BOOK REVIEW

Andras D. Ban: Hungarian-British Diplomacy 1938—-1941:
The Attempt to Maintain Relations
(London—Portland, OR: Frank Cass, 2004)

Andras D. Ban’s monograph is a study of the relationship between a small state and a great
power during a time of international conflict. It captures the last great, if tragic, moment of
Hungary’s diplomatic service between the two world wars, as it struggled to balance between
an all-too powerful and close Germany and an all-too passive and distant Great Britain. The
book, divided into two large segments, first offers a linear narrative of diplomatic history, then
surveys a number of structural factors constraining and influencing choices made by the play-
ers with which the reader has become acquainted in the first part. The sections are based on
years of research in Budapest, London and the Hoover Institution in California, and thus rest on
a wide array of printed and archival sources.

One should, however, not be deceived by the order of things. In Ban’s view, neither aspect
of international relations should be accorded primacy over the other. The young Hungarian
scholar, who died prematurely at age thirty-eight in 2001, clearly perceived the constant inter-
play between structural and political factors and players, refusing to anchor his position at any
single independent variable or some preferred causal mechanism. British-Hungarian relations
are meant to be understood as the complex product of historical necessities, player preferences
and identities, as well as the players’ perceptions of the world. Structural and political factors of
this complexity and range would indeed not fit into a single narrative framework or would
. greatly fragment the text by the constant switches between levels of analysis. Ban’s choice of
method is therefore both practical and productive, as long as one keeps in mind that the two sec-
tions are meant to be understood as offering a single picture together, and their dualism repre-
sents not a division in the world itself, but a constraint in the ways the historian can capture and
conceptualize his or her subject matter. But just what is this single picture Ban offers?

The cover, dominated by a drawing of the destroyed Chain Bridge (a product of desperate
German attempts to defend Buda and the western bank of the Danube), captures the essence of
the book: it is the story of a path and a relationship derailed by the powers of history, the narra-
tive of a course of events foreshadowing the fate of Hungary in the Second World War. Ban
was of course a reserved historian, never venturing to boldly generalize from the historical mo-
saic he reconstructed, yet this intimation shines through the book. Hungary, the small East Cen-
tral European state, under a fiercely anti-Bolshevik and authoritarian government, is secking to
maintain some degree of freedom of movement in the crucial moment when the sharpening an-
tagonism of the real players should lead to a tightening of alignments, balancing on the part of
great power blocks and bandwagoning on that of small states. The story of Hungarian-British
relations between 1938 to 1941 is in this sense the story of an anomaly that history, tragically,
corrected. Dependent on Germany both economically and politically (the main aim of every
Budapest government being the radical revision of the 1920 Trianon Treaty), Hungary held on
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to her ties to Britain, not without a degree of desperation, as she simultaneously failed to stop
her slide towards the status of a German satellite.

The terrain chosen by Ban is therefore doubly interesting for the historian. It offers, on the
one hand, an opportunity to re-historicise the era, in the sense of recreating the choices made
and the context of those choices, rather than accepting, with an ex eventu reasoning, the out-
comes that — obvious as they are — tend to cast the impression of determinism over historical
processes. It also provides, on the other hand, an insight into the bureaucratic processes that
yield foreign policy, revealing the fragmented, rather than monolithic, character of the respec-
tive national diplomatic establishments. For British-Hungarian relations could not have sur-
vived the first two years of the war the way they did, had a minority in the Hungarian foreign
service and the political establishment not felt compelled to do everything in its power to pre-
vent complete alignment with Germany. Their successes, however, were necessarily interim,
as they ran against the grain of international events and the power shifts within the Budapest es-
tablishment alike. While these efforts may have made little difference in 1945, the postwar situ-
ation was not to be foreseen around 1940, and they must be evaluated with this in mind.

This stance may, in fact, be one of the chief virtues of the book. It reminds the student of his-
tory to free himself or herself, as best he or she can, of the knowledge derived from the ulterior
temporal position of the observer, and devote considerable energies to recreating the historical
situation with its complex interplay of perceptions, choices and processes. Ban’s enterprise is,
in this sense, true to the credo of classic historiography, seeking to capture both trend — Hun-
gary’s drift into German orbit — and the human labor as it manifests itself in history — in the ef-
forts of diplomats of various sorts to counteract what they knew all too well to be happening.

The methodological conservatism of the book does not reveal itself to be a shortcoming of
any sort. True, Ban had no interest in systematically investigating either the nature of the diplo-
mat’s perception of the world and the linguistic conventions that were as much the product of
this mental image, as they were continuously recreating it. He also refrained from systematiz-
ing his findings in sketching the network he documented in the fashion of Sozialgeschichte. Yet
these popular innovative approaches would have provided little value added, given that the aim
of the research was to show how foreign policy was made by, and also formed those governing
it. The chief contribution the book makes to our understanding of history is the way it captures
the conflict between socio-cultural preferences and direct economic and political interests.

In the specific case on hand, as Ban reconstructs it, this interplay included, on the Hungarian
side, the Budapest center of government, constrained by its revisionism and anti-Bolshevism,
as well as the country’s economic dependence on Germany; the thoroughly bureaucratic (in the
Weberian sense of the word) diplomatic corps, and various NGOs and pressure groups operat-
ing in the field of foreign policy. Factors meriting a close look in Britain were also the estab-
lishment, interested civilian organizations and influential individuals, the Foreign Office, as
well as the press and public opinion. Charting the history of communication between these
players, Ban successfully recreates the foreign policy process, convincingly demonstrating that
a committed minority in the Hungarian corps diplomatigue persistently sought to enter into co-
alition with sections of the Budapest COG in order to hold on to a policy of balancing between
powers in practice, while in theory they would have much preferred the — then utopian — British
alignment of the country over bandwagoning with Germany. At the same time, Ban recon-
structs with great delicacy the bureaucratic process in the Foreign Office, which never really
became interested in Hungary due to its standardized procedures, which saw not the country
trying to escape the German embrace, but a small state that would both economically and polit-
ically belong to the German zone of influence, and where therefore any major commitment,
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such as trade and market-entry guarantees would in all likelihood prove to be an invitation for
free-riding.

History has proved the FO right, chiefly due to the immediate or short-term benefits Ger-
many was in a position to offer in the period, but also because German prestige, fed by Hitler’s
success story in the thirties, together with the traditional “Germanophilia” of segments of the
Hungarian establishment, succeeded in undermining the legitimacy and the rationale of the bal-
ancing policy that had originated with Istvan Bethlen’s premiership in the twenties. Ban, as ob-
vious in the above position, refuses to portray the German-Hungarian relationship as exclu-
sively the product of Hungarian revisionism, he incorporates in his analysis the ideological and
cultural affiliation of parts of the élite with Germany, if not with National Socialism specifi-
cally. He also shows that the economic ties to Britain were not quite as loose as usually — and
summarily — portrayed in the literature; they in fact grew stronger during the thirties, even if
Germany’s leading position in Hungary’s external trade was never seriously threatened.

All the minute detail presented by Ban contributes to a reevaluation of British-Hungarian
ties. What used to be perceived as a forlorn hope, a utopian wish in the gigantic shadow of the
Reich, is revealed as a minority alternative, albeit one that could not have mustered a winning
coalition in Budapest, and the adherents of which were sober-minded enough to settle for a par-
tial, rather than a full realization of their preferences. With this, Ban accomplishes his task of
re-historicization: the British-Hungarian relationship in the period 1938-1941 is presented and
analyzed in its own context, meticulously separated from both judgement and present-day
knowledge. The strict adherence to the rules of his undertaking permitted Ban to modify the
image of Hungarian foreign policy, showing the pro-British faction stronger than it would oth-
erwise be supposed, yet without ever failing to document why the faction could neither repre-
sent its full program, nor muster a winning coalition in Budapest for a partial realization of it.
Their failure removed the last alternative of complete alignment with Germany from the field
of political consideration, sealed by Hungary’s joining with the Reich in the overrunning of
Yugoslavia in April 1941. At the end, the haunting image of the blown-up Chain Bridge returns
to the mind of the reader, as Ban closes his work by the observation that “[e]verything that hap-
pened subsequently ... has to be seen as efforts in a situation in which Hungary was trapped ever
since the spring of 1941”.

How alternative is to be distinguished from utopia is hard to define, and the boundaries be-
tween the two are likely to be blurred. Yet Ban successfully presents to the reader a case where
a utopia is revealed to have been an alternative at one time, albeit one that had very slim, if any,
chances of being realized. It was an alternative nevertheless, since it had supporters in the es-
tablishment and Hungary possessed some degree of free movement in international relations
back in 1938. The freedom of movement began to wane due to mounting German pressure and
the arrival of the first payoffs for cooperation with the Reich, and so the altemnative itself waned
to a utopia. For this is how Ban — correctly, one might add — sees the futile wartime Hungarian
attempts to preserve the semblance of cooperation with Great Britain in the eyes of the London
government. It was not the desire of the moderate segments of the Hungarian establishment for
cooperation that had vanished — but the freedom of movement that had still existed to some de-
gree in 1938.

Gergely Romsics
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INSTRUCTION FOR AUTHORS

Hungarian Studies appears twice a year. It publishes original essays — written in English, French and
German — dealing with aspects of the Hungarian past and present. Multidisciplinary in its approach,
it is an international forum of literary, philological, historical, and related studies. Each issue con-
tains about 160 pages and will occasionally include illustrations. All manuscripts, books and other
publications for review should be sent to the editorial address. Only original papers will be accepted
for publication.

Submission of Manuscripts

Manuscripts should be sent in traditional, printed format and on disc or by e-mail to the editors:
Hungarian Studies 1067 Budapest, Teréz korut 13. 11/205-207, Hungary

Phone: (36-1) 321-4407

E-mail: hstudies@sanni.iti.mta.hu

Homepage: www.bibl.u-szeged.hu/filo

Presentation of Manuscripts

The printout should be typed double-spaced on one side of the paper, with wide margins. The order
should be as follows: title page, abstract, keywords, text, appendix, acknowledgements, notes, ref-
erences, table, figure captions. For more information see the publisher’s homepage: http://
www.akkrt.hu/journals/hstud or contact the editor.

Title page. The title should be conscise and informative. A short running title of no more than 40
characters should also be supplied. This is followed by the first name(s) and surname of the au-

thor(s), and the name of the institution the author works at. The mailing address, e-mail address and
fax number of the corresponding author must also be given in a footnote.

Abstract should not exceed 200 words.
Keywords should not exceed 10.

Notes should be endnotes.

References in the text should follow the author-date format without comma. Where there are more
than two authors, the name of the first author should be used, followed by et al. Publications by the
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same author(s) in the same year should be listed as 1999a, 1999b. List the references in chronologi-
cal order in the text and in alphabetical order at the end of the paper. The style and punctuation of ref-
erences should conform to that used in the journal. See the following examples:
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& Row, 1970), 225.
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Worlds: Studies of Purdah in South Asia, ed. Hanna Papanek and Gail Minault (Delhi: Chanakya,
1982), 115.

Martin Buber, Das problem des Menschen (Heidelberg: Lambert Scheider Verlag, 1984), 35.
Martini, Fritz: Deutsche Literaturgeschichte von den Anfingen bis zur Gegenwart. 18. Aufl.
Stuttgart: Kronet 1984 (= Kroners Taschenausgabe 196). S. 125.

Szabo, Janos: ,, Wilhelm Tell in der Schule” oder Frischs Requiem auf die Satire. — In: Bassola,
Péter; Hessky, Regina; Tarnoéi, Laszlé (Hg.): Im Zeichen der ungeteilten Philologie. Festschrift fur
Professor Dr. sc. Karl Mollay zum 80. Geburtstag. Budapest: ELTE Germanistisches Institut 1993
(= Budapester Beitrdge zur Germanistik 24). S. 321-332.

Kopcke, Klaus-Michael: Die Beherrschung der deutschen Pluralmorphologie durch mutter-
sprachliche Sprecher und L2-Lerner mit englischer Muttersprache. — In: Linguistische Berichte
1987. Bd. 107. 23-43.

Tables. Each, bearing a title, should be self-explanatory. They should be mentioned in the text, num-
bered consecutively with Arabic numerals and placed on separate sheets at the end of the manu-
script, following the References. Their approximate position should be indicated on the margin of
the manuscript.

Proofs and reprints. One set of proofs will be sent to the corresponding author, who is requested to
return it to the editor within 48 hour of receipt.
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