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Delegates, 

 It is my pleasure to welcome you to the Hungarian Revolution of 1848. I’m
a second year student at Florida State University, majoring in political
science and international affairs. I’ve been with MUN since my freshman
year, and this will be my second year participating in GatorMUN — but my
first year as a crisis director. 
 The Revolutions of 1848 represent one of the most turbulent times in
European history, grwith dozens of concurrent revolutions occurring in
some fashion in almost every nation on the continent. However, the most
dramatic were those occurring in the Habsburg Austrian Empire, where
the state reached a period of wholesale collapse, with every one of its
dozen ethnic groups seizing the opportunity to either push for additional
political rights or to declare their independence. 
 The Committee finds itself at the head of the Hungarian Diet following its
creation, beginning on the 17th of March, 1848. Delegates will take the role
of a variety of different Hungarian and minority leaders, in an attempt to
guide the Kingdom — or republic, if they so choose — through this
turbulent time and into a period of stability. This committee will be
operating using a directive cycle basis, and to better represent the tumult
of the times, delegates will be permitted to send a singular crisis note in a
session. Although this is not required for success in the committee, I do
recommend it, as it allows delegates to better react to the chaos and
achieve the political objectives of their position. These crisis notes will be
collected at once, and they will affect the course of the committee the
following session. 
Mechanics: 
This specialized committee will operate on a directive cycle basis as
opposed to resolutions. Crisis updates will prompt the committee to begin
new rounds of debate, whereupon they will develop novel solutions,
negotiate with one another, and pass one or several directives which will
be given to the crisis staff. Although not a crisis committee, this
committee will be permitting delegates to send a single crisis note in
every session of the committee. As delegates are often representing
communities with disparate goals, which historically charted separate
courses, these notes will provide higher stakes for negotiation, with
disaffected groups potentially seeking to strengthen their negotiating
position and prompt new issues to address. 

Your Director,
Samuel Evatt



Rules of Procedure

Setting the agenda.
This means choosing the order in which you will debate
topics, if there are multiple on the table.

Debating the topic.
Moderated Caucus

Moderated debate
Unmoderated Caucus

Work on draft resolutions, sporadic debate, time for
additional research, etc.

Speaker’s List
When the speaker’s list is closed, move straight into the
voting procedure.

Vote on motions as they arise.
Author’s Panel

Group of sponsors present resolution
Voting procedure

Resolutions are presented, then voted upon.
No one may enter or exit the room once voting procedure
has begun 

This Committee will abide by Robert’s Rules of Order, below is a
brief summation of the basic procedures needed to be successful
in this committee. Points and motions not listed in this
document are chair’s discretion on acceptance. The goal of this
committee is to create one resolution as a group by the end of
the conference, based on attendance more may be accepted.
Page minimums and maximums will be established throughout
the committee as well as sponsor caps. 

Order/Agenda of a Model U.N. Conference
1.

a.

2.
a.

i.
b.

i.

c.
i.

d.
e.

i.
3.

a.
b.
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Rules of Procedure
QUORUM
A majority of voting members answering to the roll at each
session shall constitute a quorum for that session. This means
that half plus one of all voting members are present. Quorum will
be assumed consistent unless questioned through a Point of
Order. Delegates may request to be noted as “Present” or
“Present and Voting.” 

MOTION TO SUSPEND THE RULES FOR THE PURPOSE
OF A MODERATED CAUCUS
A majority of voting members answering to the roll at each
session shall constitute a quorum for that session. This means
that half plus one of all voting members are present. Quorum will
be assumed consistent unless questioned through a Point of
Order. Delegates may request to be noted as “Present” or
“Present and Voting.” 

MOTION TO SUSPEND THE RULES FOR THE PURPOSE
OF AN UNMODERATED CAUCUS
This motion must include the length of the Caucus. During an
unmoderated caucus, delegates
may get up from their seats and talk amongst themselves. This
motion requires a simple majority
to pass. The length of an unmoderated caucus in a Crisis
committee should not exceed fifteen
minutes.

MOTION TO SUSPEND THE MEETING
This motion is in order if there is a scheduled break in debate to
be observed. (ie. Lunch!) This motion requires a simple majority
vote. The Committee Director may refuse to entertain this
motion at their discretion.

POINTS OF ORDER
Points of Order will only be recognized for the following items:
a) To recognize errors in voting, tabulation, or procedure,
b) To question relevance of debate to the current Topic or
c) To question a quorum.
A Point of Order may interrupt a speaker if necessary and it is to
be used sparingly.

MOTION TO ADJOURN THE MEETING
This motion is in order at the end of the last committee session.
It signifies the closing of the
committee until next year’s conference.
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POINTS OF INQUIRY
When there is no discussion on the floor, a delegate may direct a
question to the Committee Director. Any question directed to
another delegate may only be asked immediately after the
delegate has finished speaking on a substantive matter. A
delegate that declines to respond to a question after a formal
speech forfeits any further questioning time. The question must
conform to the following format: 

Delegate from Country A raises placard to be recognized by the
Committee Director.
Committee Director: “To what point do you rise?”
Country A: “Point of Inquiry.”
Committee Director: “State your Point.”
Country A: “Will the delegate from Country B (who must have just
concluded a substantive
speech) yield to a question?”
Committee Director: “Will the Delegate Yield?”
Country B: “I will” or “I will not” (if not, return to the next business
item)
Country A asks their question (it must not be a rhetorical
question.)
Country B may choose to respond or to decline.

If the Delegate from Country B does not yield to or chooses not
to answer a question from Country A, then he/she yields all
remaining questioning time to the Committee Director.

POINTS OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE
Points of personal privilege are used to request information or
clarification and conduct all other business of the body except
Motions or Points specifically mentioned in the Rules of
Procedure.
Please note: The Director may refuse to recognize Points of
Order, Points of Inquiry or Points of Personal Privilege if the
Committee Director believes the decorum and restraint inherent
in the exercise has been violated, or if the point is deemed
dilatory in nature.

RIGHTS OF REPLY
At the Committee Director’s discretion, any member nation or
observer may be granted a Right of Reply to answer serious
insults directed at the dignity of the delegate present. The
Director has the ABSOLUTE AUTHORITY to accept or reject Rights
of Reply, and the decision IS NOT SUBJECT TO APPEAL.
Delegates who feel they are being treated unfairly may take their
complaint to any member of the Secretariat.
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FRIENDLY AMENDMENTS
Friendly Amendments are any changes to a formally introduced
Directive that all Sponsors
agree to in writing. The Committee Director must approve the
Friendly Amendment and confirm
each Sponsor’s agreement both verbally and in writing.

UNFRIENDLY AMENDMENTS
Unfriendly Amendments are any substantive changes to a
formally introduced Directive that are not agreed to by all of the
Sponsors of the Directive. In order to introduce an Unfriendly
Amendment, the Unfriendly Amendment must be the number
equivalent to 1/3 of Quorum confirmed signatories. The
Committee Director has the authority to discern between
substantive and non-substantive Unfriendly amendment
proposals.
Delegate from Country A raises placard to be recognized by the
Committee Director
Committee Director: “To what point do you rise?”
Country A: “Point of Inquiry.”
Committee Director: “State your Point.”
Country A: “Will the delegate from Country B (who must have just
concluded a substantive
speech) yield to a question?”
Committee Director: “Will the Delegate Yield?”
Country B: “I will” or “I will not” (if not, return to the next business
item)
Country A asks their question (it must not be a rhetorical
question.)
Country B may choose to respond or to decline.
If the Delegate from Country B does not yield to or chooses not
to answer a question from Country A, then he/she yields all
remaining questioning time to the Committee Director.

PLAGIARISM
GatorMUN maintains a zero-tolerance policy in regards to
plagiarism. Delegates found to have used the ideas of others
without properly citing those individuals, organizations, or
documents will have their credentials revoked for the duration of
the GatorMUN conference. This is a very serious offense.
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MOTION TO ENTER VOTING PROCEDURE
Once this motion passes, and the committee enters Voting
Procedure, no occupants of the committee room may exit the
Committee Room, and no individual may enter the Committee
Room from the outside. A member of the Dias will secure all
doors.
• No talking, passing notes, or communicating of any kind will be
tolerated during voting procedures.
• Each Directive will be read to the body and voted upon in the
order which they were introduced. Any Proposed Unfriendly
Amendments to each Directive will be read to the body and
voted upon before the main body of the Directive as a whole is
put to a vote.
• Delegates who requested to be noted as “Present and Voting”
are unable to abstain during voting procedure. Abstentions will
not be counted in the tallying of a majority. For example, 5 yes
votes, 4 no votes, and 7 abstentions means that the Directive
passes.
• The Committee will adopt Directives and Unfriendly
Amendments to Directives if these documents pass with a simple
majority. Specialized committees should refer to their
background-guides or Committee Directors for information
concerning specific voting procedures.

ROLL CALL VOTING
A counted placard vote will be considered sufficient unless any
delegate to the committee motions for a Roll Call Vote. If a Roll
Call Vote is requested, the committee must comply. All dele-
gates must vote: “For,” “Against,” “Abstain,” or “Pass.”
During a Roll Call vote, any delegate who answers, “Pass,”
reserves his/her vote until the Committee Director has exhausted
the Roll. However, once the Committee Director returns to
“Passing” Delegates, they must vote: “For” or “Against.”

ACCEPTING BY ACCLAMATION
This motion may be stated when the Committee Director asks for
points or motions. If a Roll Call Vote is requested, the motion to
Accept by Acclamation is voided. If a delegate believes a
Directive will pass without opposition, he or she may move to
accept the Directive by acclamation. The motion passes unless a
single delegate shows opposition. An abstention is not
considered opposition. Should the motion fail, the committee will
move directly into a Roll Call Vote.
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The Origin of Hungary 
Although much of Hungary’s early history is heavily mythologized,
it begins with the Magyar people, divided steppe nomads from the
pontic steppe. For unclear reasons — with the primary scholarly
beliefs either being forced by population pressure or with the
intent of conquest — the various Hungarian tribes made a blood
oath, and formed a confederation, led by a man named Árpád.
From their homeland, they made a trek across the Carpathian
mountains into the Pannonian Plain. Pannonia had been a
borderland of various empires, most notably the Bulgarians,
Moravians, and Franks, continually fought over since the
destruction of the Avar Khaganate. Over the course of seven years,
the Magyars were successful in driving out these powers, settling
within the basin and establishing the Hungarian Principality. 
Now successfully occupying the area, the Hungarians moved
outward, raiding Europe from the Balkans all the way to Spain.
Several military expeditions led by the Franks with the intention of
driving them out or subjugating them were crushed decisively, and
the Hungarian presence in Europe would prove to be permanent.
For a time they continued their nomadic 
lifestyle and the practice of transhumance, focusing primarily on
herding, migrating with the seasons. However, the economic
realities of nomadism would soon set in, and the pasturage of the
basin would be depleted significantly. During this period, Hungary
would degenerate both economically and culturally, with the
Grand Prince wielding little power as the individual tribes settled
down into an agricultural lifestyle. 
Grand Prince Gejza, a descendant of Árpád, would later come to
the throne of Grand Prince. After making peace with the Franks
and securing Hungary’s borders, he sought to consolidate the
power of the Grand Prince at the expense of the various
autonomous tribes. He unilaterally named his son Vajk his
successor to the throne — interfering with the agnatic seniority
succession of the Hungarian people — and thus triggering a large
scale civil war between the supporters of Gejza and the more
traditionalist minded tribes. Through violence and cruelty on an
incredible scale (as cataloged by his contemporaries) Gejza was
eventually successful in crushing the rebels and establishing
himself as the ruler of a far more centralized Hungarian state.
Domestically, he invited christian missionaries to Hungary, as well
as began to construct fortifications, bringing the state more in line
with its western neighbors. Although he himself converted to
Christianity, as did much of the aristocracy, they made little
attempt to truly participate in its rituals. 
Following the death of Gejza and ascension of Vajk (now baptized
as Stephen), there was yet another brief civil war between
traditionalists and the forward looking christian faction. Stephen 

Background Guide
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was successful, seizing the throne. Following discussion with the
Pope, Stephen was formally crowned the King of Hungary, where
he set about converting his new Christian kingdom to the modern
feudal structure, which he did with great success. 
Medieval Hungary 
Having successfully modernized, Hungary came to associate itself
with western, latin, civilization. When the Great Schism occurred
between the Catholics and Orthodox christians,
Hungary elected to stay with the Catholics, and for this was
deemed the “Shield of Christendom” by the Pope. Although the
eventual death of Stephen led to another series of Pagan revolts,
by this time Christianity had gained too much momentum within
the country — Hungarian paganism was decisively squashed, and
would never recover to a movement capable of contesting
Christianity again. During this period, the Holy Roman Empire
under the rule of Henry III would attempt to conquer Hungary
twice — as had its predecessor, Francia — but would be defeated,
securing the independence of the country once more. Although
yet another civil war would spring up in the wake of this success,
this time based on dynastic rather than religious conflict, ending
with Ladislaus I taking the throne. Ladislaus I would oversee the
next significant territorial expansion since the state’s foundation,
contesting the croatian succession following the death of his
brother-in-law Zvonomir and successfully claiming the throne,
marking the beginning of the centuries long association between
Croatia and Hungary. 
During this period of consolidation and expansion Hungary would
seek to address its relatively low population density, and would
invite several waves of foreign immigrants to colonize its lands
under the direction of both local nobles and the Kings themselves.
Although these settlers were primarily German — coinciding with
their general eastward movement that came to be known as the
ostsiedlung — walloons, flemish, italians, and others were also
present. These settled predominantly in the border regions, such
as Banat, Transylvania, and Slovakia, and would lead to the
development of isolated and homogenous splinter populations,
such as the Transylvania Saxons, who took to the mountain passess
of Carpathia, and would remain influential several hundred years
into the future. Although perhaps a sign of future hardship for
nation-state building, these new populations would succeed in
extracting great mineral wealth from the mountains, and
accelerating the economic growth of the Kingdom. 
The next significant disruption would occur with the Mongol
invasion of Europe. Populations of Cumans displaced by the
Mongols would settle the central Hungarian basin after accepting
their overlordship, though this would lead to no small amount of
internal turmoil, with 
most Hungarians deeply distrustful of the Cumans, believing them
at best to simply be strange new arrivals, and at worst active fifth 
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columns serving the Mongols. These fears would ultimately prove
unfounded. The Mongols didn’t need the Cumans to conquer
Hungary — They’d destroy it themselves. 
In 1240 they demanded the capitulation of the Hungarian King,
Béla IV. This demand was soundly refused, and after deporting the
Cumans the Hungarian armies assembled in Pest, before marching
to meet the Mongols who had begun entering into Transdanubia.
The Hungarians were defeated utterly at the battle of Mohi,
resulting in the King fleeing and the Mongols ravaging the country
unopposed. They razed villages wholesale and plundered the
countryside to such an extent that Abbot Hermann, a
contemporary, claimed the kingdom had “Ceased to exist.” Mongol
influence would ultimately prove transient, and the Mongols
withdrew following the death of Ogedai Khan to attend the
kurultai, sparing Hungary complete incorporation into the Empire.
Although perhaps the attestation that Hungary had ceased
existing was an exaggeration, and political power remained, the
ramifications of this invasion cannot be overstated. Aged trade
routes were no longer traveled, and agriculture was ruined. The
resulting famine and commercial collapse would utterly ruin
Hungary’s economy, and the aftermath of the invasion forced the
Hungarian kings to abandon hope of centralization in favor of
granting large tracts of land to feudal nobles in exchange for
political favors. Although the Arpad Kings persisted, their power
was greatly diminished. Yet another period of migration into the
ruined Hungary would occur, with the previous participants
involved to a greater level, including the Cumans, who were now
welcomed and granted tracts of fertile land along the Danube.
Noblemen were largely freed of obligations to the crown, and the
tradition of incredibly strong influence of the landed nobility in
matters of state would begin, and continue, into the Hapsburg
period. Ultimately, however, the last Arpad monarch, Andrew III
would die, leading Hungary into another period of crisis. 
With no royal authority, Hungary was split among a number of
“oligarchs” in charge of the administration of the country and its
interregnum. Eventually, the Ban of Croatia would invite Charles of
Anjou to be crowned King. Although his authority was initially
limited, growing support among the smaller lords and a succession
of military expeditions would lead to Hungary once again being
united under a strong monarch by 1303, after 21 years of abject
chaos, leading to the establishment of the Angevin dynasty.
Leaders such as the subsequent Louis I would lead Hungary to
recovery, revitalizing the economy through new taxes and
restoring royal power — at the price of formally codifying noble
privileges. Although the asssination of his wife would lead to two
campaigns against the Kingdom of Naples with the objective of
seizing it for Hungary, ultimately both would be unsuccessful, and
the black death would put an end to these ambitions. 
Golden Age and Fall 
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With the country ravaged by the black death, the system of
serfdom collapsed, and Hungarians gained greater freedom of
movement. To cope with the depopulation, additional waves of
settlers were attracted into the country, and the Kingdom waged
campaigns in support of Poland and Lithuania against the mongol
remnant that was the Golden Horde, securing the creation of the
Principality of Moldavia and their northern neighbors continued
independence. The Angevin dynasty would soon face crisis,
however, with the death of Louis I, who was succeeded by his
daughter Mary. 
Unwilling to be ruled by a woman, many of the nobles began
propping up a variety of other claimants to the throne, and Charles
III of Naples would force Mary’s abdication and be crowned king by
the diet. He was killed, however, by supporters of the Queen, and
the diet then presented the crown to Mary’s husband, the Holy
Roman Emperor Sigismund. Although successful in stabilizing the
country, Sigismunds reign marked the continued degradation of
royal powers in Hungary, with much of the direct crownlands
pawned off to his supporters in a bid to keep them loyal. He
organized a crusade against the Ottomans following their capture
of Serbia, with the aim of pushing them off of Hungary’s
borderlands, but they were routed in the
decisive Battle of Nicopolis and the expansion of the Ottoman
turks continued. With this failure, Sigismund pivoted his focus to
fortifying the border, constructing a number of large fortresses,
and aiding the neighboring Wallachia in withstanding Ottoman
aggression. Despite these efforts, the Ottomans would begin raids
into southern Hungary, contributing to its depopulation. 
Sigismund died with no sons in 1437, and his brother in law Albert
V von Hapsburg was elected King. However, he almost
immediately died of disease, leaving his infant son, Lasidlaus the
Posthumous as the de facto King of Hungary. Wanting an adult on
the throne, Wladyslaw III of Poland was offered the crown,
beginning a brief civil war, ending with Wladyslaw on the 
throne, and the rise of John Hunyadi, a military commander, to a
position of prominence. He led several raids against the Ottomans,
penetrating as far southwards as Sofia. These successes prompted
the Crusade of Varna, with the aim of expelling the Ottomans from
the balkans, but ended in a crushing Christian defeat and the
death of Wladyslaw III. In the aftermath, Ladislaus V was once
again elected King, but Hunyadi was named the Regent and
Governor of Hungary. When Constantinople fell, the Ottomans
pushed into Hungary proper, but were defeated by John Hunyadi
and withdrew. Shortly thereafter, John died of an epidemic. 
Ladislaus' guardian ordered Hunyadi’s sons to turn over the
enormous wealth and estates amassed by their father, but they
and their troops mutinied. John’s eldest son was executed,
sparking a revolt in Hungary and forcing Ladislaus to flee the
country. John’s second son, Matthias Corvinus, was elected to the 
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throne. Matthias proved a dedicated reformer and a capable ruler,
greatly centralizing royal power, completely overhauling the
finances of the Kingdom, and employing full time mercenaries in
one of Europe’s first professional armies. He modernized the
country, brining renaissance art and architecture into the country,
and amassed one of the largest libraries on the continent. Despite
this, he maintained an active foreign policy, conducting several
invasions of Austria, Bohemia, and Poland, and expanding Hungary
to include, at least for a time, Styria, Moravia, Lower Austria, and
Silesia. 
Matthias died in 1490 of natural causes, having presided over the
greatest period of strength Hungary had seen in several centuries.
A noble oligarchy gained control and offered the crown to
Vladislaus II, King of Bohemia, a notoriously weak king who
approved every action the nobility took. To stabilize his reign he
gifted royal estates to the nobles, eroding the gains Matthias had
made in cementing royal power, and abolishing the taxes that
allowed him to fund Hungary’s professional army. When he died,
and his 10 year old son was elected, the Ottomans seized on
political chaos and the lack of an army to invade the country. Louis
died during this invasion — having fallen from his horse — and the
nobles elected both the ruler of Transylvania and the Holy Roman
Emperor as King. This dispute wouldn’t last long, with the
Ottomans completing their invasion, destroying the majority of
Hungary and achieving suzerainty over Transylvania. 
Royal Hungary and Hapsburg Rule 
For the next century, Hungary would remain in a state of stasis.
With western and northern Hungary under Hapsburg rule, and the
Hapsburgs having been formally crowned Kings
of Hungary, the ailing kingdom enjoyed the benefit of Imperial
protection, and peace with the Ottomans was maintained. The
Hapbsurgs took measures to prevent the nobles ammassing too
much power, but with so little of Hungary under their control there
was little to be done. The nobility continually advocated for war
with the Ottomans to regain Hungary, but cooler heads prevailed,
and despite several minor wars peace would prevail. Both nations
remained locked in an uneasy status quo until the late 17th
century. 
In 1683, the Turks once again laid siege to Vienna, after
overrunning Hungary. A large christian coalition, led by the Polish-
Lithuanian Commonwealth, would succeed in driving the turks
back. This placed them on the back foot for the first time in several
decades, and the Hapsburgs began to make incremental gains,
culminating in the Great Turkish War. Over the course of 15 bloody
years, Austria and its allies waged wars against the Ottomans,
finally liberating the entirety of Hungary and forcing a peace with
the treaty of Karlowitz, a stunning reversal of fortunes. 
Despite the entire country being under control, things would not
return to normal. Leopold, the King of Hungary, governed the 
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country as a conquered territory, restricting the powers of the
nobility and ruling as an absolutist monarch, as he had begun
doing in his western territories, distributing land to loyalist
foreigners and undermining the rule of the local nobles. This
culminated in an 8 year rebellion led by the Transylvanian Francis
II Rakoczi. Although eventually defeated in the battlefield, the
Hungarian rebellion ended in the Treaty of Szatmar, where
Hungary reaffirmed its allegiance to the Hapsburgs, and their
hereditary right, in exchange for the diet reconvening, and once
again granting the nobility a voice. 
This political status — one of a tenuous balance between the local
nobility and the Emperors — would continue with minor
disruptions, such as Josephinism, which would seek to completely
circumvent the nobles. The nobles themselves played little part in
politics, except when their consent was required for extracting
money and men for war from the country. Hungary participated in
the campaigns against Napoleon, but the most impactful change
would be the destruction of the Holy Roman Empire during the
Napoleonic Wars. With the HRE dissipated, the Austrians founded
the Austrian Empire, of which Hungary was a part, but it remained
“Regens Independens”, and thus was not subject to any Imperial
Institutions — only to its own. 
Toward Revolution 
Hungary, marred by the remnants of its feudal system, continued
to fall behind its neighbors economically, and despite the
intelligentsia continuing to grow in size due to state sponsored
universities, there were few job opportunities for these young
intellectuals, and they increasingly turned to radicalism. Count
István Széchenyi, a lesser noble, delivered the first speech in
Hungarian to the Diet, arguing passionately for economic and
political reform with the aim of modernizing the country. His
speech would fall on deaf ears, however, and the situation would
only escalate further.
Now, in 1848, things have reached a critical mass. Hungary needs
change, most of its people agree. What they do not agree on is
what form that change should take. Mass demonstrations led to
the acceptance of the Twelve Demands by the Imperial governor,
and the passing of the April laws. However, resentment grows in
Vienna, and it is as of yet unknown if the Hapsburgs will accept
this change. 
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To what extent should Hungary cooperate with other
disaffected groups within the Austrian Empire? 
Should Hungary seek rapprochement with the Hapsburgs, or
full separation? 
What form should Hungary’s government take?

1.

2.

3.

Questions to Consider
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 Ferenc Deák: The current minister of justice and a committed
liberal reformer, Deák nonetheless focusing on changing the
current system through legal methods. He supports the April
Laws, but remains focused on finding a path forward for a
liberal Hungary within the framework of the Hapsburg
monarchy. 
 Bertalan Szemere: A trained jurist and accomplished poet,
Szemere is the Minister of the Interior and is responsible for the
organization of Hungary’s young government. Furthermore, he
is directly responsible for the organization of the upper
hungary region. Although not particularly radical, Szemere is a
hungarian patriot and approves of separation from the Austrian
Empire. 
 Kázmér Batthyány: An entrenched member of the Hungarian
nobility, Batthyány is primarily focused on maintaining the
power of the nobility in whatever course Hungary takes, but
supports the emancipation of serfs and protectionist economic
policies, geared at spurring Hungarian industry. 
 Sebő Vukovics: A Serbian orthodox noble responsible for the
administration of Banat, Vukovics supports continued
reconciliation between the Hungarian government and the
serbian minority, while also focused on ensuring the rule of law
remains intact despite Hungary’s current disorder. 
 Lázár Mészáros: A prominent general and minister of war,
Mészáros is in charge of providing for the defense of the
Hungarian state, and continually advocates for a modern,
domestic, Hungarian army. 
Lajos Kossouth: The minister of finance and an ardent
revolutionary, Kossouth focuses on strengthening Hungary’s
finances as a strong advocate for a separate currency. A
staunch supporter of the Hungarian identity, Kossouth opposes
attempts to federalize Hungary, preferring centralism. 
 Gábor Klauzál: The minister of agriculture, Klauzál is an
empathetic moderate focused on good governance and
liberalization of Hungary while opposing the calls for
independence from Austria. 
 István Széchenyi: A widely admired career politician, Széchenyi
is the current minister of labor, infrastructure, and transport.
An ardent reformer, Széchenyi has been working tirelessly to
modernize and raise living standards in Hungary for over a
decade. His agenda is moderate politically, while focusing on
the welfare of the Hungarian people. 
 Pál Antal Esterházy: Perhaps the largest landowner in
Hungary, Esterházy is a relic of the feudal age. Having grown
rich from his family’s ownership of enormous tracts of land,
Esterházy possesses a habit for lavish spending, and often finds
himself in financial difficulty as a result. A Career diplomat, 

Positions: 
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Artúr Görgei: An accomplished chemist and noble, Görgei is a
recent conscript to the budding armed forces. Recognized as a
talented military leader, with previous military experience,
Görgei is an advocate for defending the territoriality of Hungary
at any cost. 
 Avram Iancu: A Romanian lawyer, Iancu wields significant sway
among the peasants and nationalists of the region. A staunch
advocate for the abolition of serfdom, as well as the autonomy
of Transylvania, Iancu nonetheless favors cooperation with the
various minority groups of the region to accomplish their
shared goals. 
 Ľudovít Velislav Štúr: A leader and representative of the Slovak
people, Štúr is a strong supporter of Slovak autonomy, either
under the structure of a federal Hungary or a Hapbsurg
monarchy, and is a staunch opponent of Magyarization. 
 Stevan Šupljikac: The Voivode of Serbia with a long history of
military service, Šupljikac’s primary concern is the continued
autonomy of the Serbian people under his tutelage. Supportive
of Serbian attempts to integrate Vojvodina, Šupljikac
nonetheless remains pragmatic on the issue of supporting
Hungary or Austria. 
 Count Josip Jelačić von Bužim: The Ban of Croatia and a field
marshal in the army, Josip is a Croatian nationalist hoping to
see greater Hungarian recognition of Croatian autonomy, in
contrast to its current state. Josip is an ally coveted by both
sides — possessing a sizable armed force — but with goals not
truly aligned with either. 
 Stephen Ludwig Roth: An advocate for the Transylvanian
Saxons, Roth supports mediation with the Austrian Empire,
who he views as cultural kin, while striving for additional
autonomy for Transylvania within Hungary. 
 László Csány: A noble and enthusiastic supporter of
independence from Austria, Csány is a dedicated member of
the liberal opposition and staunchly opposes attempts at
reconciliation between the Hungarians and Habsburgs, while
strongly supportive of maintaining hungarian territorial
integrity. 
 Josif Rajačić: The Archbishop of the Serbs, Rajačić, — like
Stevan, with whom he shares political power within the serbian
lands — is focused primarily on achieving greater autonomy for
the Serbians, either through collaboration or opposition to
Austria. 

Esterházy serves as the Minister Beside the King, a position
roughly approximating a foreign minister for Hungary’s nascent
government. 
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