field...her name contributed, more than her efforts, to the event.”®® Regarding the
paper’s general elevated tone when it came to a chance to talk about the Russian
czar,®! it is not surprising, especially after reading the issue mentioned above, that
Francis | was pictured as an emperor maintaining ‘a sort of lofty reserve’ and who was
‘not more than half satisfied with what had taken place, to which he had, perhaps,
reluctantly contributed his aid.”*

Seeing the Castle-paper The Patriot’s surprisingly critical opinion of Austria, a
similar attitude from Freeman’s Journal might not strike with the same force. On the
contrary, however, in this daily paper we find a somewhat neutral, toned-down

general opinion of Austria. In the first instance, readers were told that Austria ‘has her

" The Patriot, 30 July 1814.

% |bid.

 The Patriot, 30 July 1814.

% The Patriot, 1 Aug. 1814.

%! See The Patriot’s 22 Dec. 1814 issue as an example of that, where Alexander | was characterized as a
great example of ‘true magnanimity.’

*2 The Patriot, 1 Aug. 1814.
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own point to carry’,*® namely that she was acting only according to her best interests.
Instead of explaining what these interests were for Austria, the editorial went on to
suggest that if Austria did not have these points to attend to, she ‘would rather be
unwilling to see them [Russia and Prussia] make such formidable acquisitions’,**
referring to the proposed territorial growth of the aforementioned powers. The
explanation of this policy restored some of Freeman’s liberal reputation, when it
remarked that it would not have been wise to expect from Austria ‘that she should
become the defender of rights in one part of Europe which she is openly and
despotically violating in another.”*® This latter remark was meant to illustrate that the
absolutist policies which governed Austria’s dominions would similarly form a
guideline for her actions regarding her newly acquired territories in Italy.

The last daily paper, as Faulkner’s did not voice any specific general opinion
relating to Austria, the Dublin Evening Post, lived up to its opposition fame, offering
the most critical picture among the four papers. Here readers were shown an Austria
which had the ‘sturdy arrogance of a conqueror’,*® an empire which did not propose to
treat her Italian territories with due respect or attention. In the Dublin Evening Post’s
eyes this change could only happen ‘when Austria conducts herself as a magnanimous
nation, then we [the paper] shall be the first to hail the happy decision which shall

make a kingdom of the best part of Italy.”®’

An Austrian prince as the head of this
kingdom would have been acceptable in the editorial’s eye, as chances of total
independence were illusionary, had he attended the advice of the editor to adopt
liberal policies. As the paper’s editor did not see any signs for this policy to become
reality, a harsh attitude towards Austria was maintained.

Before readers could conclude that only Austria was subjected to such words,
the 3 January 1815 issue of the Evening Post demonstrated clearly the opposite. In this
issue, which looked back upon the year 1814, all great powers involved in the
congress of Vienna came in for their share of sarcasm. In this respect, Austria could
be regarded as one of the powers which had happened to be 