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The hislory of alternative media in Hungary would probably be very dilTcrent without the 
opposition's stirring before the regime change. The samizdats brought new coloms to Janos 
K,id,irI and Gyorgy Aczcl's2 existing unimaginative media palette politically, as did the 
fonzines3 in the nn1sic scene. In the words of M ikl6s Slik<isd, "newspapers - media - brought 
liveliness lo the self-organising civil society. Media history is therefore an inherent aspect or 
any analysis of the denwcratic opposition. Furthermore, we can say that up until the 
foundation of its rormal (irganiza!ion, the Network of free Initiatives\ the opposition's 
history can be pieced togclher mostly rrom the history or press (and media). This effect was 
especially important and far-reaching in Kad{1r's sofi cliclatorship, in the cultural environment 
determined by Aczel 's three T's (fcimogn1ot1, rt1n, ti/Jolt - suppor(ed, tolerated, banned)." 5 In 
this essay I do not aim to discuss the role of "the second public sphere"6 born among 
dictatorial circumslm1ces, nlthough it could be defined as alternativc media in several aspects. 
In my opinion, however, discussion of this issue would be superficial without an analysis of 
the political si tuation, therefore I examine the history of third-way media after the change of 
the regime. 

Gyorgy Sim6, one or Tilos Radi6's founders7 explained much later in an interview: 
" Allerna(ive meant something better than the existing, not some cultural cliche. I did not deal 
with alternative stuff just because "small is beautilitl" or because I could be myself there. Not 
that l did 1101 enjoy these things. I wanted lo do something of national impo11ance at Tilos -
we wanted to spread the model of non-profit, third-way, co111munily radio cditing.''8 Peter Cs. 
K,id,\r, one of the drivers of community radio broadcasting in '90s Hungary rccnlled this 
period as follows: "when the 11rst radio stations like that9 were first established in Hungary 
even they did not know what they were. We knew two things we did no( want: we did not 

1 hi Ip:// globa I. britannica. com/EBchcckedt1opi c/3094 3 2/J nnos-K adar 
2 http://glohal.hri1annica.com/Ellchccked/ topic/l 09145I/Gyorgy-Aczel 
-' And what mar"cllous titles 1hcsc had' Ordil<i cgcr (f3udHpcst), Miisodik hi1i1s (Dcbrccen), Genyo siiv6 disztroly 
(Budapest). Pr6ha: Szckcrcc (Szcgcd), Magyart Ncmzctt (Szolnok), A b(1varok rcmcnyked11ek (Nyircgyh,iza) ... 
Downloading: hlti>://zi 11cgyuj Icmc11y.blogspot. hu! Information: h11p://fo111.inc. blog.hut 
• htlp:i/bcszclo.c3.hu/cikkck/szabad-kczdcmcnyczcsck-halozma 
'Silkilsd, MikI6s: Az allcrnmiv 11yilvimoss{1g (Ahcrnativc public sphere in Hungary). In: Mozg(1 Vil,\g, Vol. 
X IX, No. l l , Nov. 1993, pp. 79- 90 
'· Harnszti, Miklils on Ihc subject: Civil kur:izsit61 civil 1arsadalomig (From Civil Coun1ge 10 Civil Society). A 
magyar s1.amiz<bt kct cvtizedc ( fwo Decades of the Hllngarian Samizdat). In: Rubicon, ( 15:5- 6), 2004. pp. 22-
29. 
'Sim6, Gy,)rgy: Mindem szahad. ami 11cm Tilos? (Is everything possihlc which is not Forbidden'!) ln: Mozgo 
V ih\g, ( 19: 11 ). 1993, pp. 91-97. 
'Csord,is, Attila: Oda kell tcnniink a moI011 (We H,we lo Give Them an Engine). Interview with Gyorgy Simo, 
the CEO ofT-Onlii1c. lvfogyar Narancs, 2006. 04. 13., pp. 3g ... 39_ 
'1 The quote refers to community radios. 
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want to !ill our shows with advertisements, and we did not want 10 broadcast for 
grandmothers. Numerous ideologies could be contrived, Fiksz Radi6's was to become a 
forum for private opinions and statements. At commercial radio stations the content is 
primarily advertisement, the so-called public service or state radios try to distribute to the 
public information seen as important by those in power. For us it w.is impnr1a111 10 talk about 
our world, or the world or those who willingly aired their problems in our shows. We 
imagined ourselves as a Hyde Park sort of radio ehmmel where everybody could say what 
they wanted."10 

Berore tin: regime change, 11 K{tdar's dictatorship had a monopoly 011 media as well, 
realized through l'he autocracy of pub I ic service television ancl radio, and through mandatory 
licences for founding newspapers. Major decisions related lo press and information 
distribution were made exclusively by the ru ling Hungarian Socialist Workers' Party 
(MSZMP). Any search for media or press legislation from this period would Ile fruitless: the 
most important decisions were made in the background, hidden from the public eye. 12 

Although a press act 13 was formally created in 1986, it could not escape its time: ii declared a 
few of the democratic liberties in terms of principle, but the practice was signilkant ly 
different. The preamble of this act was the following: "The Constitution of the Republic of 
Hungary protects the freedom of the press. Everyone has the right to the fl·ce declaration of 
his views and opinions by the press, in so far as these do not offend the constitutional order of 
the Republic of Hungary." This right, however, the right to found newspapers did not extend 
to private individuals, 14 and the creation of any news product was subject to a licence issued 
by the Jnfonnalion Bureau of the Council of Ministers (Minisztertanacs T{tjckoztat{tsi 
Hiva!ala).15 This was not resolved until June 15'" 1989 when a decree by the Nemeth 
administralion16 ended state l icensing for newspapers, and replaced ii with mandatory 
notification to the state. 17 It also abolished the limitation so that anybody, private individuals, 
follndations or associations could also found newspapers, thus opening the road lo a free, 
democratic press market.18 As a prcc_cdent we can mention a study published a l iu le earl ier, in 
1988 with the title "Proposal for the Reform or Press Publicity", 19 related to the Publicity 
Club (Nyilvanossftg Klub) founded in 1987. The authors20 analysed and criticised the media 
policy of the Kadar era, and outlined a modern, democratic model ease transition and 

•° Cs. Knd:\r, Peter•·· Giczey, Pc1cr -- Peterfi, Ferenc•- Thur6czy, Gergel)'-· Weyer, Balazs: Szabadon. A szalrn<l. 
k'1z<lsscgi ritdi6zas lchctiiscgei Mag)•arorszilgon (Freely. The Possibililics of Free Community 1,adio 
Broadcasting in Hungary). Szabad R,\di6k Magyarorszagi Szervczctc, Audapesl, 1999 
" 13ajomi-Lizar, Pc1er (ed.): Magyu mcdiatcincnc1 a kcsii Ki1d,ir-kon6l az czredfordulbig (Hungarian media 
his1ory from the late Kadar-period un1il 1hc 2000s). Akadcmiai Kiad6, Budapest, 2005 
11 L,izior, Guy: A szocial ista nyilvanoss,-\g tOrtcnctenek alapvonala (The basic of the history of the socialist public 
speherc). In: Mcctiaku1at6, 2006 tavas2, pp. 23--34. 
13 Act II of \ 986 on the Press 
" Article 7 Section (I): Periodical news prouucts can be founded hy siatc bodies, economic opcn1hlrs, social 
organisations and associations. 
"Decree 12/1986 (April 22) of the Council of Minis1ers (MT) on 1hc cnti.,rccmcnt or Act JI or 1986 on 1he 
Press, Article 4 
"' Decree 5811989 (.lune 15) of1he Council of Ministers (MT) on the amcndmen1 of Decree 12/1986 (April 22) 
of the Co1mcil of Ministers (MT) on the enforcement or Act II of 1986 on 1hc Press 
17 Article 4/A Section ( I J The produclion and publication of' periodical news products arc subjcc1 to mandalory 
notification. Domestic periodical news products arc taken into 1he registry by the Offocc of lhc Cou11cil of 
Ministers based on the notification. 
>• In the remaining six months of l 989 alone, 1118 new 1itlcs were rcgislercd, so the Hungarian press landsca1>c 
did Cl'Olvc quickly. 
>• G.\lik, Mihaly -- Halmai, G,lbor -· 1-lirschlcr, Richard - Laz,ir, Guy: Javasla1 a ~aj16nyilv;\nossng reformj,\rn 
(Proposal for 1hc Reform of Press Publicity). In: Kritika, (!988: I 0), 1988, pp. 23--30. 
10 The document was authored by almost forly people, hut the four main minds behind it were Mihaly Oi,lik, 
Gabor Halmai, Richard Hirschlcr nnd Guy l..,\z:\r. 
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facil itate moving forward. One or the main suggestions of this essay was " to start a 
widespread debate involving members of the profession and the public on the reform of the 
current publicity structure and mass conum111icatio11 system. It is hard to imagine something 
more absurd than a discussion on the reform of publicity behind closed doors." 

It is very telling or the period's legislation and the elite's opinion of media that on July 
3rd 1989, at the demand or the opposition, the Nemeth administration issued a moratorium on 
radio and television frequency allocation until the creation of the new, democratic media act. 
The opposition was afraid (probably with good reason) of the possibility (hat the government 
would distribute frequencies to its supporters before the free elections, and enforcing the 
moratorium seemed to be lhe most ce11ain way to prevent that. Thus, even though the 
opposition could not gel legal broadcasting opportunities, at least the elite of the old regime 
could not preserve i ts power in this licld before the eleclions. 

The second round or the free elections of 1990 revealed that the Hungarian Democratic 
Forum (MDF) received the most votes, and the inaugural meeting or the new, democratic 
Parliament would be held 0 11 the 2"d or May. The so-called MDF--SZDSZ or Anlall-
Tolgyessy pact, signed on April 29•h is worth mentioning from the media market's 
perspective. The objective of the pact was lo strengthen the democratic institutions and ensure 
the runctionalit.y of the government, and it contained agreements on the person of the 
republic's president as well as on the media. This document decided the next twenty years of 
media regulation: the leaders of the two parties agreed to maintain the frequency moratorium, 
and I(> require a two-third mt\jorily for approving select sections of the press and information 
acts, thus article 61 of the Constitution was amended with the provision: "A majority of two-
thirds or the votes of the Members of Parliamenl present is required to pass the law on the 
supervision of public radio, television and the public news agency, as well as the appointment 
of the directors thereof; on the licensing of commercial radio and television, and on the 
prevention of monopolies in the media sector." Based on this agreement, on July 251

", 1990 
the Parl iament approved the maintenance of the frequency moratorium with 219 votes for, 2 
agai 11st, and IO abstention votes. 

The Budapest-based Tilos Radii) began its broadcast 0 11 August 2s•1t, 199 1 completely 
illcgally,21 and the police pursued it for a while (with more or less enthusiasm). The radio 
station received the Civil Courage (Civil kunizsi) award in the same year, founded by the 
aforementioned Publicity Club, for "daring lo risk formal infringement to conduct civil 
disobedience against an anti-constitutional situat ion".22 A few months later, in its decision 
11111nbcr 37/1992 (June 10) "the Consti(utional Court establishes that the Parlimnent failed to 
observe its task as a legislator stipulated in section (4) of Article 61 of the Constitution. 
Therefore the Constitutional Court calls upon 1he Parliament to pass the act or acts on the 
supervision of public service radio and television, on the licensing of commercial radio and 
television, and on lhc prevention of monopolies in the media sector by November 30'", 
I 992".2J Several drafis were created for the media act in connection to this, but the clifferenl 
political sides could not reach agreement in rundamental issues. They could not agree on the 
supervision or public service media, nor on the system of financial subsidies, thus, despite 
numerous occasions when a compromise appeared 10 have been reached, there were always 
new amendment proposals submiltcd !ha! derailed the negotiations. The administration 
wanted a supervisory body without the opposition, whereas the opposition envisioned a 
curatorial board like in Germany, with social control and civil delegates. 

21 Press material on Tilos R~di6 ( 1991 ): h11p://1ilos.huiindcx.php?pag.e_i<l0 'kronika_sajtol 991 
22 http://www.nyilvanossngklub.hu/civil.shlml 
1' Published in issue 59 or 1992 of the Hungarian Gazelle (Magyar Kozlony), 
http://www.mediajogfigyelo.hu/uploads/llles/7 _ _3 7 ... 1992. pdf 
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Members of the Parliament commenced general debate on the draft law mnnber 5575 on 
the Radio and the Television on May I 3'h, 1992. Tmn{1s lscpy (KDNP) secretary of the 
Ministry of Justice said the following in his cxposc2~: " Before the dran law was submitled, 
several professional organisations discussed the various versions of the text •·- there were six 
versions in the course of the preparation." He emphasised that the drnf't ' •aims to prevent the 
development of radio and television monopolies, and stops economic inter..:st groups from 
monopolising information and thus stifling the diverse broadcasts that salisry various interests 
and needs." Tibor 13alazsi from MDF, chairman of the cultural, scientific, educational, 
television, radio and press commil1ee25 described the difference between the viewpoints of 
different polit ical powers fillingly: " I think the MP of the Alliance of Young Democrats 
(Fidcsz) is absolutely right in saying abm1t our last dchaIe rhat afier a while we stopped 
looking for a consensus and sought compromise instead. After a few negotiation sessions it 
was revealed that the Mi's working in our subcommiHee26 have far loo different views on the 
function and social role of mass communication instruments. Instead of finding consensus of 
the principles we restricted ourselves to find pragmatic compromises. The di fferences could 
be described as follows, in a somewhat simplified manner of course. One side finds that the 
Hungarian media act should be about less state control, making media outlets independent. 
The other side views public service media outlets as Ille instruments of creating and 
distributing values, and as such they are ultimately not independent from the comnrnni ty 
seeking their service, the state, i ts Members or Parliament and its government, at mosl they 
can be politically impai1ial." 

C hanges in the membership 
of the radio, television and press subcommittcc27 

Member of Parliament Position M ember Member 
from until 

Balnzsi, Tibor (MDF) Chairman I 990/05/03 1994/06/27 

Banffy, Gycirgy (MDF) Member 1990/05/03 1994/06/27 

Csengcy, Denes (MDF) Member I 990/05/02 1991/04/08 

Csurka, Istvan (MDF) Member 1990/05/03 1993/06/07 

Dr. Debreczcni, J6zsef (MDF) Member 1990/11/07 1993/06/07 

Breuer, Zoltan (SZDSZ) Member 1990/05/02 1992/10/20 

Haga, Antonia (SZDSZ) Member 1990/05/03 1991/03/20 

Dr. Molnar, Peter (FIDESZ) Member I990/05/0:l 1993/06/30 

" lnt1i://www.mkogy.hu1naplo34/20 1/20 I tart.html 
,s Cultural, scientific, educational, television, radio nnd press commiucc ( I 990/05/03-- I994/06l 27) 
1" Radio, television and press subcommillce ( 1992/10/13-- 1994/06/27) 
11h1tp:!lwww.mkogy.hu/intcrnct/pls~l/ogy __ biz.hi,._adm ... •\i'?p_ckl0034&p __ biz••A094&p __ ulcs~&p __ ,mnikawrs~&p 
_lagj~&p ___ honl_rcnd=-&p_rng" lllbiz __ tag 

6 

i'vlikll~s Haraszti, the press spokesman of' the SZDSZ faction emphasised: ·'we must build 
a two-pillar system, the dual ity of public service media and private media could replace the 
current, one-sided state supply". So in the 1992 debate community media was not mentioned 
as a separate, third-way actor. However, the reason for the <Iran law's failure was 1101 this but 
the above doctrinal diflcrcnces. The factions staled ch1ring the general debate alrendy tliat it 
would be n.:arly impossible for them to agn:e. J\s combining lhe different viewpoints always 
resulted in a complex, overcomplicated system, ii was easy 10 ruin the compromise with a 
well-placed 'strike'. Ultimately, on December :l0'h, I 992 the opposit ion voted down the 
sections of the submillcd drafi media act that required a two-thirds majority, therefore at the 
final vote the remaining parl, requiring a 50'¼, vote, did not get a single 'yes' vote.28 Despite 
the lack of votes in favour and the pmlcssional quality of the document, we musI note that it 
was Ihe first drnn legislation that endeavoured 10 regulate the l·lungarian mcdia market in a 
complex, long-term way in its entirety, surpassing the existing ex lex conditions. 

Nol long after the foiled vote, on April 22nd, 1993 the government issued the non-
publ ishable decree 3 I 58/ 19932'> on the licensing of the foundation of independent local radio 
and television sIudios. This decree enabled the launching of local, ' non-commercial' radio 
stations using one of the ambiguous provisions or the press act. A few days later, on April 
271

1,, 1993 the l'arliamellf approved the act on frequency management. 30 The l11·st local 
frequency l.:ndcr was eventually announced in May 1993, and it was assessed in the initial 
round on the basis of government decree I I0/I99YI issued in accordance with the 
authorization in section (3) of article 2 l ol' the press act, and soon numerc)us new stations 
could be launched on many new frequcncics.32 Obviously not all of lhem were 'non-
commercial' as some used every possible loophole, but it was nevertheless a significant 
milestone for Hungarian alternative media. Although no llledia act had been passed, there was 
at least the IOnnal option or free, not profit-oriented community broadcasting. In accordance 
wilh the government decree ·'npplications arc assessed by the cornmit1ee formed by the 
minister of culture and public cduca!ion".-n The prime minister, the minister of culture and 
public education, the minister of transport, communications and waler management and the 
minister for internal affairs could delegate members to this interckpartmental commiliee. The 
chairman or the committee was the deputy secretary of the Ministry or Culture and Publ ic 
Education (MKM), Gyiirgy Fekete, because his ministry was authorized to decide 1hc fate of 
applications a Iler the commi!lec' s assessment. Based on section ( I} or article 7 of the 
government decree, applications could be favourably treated if the applicant volunteered to 
regularly broadcast programs in longer segments dealing with: 

a) nntional culture and traditions; 

b) local events; 

c) education; 

,. An intct'csting litct ahon! the vote: According to the minutes, the Mi's s11hmi11c<l 269 amendment proposals 
and 30 related proposals, therefore it was hard to even follow what the current vote w;is :,bout. Panicipa111s 
a11Ihori,.cd to vote eventually gave O votes i n favour, 122 voIes against. and 170 abstentions al the fm.il vote. The 
Parl iamcntmy l.og (Ors~:\t\gyiilesi Nap}(\) rec:tlls this as follows: .. M,\ty:is Sz(iros speaker: I declare the decision: 
with no votes in favonr, 122 votes against and 170 ahsIc1!1ions, the Parliament did not Ixiss the draft law. 
(Scattered .ipplausc.)", ht1p://www.parh1mc11t.hul naplo34i263l 263 t 49I.html 
2" ht I1>://archi vttm.hvg.hu/;,rticle/ 199322 l' rekvenciaorntori11111.aspx 
' " Act 62 of I 993 on Frequency Management 
.H Government decree 11011993 (July 30) on the Licensing of the Foundation of Studios Producing ,in<l 
Broadcasting Programs lor Non-Cornmcrci,il Local Radio and Television Channels 
n The formerly illegal or pirntc community media outlets thus reached their goal, ,md they suspended their pirate 
broadcasts to \\'llit for the legal launching. 
·" Governnient decree I I0/1993 (July 30) Aniclc 4 
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d) local comrnunitics. churches, national and cthnical minorities; 

e) social situation or environment protection: or 

I) programs produced by the broadcaster. 

Applicants for n licence t<l found a studio had to fill in a form in accordance with MTl:I 
decree 2/1986 (September 1) 011 studios producing local, independent radio and 1clcvision 
programs amended by MKM decree 8/1993 (July 30).-'4 An interesting detail is section 14 of 
Annex no. I where the npplicant bad to declare whether it wanted to use public funds fbr lhe 
operational costs or the station. If it did, the le11g1h of advertisements and promotions 
broadcast in the program could not exceed 10% of the program's lcnglh. If it did not require 
public funds this figure was 20%. 

The new government, formed fo llowing the second free parliamentary elections after the 
regime change, nm ended decree 110/ I 993, and issued government decree 142/ I 994 
(November 10)35 that - among other things -· modified lhe composition of the commit!ec 
assessing the requests in the initial round. In accmdancc with the new rules " applications are 
assessed by a commiuce of eight members, formed by the minister of culture and public 
education. The factions of coalition and opposition parties as well ns radio and 1elcvision 
broadcasting advocney organisations (hcreinaf\cr: expert organisations) each delegate two 
members with expert knowledge in radio and television broadcasting to the committee." 36 The 
final decision remained at the MKM':; discretion. As it happened, the opposition parties did 
not delegate members to the committee because they found maintaining the situation of 
frequencies to be problematic and unlawful, and they put frlith in the crcnt ion of the med in act 
that would resolve the situation in a legally more appropriate way. At least that was what they 
communicated to the public ... 

It should be noted that the list of priorities for assessment got longer as article 6 st ipulated 
favourable treatment lo applicants who were willing to regularly broadcast programs in longer 
segments dealing with: 

a) nntional and 1111iversal culture and traditions; 

b) local events; 

c) education as well as children 1s c111dyo11th issues; 

cl) local communities, churches, national and ethnical. and other minorities; 

e) social and healthcare conditions and environment pmlection; or 

f) programs produced by the broadcastcr:17 

Such commillce assessments and ministerial licenses led to the beginning of the five-year 
cohabitation ('shared rrequcncy') ol'Tilos R,ldi6, Civil R,\di6 and Fiksz R(tdi6 on the 98 Milz 
frequency from the I" or September, 1995 11nder the studio licence number 120.573/ 1994, the 
same date S,.ola !Udi6 in Dcbrcccn and Sz6k0z R(1di6 in Szombathcly were launched among 
othcrs38. In want of media act the regulation was for from perfect, thus due lo the 

;, Decree 8/1993 (July 30) of the Minish)' of Culture and Public Education (MKM) on the use of a form 
;i Government decree 142/1994 (November 10) on Amending GovernmcnI decree 110/1993 (.luly 30) on lhe 
Licensing of the Foundation of Studios l'roducii,g and 13roadcasting Programs for Non-Commercial J.{1cal Radio 
and Television Channels 
.1<. Government decree 14211994 (November 10) Arlicle 4 
-'' New items are in 11alic letters in this section. 
,. Gosztonyi. Gergely: Past, Present and Future of Ihe Hungarian Community Radio Movement. In: J-Jowlcy, 
Kcviu (ed.): \Jndcrslanding community media. Sage l'ublicati\ms Ltd., London, 2009, pp. 297- 308. 
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shortcomings·- however strnnge it may sound - even the Communications Authority39 did 1101 
know the exact number or mdio licences issued. 

Following the elections or 1994, on June 27'". I 995 the newly formed Parliament began 
debating the dral\ 1m:dia law in1rod11ced by the government, nnd quickly shelved it.40 Due to 
the heated arguments st11Tot11llling it, instead of submiHing to the guaranteed fiti lurc they 
continued six-party background negotiations until October 21 ", when the (media) 
representatives of all six parties undersigned the approved text.~ 1 This text was then 
resubmitted lo the Parliament in November. This is how, aller lengthy (political) banlcs and, 
to quote lVl iklos lfornszti, a 'media war',42 the Parl iament approved the first. Hungarian media 
act'll on December 21 ", 1995 (with 264 votes in favour, 31 against, and 2 abstentions). 68% or 
all Members or Parliament, 89% or Mi's present voted yes:t4 A lthough the act was praised 
and criticised by many for various rensons at the time,45 it ~hould be acknowledged thnt it 
finally allowed the birth ora tripartite media palelte4<' in Hungary. But this is the h.:ginning or 
another story ... 

n-r1,c Communications AuIhori1y (l·liF) was cstahlishe<l in 1993 by merging lhc Postal and Tclcco,nmunicati\lns 
Supervision (PTF} and 1he Institute of Frequency Management (FGI). 
'" Mih~ly T . Rcvcsz wrote an c,xccllcn1 analysis on the media legislation prnccsses or the 15 years a!\er the 
regime change titled "Crcming legal grounds for a dual media system in Hungary" (A du:llis mcdiarcndszcr jogi 
megalaI>oz~s:1 M,,gyarorsz.\gon). ln: .logtortcnc1i Szcmle, (7:2), 2005, pp. 27--40. 
" Molnar, Pc1er: Tclcfonozenct kis kockas pa1>iron. 13cvczctcs a mcdialcirveny szflle1csenck 1nncnctcbe 
(Message on a sheet of'papcr. Introduction to Il1c birih ofIhc Media Act). In: llcszcl6, (3:4), 1998, pp. I6,·2 I. 
,i S/1ndor Rcvcsz wrote an informed analysis on the media war(s) in Kr itika: Rcvcsz, Sandor: Media War 1989-· 
2011, Part I (1989- 1992), In: Kritika, (40:5), 20 1 I , pp. 2--5., Rcvcsz, S/rndor: Media War 1989--2011, Part II 
(I993--I998). In: Kritika, (40:6). 2011. pp. 5--7., Rcvcsz, Sandor: Media War 1989--201 I , Part Ill (1998--2006), 
In: KriIik:1, (40:7---8), 2011, pp. 13- 16 .. Rcvcsz. Sandor: Media War 1989--2011, l'art IV (2006-2011), In: 
Kritika,(40:9, .. J0), 201 I , pp. 10- 13. 
,; Act I of 1996 on Radio and Television Broadcasting (Media Act) 
"The ac1 was signc,! hy the prcsidenl of the republ ic on Jan11.U)' 10, 1996, and it came imo effect on fol>rua,y t 
of'the same year. 
' ·

1 Galik, Mihaly: M~diapoli1ika Magyarorsz,igon a rendszcrvaltozns nt.in. In: lnfokonmumik,ici,\ cs Jog, (50), 
2012, J)(). 108--118. 
"' In his parliamentary address on May 5"', 1997 the fir-,;I chairman of the National Radio mt<I Television Board 
(ORT!'). Mihaly T. Rc,·csz said 1he following: "Since the tirst days of its operation, Ihc NaIion:1I Radio and 
Television Board hns rcgnnkd Ihc esl:lblishment of a clual, h1tcr a tripartite ... public service, non-pro1i1 and 
commercial ·- media sys1c111 as its cc111rnl task." hll!>:!/www.mkogy.hu/napto35/266/2660068.hlm 
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von 1820, Budapest 1994 
2. Wolfga,,g Seifert: Der Bewcis um! die Strafzumessung irn l nquisitionsprozeB, Budapest 
1994 
3. Wifhe/111 Brmmeder: Orundrechtscntwicklung in Ostcrrcich, Budapest !994 
4. Bama Meze11: Kerker und Arrest (Anl1inge dcr f'rcihci tsstrafc in Ungarn), Budapest 1995 
5. Reiner S~l111/ze: Die Europiiiscl1e Rechts- 1111d Verfilssungsgeschichtc ··· zu den 
gcmcinsamen Grundlagen europ:iischer Rechtskultur, Budapest 1995 
6. Kurt Seelmmm: Feucrhachs Lehre vom ,,psychologischen Zwang" und ihre Entwicklung 
aus Vertn1gsmctaphern des 18. Jahrhunderts, Budapest 1996 
7. Kinga Beliz11ai: Gcfangniswescn in Ungarn uncl SiebcnbOrgen im 16-18. Jahrhunclen 
(/\ngabcn und Quellen ;,,ur Geschichtc des ungarischen Ge!1ingniswesens) Budapest 1997 
8. Michael Kalt/er: Entwicklungslinicn der deutschen Strafrcchtsgeschichtc, 13udapesl 1998 
9. Attila Horwith: Die privatrechlliche und strafrechtliche Ycrnntwortung in dem 
millclaherliehen Ungarn, Budapest 1998 
JO. Allan F. Tatllflm: Parliamentary Reform 1832--1.911 in England, Budapest 1999 
I I. Amd Koci,: Schwurgcrichte oder Scl1{if!c11gcrichte? CJ.A. Millennaicr und die 
Laienbctciligung im Strafvcrfahren, 13t1dapest 2002 
l 2. Strafrechfliche Sanktioncn und Strnfvollzug in dcr dcutsehen Rcchtsgcschichte Die 
Entwicklung des Strnfsystems uncl der Stral1hcorie in Eumpa Deutsch-ungarisches 
strafrechtsgeschichtliches Seminar I., Budapest 2002 
l 3. Strafrechtliche Sank1ionen und Strnfvollzug in dcr ungarischen Rechtsgescl1ichte D ie 
Entwicklung des Strafsystems und dcr Straf'lheorie in Europa Deutsch-ungarisches 
strafrech1sgeschichtliches Seminar !I., Budapest 2002 
l 4. Markus Hirte: J>ocnac el pocnitentiae - Sanktionen im Recht tier Kirche des Mitlelallers, 
Budapest 2003 
I 5. Wen,er Ogris: W. A. Mozarts Hausstandsgrondung. Budapest 2003 
16. Hoo Nam Seel111a11n: Rech( und Kullur, Budapest 2003 
l 7. Arll(/ Koch: Die Abschaffung <ler Todesstraf'e in der DDR, Budapest 2003 
18. Kurt See/111a1111: Gaetano Filangieri, BllClapest 2003 
/9. Efo·abeth Koch: Die historisehe Entwicklung der Kodilikat ion des Privalrechts, Budapest 
2003 
20. /lll(/nis Katricso11y: Relationship between state-, political- and legal sciences in education 
or law, Budapest 2004 
21. /Jrmw Mezey: T he history of the harmonisation of law and the legal education in 
Hungary, Budapest 2004 
22. C,izelfa Fiiglei11: Conceptions and 1.deas about National Minorities in Hungary 1945-
1993, Budapest 2004 
23. Joz.Ief R11sw~1•: lstv(111 Csekey und die ungariscltc Verli1ssung, Budapest 2004 
24. Atrilu Horvath: Rcchtswissenschan in den sowjetischen Staaten. Budapest 2004 
25. Mriria Ho111oki-Nagy: Die Kodilikation des ungarischen Zivilrechts im 19. Jahrhundert, 
Budapest 2004 
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26. A1ulras Karacs1111y: On legal culture, Budapest 2004 
27. Gerll(>f Koclter, Urm111 Mezey: .Jurislenausbildung in der i>stcrrcichischcn uncl 
ungarischen Gcschichtc, Budapest 2004 
28. J'yfllrkus Steppun: Die Grazer Juristenausbildung von 1945 bis zur Gegenwarl, Budapest 
2004 
29. 1/arald Mai/111/d: ,.Ein Schauspiel l"lir den Piibel" 7.ur Leichnmnsstrafc und ibrer 
Obc1windung in dcr Aulldiinmgsphilosophic, Budapest 2005 
30. /Jam a Mezey: Vier Vortriige Obi;r den Staal in der Zcit des Ri1kClczi-Frciheitskampfcs, 
Budapest 2005 
31. Zoltfi11 Szente: The Issue or Superiority: National versus Commnnity Legislation, 
Budapest 2005 
32. Gii11ter Jer1111schek: Skandal um Goethe'> Budapest 2005 
33. J6zsef Swl111r1: l·laupuendcnzen im ungarischcn (Del iktrceht) Hallpllichtrccht, Budapest 
2005 
34. Georg Ambt1clt: Die strafrechtlichc Entwick lung dcr Repuhlik Estland in der erstcn Seite 
des zwanzigen Jahrhunderts, B11dapest 2005 
35. G,ibor Mathe: Der biirgcrl ichc Reclllsstaat in Ungan1, Budapest 2005 
36. Paolo Becc/1i: llegcl uml der Koclifikationsstreil in Deutschland am Anfong des 19. 
Jahrhunderts, Budapest 2005 
37. Hi11ricf1 Rllpi11g: Anwallsgcschichte als .lurislische Zeitgcschichte, 13udapest 2005 
38. Ma.rnkatsu Adachi: Entwicklung dcr Nationnlstaaten im 19. und 20. Jahrhunclert nus 
japanisehcr Sicht, Budapest 2006 
39. Georg Steinberg: Aufkltirerische Tendcnzen im ungarischen Strafrccht, Budapest, 2006 
40. Viktor 1/lcfs:. Die Rolle der Nm ionalkomissionen in der Aufstelhmg dcr Volksgerichte bis 
Februar 1945, Budapesl 2006 
41. Gribor MritM: Die Ikdeutung dcr Lehn.~ von der 1-!eiligen Stcphanskrone fiir die 
ungarisehc Vc1fassungsentwicklung, Budapest 2006 
42. /li11rid1 Riiping: l'olitische und 1echtliche Schuld nach Sys(cmumbriichen im Europa des 
20 .lahrhunderls, Budapest 200(i 
43. Affiltt Bama: Der wahrc Diener des StaaIcs - Verwaltungsrefnnncn von Joseph ll. in den 
ungarischen Komitaten, Budapest 2006 
44. Attila Horwith: Gcschichtc <!cs Strnfrechts in Ungarn w/lhrcnd des sowjetisch gepriigten 
Sozialismus, mil besondercm 11 inblick aur die Schauprozcsse, Budapest 2006 
45. Js1vti11 Stiplf1: Die l-h:rausbild1111g und die Wirkung der deutschen 
Verwallungsgeriehtsbarkeit 11111' den ungarischcn Vcrwaltungsrcchtsschutz, Budapest 2006 
46. C,'1/bor M,ithe: Moments or making fundamental law in the Hungarian Parliament in the 
dualistic era, Budapest 2006 
47. Petronella Deres: The criminal substantial law's evaluation of crimes committccl under 
the inlluence of alcohol in the criminal code's general seclion, Budapest 2007 
48. M11gdol11a Szigeti: Die Gnmdrechte und dercn Geltung in dcm sozialislischcn Ungarn, 
Budapest 2007 
49. Grihor Beli: Die Vc1:iilhrnng (prnescriptin) und die Ersitz11ng (usucapio) im ahen 
ungarischen Recht, Budapest 2007 
.rn . .J11bilti11111s/11111d, Budapest 2007 
51. Karl /Jorclumlf: Ungarn und Rothcnburg ob dcr Tauber: Ein Obcrblick historische 
Kon!akte, l.lud,qicst 2007 
52. Der iislerreichisch- 1111g11risclte A11.\gleicl1 /867, Budapest 2008 
53. Tr1111ris Not11ri: Show Trials and Lawst1its in Early-Medieval Bavaria, Budapest 2008. 
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54. Gii11ter JeNms<:hek: ,, Wer Mcnschenblut vcrgicf.1I, des Blul soil auch durch Mcnschcn 
vcrgosscn wcrdcn." Oberlcgungcn :w pcinlicher Slrnf.c. Fchdc und Buf3c im mosaischcn 
Rech!, Budapest 2008 
55. Markus Hirte: .,non iuris ncccessilatc scd imporlunitatc pelcntis"' lnnozcnz Ill. als Richter 
und Schlichter irn Umicld dcr Bcsctzung des Erzbistums Esi.lcrgom, Budapest 2008 
56. Paolo Becc/1i: Juristische Aufkliirung, dcutschcr ldcalismus und das Problem dcr 
Legitimation dcr Stralc, Budapest 2008 
57. Magdo/1w S-dgeti: Die verf'assungsrcchlliehen Anderungen dcr politischen Wende in 
Ungarn, Budapest 2008 
58. Christian Ne.vcfrn•ara: Zwischcn StaatsgrOndung und Anschluss: Die Entstchung der 
Vcrfossungsordnung dcr Rcpubl ik (htcm:ich 1918-19)8, Budapest 2008 
59. Dom Frey: Auf andcrcn Wcgcn Konniktbcwiilt igungsf'onnen bei den Zigcuncrn in 
Ungarn, Budapest 2009 
60. Jozsef Swlma: Diffcrcnzicrung zwischen dcr zivil rechtlichcn uml der strnfrechtlichcn 
Haftung in der Theoric und in den Kodi fikationcn des 19. und 20 . .lahrhunderts, Budapest 
2009 
61. Eric Gojosso: Le conlr6Ie de consti tut ionnalitc des lois dans la France d'Ancicn Regime. 
Bi Ian historiogrnphique, Budapest 20 I 0 
62. Judit Le11ko11ics: lmplcmcntation des IstGII-Staluts in Dcutschland und in Ungarn, 
Budapest, 20 I 0 
63. E.wew1o C. de Rezende Martins: Die Konstitutionalisicrung des unabhiingigen Brasil icns 
(1824- 1988), Budapest, 2010 
64. Tltomas Olecltowski: Biogrnphische Unlersnchungen 2.11 Hans Kelsc11, l3udapesl, 201 1 
65. Bemadett Kiss: Linguistic rights and census of population and housing in Hungary, 
Budapest. 20 11 
66. Marla1.1· Hirte: 1111101.enz 111. als Richter und Schlichter im Umfcld dcr Besetzung des 
Erzbistums, Esztergom, Budapest, 20 11 
67. Kurt See/ma 1111: Kulturalitiil und Tolcrnnz, Budapest, 2012 
68. Judit Beke-Martos: Elevating lhe Monarch tol he Throne: The Legal Relevance or the 
Coronation, Budapest, 2013 
69. Willielm Brn1111e1/er: Ung.am und t)stcrreich 1918: Nachbarscha!.l stall Gcmeinschan, 
Budapest, 2014 
70. Gerge~)' Goszto11yi: Snapshots of the path to Hungary's Fir.st Media /\cl", 13udapcsl , 2015 

12 


	RV70_1
	RV70_2
	RV70_3
	RV70_4
	RV70_5
	RV70_6
	RV70_7
	RV70_8

