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Abstract 

Since Viktor Orbán came to power in 2010, disputes between Hungary and the European Union 

have increased. Among the contested issues are legislative changes, Hungary’s new constitution 

as well as the so-called refugee crisis. While the European Commission criticizes violations of EU 

law and EU principles, Orbán accuses “Brussels” of illegitimate interferences with domestic affairs. 

In this context Orbán frequently uses historicizing arguments, which means that he invokes 

Hungarian history in order to explain present-day politics. Orbán paints a picture of brave 

Hungarians who repeatedly fought for freedom in the past, and who repeatedly became the 

victims of foreign Empires. Today, he claims, Hungarians are in a similar situation again, yet this 

time they have to defend their freedom against the European Union. While doing so, Orbán often 

blurs the line between past and present and creates a strict antagonism of “us against them”. 

Historically, “us against them” refers to freedom fighters against communists. Today, “us” refers 

to a Christian Hungary that values work, family and national sovereignty, and “them” refers to a 

global liberal elite, represented by the European Union and others. After 15 to 20 years of 

combatting historical narratives, Orbán’s vision of the past gradually turned into the dominant one 

between 2006 and 2010. With his divisive understanding of Hungarian history, Orbán presents his 

Fidesz party as the legitimate heir of the 1956 freedom fighters, while the liberal and left camp is 

delegitimized on these grounds. Orbán’s narrative is rhetorically strong and appears self-contained 

at first glance, yet the thesis at hand will reveal that his connections between past and present 

often lack consistency. While the historicizing arguments employed against the EU often have a 

comprehensible core, they are inflated by additional, manipulative and historically questionable 

points. 


