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Theoretical and methodological principles of regional geography
researches in scientific heritage of M. Holubets

This article is devoted to the study of history and regional geography
researchesof Ukrainian scientist of the interwar period Mykola Holubets. His
scientific heritage is rich in regional geography explorations of the historical cities
of Galicia, the researches of the history of Lviv form a separate group of his works.
The purpose of the article is to analyse the theoretical and methodological principles
which the scientist used as the foundation of his regional geography works. In his
articles he pondered the meaning of regional geography as a science, the purpose
and key principles of research, outlined his own vision of the topicality of the
implementation of regional geography explorations. He made an attempt to classify
regional geography resources, identified the main factors hindered the development
of regional geography campaigns, made historiographical review of Ukrainian
and Polish regional geography literature, highlighted the important components of
regional geography studies, emphasized the problem of preservation of historical and
cultural heritage of the region. These complex tasks were assigned by M. Holubetsto
regional geography science in the 20-30s of the XX century.

Keywords: Mykola Holubets, historical regional geography, interwar period,
history and regional geography researches, theoretical and methodological principles.

&k ok

VK 94(439)«1990/2016»
Smolnikov Yu. B.,
PhD in History, Associate Professor of History
and Records Management Department
at National Aviation University (Ukraine, Kyiv),
ysmolnikov@yandex.ua

THE RISE OF THE FAR—RIGHT IN HUNGARY
(1990s-2016)

The article deals with the growth of far—right movement in Hungary, first of all
of Jobbik party. Shown is its activity in the last decade, its program principles and
international policy, including its attitude to the European Union, the United States,
Russia, and, especially, Ukraine. Singled out are the party’s traits which draw mass
support of the Hungarian population. Displayed are its methods of mobilization of the
electorate, especially the young.

Keywords: Jobbik, the Hungarian Guard, Gypsies, Jews, Russia, Ukraine, the
EU, Ukraine s Hungarian minority, nationalism, immigration.

(cmammsi OpyKyEmMbCsi MOBOIO OPULIHATLY)

The far right is again on the rise in Europe. The
2014 European parliamentary elections clearly show the
impressive growth (over 50 percent) of the popularity of
the European far-right parties compared to the previous
elections of 2009. The growth of political influence of
the far-right movement in Europe in recent years is a
phenomenon caused mostly by immigration. Hungary
has not experienced a serious inflow of immigrants, thus
the growth of the far-right movement in Hungary is
caused mostly by other reasons, though immigration also
played a significant role. The study of the Hungarian far—
right movement is important for Ukrainians since it will
help them better understand general trends of far-right
movements in Europe and Ukraine. For example, Ukraine’s
Svoboda party has many traits typical of far-right parties in
the European Union. Besides, there is a possibility that the
far—right will come to power in Hungary in the foreseeable
future. Thus, studying the Hungarian far-right is a topical
subject.

The far-right movement in Hungary is represented, first
of all, by the so—called Jobbik party (the «Movement for
a Better Hungary») whose popularity has been constantly
growing since its inception in 2003. As a result of the 2014
Parliamentary elections, Jobbik polled 20% of the total
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vote that made it the third largest party in the Hungarian
parliament. That was the best result of all Europe’s right—
wing parties in recent years.

The growth of Jobbik’s political influence draws
attention of analysts in many countries. Various aspects
of the party’s activity are analyzed in the works of such
political analysts as N. Nogradi [1], J. Kirchick [2],
G. Schopflin [3], M. Varda [4], B. Whelan [5], and others.
Most analysts explore Jobbik’s internal issues, especially
its attitude to Jews, Gypsies, and LGBT persons. The aim
of this article is to show the growth of Jobbik’s political
influence beginning from its inception in 2003, single out
the party’s traits which draw mass support of the Hungarian
population, display the party’s attitude toward the European
Union, the United States, Russia, and Ukraine.

The roots of Jobbik can be traced back to 2002 when
it appeared as an offshoot youth organization of the
moderately right-wing Fidesz party. Its full name at the time
was «Right-Wing Youth Community». In October 2003
it was transformed into a political party under the name
«Movement for a Better Hungary» or Jobbik.

For the purpose of getting into parliament in the 2006
elections, Jobbik formed an alliance with the «Hungarian
Justice and Life Party» (MIEP), a far-right nationalist
political party founded in 1993. MIEP’s ideas were in many
respects similar to those of Jobbik, namely, nationalism,
anti-Communism and anti-Semitism; restoration of
Hungary’s pre—Trianon borders; criticism of the IMF, the
EU, the United States, Isracl and multinational corporations.
Its major base of support was (in contrast to Jobbik that
tried to appeal first of all to the young city dwellers and
rural population of the poor eastern regions) the elderly
middle class urban voters who lived in wealthy city districts
[6, p. 218-219]. MIEP managed to get to parliament in
1998 with 5, 5% of the vote, but failed in 2002 when it
gained only 4.4%. A third partner in the alliance was the
«Independent Smallholders Party» (FKgP). The alliance,
however, failed to get to parliament. After this failure
Jobbik decided to act alone and managed to win over
almost all former supporters of the MIEP party. In fact, it
became the major representative of the Hungarian far-right
movement and in 2010 it managed to get to parliament with
12.2 percent of the votes.

The years from 2002 till 2006 in the history of Jobbik
are often called «dark years» by its current leadership [4,
p- 794]. The party was supported by only 2 percent of the
population at the time. The things radically changed in late
2006, as a result of a violent protest caused by the leak of
information from the then governing Socialist party. The
leaked to the press documents showed how the Socialist
Prime Minister Ferenc Gyurcsany manipulated public
opinion during the 2006 election campaign. In the fall of
2006 tens of thousands of right and far—right demonstrators
clashed with the riot police, defeated them and ravaged the
headquarters of the national television [4, p. 795]. During
the time of this violent riot Jobbik took over the role of
MIEP in organizing mass protests. The MIEP leader, Istvan
Csurka, was booed by the crowds when he tried to speak.

In response to the government’s refusal to resign after
the revelation of the leaked documents, Jobbik set up the
Hungarian Guard (Magyar Garda) to mobilize the public
around its ideas. The Guard showed the determination
and strength of the new far-right party, its ability to
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take decisive and bold actions. The black uniforms and
symbols of the Hungarian Guard resembled those of the
fascist movements in the 1930s and brought accusations
of fascism from some of the press. However, the Guard
was a successful idea and led to a significant increase
in Jobbik’s popularity, especially among the young. The
growth of Jobbik’s popularity after the violent events of
2006 is impressive. In the 2009 European parliamentary
elections the party got 427,773 of the vote; in the 2010
Hungarian parliamentary election it received 855,436 and
over a million (1,020,476) in the election to the Hungarian
Parliament in April 2014 [4, p. 793].

In 2007-2009 the Hungarian Guard was widely used
by Jobbik for mobilization of the population on anti—
Roma issues. The Guard’s numerous marches against
«Gypsy crime» brought Jobbik much publicity in the press
and hence popularity among the public in general. Most
analysts believe that the establishment of the Hungarian
Guard brought Jobbik much more popularity than its
program. Wide—spread anti-Gypsy sentiments in Hungary
were skillfully used by Jobbik leaders for mobilization of
the population. Roma or Gypsies comprise according to
different data from 5 to 7 percent of Hungary’s population
and its number is constantly growing due to high birth rates
[7, p. 331]. Some demographers predict that due to high
birth rates the Gypsies may become the majority by the
end of the 21 century. For example, in 1996 in the town
school of Gyongyospata there were 46 Gypsy children out
of 250; in 2011 the number of Gypsy children was 110 out
of 200 [8, p. 49]. Jobbik accentuates that there are forms of
crime specific for the Gypsy such as theft of scrap metal,
knife—fighting, mass involvement in fights, etc. [4, p. 709].
Before it got to parliament, Jobbik stressed that Roma have
a genetic predisposition to crime, that criminality was in
the Gypsy blood [9]. After getting to parliament, to avoid
accusations of racism, Jobbik started to claim that it is
Roma culture (socio—cultural background), not ethnicity that
encourages crime [4, p. 800]. Many Hungarians, especially
in the villages, feel offended by the significant welfare given
to large and idle Roma families. Besides, it is practically
impossible to integrate Gypsies into Hungarian society.
Even the communist government failed to do that. Gypsies
rejected numerous benefits and refused to be assimilated.
Hungarian political establishment cannot solve this problem
since they are expected to be «politically correct.» As a
result, frustrated Hungarians turn to the radical Jobbik,
which proposes a simple solution to isolate Gypsies in
ghettos and pay them welfare only if they would keep their
houses and gardens clean and send their children to school.
The school is regarded by Jobbik as an important tool for
assimilation [10]. Gypsies are usually accused of petty
criminal activity and parasitic way of life at the expense
of welfare programs. «Who does not work also should not
eat», — stressed in Jobbik’s political program. Thus, Gypsies
are typically portrayed as very different from «tax—paying,
hardworking Hungarians» [1]. The Gypsy question is an
excellent opportunity for Jobbik to mobilize population.
Most Gypsies live in dare poverty and experience all kinds
of discrimination. A survey conducted in 2011 showed
that three quarters of Roma male population and almost
90 percent of the Gypsy women of the working age were
unemployed [9]. Jobbik’s statements about the Gypsy
crime do not look groundless. According to a police report,
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«almost all cases of theft in rural areas and about 70 percent
in towns and cities were related to Roma people» [I1,
p. 122].

In 2009 the Hungarian Guard was forbidden by the
authorities, but it soon revived under different names. The
most known is the New Hungarian Guard. Jobbik’s leaders
officially deny their connections with these paramilitary
structures, but it is not a secret who is in charge of these
paramilitary groups. After 2009 the Guard still helped Jobbik
to continue its original policies. The most notable of such
events occurred in 2011 when the New Hungarian Guard
organized anti-Roma mobilization in Gyongyospata. As a
result, the Gypsies had to abandon the town, the anti—Jobbik
mayor resigned, and a new mayor, a member of Jobbik, was
elected in the ensuing local elections [4, p. 803].

Jobbik’s ideology has touched the hearts of many
Hungarians. It reflects dissatisfaction of many Hungarians
with the policy of the European Union. When Hungary
joined the EU many Hungarians hoped for radical
improvements in their living standards. It did not happen.
Since 1989 Hungary has been going through deep social,
political and economic transformations which shake the
country. The communist legacy is still felt in Hungary.
Many people raised under communism are passive and
have collectivistic mentality; they failed to adjust to
capitalism with its new technologies, liberalism, and
individualism; they still believe that the government should
solve their problems. Similar tendencies can be traced in
Eastern Germany, the territory of the former communist
German Democratic Republic. Capitalist transformations
deepened class divisions and enhanced social tensions in
Hungarian society. According to the survey conducted by
Pew Research Center in Hungary in 2009, 72 percent of
respondents believed that life was better under communists,
and 77 percent were dissatisfied with democracy in general
[6, p. 229]. Jobbik actively plays on these feelings of
frustration and advocates secession from the EU. It blames
Brussels for multiculturalism and globalization, which
will «destroy Hungary’s uniqueness and independence.
According to Gabor Vona, Jobbik’s leader, the EU wanted
Hungary to join the union only to make Hungarians
slaves and get cheap workforce. Jobbik promised to
protect «ordinary people» from the havoc of neoliberal
capitalism. The number of voters with rightist views is
constantly growing in Hungary. In 1994 only one-fifth of
the Hungarians held rightist views; in 2009 over 50 percent
were inclined to the right and 24 percent to the far-right
[10]. In the foreign policy, Jobbik proposes to look to the
cast, first of all, Russia, China, India, Turkey, and Iran. In
2012 Jobbik’s representatives symbolically burned the EU
flag in front of the EU mission in Hungary [10].

In 2009 three representatives of Jobbik were elected to
the European Parliament where they founded the so—called
Alliance of European National Movements which united
far-right groups from several countries. From December
2013, the leader of the alliance is Bela Kovacz, a Jobbik
representative. Ukraine’s Svoboda party joined the Alliance
as an observer. On February 1, 2011, Bela Kovacz told in
an interview to a Ukrainian newspaper «Cmapuii 3amox
Iananok» about close cooperation and similarities between
Jobbik and Svoboda parties. In March 2014, however,
Svoboda left the alliance after it had supported Russia’s
aggression against Ukraine.

80

Jobbik’s ideology appeals to the patriotic feelings
of its electorate by the stress on the Historical Greater
Hungary, as it looked before the First World War. Hungary
lost about 70 percent of its previous territories as a result
of the war. Jobbik tries to represent itself as protector of
all ethnic Hungarians who live outside of the country’s
present borders. Today about 2.5 million or one—fourth of
the Hungarians live outside Hungary, mostly in Slovakia,
Romania, Serbia, and Ukraine. Nostalgia for the «glorious
past» is quite widespread in Hungary. James Kirchick, an
American—Jewish analyst, was shocked during his first
visit to Hungary by «the prevalence of bumper stickers
and postcards depicting Greater Hungary» [2]. Jobbik
actively publishes and spreads these maps for the aims of its
propaganda. The party insists on giving Hungarian passports
to all ethnic Hungarians and advocates «reunification»
of former territories. At the same time the party insists
that Hungarians who live abroad should remain on their
territories and should not try to immigrate to the mother
country. In such a way Jobbik tries to retain Hungarian
influence in the former territories with the further aim of
reunification in the future. Jobbik seems to advocate the
ethnic concept of nation, rather than the political one.

Many Hungarians are drawn to Jobbik because of the
so—called Jewish issue. Anti—Semitism has deep roots in
Hungary which has the third biggest Jewish population
in Europe [12]. Jobbik leaders try to play on the emotions
of frustrated Hungarians who seek a simple explanation
to their failures in careers. Jobbik’s rhetoric of «Israeli
occupation of Hungarian business» and the «world Jewish
conspiracy» warms the hearts of such people. In 2013
a representative of Jobbik in the Hungarian parliament
«called for Jewish citizens to be registered separately by
the authorities as potential national security risks» [12]. On
May 1, 2013, Jobbik organized an anti—Jewish meeting in
Budapest attended by «thousands of ultra—right wingers»
[12]. Jews are often accused of promoting cosmopolitism
with the aim of coming to power which they need to destroy
Hungarian values and exploit the country’s resources [1]. In
contrast to many other far-right parties in Europe, Jobbik,
at least till the 2015 refugees crisis, spoke favorably about
Muslims, especially Iranians and Palestinians, apparently
because of the shared hatred of Israel. Jobbik leaders
also try to deny the Holocaust or at least lessen its effect.
They call it unrealistic or at least heavily exaggerated. It
is estimated that about 600 000 Jews perished in Hungary
under the fascist regime. In demonstrations organized by the
Jobbik party numerous posters presenting the Holocaust as a
fake can be seen all around the country [1]. In 2011 Gergely
Kulcsar, a Jobbik MP, called the Holocaust a lie and spat on
a Holocaust memorial [13].

The issues of Roma and Jews are constantly stirring
up by Jobbik. Some of Jobbik MPs even said that Gypsies
are a biological weapon of the Jews [9]. Jews in Jobbik’s
propaganda became external enemies while Gypsies the
internal ones. This rhetoric of internal and external enemies
helps Jobbik in mobilizing its radical electorate. These two
groups in fact play the role of important ethnic «others»
who are needed for splitting society and mobilization of its
radical groups. The Jewish reaction to Jobbik’s anti—Semitic
policy is rather strong, since Jews are much more organized
internationally than Gypsies. The World Jewish Congress
that was held in Budapest in May 2013 urged Hungary to
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«crack down on the far-right Jobbik party». In a resolution
passed by the Congress the Jews stated that «Budapest
must recognize that Jobbik poses a fundamental threat to
Hungary’s democracy» [14]. A number of surveys showed
that from 2010, the time Jobbik came to parliament, the
anti—-Roma and anti—Jewish sentiments in Hungary started to
grow considerably [9].

To justify its anti-Jewish and anti-Roma policy and to
unify Hungarians, Jobbik applied the political philosophy
of Turanism, which gives an ideological background to
the statements about the racial peculiarity of Hungarians
and to the slogan «Hungary for Hungarians!» According
to the Jobbik leader, Gabor Vona, «an alliance based and
developed on the principles of Turanism instead of the
Euro—Atlantic alliance would be more effective in serving
the needs and interests of our nation» [2]. Turanism is not a
Jobbik invention. It was used in the 1930s by the Hungarian
fascists and other far-right groups to demonstrate the
uniqueness of the Hungarian nation «which originated from
the Ural-Altaic race». However, this stress on the pagan
Ural-Altaic race is tightly intertwined with the stress on
Christianity and Christian values. Christianity in Hungary,
and not only there, is often used for inspiring nationalist
feelings among the masses. In the words of Hungarian
analyst Noa Nogradi, «Christianity and nationalism
are closely bonded in Hungary, a traditionally Catholic
country» [1]. Jobbik advocates studying Christian ethic in
schools, spreading the influence of the Catholic Church in
the army, prisons, educational institutions, etc. The stress
on Catholic values leads Jobbik’s leaders to criticism
of various modern «deviations» such as homosexuality,
transvestitism, bisexuality etc. In 2012 the Jobbik faction
in Parliament submitted a bill banning the «promotion of
sexual deviations». The bill called for prohibition of positive
presentation of LGBT behaviors in the media. The offered
punishment was an 8—year term in prison. However, due to
resistance of other factions the bill did not pass [9]. Jobbik
also advocates for reintroduction of death penalty, ban on
abortion, removal of bums from public places, and stricter
punishment for crime in general.

Recently with the evolvement of crisis in the Middle
East, which caused the flood of refugees to Europe, Jobbik
decided to actively play on the fear of immigration to
mobilize and enlarge its electorate basis. Immigration
in Jobbik’s rhetoric is often associated with terrorism
(«immigration and terrorism go hand in hand»). Jobbik
stressed that the EU was not able to protect itself from
immigration and thus terrorism; that is why it was the task
of Jobbik to do that. In November 2015, Jobbik organized
a demonstration in front of the Representation of the
European Commission in Hungary under the slogan: «We
don’t want immigration! We don’t want terrorism!» [15].
Gabor Vona proclaimed that immigrants flee not directly
from war zones, but from refugee camps in safe countries;
thus they were interested not so much in security as in a
better life. Jobbik considers the EU’s idea about quotas
and relocation of immigrants across the EU as absurd. In
2015 the party put forward an idea to hold a referendum on
quotas. The idea of referendum was criticized by Jobbik’s
rival party Fidesz and by its leader Viktor Orban. A year
later, however, the leader of the ruling Fidesz party decided
to implement the idea of referendum for mobilization of
the electorate. The referendum was held in October 2016.
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By holding the referendum, Fidesz demonstrated that
it can adopt the ideas of its rivals to attract right-wing
electorate. After the last elections of 2014 Jobbik became
the second most powerful force in Hungarian politics and
the major rival of the ruling Fidesz party which has already
implemented at least 10 ideas proposed by Jobbik [16].
Jobbik’s anti-immigration rhetoric had some positive points,
however. It led to consolidation of the Hungarian nation and
the growth of national consciousness. Immigration scared
many Hungarians, who started to pay more attention to the
cultural differences between immigrants and themselves
and better understand the values which unite the Hungarian
nation.

Many liberal politicians in Europe justify immigration
by the demographic crisis. Europe is getting older year after
year and has fewer and fewer children. Thus, soon it would
be very difficult for the EU’s economies to support the
aging population. Jobbik believes that such attempts to solve
the demographic problem with the help of immigration will
lead to the clash of cultures. Jobbik offers its own recipe
for solving the problem of the elderly in Europe. Instead
of immigration, Jobbik proposes «residential construction
and housing developing programy» [17]. It will stimulate the
young to produce more children, Jobbik believes. Similar
solutions are proposed by Ukraine’s Svoboda party.

Besides the EU leadership, Jobbik also blames the
United States for unleashing the conflict in the Middle East
that brought hundreds of thousands of immigrants to the
EU during the last several years. This criticism plays into
the Kremlin’s hands. Russian president Vladimir Putin tries
to use European radicals to split the EU and he maintains
cordial relations with the Hungarian right and far-right. In
2013 the leader of Jobbik, Gabor Vona, was invited to visit
Moscow. The Jobbik web site presented the visit as a critical
breakthrough which «clearly demonstrated that Russian
leaders consider our party their partner» [18]. Jobbik
constantly criticizes Hungary’s Euro—Atlantic relations and
that pleases the Kremlin well. Jobbik called the dubious
referendum in Crimea in the spring of 2014 a «sample
for imitation» and hope for Transcarpathian Hungarians
and sent its observers to the peninsula [19]. Gabor Vona
expressed a wish for Hungarians to leave the EU and join
Putin’s Eurasian Union instead. The Jobbik faction in the
European parliament voted against the associated agreement
between the EU and Ukraine. Jobbik faction in the
Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe expressed
statements that pleased the Kremlin much. Namely, that
Crimea is Russian and Trascarpathia is Hungarian, that
Ukraine is an artificial state and the Ukrainian government
is illegitimate. It called the Euromaidan in Kyiv a putsch
organized by the US intelligence services and expressed
sympathy to the separatist republics in eastern Ukraine.
The Jobbik faction also stated that Hungarian minority
in Transcarpathia must get a status of full regional
autonomy [20]. Jobbik recognized the elections held in
self-proclaimed Donetsk People’s Republic and Luhansk
People’s Republic in 2014 and sent observers there. The
people who live in these so—called republics were called
by Jobbik «the local Russian community with Ukrainian
citizenship» [21]. Kyiv correspondingly was accused of
violating of fundamental rules of democracy by «waging a
war on its own citizens» [21]. In concert with the Kremlin,
Jobbik advocated federalization of Ukraine [22]. In May
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2016, the party stated that «Jobbik has always urged to lift
the sanctions from Moscow as well as to develop closer ties
with Russia» [23]. The cooperation between Jobbik and the
Kremlin was so clear that some analysts in the West started
to doubt Jobbik’s independence [24]. Thus, it does not look
strange that in October 2015, the European parliament
accused a Jobbik representative Bela Kovacs of espionage
in favor of Russia and deprived him of parliamentary
immunity.

After the Brexit, Jobbik started to advocate the creation
of «Europe of nations». Thus, according to its official
statement, «the European Commission and European
Parliament should be subordinated to member states and
national governments, and given coordination powers at
most» [25]. Such statements please the Kremlin which is
very much interested at least in weakening the EU’s strength.

Jobbik does not seem an unusual phenomenon for
Hungary. The right ideas are quite widespread in the
country. Hungary does not have a long history of democratic
traditions. It used to live for a long time under monarchy,
dictatorship, and even had an experience of a direct fascist
rule. Even relatively recently in 2008 a general population
survey showed that 75 percent of respondents believed
that their country should be governed with an iron fist by
a strong leader [26]. Thus, it will probably take a long
time for liberal ideas to take firm roots in the country. It
likens Hungary to Ukraine to some extent. It is possible
to draw parallels between the ideologies of Jobbik and
Ukraine’s Svoboda party. They have such common traits as
homophobia, anti—Semitism, anti—globalism, state control
over strategic sectors of the economy, policies of order,
criticism of immigration and European integration policies,
populism, patriotic and confrontational rhetoric, glorification
of the past, firm pro—family policies, anti—abortion issues,
anti-Communism, torchlight processions, etc. Between 2009
and 2014 the relations between Jobbik and Svoboda were
quite cordial. In 2014 after the Russian aggression against
Ukraine and Jobbik’s support of the Kremlin’s policy the
relations became strained. In February 2015 in Budapest
there was a torchlight procession organized by HVIM (neo—
Nazi youth organization) and Jobbik dedicated to the issue
of Hungarian minority in Ukraine. The Hungarian far-right
opposed the campaign for military conscription in Ukrainian
Transcarpathia. Istvan Szavay, Jobbik’s vice—chairman,
declared at the event that the United States and other
western states should not provide Ukraine with military
help. He also praised Sergey Lavrov, Russian foreign
minister, for singling out Transcarpathian Hungarians of
Ukrainian society [27].

In July 2016 Jobbik expressed solidarity with the Polish
Sejm’s statements on the Ukrainian nationalists in the time
of the Second World War and condemned the «chauvinist»
Ukrainian Insurgent Army (UPA) for «the anti—Polish
atrocities that claimed the lives of around 100 thousand
people» during the so—called Volhynia massacre. The
statement reads: «Jobbik respectfully commemorates the
Polish people murdered by the Ukrainian Insurgent Army
during World War II» [28]. The statement does not mention
the «retaliating actions» of the Polish Home Army (Armia
Krajowa) against thousands of Ukrainian peasants. All
blame was placed exclusively on Ukrainians.

Jobbik is constantly demanding «full territorial
autonomy and the relating rights for self-governance
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in terms of language use, education and culture» for
Hungarians that live in Ukraine [28]. In general, Jobbik
practically always condemns the external and internal
policies of the Ukrainian government. The Hungarian—
speaking minority in Ukrainian Transcarpathia amounts,
according to different data, from 150,000 to 200,000.
Hungary in many ways has been trying to support this
minority from the early 1990s. Dozens of thousands of
Ukrainian Hungarians have obtained Hungarian citizenship.
In 1994 Budapest established the Ferenc Rakoczi II
Transcarpathian Hungarian Institute, a private institute of
higher education which is also totally financed by Hungary.
The language of instruction there is Hungarian. With
the aim of supporting Hungarian education and culture
in the area Budapest pays cash benefits to health and
education workers who speak Hungarian. About a hundred
of Hungarian schools and kindergartens in the region are
supported by the Hungarian government. The Hungarian
parliament has established special business grants for
Hungarian—speaking businessmen who start their businesses
in the region. Thus, Budapest has been conducting a policy
in Ukrainian Transcarpathia which corresponds to Jobbik’s
wishes, namely, to encourage ethnic Hungarians to stay in
the area.

Rumors of the popularity of Hungarian separatist ideas
in Transcarpathia became especially widespread in 2014
when Russia attacked eastern Ukraine and Jobbik declared
that the lands of Transcarpathia should be returned to
Hungary. In fact, such rumors seem to be exaggerated.
«This is a multicultural land of peace. It is a very big
mistake to think that we are separatists», said Karolina
Dorcsi, a professor of political science at the Ferenc
Rakoczi II Transarpathian Hungarian Institute [29]. On the
other hand, ethnic Hungarians of the region «asked the local
government to create a special Hungarian district that would
include all the main population centers where Hungarian
communities live» [29]. They submitted an appeal to the
region council, but it has been under consideration over half
a year already. Probably the authorities do not want to give
more rights to the Hungarian minority for political reasons.
«We’ll see how the situation with special status for Donbas
ends. If the Russian minority gets special rights, all the
minorities will get them», said Dorcsi [29].

The Jobbik party has achieved an especially impressive
success in mobilizing the young through the Internet. The
young, people under 35, comprise over 40 percent of the
Jobbik voter base [26, p. 23] As well as in other European
far-right parties Jobbik’s supporters are predominantly
men. They comprise 66 percent of the party’s voters [26,
p- 23]. To attract the youth, Jobbik has created a modernized
youth subculture: folk music and «national rock» festivals,
summer camps, various clubs and events, uniforms, stylish
t-shirts and fashion brands, etc. The party also pays
considerable attention to the issues of material concern
important to the youth such as unemployment, college
scholarships, housing, etc. [30, p. 21]. Another important
factor that attracts the youth to Jobbik is that the party
leadership is predominantly young, mostly in their 20s and
30s. It seems that Jobbik’s young leaders better understand
the needs of the young. The party is especially popular with
the youth who vote for the first time [31].

Previous analyses indicate that most adherents of the
far-right parties in Europe, including Hungary, were rural
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inhabitations and not very well educated town dwellers.
However, recent data show that urban and well educated
strata are becoming more chauvinistic and receptive to
far-right ideology [8, p. 11]. According to a 2015 poll,
Jobbik was the most popular party with university students
[32]. Jobbik is also Hungary’s most popular party online,
«getting the most ‘likes’ and having the broadest reach [32].
Jobbik created networks which are independent from the
mainstream media, so the government cannot influence them.

In general, after the elections of 2014 Jobbik has been
moving from its radical positions toward the political center.
Recently Jobbik leaders quite often deny accusations of
anti—Semitism and xenophobia. Moreover, they have offered
apologies for the statements and actions of some of the
party’s most radical members [33]. In such a way, Jobbik
is getting more serious chances to win the parliamentary
elections of 2018. Jobbik’s softened policy is also revealed
in its so—called roundtables with intellectuals. Thus in
September 2016 at such a roundtable attended by around
150 well-known and influential intellectuals, Gabor Vona
spoke about building bridges between different groups
in society and laying foundations for so—called modern
conservatism. The aim of modern conservatism is to «create
a balance between order and liberty so we could achieve
external and internal freedom» [34].

Summing up the material we
conclusions.

Jobbik sharply reduced the desire of immigrants to settle
in Hungary. Immigrants usually do not go to the countries
with strong far-right movements.

Jobbik has become especially popular with the young.
Jobbik is a young party with young leaders that actively use
innovative methods of mobilization (Internet, creating a youth
subculture, etc) Most of the party’s activity is aimed at the
young. Thus, the party has good perspectives for the future.

The example of Jobbik shows how the far-right can
influence the center right (Fidesz) which adopted and
implemented a number of Jobbik’s ideas.

Jobbik is gradually giving up its most extreme rhetoric,
trying to attract broader segments of the population. It has
real chances to come to power in 2018 either alone or in
the form of coalition with Fidesz. If it comes to power, the
party will probably soften its radical pro—Russian, anti—
Euro—Atlantic, and anti—Ukrainian rhetoric. Perspectives
for relations with Ukraine look not very good, however.
The hottest issue will be the question of granting broad
autonomy to the Hungarian minority in Transcarpathia.

can make some
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OBPA3 BoraAHA XMENbHULIbKOIO B MATEPIANAX
XXIV BCEYKPAIHCbKOi HAYKOBOI ICTOPUKO—
KPAE3HABYOI KOH®EPEHLi «KO3ALITBO B ICTOPIi
YKPAIHU (80 360—PI445 BUTBU Nig BATOrom)»

Ilpoananizoeano obpas b. Xmenonuywvkozo, oxkpecnenuii y mamepianax XXIV
Bceykpaincoroi  naykosoi  icmopuro—xkpaesnasuoi  xongpepenyii - «Kozaymeo 6
icmopii Yipainuy, npuceauenoi 360-piuuio 6umeu nio Bamozom. Icmopioepagpiune

Yvo2o 30ip nonA2ae 8 MOMY, WO 6 HbOMY NpPeOCMasieHo HAUHOBIUL
icmopuko—kpac3nagui 0ocuiodicens 3 icmopii ko3aymea 3a OCmanui n’same poKie.
Xapakmeproio ocobaugicmio onyonikoganux mamepianie € me, wo 6 OiIbUOCmI 3 HUX
izypye nocmamu b. Xmenvnuyvkoeo, piwenns ma 64unku K020 CAPULUHUIU HU3KY
noaiil ykpaincoroi icmopii cepedunu XVII cm.

Kniouosi cnosa: o6pas bozoana Xmenvhuywkoeo,
docuiodcerHs, mamepianu KoHpepenyii, Cyuachi icmopuxu.

icmopuxko—Kpaesnasyi

VY uepBHi 2012 poxy Ha 0a3i iHCTUTYTy icTopii,
eTHoNoril Ta mTpaBa BiHHHIBKOTO JEpKaBHOTO IIE€AAro-
riuHoro yHiBepcureTy imeHi Muxaiina KomroOuHCHKOTO
BigOymacs XXIV  BceykpaiHcbka HayKoBa — iCTOPUKO—
Kkpae3HaBua KoH(epeHniiist «KozaurBo B ictopii Ykpaium»,
npucBsiuena 360—piuuto OutBu mix barorom. 3a pesyib-
TaraMu poOOTH KOH(EpeHIii BUIaHO 30ipHUK, KU yMillye
MOHAJ MICTISCAT HAyKOBHX CTareil 3 pI3HUX acIeKTiB
icTOpii yKpalHCHKOTO KO3aLTBa. XapaKTEpPHOK OCOOIMBICTIO
omyOJIIKOBAaHUX MaTepialliB € Te, MO B OLIBIIOCTI 3 HHUX
¢irypye mocrate b. XMeNIbHUIBKOrO, PIlICHHS Ta BYMHKA
SKOTO CIPUYMHWIM HHU3KYy NOXIH yKpaiHChKol icTopii
cepequnu XVII cr.

Mertoro 1i€i CcTarTi € y3aralbHCHHS pUC 00pasy
b. XMenpHHUIBKOT0, OKPECICHUX Y HAYKOBHUX CTATTSX BHIIIC-
3a3Ha4eHOro 30ipHUKA.

OmauM 3 o0pa3iB TeTbMaHa, BIiATBOPEHHM Ha CTO-
piHKax BHIAHHS, € IOPTPET HENPUMHUPEHHOro Oopus 3
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karorunusmMoM. Ha nymky C. C. Borardyk, rojoBHOIO METOIO
b. XMenpHUIBKOrO, SIKMH OYOJMB YCEHAapOAHE MHOBCTAHHS
1648 p., OyB 3axMCT IpaBOCIABHOI BipH Ta JIKBimawis yHii.
b. XwmenpHunpkuii mocrac  oboponumem IIpaBocmaBHOf
LlepkBu, ItonuHOIO, sikKa HE BTpydaiacs y 1i BHYTpImIHI
CIpaBH, aje CTaBWIAacs N0 Hel 3 MOMIAHOI. YHACIIJIOK
BCTAQHOBJICHHSI MIXK JiepxaBolo i LlepkBoro IpyKHIX mapTHEp-
CHKHX BIJIHOCHH OCTaHHIO 3BUILHEHO Bij mopartkis [1, c. 14].

KMiTmmBuM Ta O0OSpeKHMM MOJNITHKOM, SIKHH XOTIB
CKOpHCTATHCsl BHYTPIMIHBOI0 Kpm3oio B [lompmi Ta 3apy-
YUTUCS MIATPUMKOIO CYCITHIX nepxaB, moctae b. Xwmemnb-
Hunpkuid y myobmikamii €. C. Top0. ABrop HOBOIUTH, 5K
Tinpku b. XMETbHHUIBKHI OTpHMaB 3BICTKY PO CMEpPTh
koponsi BmagucnaBa IV, TO oxmpasy ik 3BEepHYBCS 10
MOCKOBChKOTO 1apst Omexcis MuxaiijoBuya, 3a0X04yHOUH
HOro 10 KaHIWAATypd HA MPECTON 1 OOIIsMI0YM BilICHKOBY
noromory. €. C. I'opd nepexoHanuii, mo e Oyao Heuupe
OakaHHs TreTbMaHa: OYEBMIHO, BIH XOTIB BTATHYTH Laps
y Biiiny 3 ITombmiero [2, c. 66]. b. XMenpHUIBKUI THIBHO
CTS)KHUB 3a XOJ0M BHOOpY0i O6opothdu B Peui I[Mocmonuriii.
JlocmimHUK TIOKa3ye TeThbMaHa CHMITATHKOM  CJIa0KOro,
BUXOBAHOTO 32 KOPJOHOM, aJjie YyKOTO IUIIXETChKHM
3puyasM  SlHa  Kasummpa, sxomy b. XwmenbHunbkuii
BIANIPaBUB JINCTA, A€ OOIIB y pasi moTrpedu miaTpumaTu
Woro kaumuaatypy 30poero. Takox b. XMeabHUIBKHIA
BHUCJIaB JIMCTA JI0 MEIIKAHIB 00JI0XKEHOTO 3aMOCTs, y SIKOMY
BUCJIOBJTIOBAJIMCST YMKH IIOJI0 IIBHJIIOTO BHOOPY KOOI,
SIKMM, Ha TIePCKOHAHHS reTbMaHa, MaB cratu S Kasummup.
[Mpore ui muctr, BueBHenuii €. C. ['op0, He MOXKHa BBaXATH
OIMPOI0 MIATPUMKOIO BijJ TeTbMaHa Bilicbka 3amopizbkoro.
Toii 3HaB yctpiit Peui [TocmonuToi i MaB noOpe po3ymiTH,
o0 KOpOJIb HE MOXKE BHPIIIYBaTH BaXIUBI CHpaBH 0e3
ceiimy Ta cenary [2, c. 67].

Hawmararounce BTArHYTH y BiiiHy npotu [lompmii me i
Cemurpamna, b. XmenpHuupkuii y nucromaai 1648 poky
3aKJIMKaB CEMHUIOpoAchbkoro kHs3s Jlpopas Paxoui umm
LIBU/IIE BHCIATH CBOE Bilicbko Ha [lombuyy # 006iusB
He3abapoM PYIIUTH 3i CBOIMH TOJIKaMH oMy Ha miamory. Y
JHUCTI 10 KHs3s1 Pakodi reTbMaH, MEBHOIO MIpOIO, BUIVISIAB
JIEeMaroroM, a/pke 3rajyBaB IIACIUBI 4YacH ITaHyBaHHS
kopossi Credana baropis, skuii moxoauB 31 Cemurpamis
i CTaBHMBCSl JI0 KO3aKiB 3 BEIIMKOIO MpHXWiIbHIicTIO. OnHak
yci I MJIaHd 3aJUIIWIACS JHme Ha mamepi [2, c. 67].
Ha mnepexonannst O. II. I'puropenka ta C. M. €croHina,
BCTynuBIIM 1648 poKy B IEPEroBOPU 3 MONBCHKUM YPSIOM,
b. XMenpHHIBKHI TNPHUIYCTHUBCS TOMWMIKH: IIOTOIUBCS
BIZIBECTH CEITHCHKO—KO3aIbKy apMil0 B CXiHI i IIEHTpalbHi
pationn Ykpainu [3, c. 54].

B anamizoBaHOMY HayKoBOMY 30ipHHKY BMIIICHO HU3KY
myOmikamiid, mpucBsueHHXx OuTBi mig barorom 1652 p.
ABTOpH Ha3WBAIOTH II0 OUTBY HaMSCKPABIIIOI CTOPIHKOIO
BOEHHOTO MucrenTBa b. XMeNbHUIIBKOTO, BEPIIMHOIO HOTO
MOJIKOBOJICBKOT MaHCTEpHOCTI, BKa3ylOTb Ha 00’€KTUBHE
OLIIHIOBAaHHS HHMM TIOJITUYHOTO CTAHOBHINA. BoeHHMI
TaJaHT XMEIbHULBKOTO B OMTBI miJ baTtorom mopiBHIOIOTH 3
nepemororo ['annibana Hax puMchKoro apMiero mia Kannamu
[4,c. 9].

HaykoBo—meToanuHe 3alliKaBJICHHS BUKJIUKAIOTh
nepeBuaani «MeTOIUYHI MOpaju CTYIEHTaM 3 BHBYCHHS
JKosroBoacekoi, KopcyHerkoi, [Tnnssenpkoi, 360piBebkol i
baro3pkoi OuTBY, miArotoBieHi mpodecopoM BiHHHMIBKOTO
JIep’)KaBHOTO TIIarOriYHOr0 yHiBepcHTeTy iMeHi Muxaiina
Komroouncbkoro M. M. Kpasuem y 1981 pomi. JloknamHo
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