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ABSTRACT

Hungarian right-wing populists have been applying decolonial rhetoric in their
conspiracy theories over the past three decades. Understanding their resistance
against the ‘civilising’ mission of ‘the West’' — or recently ‘Brussels’ — needs
specific tools. By applying standpoint theory, our interest is in the
domestication of globally existing conspiracy theories. Instead of imposing an
external rationale upon conspiracy theory thinking, we seek to understand
the conspiracy thinking from its" own epistemological standpoint/positioning.
Extending our analysis of the recently successful political party Mi Hazank
Mozgalom (Our Homeland Movement) we analyse their election program,
titled Virradat (Dawn), and how an East-Central European, semi-peripheric
standpoint can be revealed from the text through the conspiracy theories
utilized by the party. Our claim is that the utilisation of conspiracy theories in
East-Central Europe can be interpreted as discursive tools of the resistance of
a well-planned colonisation. We show how decolonial rhetoric is present in
their election program and how it is tied to conspiracy theories which may
be globally known, yet having their own, specific Hungarian features, deeply
embedded in the country’s history and its radical- and far-right, populist
political culture.
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1. Introduction

Decolonisation as an academic standpoint or political pursuit is often
associated with leftist movements mainly located in South America,
Africa, and/or India. There are also multiple decolonial/decolonisation
movements in post-empire spaces in former colonies of both the
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French and British Empires. In terms of the process of decolonisation it is
often the case that there is an attempt to delink power with knowledge,
thus creating a space for indigenous knowledges. In the ‘decolonial
period’ of the twentieth Century we have seen many leftist movements
and avowedly Marxist critiques seek to rewrite these knowledges into
the historical canon and look to break down positions of domination
and oppression. In recent years, however, radical and far-right move-
ments and political parties have applied a similar logic in order to
gather support for their organisations, policy suggestions or for the con-
struction of the dichotomy of ‘globalists’ and ‘sovereigntists’ in their nar-
rative. This logic is inclusive of resisting the power of colonising
authorities by legitimising local histories and knowledges.

East-Central Europe is an especially delicate region for such rhetoric
lately, as in the past years the case of Poland through the earlier govern-
ing party Law and Justice (PiS), Romania with a strengthening far-right
party, Alliance for the Union of Romanians (AUR), and Hungary with its
right-wing populist government, Fidesz, have all shown. In the case of
Hungary, in addition to the government, a radical right party has
emerged recently, named Our Homeland Movement (Mi Hazdnk Mozga-
lom), AKA OHM, known for its criticism of vaccines and lockdowns
during the COVID-19 pandemic, its anti-Semitic and anti-Roma views,
homophobic stance and conspiracy theories.

While there is a growing literature on the governing party led by PM
Viktor Orban, Our Homeland Movement does not often attract the atten-
tion of researchers. Our goal is to analyse how their political views are
expressed through conspiracy theories, by applying standpoint theory,
a tool which lends us the opportunity to investigate the discourse of
the Movement from their viewpoint instead of a typically applied,
Western/progressive one, merely condemning their narratives and
rhetoric.

Our starting point is the term ‘civilising mission’ circulating in decolo-
nial/postcolonial studies, ‘being once again defined as ‘catching up’ with
the West and embarking on a supposed transition from the Second to the
First World, whose conditions - in the form of EU regulations, IMF ‘struc-
tural adjustment’ policies and World Bank provisions — are being dictated
by the latter’ (Boatca 2006, 340). We chose this starting point because, on
the surface, it highly resembles what radical and far-right organisations
construct in their arguments — however, as Klein (2023) points out, their
conspiratorial narratives are often watered down and distorted ‘mirrors’
of what researchers present in their work. By starting from the ‘civilising



INQUIRY (&) 3

mission’ and decolonial narratives, standpoint theory helps us to access
the narratives by developing a position that gives us the ability to dive
deep into the narrative and rhetoric of Our Homeland Movement. The
OHM presents a ‘mirror’ to decolonial approaches and has developed a
similarity to the academic arguments around decolonising knowledges
and resisting the narratives of power and domination. The critique of
the ‘civilising mission’ as an economic/cultural pressure from Western
European countries, the European Union or the United States, and even
globally relevant NGOs is especially strong in Hungary with the current
government continuously constructing conspiracy theories targeting
‘Brussels’ or George Soros (Pintilescu and Kustan Magyari 2021). In this
paper we explain the perception of a specific marginalised view of Hun-
garian history. The marginalised view is one that sees the destruction of
the post-World War 1 Kingdom of Hungary as non-legitimate, and the
specific perception of that view is the problematic conspiracy theory
that makes a claim that this destruction was achieved for the purposes
of suppressing the development of a burgeoning new European power
embodied by the Hungarian people.

2, Standpoint theory

By applying standpoint theory, our interest is in the domestication of
globally existing conspiracy theories. Instead of imposing an external
rationale upon conspiracy theory thinking, we seek to understand the
conspiracy thinking from its own epistemological standpoint/position.
Extending our analysis of Mi Hazdnk Mozgalom (Our Homeland Movement)
we analyse their election programme, titled Virradat (Dawn), and how an
East-Central European, semi-peripheric standpoint can be revealed from
the text through the conspiracy theories utilised by the party.
Employing standpoint theory provides us with a specific world-view or
weltanschauung that can show us how denizens of particular locations,
spaces, and/or areas might navigate the epistemologies of their lives. In
many ways, the newer developments around indigenous standpoint
theory in the face of colonisation and contested narratives of nation-
building comes quite close to how we develop here some insider knowl-
edge for Hungarian right-wing, far-right, and nationalist movements that
use some version of a conspiracy theory. For us, the positioning of the
Hungarian nation on the semi-periphery of Europe, and the marginalisa-
tion of East-Central European citizens in particular can demonstrate how
this reaction from Hungarian speakers has developed. The experiences of
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marginalisation, of historical dismantling of a European empire, and the
general rejection of the legitimacy of this Hungarian historical position
by a majority of European states, sets the stage for this contested epis-
temology. While the historical context is not disputed, there remains a
problem with the reasons for the dismantling of the Empire, thus
opening the door for a discussion around the conspiratorial nature of
the ‘Western Powers’ at the conclusion of World War 1, and the continu-
ation of their domination through marginalising the Central European
states in the post-World War 2 period. It thus becomes important for us
to analyse this ‘Hungarian epistemological position’ from an insider per-
spective, much like Martin Nakata's indigenous standpoint theory
approach (Nakata 2007). We are native Hungarian-speakers, educated in
a diasporic set of conditions, and immersed in this epistemological pos-
ition when using the Hungarian language. In this way, Nakata’s version
of standpoint theory is helpful to explain this position to non-Hungarian
speakers unfamiliar with this understanding of Hungarian history.

For Nakata, we need to adopt the ‘knower’ position, and attempt to
include the large variety of social relations that might exist in coming to
understand this epistemology. These may not even be contested positions
initially: for example, we might all agree that World War 1 (WW1) ended.
We can also agree that the Trianon treaty existed, was supported by the
victorious European powers, and was fostered by the United States’
attempt to realign nation-states in line with the new League of Nations
and their newly developing world view. The points of contention arise,
conspiratorially, with both the intentions of these non-Hungarian
decision-makers as well as the consequences of their decisions. Developing
a standpoint theory approach, then, helps us to understand why the far-
right in Hungary has deployed a particular anti-EU position, while at the
same time making claims to be a fundamentally European nation. The
far-right in Hungary has been able to argue that the progressive and
‘liberal’ Europe is destroying the non-indigenous knowledge of Hungary
and Hungarians. We want to examine the inherent logic of this position.

As such we do not argue that these views are inherently ‘irrational’ or
‘illogical’. Nakata’s indigenous standpoint approach requires that, as
researchers, we begin from a position whereby we accept the logic and
rationale of the knowers. In this case, that means accepting as true the
explanations of the denizens of the Hungarian nation-state in their
shared history, including a particular experience in the inheritance of
this history, and how this experience generates the ‘truth’ from these
‘knowers’. The arguments from this standpoint have developed from
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the complex social relations that are prevalent in everyday Hungary, and
in the everyday lives of Hungarian-speakers throughout Europe. The
establishment of these social relations include mundane situations
where Hungarians and Hungarian speakers travel throughout Europe as
tourists, or move to other locations in Europe as workers, either tempor-
ary or permanent. These kinds of relationships develop over time and
build a set of knowledges that might include all of the factors around
socio-political, economic and cultural influences.

There is no doubt that East-Central European lives in the post-socialist
period have been characterised by the construction of a ‘second-tier’ or
‘two-speed’ economy that creates a semi-peripheral existence as well as
situation where a profusely interconnected Europe locks in second-class citi-
zenry. In this way, standpoint theory (Nakata) will help us to show how these
‘constrained’ choices between a ‘civilised west'-version of European daily life
and the ‘other knowledge’ that exists in the East-Central European semi-per-
iphery. Standpoint theory allows us to think about this in terms of a holistic
knowledge of what might be a Hungarian epistemic position, rather than an
‘either-or’ choice between a Western European majority position and a Hun-
garian-speaking minority within Europe (and the EU).

This helps us to make more intelligible the position of Hungarian far-
right groups, various conspiracy theory approaches, and develops an
understanding or a ‘method of inquiry’ where we can examine the
large body of knowledge produced by this newly developing viewpoint.
It helps us to understand the lived realities faced by Hungarian-speakers
and Hungarians in Europe. This does not solve all of our problems,
however. It does not simplify the situation where we have to focus on
the further problems of the creation and fostering of hierarchies and
systems of domination within the Hungarian-speaking communities
themselves. While we might take seriously the epistemic arguments
present therein, we still have to grapple with the varieties of racism
and sexism within these world-views. As such we are not merely accept-
ing as legitimate the variety of problematic approaches here; we are,
instead, trying to take them at their word and analyse how the arguments
develop, what their epistemic foundations might be, and develop insights
into the changing relationships around the everyday existences pre-
sented in these epistemologies.

We are not explaining a marginalised view here; we are explaining a
perception of a marginalised view, and a view that is held by a majority
of Hungarian speakers, and in turn weaponized by certain political
actors. It is also a view that is both logically consistent and aligns with
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the historical interpretation of non-Hungarian speakers. The question
then becomes a normative question about what we ought to be accept-
ing as knowledge, both local and universal.

Further, the interpretation of who is Hungarian is a linguistic, nationa-
listic one, since we are always dealing with, at least, a partial diaspora. In
this context, there is no way to join the Hungarian speaking community
without engaging in this version of a conspiracy. Therefore, we are oper-
ating as academics, analysing this version of a conspiracy theory, by being
part of that conspiracy. We are the indigenous writers, explaining our
standpoint, as we are inescapably part of this diaspora. This is also not
just a descriptive discussion, it is an analysis of the normative position
through a lens of standpoint theory. The destruction of the Hungarian
Kingdom, and the ‘empire-to-be’, is a lived memory that plays out in
the 1956 revolution when Hungarians and the ‘rump’ Hungarian state
were abandoned by the inheritors of the Western powers, and, as an
explanation for current politics, this works very well using standpoint
theory, since the ‘indigenous’ explanation is that the Orban government
is claiming the same Western abandonment, the same ignorance of
history, and the same idea about ‘sacrificing’ smaller states for the
benefit of larger entities.

To the point about ‘marginalised knowledge’: specifically, a normative
question referred to above - that the reshaping of the borders of Hungary
was an illegitimate enterprise. The conspiracy part is the part that says ‘it
was designed to keep a great people down so that they are not compet-
ing with French, German, Russian, and American interests’ and the univer-
sal moral question is still about an ethnic group that was marginalised,
severely disadvantaged by being forced to be placed inside a political
economy not of their choosing, eventually locked out of Marshall plan
reconstructions, and used as a ‘buffer zone’ between competing political
and economic interests of larger powers. Standpoint theory delegitimises
that act and demonstrates how that becomes marginalised knowledge. In
comparative terms this can be any number of other post-WW1 ethnic
groups that had similar experiences, as well as post-WW?2 nation-states
that might have had similar experiences, but we are focussing here on
how this is uniquely transmitted in living memory and stays alive
through living symbols available for all Hungarian speakers. It makes
this version of history ‘conspiratorial’, and ends up questioning the nor-
mative stance of how political decisions have been made in Europe
over the past century. It also explains the peripheral conspiracy theories
that Hungarian speakers know about but might not agree with: the
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conspiracies connected to the conscious taking apart of a ‘great people’
such as the invention of pyramids in the Hungarian world, the connection
to Central Asia and the war technologies available in the European mediae-
val ages, connections to ancient civilisations via this Central Asian ancestry,
and so on. These are common connections accessed through the main
problem of marginalised historical interpretation. The far-right in
Hungary has been able to use these ideas and weaponise them in order
to control the local populations through these narratives. For us, this rep-
resents a fundamental misunderstanding of the epistemological position
of Hungarian-speakers in that it is not simply a version of twentieth
Century ethnopolitics, or a victim ideology, but a long-standing set of con-
cepts depicting a conscious effort by greater political and economic
powers to destroy and subjugate a group of people in the Carpathian Basin.

3. Decolonial narrative

A decolonial narrative embedded in conspiratorial logic is overwhel-
mingly present in the case of Our Homeland Movement. This may be
similar in many other cases of global conspiracy theories, such as from
Donald Trump to Jair Bolsonaro and Rodrigo Duterte, yet our claim is
that the East-Central European - in our case, Hungarian — version is
unique.

The historical position of this version of a narrative begins with the
revival of a Kingdom of Hungary that existed before the Treaty of
Trianon tore apart the territory, joining co-ethnics and/or Hungarian
speakers in the Carpathian Basin and beyond. Thus, the globally existing
conspiracy theories are transformed into a Hungarian form that has
deeply rooted local premises, historical dilemmas and traumas, and
accepted norms and values.

The Hungarian origin myths tell us that this nation originates from Asia,
but its deep European roots connect it to the Christian Europe. Hungary,
then, being a ‘ferry’ between East and West as a symbol for resistance
against modernisation (or ‘civilising’) has a well-rooted history within
Hungary.

As (Kovacs, Horvath, and Vidra 2011) outline, several historical mile-
stones added to this debate:

» after 1867 the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy’s industrialisation
o after 1918 the end of the dual empire, Peace Treaty of Versailles/
Trianon, annexation of large territories
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 after 1948 becoming part of the Soviet Bloc
o from the late 1980s, in the beginning of the ‘90s overthrowing Soviet
rule, later accession to the European Union

These historical milestones clarify how a ‘civilisational’ discourse, con-
cerning debates around the true roots of Hungary, have been at the core
of politics during the modern period. As (Csaplar-Degovics 2022) points
out, while the Dual Empire colonised Bosnia, Hungarian political actors
often criticised Austria, claiming that the Empire is, in fact, a vehicle for
the colonisation of Hungary. Conspiracy theories about the Trianon
Treaty, pointing at the Freemasons, circulate to this day: the historian
Erné Raffay has published several books on the topic, while the conspi-
racy theorist Janos Drabik also has several works on it, even though
their narratives were debunked by the historian Ablonczy Baldzs (2022).
State socialism was long perceived as a colonising act of the Soviet
Union, while privatisation and free market economics fuelled several con-
spiracy theories and decolonial rhetoric after the system change.

In addition, the claim that the values and policies of local political
opponents are products of a foreign force, using them only as their
puppets, has been spread ever since. This has also led to expressions of
resistance through primarily ethno-nationalist, and linguistic nationalist
organisations and political parties (Kreké and Juhdsz 2017). The founda-
tional national myth of Hungary is rooted in the collective national
trauma at the end of World War One (WW1) and the treaty of Trianon.

4, The unrealised memory of empire: the treaty of Trianon and
Hungary

In popular historical discourse about the end of WWI and the beginning of
WWII, it is typically the case that the Treaty of Versailles is mentioned as
marking the end of WWI. In carving up the world in the Palace of Ver-
sailles, the victorious powers of the war also created a set of specific trea-
ties to deal with various parts of the world. One such document became
known as ‘The Treaty of Trianon’, which regulated the dismantling of the
Kingdom of Hungary and created a set of independent successor-states in
Central Europe. As such, ‘Trianon’ became a rallying cry of the far-right for
the restoration for the Kingdom of Hungary, but it was also a general ral-
lying cry for Hungarian patriots, even during the realised socialist period.
In this way, during a period of ‘socialist internationalism’, Hungarian
nationalism thrived. In this case, nationalism thrived under the aegis of
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a ‘common understanding’ that the victors of WW1, led by the new US-led
global politics that installed the League of Nations, was responsible for
the dismantling of the Hungarian Empire. This is the root cause of the
belief that the Kingdom of Hungary was an empire-to-be, competing
with the other European powers at the time, and, as such, was disciplined
and dismantled.

The harsh punishments meted out at Germany at the end of WW1 as
the instigator of the global conflict is often mentioned as the ‘humiliation’
that leads to the rise of fascism in Germany in the 1930s. In Hungary, far-
right movements invoke the Trianon Treaty to produce a similar ‘humilia-
tion’. This is a relatively new process, started some time in the middle of
the 1990s as an answer to the ‘new narratives’ question of post-socialist
countries in East-Central Europe. It is not the Treaty of Trianon itself,
nor is it the traditional map of the pre-World War | Kingdom of
Hungary, that is in dispute. It is instead the interpretation of these facts,
and how the far-right has weaponised this discourse to create a grievance
politics around the universally recognised symbol of this map, as well as
the rallying cry of ‘Trianon’ as a grievance against global powers at the
time. Seeking redress by overthrowing the developing international con-
sensus led by the United States, other ‘Western’ powers sought to main-
tain a ‘Wilsonian world view’ that posited a strong relationship between
political entities encapsulated by ‘states’ and their subsequent ethnic
components (usually majorities of a defined ethnic category, or some
version of ‘leading ethnicity’ which might also include a version of linguis-
tic majority). This was then supplemented by US President Woodrow
Wilson’s famous ‘Fourteen Points’ proposal, which directly mentioned
the Austro-Hungarian Empire, and sought ‘self-determination’ for the
‘peoples’ of Austria-Hungary. In this declaration, the multi-ethnic plurality
within the Empire and the Dual Monarchy meant that individuals and
groups were made to decide which ethnic definition would carry the
day for them in order to form a ‘nation-state’. Much like the partition of
India at the end of the British Raj, it mattered little that people had
lived and prospered in areas for hundreds of years as multi-ethnic settle-
ments; they were either forced to move to join co-ethnics in another state,
or remain in their original settlement and be treated as minority denizens
of one kind or another. In the shadow of this massive political change,
both newly formed Austria and Hungary ceded territory to either
already formed neighbouring nations or to newly formed independent
nation-states. Austria lost approximately 60% of its territory in this
process, while Hungary lost 72%. In this context, large numbers of
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ethnic Hungarians found themselves as minorities in these states. This
new form of solidifying the new modern category of ‘ethnicity’ and creat-
ing the idea that a modern state must at least roughly align with the
majority newly defined ethnic component of its own population,
created this ‘nation-state’ trap for Central Europe that remains to this
day (Agnew 1994). This phenomenon is exemplified by the map of the
Kingdom of Hungary and thus symbolising the unjust dismantling of an
Empire that was destined to be great, and then betrayed by the
Western powers at the end of WW1.

Furthermore, it needs to be mentioned that while the map of the
Kingdom of Hungary itself operates as the universally recognised
symbol for Hungarian speakers, there are multiple supporting factors
added to all of this that makes the ‘trauma’ of Trianon ultimately univer-
sally recognisable to Hungarian speakers. For example, there are multiple
classic stories for children that operate as morality tales and take into
account the original pre-WW1 borders of the Kingdom of Hungary,
using the Hungarian language place names of various cities in Romania
that cement the concept of greater Hungary in this mythology. The estab-
lishment of the ‘trauma’ of Trianon requires no significant change of pol-
itical discourse in the Hungarian language, and, as such, it is an ever-
present political concept in the Hungarian language and in Hungarian
political culture, regardless of any form of political affiliation. In this
manner, the terms of historical discourse set the stage for an ongoing pol-
itical discussion around various courses of actions that will always have
this universal and overriding platform of a political discussion about
‘greater Hungary'. This sets the stage for a political discussion around
decolonising Hungary in the face of the ‘western European powers’ as
well as discussions about sovereignty from ‘the west’ (including the
United States in some cases). This helps to explain a variety of political
choices in terms of post-Soviet Russia and contemporary China, as well
as the growth and development of a radical right-wing, and radical
nationalist politics in Hungary.

5. Decolonial narratives and conspiracy theories

Besides the current government, another radical right party emerged
recently, surpassing the 5 percent threshold in the 2022 parliamentary
elections in Hungary: Our Homeland Movement. Our Homeland Move-
ment openly utilised conspiracy theories revolving around the COVID-
19 pandemic, The Great Reset, the Kalergi Plan, condemnation of
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Western ‘colonisation’, as well as promising a resistance against it. Their
leader, Laszl6 Toroczkai, has two hundred and ten thousand subscribers
on his YouTube channel, where he frequently promotes such narratives,
including conspiracy theories about Davos. According to latest surveys,
the party has 7 percent of the total population of voters, 10 percent of
party voters, and is, therefore, the third largest party (Cseke 2023).

The first assumption we need to accept is the idea that we are analys-
ing a specific social position, and that there is a subsequent epistemology.
In most cases conspiracy theory thinking is evaluated as being true or
false, or simply dismissed as irrelevant or crazy. We take the stance of par-
ticularists (drawing on (Dentith 2014)) who claim that conspiracy theories
are not prima facie false. Standpoint theory offers an interesting way to
think about how marginalised groups will respond to the majority epis-
temological position.

As (Ghodsee and Orenstein 2021) show in their extensive analysis, the
transitional recession in many East-Central European countries, including
Hungary, was comparable to the Great Depression in the U. S., and is no
less severe in terms of the impact on social, economic, and cultural lives of
people in those countries. It is also not difficult to make an argument for
the structural inequalities in the European Union that have led to the mar-
ginalisation of East-Central European economies, and thus entrenching
inequality. In fact, the entrenchment goes so far in terms of EU policy
as to accept the inequality to the level of claiming that ‘2-speed’ econom-
ies are simply justifiable by the ‘transition economies’ and the time
necessary to switch to a fully capitalist economy (of course this is quite
similar to other justifications of Southern European economies such as
Greece, which, following our logic, can also be discussed in terms of
the rise of far-right movements in response to this form of colonisation,
both epistemologically as well as in a socio-economic sense).

In the same timeframe, it is to be expected that the denizens of an
entire sub-region of Europe and the European Union are to be sacrificed
for this goal. As such, it is clear that a semi-periphery political economy
has been structured in East-Central Europe (B6rocz 1992) and that
Eastern-European markets function as ‘dependent market economies’ in
which ‘the most fundamental financing decisions are not made in the
region itself, but in Western Europe and the U.S." (N6lke and Vliegenthart
2009, 682). The academic work done in this field is astonishing, and it
cannot come as a surprise that research has ‘trickled down’ and has
been translated into conspiratorial narratives. In the face of this, numer-
ous far-right explanations have sprung up in the region, especially in
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Hungary and among Hungarian-speakers outside of Hungary; conspiracy
theories abound. Given these events, we seek to take seriously both the
problem of the existence of a semi-periphery inside the EU, as well as
the variety of far-right ethno-nationalist explanations for the creation of
victims of the neoliberal corporate capitalism that hegemonically overlays
the economic functioning of the EU. Using standpoint theory can thus be
a useful method to analyse contentious theoretical positions that seek to
form some kind of explanation for political phenomena.

We need to consider the implications of a resistance to this ‘colonial-
ism’ that takes a radical right-wing form. One way to do that is to
employ standpoint theory and examine this radical right resistance
from the inside-out and examine the original epistemological position
of these conspiracy theories. By inverting the understanding of the pro-
duction of knowledge in the case of Hungarian speakers and discussing
‘what Hungary is’ and who/what Hungary’s enemies are in these conspi-
racy theory approaches, we can gain a greater understanding of how con-
spiracy theories work, and how far-right thinking functions in the
European context. This can lead to other examinations of conspiracy
thinking in general as well as the linkages with other similar movements
around the world.

6. Analysis
6.1. Decoloniality: ideological precursors

After the system change in Hungary, the radical right emerged immedi-
ately, the most well-known of the actors being Istvan Csurka, founder
and leader of Hungarian Justice and Life Party. Csurka has written about
the colonial status of Hungary as early as 1992, framing the capitalist pri-
vatisation of the country’s assets as colonial processes. In one of his
articles on the subject he stated that foreign companies, mainly Austrian
and German, took over and dominated Hungarian companies, and took
the profits home; therefore Hungary is ‘a colony in its deep structure’
(Csurka 1993a, 18). In a party announcement written for the defence of
Hungarian goods Hungarian Justice and Life Party have stated that
Hungary has been ‘lowered to a colony’, and soon they will not have any-
thing else to sell than their workforce (MIEP 1993). The party’s political
programme from 2005 echoed a similar tone: privatisation as, in fact,
the colonisation of Hungary is outlined, and the European Union is
characterised as an already disintegrating force that needs to be left by
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the country. All participants of privatisation, including journalists, and
other neoliberal voices, need to be silenced and punished (MIEP 2005).
Csurka also touched on conspiracy theories: in the first year of the 2nd
Orban-government he wrote about the International Monetary Fund
receiving their goals from the owners of banks and semi- or fully secretive
organisations, from the existing yet denied ‘world government’ (Csurka
2010). In the same article he wrote about the lowest step of the conspir-
atorial actors: the local ‘colonial bourgeoisie’ who are ‘in terms of their
essence, Jews'.

While Csurka’s party never achieved significant election success and
would be part of the National Assembly only between 1998 and 2002,
the Movement for a Better Hungary was able to achieve better results
(see below). The former radical right-wing party, which consisted partially
of the current Our Homeland politicians, also circulated similar arguments
to the Hungarian Justice and Life Party. For instance, in their 2009 Euro-
pean Parliament election programme titled Hungary Belongs to Hungar-
ians (Better Hungary 2009, 16) they stated that the EU has colonised
East-Central Europe, that membership has deprived Hungary to have
free self-determination over the ownership and use of the land that
makes up its territory. The party has proposed an exit from the European
Union as a final solution, echoing the same rhetoric and narrative in their
2014 EP election programme Europe of Nations. In this text they expressed
their demand for an equal partnership with the EU instead of colonial
dependence, calling it unnatural and not necessary. In the same year,
the parliamentary election programme of the party, titled We say it. We
solve it focused on the local political competitors as ones with ‘colonial
mentality’ while framing itself as ‘anticolonial’ (Better Hungary 2014a,
9). As explained there, ‘colonial mentality’ meant accepting the subordi-
nation in an economic, political and cultural way, Hungary being the
‘backyard of Europe’ where ‘the servants and draft animals live, whose
job it is to provide cheap labour so that he can use his little money to
buy the expensive, often poor quality products of foreigners’ (Better
Hungary 2014a , 9). According to their interpretation ‘a country that
exports raw materials and imports finished products can be considered
a colony in an economic sense’ (Better Hungary 2014a, 10).

As the party has distanced itself from radical nationalism, their political
programmes have reflected this: for instance, in the 2019 EP programme
they only write about Hungary not taking part in colonisation; therefore,
illegal immigration was not the country’s responsibility. Their political
shift did not pay off: in 2010, 2014 and 2018 the party had between 10
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and 13 percent of the seats in the National Assembly, while in 2022 they
could hold only 5 percent. The party split in 2018, when Our Homeland
Movement was founded by the radical wing of the Movement for a Better
Hungary. Our Homeland, after an unsuccessful attempt in 2019 to send
representatives to the European Parliament, was able to delegate one
MEP in 2024, and gained almost 6 percent in the national elections in 2022.

PM Viktor Orban and his party, Fidesz has also used the term ‘colony’.
However, their emphasis was on avoiding becoming dependent on
foreign powers. In the commemoration of the Hungarian Revolution of
1848 the Prime Minister has said that the colonisers of the modern era
‘put to sleep and slowly consume the life instinct and resistance of the
selected nations’, emphasising that those revolutionaries and today’s
Hungarians have the same message: ‘we will not be a colony’ (Miniszter-
elnok.hu 2012). While this rhetoric only appeared from time to time, direct
reference to being colonised or to resist the colonisation has not been
highlighted as a political message for the Hungarian government.
However, as (Ginelli 2019) has pointed out, Orban applies a ‘complex’
‘colonial discourse’ through the messages of nationalist victimisation
and ‘decolonisation’ in order to give legitimacy for a ‘new system
change’. According to Ginelli, the government appropriates the
Western postcolonial, decolonial and anti-imperialist criticisms, focusing
these only on the Eastern-European region and ‘at the same time, it
detaches itself from global colonial history’.

6.2. Decoloniality: our homeland movement

Our Homeland Movement continues the rhetoric and narrative of earlier
radical right parties, mainly of the Movement for a Better Hungary. In the
programme published originally in Hungarian titled Virradat (Our Home-
land 2022a) and in a shortened, English version titled Dawn (Our Home-
land 2022b) written for the parliamentary elections, they focus heavily
on the colonised status of Hungary.' According to our findings, these nar-
ratives can be distinguished by their focus: first, discussing European
Union membership, second by aiming at the economy, and third by
writing about ‘brainwashing’. These foci not only intertwine but also
are rooted in, as we will discuss below, the conspiratorial logic the
party outlines in its programme.

"In the following we use both own translations from the Hungarian version or quotes translated by the
party where it is available.
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As seen above, the Movement for a Better Hungary party also framed
the EU as a colonial power and Hungary as a country being colonised.
Our Homeland Movement's programme wrote in a similar fashion when
discussing the war in Ukraine: ‘Serving the interests of the USA and the
European Union, more precisely the globalist interests, Hungary has
also slavishly and uncritically joined those economic sanctions against
Russia which are very harmful to our country’ (translation from the
English, shortened version published by the party).

As a solution for the situation where globalist interests overwrite local
ones, or in the words of the party, terminating ‘the subordination role’
since joining the EU, the Movement has proposed two solutions. First,
they urge "HUXIT’, AKA exiting the European Union:

The attacks on the attempts to strengthen nation states in the past few years,
and that aggressive process in which the EU’s globalist leadership wants to melt
Europe into a globalist empire instead of nations, currently shows that we need
to prepare in the 20s of the 21st century for a life outside the EU. (Our Homeland
20223, 54)

As the programme states, there are two main alternatives in the relation-
ship with the EU: 1. Changing it 2. Exiting from it. In order to change the
EU instead of leaving it, the party has a second proposal: a new alliance
inside the Union, called the Intermarium Alliance. The project first pro-
posed by the Polish statesman Jézef Pitsudski a hundred years ago is
yet again discussed: as Tycner (2020) writes in a paper detailing the
current possibilities for such a formation, the original idea stems from
the threat of Russia and the doubts about the EU and NATO being able
to defend Eastern European countries, its name meaning ‘between the
seas’ and originally ‘was to stretch from the Baltic Sea all the way down
to the Adriatic and Black Seas'. Because of a resistance to the idea, the
plan was changed later, excluding Belarus and Ukraine and including
‘nations of Central and Eastern Europe, as well as Scandinavian countries
and Italy and Greece’ (Tycner 2020). Our Homeland Movement also sup-
ports the idea. As they state, the alliance:

would be sufficiently strong to balance between the West and the East, retain-
ing the independence of the countries of the alliance, and cultivating economic
and trade relations lucrative in both directions; meanwhile it would be able to
counterbalance the attempts of the globalist leadership of Brussels and the
complete replacement of the European population to a mixed empire society
without national borders, through the continuous support of migration. (Our
Homeland 2022b, 23)
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Their approach is different from the original idea of such an alliance. In
this way it is now seen as a tool for balancing between East and West
instead of forming a defensive geopolitical grouping, and it seems to
focus more on the dangers stemming from the ‘globalist leadership’ of
the European Union and their support for migration. The programme
also makes it clear that the ‘so-called West (the globalists of Western
origin) treats us as a colony’ (Our Homeland 2022a, 53), therefore
Hungary needs to open its doors to the East, including Russia, a
country ‘belonging to the Northern civilization” (Our Homeland 2022a,
53).

In order to understand the depth of the decolonial logic of the party’s
programme, two main approaches need to be distinguished. First, they
write about the material level of coloniality, meaning the economy, and
second, about the ideological level of it, which we will label here as ‘brain-
washing’. As we have outlined above, the predecessors of Our Homeland
Movement have already discussed how Hungary is a colony of the West
after the system change in the end of the 1980s. As mentioned, we
chose to use the existing decolonial framework in order to be able to
apply standpoint theory since scientific research also shows how
Eastern-European countries indeed have dependent economies, and
the fast shift from state socialisms to capitalism had their negative
effects as well. At this point it is important to remember that (Klein
2023) argument is exactly that the radical-right’s similarly sounding criti-
cism of capitalism is a ‘mirror world’ instead of well-based scientific
research. Rather than investigating the structural problems of the
global system, right-wing conspiracy theories focus on evil actors
pulling the strings behind the paravan (behind the scenes).

In our case, the ‘mirror world’ is built up in a slightly different way. Our
Homeland Movement's programme discusses economic dependency and
how multinational corporations ‘drive out Hungarian goods with food-
stuffs of low quality, arriving from distant countries and exercising
harmful effect on health, for the greater extra profit realised because of
the enormous margin’ (orig. transl.), and argue that low salaries guaran-
teeing competitiveness is a ‘colonial point of view’, however, these state-
ments are channelled into conspiracy theories — as we will demonstrate
below.

The ideological war is presented in a similar manner. As they write, the
independence of the country is only achievable if the mentality of Hun-
garians is freed up from the ‘opinion terror’ not only of the local television
and radio channels, but also of social media ‘directed from abroad by
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giant globalist companies that are inaccessible and untouchable for Hun-
garian consumers, users, moreover, typically by Hungarian authorities and
courts, too’ (orig. transl.). Facebook as one of the main platforms needs to
be balanced with a Hungarian social network which would be ‘free from
the influence of the international financial spheres’ (orig. transl.). The
‘terror’ on minds is one-sided, according to the party: the goal is to
change and dilute 'national-Christian culture’ and to enforce ‘unnatural
theories’, such as ‘LGBTQP’ (P stands for paedophilia) or ‘LGBTQETC’ pro-
paganda. Brainwashing can be countered not only by a Hungarian social
media, but also real-life experiences. The party proposes a ‘patriotic youth
movement’ to work against the ‘mental poison’ of the ‘Zuckerberg-kind of
money-centred world’, which would be able to pass ‘good morals, being
part of children’s lives next to schools, where they can have friendships
through building real communities, and for instance, having unforgetta-
ble memories in state-financed camps’ (Our Homeland 2022a, 68).

As we have shown, the decolonial rhetoric and narrative repeatedly
appears in the political programme and can be distinguished in
different dimensions. The European Union as a globalist, anti-sovereign-
tist project appears in different contexts; Hungary as a colony which
can choose between changing or leaving the Union; the Intermarium Alli-
ance as a geopolitical alternative to the EU is mentioned, and the econ-
omic and ideological dependency is separately discussed. However, this
decolonial approach is channelled into conspiracy theories. In the
section below we unpack how decolonial and conspiratorial logic
intertwines.

6.3. Conspiracy theories in Hungary: A brief history since 1990

The colonial status of Hungary is not as much the result of the structural
characteristics of global capitalism or the European Union, as some scho-
lars argue, but the result of conspiracies. The economic colonisation does
not happen merely because the inherent logic of the world system
creates hierarchies and Eastern Europe as a semi-peripheric region has
different chances in these circumstances, the ideological colonisation is
not the result of powerful media actors, NGOs or scholars who honestly
believe in the universality of their progressive ideas, but, again, it is the
consequence of a well-planned, evil attempt to place a foreign rule
upon some countries.

Hungarian radical right-wing political actors have been suspicious of
these social changes for an extended period of time. The aforementioned
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Istvan Csurka considered the colonisation of his homeland as a conspiracy
for quite some time. For instance, in the newspaper close to his party, an
extended article has appeared about the Soros empire, in which (Zacsek
1993) outlined the nature and conspiratorial institutional web of the ‘ter-
mites’ who are ‘chewing the nation’. This empire was told to intertwine
not only with the earlier socialist elite, but also with the new political
actors in the newly democratic Hungary: as (Csurka 1993b, 3) wrote, a
‘liberal secret power’ is the barrier for creating a strong state as they
have not only the economic strength but the political power to
influence public opinion as well.

Movement for a Better Hungary worked with similar arguments, in their
EP programme of 2009 highlighting how the ‘central power in Brussels’
and the local Hungarian elite plans to eliminate nation-states, while in
an updated programme of 2014 they wrote about the ‘liberal, cosmopo-
lite elite’ who owns the media and the various think-tanks which work for
the express purpose of the creation of a federalist Europe (Better Hungary
2014b, 19).

This article does not give an opportunity to unpack the conspiracy the-
ories domesticated by the Orban-government since 2010, as this is a far
larger and somewhat different project. However, it is worth noting that
the right-wing populist government has been gradually extending the
conspiratorial logic; for instance, in anointing George Soros as the main
evil behind certain social changes (Pintilescu and Kustan Magyari 2021),
it used the Soros-theories to enforce Islamophobia with its covert antise-
mitic tropes after the ‘migrant crisis’ in 2015 (Kalmar 2021). Billboards,
official statements, interviews, and more formalised ‘national consul-
tations’ have been used by the government to circulate and enforce con-
spiracy theories, suggesting that a hierarchical relation between ‘Brussels’
and Hungary is in fact the result of a conspiracy. As such, neither the
‘Soros-inspired’ conspiracies nor the ‘Brussels-led’ domination are
arising from some kind of sui generis position. They are both the result
of the internal logics and rationale of an everyday experience in the ‘Hun-
garian-speaking world’ in general and in Hungary in particular.

6.4. Conspiracy theories: our homeland movement

However, conspiratorial logic does not necessarily have to appear in
echoing the opinion that Hungary is a colony or subordinated to the Euro-
pean Union. The main argument is intentionality: it was the deliberate
and specific intention of the European powers, and subsequently the
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European Union, to inflict a version of political and economic domination
on Hungary. Furthermore, certain neoliberal policies, privatisation or the
appearance of Western capital, liberal NGOs and private TV channels do
not stem from the nature of a certain structure, but have to be seen as
part of a plan against a nation. Our Homeland Movement's programme dis-
cusses this intentionality in detail. In our analysis, we distinguish between
several main topics they outline. First, we show how they describe the
existence of a comprador elite or ‘deep state’, second, we write about
their understanding of the media situation and the debates around the
origin of Hungarians. Third, we show how the New World Order is dis-
cussed through three different approaches: the Great Reset, COVID-con-
spiracies, and the Great Replacement.

In the introduction they write that a political programme cannot be
written ‘by paid American or Israeli campaign consultants’ (Our Homeland
2022b, 6) and state that the ‘real leaders’, who act behind the scenes, do
not live in the country (Our Homeland 2022a, 9). The vast conspiracy
against Hungary includes PM Viktor Orban, and the government too, as
they did neither opposed COVID-19 vaccinations nor lockdowns, and
cooperated with Western capital:

[Elven though Viktor Orban dares to pull the moustache of the undoubtedly
extremely harmful George Soros — mostly on the level of communication —,
but he doesn’t even dare to mention the name of the people having way
more power than Soros, for example Klaus Schwab (...) behind the scenes,
important entrepreneurs close to Fidesz work together, from time to time,
with globalist-left-liberal company. (Our Homeland 2022a, 9)

This argument constructs a category of conspiratorial actors in which the
Hungarian government also takes part despite their own narrative about
the struggle they conduct. The ‘globalist circle’ and the ‘deep state’ is,
however, mainly a U.S. and European phenomenon and independent
from certain political changes on the surface: ‘the actual leadership is
always in the hands of the deep state, and the financial, economic and
political processes are directed by this globalist force, the deep state’
(Our Homeland 2022b, 21).

This ‘globalist circle’ appears as ‘international communists’, changing
into ‘cosmopolitan liberals’, in an East-Central European postsocialist
setting. They are the conspirators not only against the Hungarian
economy but against the ‘healthy’ national sentiments of Hungarians
too: ‘it is not only that this media octopus has participated in suppressing
the Hungarian national sense of identity, but the almost complete
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liquidation of the Hungarian national economy could not have succeeded
without it’ (Our Homeland 2022b, 8). However, classical media such as TV
and radio stations are now less important as social media has been a
crucial tool for foreign powers: ‘Facebook primarily censors Christian,
national, right wing, anti-globalisation, pro-family and pro-tradition
opinions, and not only in Hungary, but all over the world. Yet, this is
not surprising, since the top leader of Facebook, Mark Zuckerberg,
ordered European left-liberal politicians to implement this opinion terror’.

The attempts at disintegrating national sentiments, as seen here, is a
global phenomenon: yet the Hungarian or East-Central European case
differs from other parts of the globe, as this post-socialist, semi-peripheral
region has seen the ‘liquidation’ of its assets. As in earlier radical right-
wing examples mentioned above, Our Homeland Movement also frames
privatisation and neoliberal policies as attacks on Hungary from foreign,
often Jewish conspirators. These economic attacks go hand in hand
with brainwashing, not only by attacking national sentiments but by
lying about the past as well. Our Homeland Movement regurgitates an
old conspiracy theory about how the elite has been lying about the
origin of Hungarians: as they state, the ‘astounding opinion terror of
the Hungarian Academy of Sciences (MTA)' has to be replaced by ‘the
results of the recent researches supported by scientific facts’ (orig.
transl.). According to their programme, behind the denial of the origin
of Hungarians ‘we can find the clear intentions of rival, hostile nations
and circles’ (Our Homeland 2022a, 72).

Hungary, together with its all specific features, faces similar issues as
many other parts of the globe. The birth of the New World Order as a
global conspiracy theory appears in the programme of the Movement
too, as a ‘totalist dictatorship’ of the ‘narrow globalist financial elite’ in
which people can be not only monitored and regulated, but also con-
trolled through digital money and social media platforms. The goal is
not only economic slavery, which we will discuss below, but also the
emphasis on ‘so-called LGBTQ-rights (in fact all sexual deviancies)’ (Our
Homeland 2022a, 25), the elimination of nation states, and the positive
discrimination of non-White populations. This plan has been moved
forward by creating an ‘artificial economic crisis worldwide, based on
the COVID virus' (Our Homeland 2022a, 25) through the tools of ‘lock-
downs, restrictions, price hikes’ so companies can be bought up by the
larger, global ones.

The goal of the New World Order is achieved through different means.
One of these is, since the pandemic, the Great Reset, a recently circulated
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conspiracy theory based on the remarks made by Klaus Schwab, the
founder and chairman of World Economic Forum. Our Homeland Move-
ment party has been warning about the dangers of the Great Reset for
many years in their programme describing how corporations and ‘bank
dynasties’ in fact ‘control an invaluable amount of wealth, governments
eat out of their hands, they have the real control instead the politicians
who they own’ (Our Homeland 20223, 24). According to them, these com-
panies and dynasties have created the World Economic Forum and
declared the Great Reset ‘which in fact means the creation of a new
world order’. This plan is ‘a weird capitalist Marxism’ in which, instead
of the people or the state, power concentrates in the hands of an econ-
omic-financial elite, while all of this is hidden behind a ‘cultural Marxist’
facade.

COVID conspiracy theories are a crucial topic of the programme since it
appeared in 2022. Our Homeland Movement declares a war against the
‘COVID world order’ which is, as mentioned above, is the result of a con-
spiratorial plan. In a chapter of the programme they further discuss the
case: ‘Several specialists, moreover, the American intelligence has called
it likely that the so-called new Coronavirus (SARS-Cov-2) has laboratory
origins’ (Our Homeland 2022a, 24) while ‘there are such businessmen
behind the vaccine production who have several connections to World
Economy Forum and are globalist dollar billionaires’, therefore they
claim that the ‘worldwide COVID-protocol’ may be indeed planned.

The Great Replacement theory, known in Western Europe and the U.S. as
well, has different specifics in the context of East-Central Europe. The
Hungarian government has been constructing conspiracy theories
about immigration, and Our Homeland Movement also shares these
ideas with an emphasis on anti-Roma sentiments and criticism of the gov-
ernment. They agree with the government that mass immigration is a
planned process in which Brussels wants to create a United States of
Europe ‘with the establishment of mixed population dreamt by the Aus-
trian-Japanese politician and philosopher Coudenhove-Kalergi’ because a
‘population of brown skin, established by moulding the faceless and root-
less peoples of several continents, would be an excellent slave of the
globalist spheres actually directing the European Union’ (Our Homeland
2022b, 20). However, Hungarians have a bigger threat when it comes
to demographics, according to the party: Roma people who are ‘produ-
cing a demographic boom for decades, may become the majority
ethnic group between 2040 and 2060’ turning Hungary into a ‘Gypsy
land’ (Our Homeland 2022b, 20). The party condemns the government
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for only talking about the issue of immigration while they invite ‘thou-
sands of migrants with the Stipendium Hungaricum scholarship
program’ (Our Homeland 2022b, 20) and states that Hungary is only pro-
tected now from migration because of its low salaries. Viktor Orban is also
criticised by the party because of its supposed role in the global conspi-
racy: MP El6d Novak, for instance, has stated in the parliament that ‘since
the system change, Hungary has participated in the work of the back-
ground institutions of the global network with a four-person quota’
(own. transl.) through the Liberal International when Viktor Orban was
one of the vice presidents of the organisation. Novdk mentions the Hun-
garian representatives of the Trilateral Commission who are close to the
government (Mihazank.hu 2023).

The conspiracy theories circulated in the political programme have
been strengthened by the YouTube channel of the party leader Laszld
Toroczkay and different articles, statements, interviews of party
members. Their online newspaper Magyar Jelen (Hungarian Present) is
supported by the Hungarian state (Tarr 2023) and the newspaper’s
video channel also focuses on different conspiracy theories. The party
leader has also presented the Hungarian translation of Thierry Baudet,
the Dutch founder and leader of Forum for Democracy, titled ‘The Covid
Conspiracy: the Globalist Takeover and the Great Reset’ (for more on
Thierry Baudet’s conspiracy theories, see Brooks and Duetz (inpress) this
issue). It is clear that conspiratorial framing of certain events and pro-
cesses has been part of their success and the party continues to build
on the earlier laid, globally circulated and domesticated theories.

7. Conclusion

Our article shows how a Hungarian radical right wing political party con-
structs or domesticates conspiracy theories by building on a decolonial
rhetoric and narrative. By applying the decolonial framework ourselves,
we make it possible to apply standpoint theory in an effective way
since our goal is to understand the party’s conspiracy theories instead
of merely condemn them for being irrational or illogical. Conspiracy the-
ories often, as Naomi (Klein 2023) suggests, create a Mirror World: in our
case Our Homeland Movement takes the decolonial rhetoric and narrative
and, as some of earlier parties in Hungary, turns it into a radical right-wing
approach in order to offer an explanation on why certain events or social
changes happen. It also explains the experience of everyday life in the
Hungarian-speaking world. The emergence of LGBTQ-rights or the
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phenomenon of mass immigration in Europe, the privatisation of Hungar-
ian capital, neoliberal policies, loss of political control, the tension
between the European Union and certain governments of member
states make sense in a different way through the conspiracy theories,
and Our Homeland Movement offers these narratives to its audience.
The success of their party not only points at the efficiency of such conspi-
racy theories, but also at the lack of the ‘original’ side of the Mirror World:
the one which promised to make sense of the world but now lacks credi-
bility. For us, this can explain the experience of the world for Hungarian
speakers, and can tell us how this (radical) epistemology develops
around these new far-right political movements. Hungary and Hungar-
ian-speakers are a specific case study here, and we look forward to devel-
oping case studies that will compare these developments in other
contexts.
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