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The first connection between England and Hungary can 
be traced back to the time of St. Stephen, the founder 
of the Kingdom of Hungary,

A t  that time it happened that the Danes occupied a 
large area of England, Upon the death of the English king, 
Edmund Ironside, in 1016, the Danish King Canute seized 
the throne of England, sending Edmund's orphans, the 
princes Edmund and Edward, into banishment.

The princes arrived after many vicissitudes, at the court 
of St. Stephen and settled for a considerable time —  some 
forty years —  on Hungarian soil, where, according to the 
English chroniclers, they found a kindly home. St. Stephen 
bestowed on them extensive estates, of which we still have 
the deeds of gift. To the elder, Edmund, he gave his own 
daughter Agatha in marriage, who after the death of her 
husband, married his younger brother Edward. According 
to some accounts, St. Stephen intended the throne for Prince 
Edward; and even though this prince never became King, 
there are many sings that he was regarded as the heir to 
the throne of Hungary.

A t  this time the English were seeking a successor to the 
English throne. Hearing that the last representative of their 
royal house, Edward Atheling, was living in Hungary, they 
demanded that Edward the Confessor, who had in the mean
time ascended the throne, should recall his relative. The 
king sent a brilliant deputation to the Emperor Henry III

* This paper was read by the author at the meeting of the English- 
Hungarian Summer School on September 13.
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who, however, would not permit their further progress, be
cause the Anglo-Saxon princes had taken up arms with the 
King of Hungary at the time of the German aggression. Only 
after the death of Henry in 1056 could Edward travel 
across Germany to England. A  large retinue accompanied 
him to Cologne, where he took ship with his wife, the Hun
garian princess Agatha, his children, Edgar, Margaret and 
Christina, who were born in Hungary and had received a 
Hungarian education. When, after forty years of exile, Prince 
Edward set foot on his native land, he was so overcome that 
he died. His body alone arrived in London to be interred 
in St. Paul’s Cathedral. King Edward awaited him at court 
—  in vain. Those who did arrive were certainly his relatives, 
but they had been born on foreign soil and had received 
a foreign training.

On the death of Edward the Confessor in 1066, Duke 
W illiam  of Normandy marched to seize the English throne. 
The Saxon defenders chose the Hungarian-bord Edgar 
for their king, but were unable to raise an adequate army 
to oppose W illiam. W hen the Normans drew near the 
capital, resistance seemed hopeless and, in order to save 
unnecessary bloodshed, Prince Edgar surrendered to W illiam  
the Conqueror, who became the first king of all England. 
He received Edgar kindly, but when the people began to 
complain of the great oppression suffered from the Normans, 
this prince unhesitatingly took up the struggle for freedom 
against the oppressor. From London he marched rorth- 
wards, where the Saxons were gathering, and established 
his headquarters at York. W hen the Normans surrounded 
the city, he was forced to flee. His mother and sisters, with 
their Hungarian suites, determined to return to Hungary, 
urged thither by the recollection of happier times.

They engaged a ship to carry them to Cologne, but 
were driven back by a severe storm unto the Scottish coast. 
They were forced to relinquish the hope of returning to 
Hungary; and Princess Margaret was given in marriage to 
M alcolm III of Scotland. Her mother probably died a short 
time after, for Princess Christina entered a convent. Accord
ing to the latest historical researches, Edgar Atheling took 
to wife the sister of the Northumbrian Tostig, leader of the
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Saxons in the north, and founded a family. The marriages 
of Margaret and Edgar were of considerable importance 
both from an English and from a Hungarian point of view. 
Margaret, later to be canonized, was the first English queen 
of Scotland, where she strengthened the English influence 
and became, through the marriage of her daughter Matilda, 
the ancestress of the future English royal line. The daughter 
of Prince Edgar, also named Matilda, married the Count 
of Albany. Her son received from his mother’s family the 
name ,,delphinus" which, in the form ,,dauphin" was after
wards borne by the heirs to the throne of France.

When, in 1152, the English crown passed to the House 
of Anjou, an embittered war was raging between the kings 
of England and France. In the course of this long struggle, 
peace was frequently concluded between the contestants. 
During one of these truces Prince Henry, heir of Henry II 
of England, took to wife Margaret, the daughter of King 
Louis V II of France. Prince Henry was crowned together 
with his wife in Westminster Abbey in 1172, but died young 
in 1183. His widow shortly afterwards married King Bela III 
of Hungary, so that she ascended the throne of Hungary as 
the crowned Queen of England.

It may be accepted that she was accompanied to Hun
gary by a mixed retinue of Englishmen, Spaniards and 
Frenchmen —  particularly Southern Frenchmen —  because 
we find records of this in the chronicles and the literature 
of the time; as also that the quarrel between England and 
France was carried to Hungary and the Anglo-French war 
continued on Hungarian soil.

A n  example of this is shown in the case of Richard 
Coeur-de-Lion.

King Richard I of England, the younger son of King 
Henry II, travelled on the Crusades across Sicily to the Holy  
Land. He was immediately followed by Philip II of France, 
who took with him his daughter, intending to marry her to 
Richard. Richard, however, chose the daughter of the King 
of Navarre, and thus the amity between these sovereigns 
was turned to hostility. On his return voyage, Richard sent 
bis mother and wife ahead, but was himself shipwrecked.
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His vessel was driven by the storm not to Sicily but into 
the Adriatic. He learnt upon landing that he was in Hun
garian territory, the domain of his sister and brother-in-law. 
He immediately decided to visit the royal court, but the 
guide he chose was a minion of Duke Berthold of Merano, 
the son-in-law of the French king, and led him to Austrian 
territory. Berthold delivered him to the Duke of Austria, 
who, in turn, handed him over to the German Emperor. The 
Emperor Henry V I immediately informed his French ally 
of this event. It was in the interest of Philip that the Lion 
Heart should not return home but that his brother, John 
Lackland, well-known ior the weakness of his character, 
should occupy the English throne. Had Richard reached the 
court of King Bela, he would never have been imprisoned. 
But the course of events cannot be altered. John Lackland 
was a weakling when opposed to Philip, and was soon 
forced to surrender Normandy to the French king.

Hostilities between England and France continued. The 
children of King Bela III by his first marriage, Imre and 
Andras, closely resembled in character Richard and John, 
the sons of Henry II of England. Richard and Imre were 
noble, manly rulers, John and Andras were easily-influenced, 
weak men. King Imre married Constantia, Duchess of A ra 
gon. In her train came a fresh influx of English, Southern 
French and Aragonese courtiers, all those who had fought 
on the English side against the French. Furthermore, the 
kings of Aragon, Hungary and England together guaranteed 
the territories of the Count of Toulouse against eventual 
French aggression. In the Anglo-French wars King Imre 
openly took sides with the English. A t this time the daughter 
of Duke Berthold of Merano sat on the French throne as 
Philip’s queen. His other daughter he gave in marriage to 
Prince Andras, whom he was anxious to help to a crown. 
From this time the Anglo-French quarrel broke out anew 
on Hungarian soil, for Andras repeatedly took up arms 
against his brother, and it was well known that he was 
supported by the Duke of Merano.

The one result of this war was that the French army 
which left for the Fourth Crusade invaded the dominions of
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King Imre in place of the M oslem settlements in the Holy  
Land; and this in spite of the fact that the Hungarian king 
was one of the warmest admirers and adherents of Pope 
Innocent III. Historians are even now puzzled over the 
motives for this attack on Zara in 1202, but, ignorant of Hun
garian history, they are not aware that Zara was the pro
perty of King Imre and formed an integral part of the King
dom of Hungary, nor that through Venice the Duke of 
Merano supported the raid. It is, however, established, that 
the English left the Crusade on the grounds that they were 
not willing to attack the territories of the Hungarian king: 
more than that, they actually marched homewards through 
Hungary. Historians would wonder less where to apportion 
the responsibility if they knew that even after Pope Inno
cent's furious reproaches, the Duke of Merano again incited 
Prince Andras to action against his brother and the English- 
Aragonese Court. Thus it happened that after this unsuccess
ful invasion Andras again took up arms, so that when King 
Imre died in 1204, in unknown circumstances, his queen had 
to flee abroad with her little son in the following year. The 
Duke of Austria offered them his protection, but King 
Laszlo died and the throne passed to Andras, the son-in-law  
of the Duke of Merano. Queen Constantia returned to A ra 
gon, but shortly afterwards married the Emperor Frederick 
II, the greatest ruler of the M iddle Ages. The Hungarian 
historians supposed that the so-called Aragonese Opposition 
was responsible for the assassination of Gertrude, wife of 
Andras. So much is certain, that the English and Hungar
ians, authors of the Magna Charta in 1216 and the "G olden  
B u ll" in 1222, were in direct communication. To the above 
details I only wish to add that King Philip of France 
occupied the territories of the Count of Toulouse which had 
been guaranted by the Anglo-Hungarian League, on the 
pretext that he was making war on the Albigensian heretics. 
Pope Innocent III was appeased, but King Peter of Aragon, 
the brother of Constantia, and the most religious monarch 
of his day, remained on the battlefield.

It is now generally-known that, whatever the resemblance 
between Magna Charta and the "G olden Bull” may be, 
both were the codification of the common law and the in
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dividual rights of that age. For this reason it is necessary 
to emphasize that the similarity in the development of the 
English and Hungarian constitutions goes back for centuries. 
In this connection it should be borne in mind that at the 
time of the constitutional codification the populations of 
England and Hungary were approximately equal. A  compa
rison made today between the size of the Anglo-Saxon race 
and the Hungarian shows a disproportionate difference, a 
difference which fully shows the losses suffered by the Hun
garians in the course of their wars fought in defence of the 
W est and of W estern civilisation against the barbarians from 
the East, through several centuries.

Continuing our researches into the abundant material of 
the history of Anglo-Hungarian relations, we come next to 
Sigismund of Luxembourg, the brother-in-law of Louis the 
Great, the last king of the A njou dynasty, known to history 
as Holy Roman Emperor, but generally misunderstood by 
historians. In spite of his notoriously frivolous life, we Hun
garians know well how courageously and with what en
durance he fought in the marshland and moords of the south
ern frontier districts; and how he organized and led the 
defence of Hungary against the formidable attacks of the 
Turks. Nor do English historians ignore the great Crusade 
which he led to Nicapolis in 1396 and to which the nations 
o f W estern Europe contributed considerable forces. Although 
the sons of the Duke of Lancaster took no part in this 
crusade, Henry Bolingbroke, later Henry IV. of England, 
visited Hungary to inspect the great defence works construct
ed by the Emperor Sigismund for the defence of the Hun
garian Kingdom.

Strong as these "fortifications" were, the King of Hun
gary was well aware that it would be impossible successfully 
to combat the Turks for long, while the powers of Christian 
Europe were fighting one another. It was, therefore, his prin
cipal aim to unite the Christian nations in friendly coopera
tion. Accompanied by Hungarian Statesmen, he attended the 
Synod of Constance in 1415, where he took sides with the 
English, whose status as a nation and sovereign rights the 
French were unwilling to admit. He then acted as mediator
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between the French and English kings, a sphere in which 
the head of the Hungarian Government, Nicholas Gara, the 
,,Nador” distinguished himself. According to contemporary 
records, he travelled to England, attended by a magnificent 
suite of 1400 of his subjects and concluded an alliance with 
Henry at Canterbury in 1417. By the terms of this treaty 
they agreed to combine their forces in order to maintain 
peace in W estern Europe, but Sigismund was kept in Hun
gary by the Turks and was unable to return to W estern  
Europe. His son-in-law and successor, Albert of Hapsburg, 
died on his way to the theatre of war, and Sigismond’s task 
of defending the country passed to John Hunyadi, now con
sidered by some historians to have been the natural son of 
Sigismund. There is no doubt that young Hunyadi was the 
object of Sigismund's loving care and that he also accom
panied the Emperor to England. This explains why, after 
his great victory over the Turks in 1456, Hunyadi sent a 
special messenger to O xford: he clearly had important and 
distinguished friends in England which made it imperative 
for him to send a messenger, the means of communication 
being very expensive in those times. From this time onwards 
the English watched the Turkish advance with increasing 
anxiety and during the next two centuries expended both 
life and money in strengthening Hungary's power of re
sistance. The English distinguished themselves in the de
fence of Szigetvar in 1566 no less than in the recapture 
of Buda in 1686. W hen the Hungarian Kingdom, exhausted 
by the constant struggle for self-defence through one and a 
half centuries, was occupied by the German troops of the 
King of Hungary, who was also Holy Roman Emperor, it 
was Sir George Stepney, the British Ambassador to Vienna, 
who acted as mediator between the foreign and Hungarian 
Ministers at the Court. The documents relating to the me
diation of the English diplomat would fill whole archives 
and this rich source of historic information is less known 
to the British public than to Hungarians. The most interest
ing circumstance is that the Plenipotentiary of Her Britannic 
M ajesty Queen Anne, who was fully informed of the situa
tion, championed the just claims of the Hungarian nation. 
No ideal has been more closely cherished by the Hungarians
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than that of liberty. W hen after the long fight for self- 
defence Francis Rakoczi, Hungary’s great national hero sent, 
in 1710, a letter to Queen Anne of England begging Her 
M ajesty to protect the Hungarian nation against the menace 
of oppression and slavery:* "M ad am e", he writes, "w e  
appear before the bright torch of the liberty in your happy 
realm with a poor candle, extinct but still smoking. W e  beg 
to enjoy its happiness and its brilliance, without harming or 
corrupting it. Could it be possible that a Queen and a nation 
today as exalted as ours is abased, were not willing to light 
this candle at the torch of her liberty, or that she should 
not reflect on the vicissitudes and changeability of mortal 
glory? W ould  she not consider it useful to preserve the 
liberty of even the most distant peoples, rather than to leave 
them a prey to Sovereigns of whom so few set bounds to 
their am bition?"

Queen Anne made representations to the Court of 
Vienna without delay "to  press the Imperial Court with the 
utmost earnestness. The Queen thinks it impossible to put 
an end to the troubles in Hungary by force alone. Being a 
people used to liberty, violence and oppression will never 
subdue them to be quiet under the Austrian Government, but 
they may easily be won by indulgence and rendered faith
ful subjects by restoring them to their just privileges".

A n  agreement between King and nation was actually 
reached and the Hungarian Parliament which was to restore 
constitutional government to Hungary through the legisla
tion of 1715, assembled in 1712.

(T o  b e  co n c lu d ed .)

* "Nous paroissons, Madame, devant le flambeau ardent de la 
liberte de Votre heureux Royaume avec une chandelle esteinte, mais 
encore fumante; nous souhaitons de participer & son bonheur et a sa 
lueur sans le nuire, ni le corrompre; sera-t-il possible qu'une Reine 
et une nation aujourd'hui aussi elevee, que la notre est abatue, ne 
▼euille allumer cette chandelle au flambeau de sa liberte; et qu'elle 
ne se r^flechisse sur la vicissitude et les changements de la gloire des 
mortels? ne trouvera-t-elle pas plus utile de conserver plutot la liberte 
meme des nations les plus 6loignees que de les abandonner a la proie 
des Souverains dont il y en en a si peu qui bornent leurs ambitions?"
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