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George Garai: 

• 

THE POLICY TOW.A...1UJS THE J E~'J'S 
' 

ZIONISM AND ISRAEL OF THE HUNGARIAN 
.. 

COMlJ.UNIST P.A.RTY > 1945 - 1953 

This thesis ~xamines the relationship between the Communists 

and Jews, and Zionists in particular, in ·the peculiar conditions of 

H11ngary. After their emanci.pa tion i11 the late 19th centu.ry, J·ews 

were given two j mportant roles to plays to develop certain capital­

ist fmlctions a.nd to boost the proportions of Hungarians against 

the various nationalities inbabi ting the country·. This helped them 

to gain materi ally and intensified their assjmilation. The latter 

significantly reduced the attraction of Zionism, which identifies 

Jews as a nationality. 

The strong Jewish participation in the short-lived 1919 Soviet 

Rep-~blic in Hungary enabled the subsequent antisemitic and anti­

-Corom11nist regime to equate Jewish and Communist in~erests. The 

persecution of J ews during the Second World War decjmated the 

community and to many proved the futility of assimilation, thus 
' 

i11creasing ,villingness to embrace Zionism. The Communists, 

coming to power on the heels af the occupying Soviet army, were 

under1redo~inantly J ewish leadership thus apparently proving the 

claims of the previous regime. 

To distract attention from their leaders made the party pretend 

the non-existence of any particularly Jewish problem, or even the 

existence of Jews in Hungary. 

This characterised the Communist attitude to Jews in the subject 
• 

period, Tihile attitude to Zionism and Israel followed the poiicy of the 

Soviet Union. When, in the early 1950s, Stalin identified bis main 

enemies as the Zionists and the Jews (see Slansky trial and the Moscow 

doctors' plot) the Hungarian Communist leader, Rakos, played down 

embarrassing aspects like that S1.ansky's case challenged the relia-

bility of Jewish Communists. 
Stalin's death in 1953 cut short the increasing anti-Jewish 

campaign and the subsequent changes in Soviet policy lead to some 

liberalisation in Hungary too, including rehabilitation of victims 
. 

of inj~stice, with the exception -of Zionists. 

The thesis concludes that because of theveak Zionist influence 

and the Communis.ts I opposition to racial discrimination as a matter 

of principle, most Hungarian Jews found integr~tion into the Communist 

system relatively easyo 

I 
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PREFACE 
• 

The subject of this thesis bas not been examined previously in 

detail. I have therefore drawn to a very large extent on documentary 

evide11ce whic}1 a t the time of research was still unclassified and not 

catalogued in various archives in Britain and Israel. I am grateful 

for their permi ssion to wade through that material. 

In my r esearch I had to draw largely on original documents and 

on the oral evi dence of eye witnesses. I am extremely grateful to 

these witnesses who had subjected themselves to long hours of tape 

recorded interviews, after having travelled long distances in Israel 

to meet meo I am al s o appr eciative of the staff of the Central Zion­

i st Archives , in Jerusalem, for helping to find documents sometimes 

not even in the catal gue o 

I a~ indebted to Dr.SoJ.Roth, the director, and to Dr.EoE.Eppler, 

the assistant director, and the staff of th~ Institute of Jewish 

Affairs , in London , where I was a llowed to research for months a.mong 

documents of the Hungarian Jewish community, which are held there. 

In my l engthy research and travelling, I was assisted by the 

Memorial Foundation for J ewi sh Culture, and the University of London 

Centra l Research Fund . My thanks to both . 

The individual to whom I owe the greatest debt is Professor 

Leonard Schapiro , who as my supervi sor, has advised, criticised, 

encouraged, and hel ped me , and has had the unenviable task of reading 

this thesis in draft forms o 

My thanks to Mrs . Vero:t1ica Levj.n for her care in typing the thesis, 
• 

and I would especially like to thank my wife, Ann, who has encouraged 

me throughout my studies , and to my daughters, Janine and Anita, who 

had patiently given up precious time with father, for the preparation 

of this work . 
·. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The Mar:>~ist-Leninist-Stalinis·t doctrines, the basic idE:o].ogy 

of the Communist movement as well as of the Communist parties have 

had co11stant links with the Jews . These existed at two levels
0 

At 

the first one the formulators of these doctrines were concerned 

with what a ttitude to adopt towards the Jewish sector of society 

and worked out eventually a rigidly defined theory. At the second 

l evel many individual Jews, in some countries disproportionately too 

many, supported the Communist movement and participated in its leader­

ship from early on. 

The ideological interest in an attitude on the Jews was in 

recognition of several factors. In the second half of the 19th 

century, during the development of the Communist ideology, the Jews 

in all European countries were still living on the fringe of the 

society, largely unemancipated or just in the process of emancipation . 
. 

Therefore they c~~ld be regarded as potential allies in an attempt to 

establish a social system based on equality and justice. But the very 

fact that through emancipation an increasing number of Jews were in­

tegrating into the capitalist sector of the society made such a simple 

attitude jmpossible. Furthermore, almost simultaneously with the 

developmGnt of the Communist ideology there appeared among Jews a 

movement attempting to find a national rather than a religious identity. 

This eventually emerged as political Zionism. Communist ideology was 

thus forced to detern1ine its views and policies on the Jews, in other 

words, it had to express a view on Zionismo 

Marx did not consider the Jewish people a nation. He regarded 

them as merely a caste , or a ''chimerical nationality''· To bim 

Judaism was an evil in itself, an ''anti-social'' element from which 

the J ew himself must be purified before he became fully emancipated. 

In his essay, ''A World Without Jews'', Marx explained that such an 

emancipation would come about thr~ugh the assimilation of the Jew 

in societyo 

Lenin, like Ma.rx~ refused to regard the Jewish people as a 

nation, and therefore opposed the demands for Jewish cultural aut-

onomy. He maintained that through abolishing 

against ·Jews the whole Jewish question would 

the discriminatory 
1 

be solvedo 

laws 

1 In'The position· of the Bund in the party" (Collected Work~. Vol.l.VII., 
London , 1961, pp. 99-101) he wrote: '' ... the idea of a J~wish 'nationali ty· 1 

is <ti'initely reactionary .... (it) runs counter to the interest of the Jews 
for it fosters among them, directly or indirectly, a spirit hostile to 
assi mila.tion, t -he spirit of) the I ghetto 1 '' o 

I 
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Stalin, who regarded the idea of a nation unconceivable without 

a common language and a common territory, categorically denied the Jews 

the right of nationhood. He described Zionism as "a reactionary and 

nationalist polj_tical moven1ento ... Its aim is to organise a Jewish 

bourgeoise state in Palestine and it endeavours to isolate the Jewish 

working masses from the general struggle of the proletariat 
O 

112 

The Communist view, theoretically, is thus clear: the Jewish 

problem will be solved by establishing a Communist social system where 

neither r eligious nor racial discrjmination exists and therefore Jews 

can integrate completely into society as a wholeo Jewish separatism -

as claimed by Zionism - i s unacceptable. This theory however did not 

stand the t es t of r ealities when the Communists seized power in Russia 

in 1917. Faced with the problem of millions of Jews concentrated in 

certaj_n parts of the cotmtry arrl with complicated specific economic, 

social and cultUTal i ssues , the Communists , for practical reasons, 

had to identify the Jews as a distinct nationality, one of the many 

in the Soviet Union . This r ecognition did not mean reconciliation 

,vi th Zionism , on the cont2·ary, anti-Zionist measures were taken by 

the Soviet regime frcm its earlies t dayso 3 ' 
... 4.s for tl1e second level of Communist-Jewish links, the personal 

i nvol vement , several concepts offer explanations of this trendo Jud.aism, 

the doctrine of the Jewish religion, places great emphasis on equality, 

on the recognition of needs, and on the duty to help those in need. 

Thus, this religion , in principle, would make its followers receptive 

to soci al obligations . 

Another concept is bas ed on historic, economic and social factor s . 

As Jews in all European countries suffered discrj_mination, they provided 

a potentially rich source of political movements which were striving for 

a society of equality in civic rights, in employment, education, and 

culture . Many non-conformist Jews were therefore drawn towards such 

movements , whether they wanted merely to liberalise the social system, 
~ 

whether they worked for deeper social reforms, or even for a revolut-

ionary change in social condiJions. Although by virtue of their newly 

acquired social position the emancipated Jews were best suited for the 

2 Marxi sm and the National and Colonial Qusstion, English edition, London, 
1942 , Po289 

3 For example, see Cang , Po34 and Po207o 
·-

• 
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, 

middle- class Liberal polit ical trends , wher e many indeed found their 

pla ces , an unexpectedl y l arge number embra ced the more r adical labour 

movements . Though most of them did not come f r om the wo:r·lcing class, 

their impa tience , accumulat ed over centuries of persecution and di s ­

crimina tion , made them r esponsi ve to passionate, radica l ideas about 

changes necessary i n society. It was partly such passion and partly 

the f a ct tha t they were by and l arge better educated than members of 

the worki ng cl a.ss tha t enabl ed them to take on l eading positions both 

in the Socia l Democra tic and later i n the Communis t movement s . 

A study of devel opments i n Hungary provi des an exceptj_onally good 

oppor tunity t o fol l ow the links between Communi sm, the J ews in gener al, 

and Zioni s1n i n particula.r . Ce:r·tain specif ic his t oric condi t ions in 19th 

a nd 20th century Hm1gary throvv a singul arly strong light on the peculiar 

character istics of thi s r el atio~shi po 

About t he peri od preceeding the end of t he Second World War and 

the Communis t party ' s subs equent entry into the political arena, as a 

l egal entity , three aspects r equire particular att ention: 

• 

, 

1) The cir'cumstances of t he J ews 1 emancipation in Hungary, and 

the specifi c rol e assi gned t o t h em in the a ttempt to streng­

then the Hungar i a,n char acter of t he country aga i nst the jm­

pact of na t i onal minorities . Thi s l ed to an exceptionally 

deep a ssimilation of J ews and accounted for the little 

attraction Zioni sm hel d for themo 

2 ) The f a ct that a short but violent Communist dictatorship 

t ook pl ace in 1919 . J ewi sh Communists played an important 

part in i t ; in many cases carried· out the mos t unpopular tasks. 

3) The regime between t he two world wars promoted and encou.raged 

antisemiti sm and anti - Communismo Dis crimina tion against Jews 

became t he l aw of the l and. It created a climate in which Jews 

were a llowed to be r egar dBd as inferior, and brought about a 

deep t ensi on between the Jewisq and non-Jewish population. 

Antisemi t i sm and anti - Communism were intertwined: Jewish 
• 

participati on in t he 1919 Communis t dictatorship was ex-

ploit ed to prove the predominantly Jewish character of 

Comm1mismo 

·-

• 
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It was against such backgro1U1d that the Communist party took 

11.p a dominant role in Hungarian :poli·tical life after the end of the 

Se cond World War. This H1U1ga r-ian Communist party was unique. Although 

in the Communist parties of the other East European states Jews held 

promj nant pos ts at high levels, only in the Hungarian party was the 
• 

l eader himself - and thus the Stalinist dictator - a Jew: Matyas Rakosi. 

Further more , he and three other Jews held all the key positions in the 

party. In a count ry, where open antisemit ism had been rampant for more 

than t wo decades, and where the identification of Communism with Jews 

ha d been wide-spread, this created a situation which was bound to in-
.. 

fluence the polit ica l pos ture and tactics of the Communist party as a whole. 

In th e context of this study it was inevitable to identify certain 

indivi dual s as J ews . This i dentification was based, whenever possible, 

on au thentic sour ces . In their absence the criteria was common lmowledge, 

treated with utmost caution. In questionable cases probable Jewishness 

was di sregarded. 
• 

A cons i derable proportion of substantiating evidence was based on 

ora l or wri tten t esti mony of witnesses. It was felt necessary to record 
' them as many wer e of an advanced age and their testimony had to be pre-

served as t here was only litt l e documentary evidence available. These 

witnesses ' recollections might hsve been subjective or restricted and 

theref or e , wher ever possible , corroboration was sought either from 

documents or from ot her witnes ses. 

, 

• 

• 

...... 

• 

\ 
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CHAPTER ONE: THE RO.AD TO 1945 
• 

The Useful Jews 
• 

The nomadic Hungarian tribe detached itself about 3,000 years 

ago from the Ugric branch of the Finno-Ugric ethnic family, left its 

original home on the eastern bank of the Volga, where the river turns 

sharply southwards, and after a slow migration towards west, reached 

Central Europe, at the end of the ninth century; conquered the Slav 

kingdo1n of Moravia , and settled down in the valleys of the rivers 

Duna (Danube) and Tisza. 

A hundred years later their first king, Istvan, accepted Christianity, 

and under his successors the kingdom of Hungary integrated into the 

structure of feudal , medieval Europe. Nothing remained of their Asian 

origin but their language. The Hungarian kingdom did not however con-

fine itself to the area inhabited by the people who spoke that language, 

but expanded by conquest to the natural boundaries of tha plain: the 

Carpathian mountains , the river Szlva and the foothills of the Alps& 

In the 16th century the Turkish empire occupied the large central 
I 

section of the kingdom , Austria's Habsburg monarchy the northern and 

most western areas and only Transylvania remained under Ht:.ngarian rulee 

After the expulsion of the Turks, at the end of the 17th century, the 

whole area , including Transylvania, came under Habsburg reigno 
. 

Repeated Hungarian attempts to regain sovereignty columinated 

in the unsucces sful war of independence against Austria in 1848-49• 

In this war, the nationalistic aims were intermingled with attempts 

at social reforms , including the. abolition of serfdom and the making 

of the l egisl ature representative of a wider section of the population. 

Austria ' s victory can be attributed to its military superiority, 

to Russia's armed intervention on its behalf, and not least to the 

Emperor's, JF:rancis Joseph's success in securing support of the various 

national minorities - Slovaks, Serbs, Groats, and Roumanians - who 

were living on the territory of the former Hungarian kingdom. During 

• the absoJ.utist Austrian rule .,which followed, moderate Hungarian poli­

tical elements were constantly seeking reconciliation with the Emperor, 

who after military defeats at the hands of France in 1859, and Prussia 
• ' 

in 1866, was at last prepared to make concessions to keep this trouble-

some dominion at peace • . 
• 

" 
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An agreement , the Compromise, was reached in 186701 Although it 

failed to satisfy those who bad demanded complete independence from 

Austria,
2 

it achi eved two aims. It reinstated the kingdom of Hungary 

within its ''historic'' borders and legitimised Hungarian supremacy over 

the nation.alities on its ·territory. This recognition of Hungary's 

existence also opened the door to a long overdue industrialisation 

and thus to progress from a feudal to a capitalist economic system. 

The Jewish population was to become fundamentally involved in both 

of these vital i ssues . 

The first reliable information on the number of Jews in Hungary is 

from 1738 . 3 A census of the Jews , conducted for taxation purposes on 

the order of the Habsburg Emperor, Charles III, showed 
the thirty counties included in the census as 11, 621. 

their number in 
L-vi ad di ti on , 

there were about 1,200 in Transylvania and Temeskoz, and a further 

650 in the counties excluded from the census. Their occupational di s ­

tribution i s notabl e in view of later developments. 45% of the heads 

of famili es counted in the census were engaged in commerce, 34.9% 
were craftsmen. 

listed o4 
Onl y one lawyer, twelve surgeons , and one clerk were 

I 

Large-scale immigration , mainly from Moravia-Bohemia and Poland, 

increased their n1Jmber to 80 ,775 by 1787 (1o3% of the total population), 

and to 542 1 279 (4% of the population) by 1869, i.e two years after the 

Compromise .5 While previously most of them lived either near the 
V 

• 

1 It established the two-centred Dualist Austro-Hungarian Empire in which 
both countries had their own independent governments, responsible to their 
respective legislative institutions . They were linked by the person of the 
monarch, and by their comm on interests in foreign policy and defence. 
Common mi nistries were set up for foreign affairs and defence as well as for 
f'inance to provide the budgets of t~e previous two. Francis Joseph, who 
retained his t i tle as Emperor of Austria, was crowned King of Hungary on 
June 8, 1867 . (Molnar, 1967, Vol.II., pp.70-71). 

2Fo~ the opinion, for ins tance, of Lajos Kossuth, one of the most radical 
leaders of the 1848-49 independence war 1 who went into exile after its 

def eat . see ibido, p.72 o 
..... 

3 Marton, 1966 , p.30 0 He a s sumes that Jews were already living in the area 
when the Hungarians conquered it and there is evidence of their presence 
during t he· .subsequent centuries , detailed hj_story before 1738: pp. 5-30. 

4 ibid pp.31-33 . 

5 Katzburg , 1966, p.166. 
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borders thi·ough which they had entered, or on the large estates; the 

period between 1840 and 1869 witnessed their rapid urban development. 6 

'rheir trea tmen·t through the Middle Ages, in Hung.ary , was similar 

to other Eu..ropean count ries. They were largely tolerated, occasiona.lly 

persecuted , and in their activities restricted mostly to money lending . 

Under Turkish occupation and in Transylvania they lived cornfort­

ably, but under Austrian rule they were fr equently persecuted and expelled 

from towns. When t he whole of Hungary came under Austrian reign, the 

J ews were living on the large estates, paying fixed annual fees, and 

rendering various services to their landlords for their protection. 

When i deas of the Enlightenment , including religious tolerance, r eached 

Hungary from the West , in the late 18th cent ury, they appeared closely 

correlated with the Hungari ans ' efforts to regain national independence. 7 

Consequently, the Jews , seeking equality, became sympathetic to the 

Hungarian national move~ent , and many , particularly in the then still 

separate Buda and Pest , actively supported·the fight for the Hungarian 

sovereignty in the 1848- 49 war o The leaders of the Hungarian liberation 

n1oveme11t acknowledged their contribution when the independent Hungarian 
\ 

parliament , on July 28 , 1849 , in Article 29 , declared their full emanci­

pationo8 The victorious Aus tri ans also took note of their conduct and 

i □posed a one- million florins f ine on the 19,000 strong Jewish community 

of Pes t . 9 

Although the Emperor quashed the 1849 emancipation law togetheT 

with all legis:ation passed by the Hungarian assembly during the war 

of independence, it was not unexpected that soon after the Compromise, 

the Hungarian parliament , in Ar~icle 17, 1867, emancipated the Jews, 
-

and furth er assured their rights in Article 13, 1896, by declaring the 

Jewish faith a ''legally recognised religion'', with a status equal to 

6 The Jewi sh population of the 
fourfold , from 10 , 000 in 1840, 

capital, Budapest, for example, increased 
to 45,000 in 1869 . ibid , p.139. 

' 7 At t he Hungari an legislative assembly ( the Diet) in 1840, some deput~es 
already demanded the ful l e~ancipation of the J ews , but eventually, in 

Art icle 29 , only their freedom of_domicile and pursuance of crafts and 
trade were permitted . Seifert, 1959, p.1170 

8 Beer, 1954 , p.873. 

9 Werner . 
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that of t he l eadi ng Ca tholic and Protestant churches. 10 Such favourable 

treatment was not only due to the li.beral leanings of the new regime Is 

:rl1li.ng el ement s , but also to theii"' wish to win the suppor·t of the J·ewi sh 

community , 

t l1emsel ves 

becau se in the r einstated kingdom of Hungary, the Hungarians 
. . . t 11 wer e in a minori y. 

To increase their proportion they turned to the most assimilation 

prone sector s - the town dwelling Germans and the Jews. The impo:r·tance 

of t he l atter lay partly in t heir geographic position. In 1869, 43.7% 

of th e 542, 279 J ews lived a long t he borders among national minorities, 

and even in 1910, 35-7% were still there o12 Thus, the Hungarians tried 
. 

to utilise t his vanguard for the assimilation of the nationalities. In 

spi te of determjned eff orts on a country-wide basis, they were howev8r 

onl y moderatel y successful. Never t heless, the concessions to the Jews 

were not wasted as t he propor t ion of Hungarians, largely by including 

the Jews , did i ndeed grow in that perioa. 13 

• 

\ 

l OThe new privi leges of the J ewi sh communities included the compulsory 
t axation of members (with state a id in tax collection), the maintenance 
of theologi cal and general educat ional institutions, and the right to 
a p:r-·oportionate shar e in state subsidies . ])ischinsky, p.380. 

ll In 1880 they compri sed only 4lol% of the population, the rest were 
Germans , Slovaks , Roumanians , Car patho-Ukranians, Groats, Serbs, and 
others , most of whom l i ved in the border areas of the country. 
Mol nar , 1967 , Val.II, p .182 . 

• 

12 Marton, 1966 , p. 40. 

13 Th e pr oportion of Hungarians , by 1910, rose to ~8.1%, incl~ding tbe 
5% of J ews in the t otal populat ion wh~ wer~ counted as,•Hungarians. The 
da t um on the proportion of the Hungarians is from Molnar, 1966, Val.II, 
p

0
182, and on t he Jews from Katz~urg, 1966, p.166. 

\ 

• 

• 

...... 
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The Jews were also useful in strengthening of the capitalist 

econon1ic s:y-stem, which developed -r._vi tn extreme intensity and rapidity 

in tl1e little more than four decades betweer1 ·the Compromise in 1867 

and the outbreak of the First World War in 1914.14 
For personnel the Hungarians had again to call on the Germans and 

the J ews ~ The feudal frame of the Hungarian society disintegrated only 

slowly. Enclosed in its traditional form it lived for· a long time more 

in a symbiosis than an organic unity with the capitaiist sector which 

was growing up beside it rather than out of it. The characteristic 

elements of the bourgeoisie emerged neither from the old ruling 

classes , 8.,s in the v1est, nor frorn the peasa11try, as in the Balkan 

and in Russia , but f:rom outside sectors , or from amor1g the new im­

migrants . While the magnates continued to live on the proceeds of 

their laree estates, Jewish money lenders and traders were allowed 

to grow in a f ew decades into major banker~ and industrialists . 

The core of what were to become the Hungarian middle-cla.ss, 

cons i sted of the eentrr , the impoverished former owners of medium 

sized estates , who , instead of seeking their new existence in the 

capi talis·t sec·tor , sought imluence through the State's ad.ministra tive 

ins titutions . Half the staff in the ministries, three-quarters in the 

county administration , and a significant proportion of the judiciary 

and the army officers corps consisted of the gentry. 15 The role of a 

bourgeois middle-class was offered to the German and Jewish merchants, 

small-time financiers and lessees. 

The Jews embraced these opportunities enthusiastically.
16 

• 

14 Details on this industrial growth in Molnhr, 1967, Val.II. pp.163-176 • . 

l5 Molnar 1967. Vol.II, p.185. 

16 According to the 1910 census, ~85'% of the self-employed fianciers 
and bankers; 42% of their salaried employees; 12o5% of the self­
-employed industrialists , and 21.8% of their employees; 5i% of 
self-employed traders , and 62.1% of tbeir employees were Jews. 
They also broke i~to land owning: 19.9% of properties of 1,000 
holds or over and 19% of those between 200 arrl 1,000 holds were 
in J ewish hands. They -comprised 73% of the lessees in the first, 

·and 62% in the second bracket. Macartney, 1962, p.191. 
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Such landmarks of Hungarian capitalism as the General Credit Bank, 

(the financial arm of the Austrian Rotschilds) as well as the Anglo­

- RU11garia,n and the Franco-Hungarian banks we-..ce f ound.ed and managed by 

Jews. The sugar ir1dustry was dominated by the 1Iatvani-Deutsch family, 

textile and textile dyeing by the Goldberg factory in a suburb of Budapest, 
• 

and Hungary ' s l argest heavy industrial enterprise was the Weiss works on 

the outskirts of the capital. Jews used their emancipation to ob tain bigher 

education, and soon played a large part in Hungary's academic life, its 

literature, arts , (pursuing usually the latest Western trends, rather 

than the traditional and conservative Hungarian ones), performing arts, 

music and journalismo17 

Although the regime did not - for understandable reasons - encourage 

antisemitism , it nevertheless existed on a small scale, and more in the 

form of an anti-Jewish bias than outright aggressive antisemitism, mainly 

among the gentry , and the German bourgeoisie.18 After a ritual murder 

case i:r1 1882 , even tl1ougl1 the defendants were acquitted, political anti-

· t · f d 19 semi i sm sur ace . • 
• 

l7 The same 1910 census discloses that 26.2%
1

of those in literature and 
arts ; 42 . ~% oi journalists , 45.2% of advocaJ;es, and 48.9% of doctors 
were Jews . ibid . p . J91 . They forced thair way ·in poli·t ics too, 
altbcu~h resistance there was much stronger. After having a few 

... .> 

Je"'NS in parlia.ment from the turn of the century, Vilrnos Vazsonyi 
beca:ne the fir ~t Jewish ~emb~r of a government as Ntinister of 
Justice during the first World War. 

18 Paul Ignotus recalls the case of a converted. Jew, ''gentleman farmer, 
and ex-ro.er1ber of pa:Y.~liament , titled and. dandified, who co11ld out-dual, 
out-1,ide, ot1t- serenade all the Hungarian gentry of his circle.'' He 
married a dov1erle ss girl of th~ ancient lesser nobility, the ''belle 
of the county hall'' and of gentry parties in Budapesto After their 
wedding she was still invited to the county balls, but they received 
a tactful warning that he had better plead public duties on those 
occasions . op.cit. pp.97-98. 

19 An antisemitic party was formed in the following year and it won 
17 seats in the 1884 general elyctions. Internal dissentions led 
to its break-up a year later. In the 1887 elections only eleven 
antisemites were elected , but they no longer constituted a separate 
parliamentary group. On the whole, by the end of the 18~0s, anti­
semitism as an organised group dis~ppeared from the parliamentary 
scene but only to re-emerge a decade later when the Catholic 
N8p~rt (People's Party) became the main bearer of a clerical-
-conservative type of antisemitism. 

T 
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The a l most unlimit ed opportunities for integration into the 

Hungarian sector of the populat ion turned the Jews towards assimilation. 

Al t hough onl y r el atively f ew made the ultjm~te step by converting to 

Chri s tianity , befor e the First World War, 20 their number was greater 

t han i n ot her Eas t ~opean countries . 21 Assimilation manifested itsel f 
22 i n their a cceptance o; the Hungarian l anguage . Religious services 

were conducted i n Hebrew, but religious instruction in schools was 

given in Hungar i an , even in J ewish school s . The J ewish character 

of t he l atter was apparent only in their observance of the Sabbat h 

and other J ewish hol y days , and i n th e composition of their teaching 
staff . 23 

• Many Jews changed their usually German surnames to Hungarian ones . 

Communal journals were published exclusively in Hungarian, and the 
\ l argest , establi shed i n 1884 , bore the title "Egyenl~seg , 11 i.e. equality , 

i ndi cating the assimi l ati oni st a j ms of the. Jewish coIDmlmity. Cultural 

societies conducted t hei r act ivities in Hungarian, and the firs_t lit­

erary soci e ty , founded in 1894, call ed i tself Izraelita Magyar Irodalrni 

T~rsasag (Israel i te Hungari an Liter ary Soc1ety). The overwhelming 

majority fe l t no need to embrace Jewish political nationalism, or even 

a Jewish cul ture more nationalis tic than the established religious and 

0 111 tural t radi t i on . 24 

20 
The 1910 census gives the number of' Jews as 909,500, and of converts 
and chi ldren of mixed marriage s as 50,000. Macartney, 1962, p.18. 

21 Duschinsky , p .373, 
• 

22 
Yiddish the traditional language of East European Jews, was spoken 
only am~ng those who lived in the north-east provinces, _wh~ch were 
usually the f irs t stages for Jewi sh jrnmigrants from Galitzia and 
Poland . In other part s , and particularly in Budapest, not even 
orthodox Jews spoke it. 

24 This i s the opinion of Duschingky, a former orthodox rabbi of 
Budapest , p. 379 . 

• 

• 
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This strong assimilationist current accounted for the unpopularity 

of political Zionism. It emerged at the end of the 19th century and, 
• 

while it gathered speed quickly in many countries, could not get a 

strong foothold in Hungary bef.ore the First World War. 25 In Poland, 

Russia, and the Baltic States, the persecuted, economically and 

spiritually oppressed Jews were inclined to emigrate in any case, 

and the Zionist could hope to persuade them to settle in Palestine 

rather than other countries. With such a motive absent, Zionism in 

Hungary could not win the aura of rescue, but develop merely as an 

ideologica l movement , with inh er ent limitations on its acceptance. 26 

But even under such circumstances, Zionist organisations functioned 

in Hungary right fr om the beginning of the movement until the First 

World War . 27 

Finally, J ewish participation in Hungary's labour movements 

needs examinati on f or its close relevance to later developmentso 

Under the condi t i ons of the post-Compromise era the emanci.pated Jews, 

vii t h ma1zy roads wide open to them, were searching for· one which v1ould 

t t 1 • bl 0 d t·t 28 l ead them t o a firm posi ion in society, o a re ia e i en i y. 

I 

25 Theodor Her zl, i ts f ounder, hjmself realised that in the Hungary of 
that period , an ext r eme J ewish nationalist movement cannot be set 
up. He advi s ed his Hungarian friends therefore that, if everything 
else f ails , they should create a ''red-white-green ( the colours of 
the Hungarian flag) Zionism.'' Zebawy, 1952. 

-
26 1()% of all J ewi sh emigrants from Russia, Poland, and Roumania 

s ettled in Pal estine, between 1900 and 1928, while jmmigration 
from Hungary in the same period was negligable. Ibid . 

• 

27 Details in Pati, 1971, 523 - 524 . 

28 The extremities of this s earch were evident in the case of a 
Jewish l awyer, Mo~dechai Buchsbaum. After having been sentenced 
to death for his part in the 1919 Hungarian Soviet Republic, he 
escaped to Czechoslovakia, joined the Zionist movement, and emi­
grat ed to Pales t ine in 19240 q There he turned fana~ically 
religi ous and ended his life as the bead of Neturei Karta, 
an ultra-orthodox Jewish sect, who even t~day refuse to 
recogni se Israel as a Jewish st~te. Orszagunk, Val.I, No.6 • 

• 

..... • 
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Coming from outside the f eudal society, initially they felt no 

attachment to its traditions and values. Simultaneously with their 

material progress , their uppermost section , the finance bourgeoisie, 

tried to assimilate to the magnates, the r emaining crust of the 

feudal ruling class . . The majority found its place in the ranks of 

the emerging bourgeois middle-class and i ntelligentia. Others, ho1Never, 

whose detachment from the historic Hungarian values remained apparently 

the strongest , developed a crit ical attitude to both, and turned their 

sympathies to those movements which demanded improvements for the 

under privileged classes : to socialism, and later to Communism. 

Such emotional moti vations apart, their large proportion among 

the l eaders of the l abour movements can a l s o be explained by the fact 

that although only a few Jews were themselves members of the under 

privileged classes , 29 they were deeply involved in industry, and 

therefore at a better vantage point to notice the conditions of the 

l abourers than the remnants of the feudal ruling classes. 

The organisation of l abourer s was init i ated in Hungary by journeymen 

of the declining trade guilds , who had spent their traditional travelling 
I 

years usually in Austria and Germany , and brought back the socialist 

ideas then prevalent in those countries. The small cultural a~d wel­

fare societies of the labourers in Budapest \Vere amalga.mated into 
' ' \ Hungary ' s first socialist organisation, the Altalanos Munkasegylet 

(General Workers ' Association) in 1868, by a carpenter, Janos Hrabje, 

who had received . this assignment while working abroad, from the 

I. Ii1terna tional . 

Among its leaders were Antal Ihrlinger , a printer, and Zsigmond 
. • , ~ ( ) 30 

• Politzer , editor of i ts weekly, Testveriseg Brotherhood, both Jews. 

4 29 According to the 1920 census, Jews comprised 5.9% of the population, 
but only 0.1% of agricultural labourers, 0.2% of -dwarf holders, 0.4% 
of miners , 2 0 5% of transport workers, and 7.3% of industrial workers. 
Macartney , 1956 , Vol.I, p.19. • 

30 .A Magyar Forradalmi, pp.15 - 18. 

-
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The establishment of the first 

(Non-Electors' Party) in 1878, 

\ ' \ workers' party, the pemvalasztok P~rtja 

was initiated by another Jew, Leo FTankel, 

who had previously participated in the Paris Commune, and worked closely 

with ~1arx in London.
31 

Its leaders included at least four Jews. 32 This 
• 

party and other labour groups merged in 1890 to form Magyarorszagi 

Szoci~l demokrata P8-rt (Social Democratic Party of Hungary), which came 

under a ''preponderantly Jewish'' intellectual leadership, 33 a character­

istic r etained i n varying degrees until its end, 58 years later. 

The Leftish opposition to the SZDP, from which many of the Communist 

party' s fir s t leaders eventually emerged, was also dominated by Jewish 

intellectuals.
34 

Their spiritual mentor, Ervin Szab6 (formerly Szontagh), 

r egar ded by many hi s tor i ans as, next to Gy~rgy (Georg) Lukacs, the most 

iml ue11ti a l theoretician of the Hungarian socialist mo,rement, was the · 

son of a mi ddl e-clas s J ewish f amilyo The first Leftish rebel, Gyu.la 

Alpa:!:'i , v1h o 

student . 35 
was expelled from the SZDP in 1910, was a former' rabbinical 

. 

J ewish were the chief ideologue, Gyula Hevesi and many 

prominent member s of th e ''engineer socialists'', a major opposi tj_on 

group t o the SZDP during the First World War~6as well as the writers, 

Jozsef Lengye l and J ozsef Revai, the authors of the first truly rev­

olutionary document which appeared during the waro 37 

31 Ibid., p.18 and p.21. 

3
2 

Ihrlinger, Poli t zer, Dr.Zsigmond Csillag, and Jakab Kurschner. ibid, p.25 

33Maccar t ney, 1956 , Vol.I., p.12. The party changed its name to 
Szocialdemokrata Par t (Social Democratic· Party) in 1939 and will 
be r eferred to her eafter by its customary abbreviation as SZDP . 

34An informal group 
oppose the SZDP ' s 
Jen~ Lazslo, Bel a 

35 Ibid., p.249. 

• 

of socialist Leftists, formed already in 1903 to 
'\ ). \ recently enacted statutes included Bela Szanto, 

Vago and Laszlo Rudas. T~kes, 1967, pp.13-15. 
' ll 

- . -

36Thi s group planned to bring about ·a revolution by ~oncerted sabot~ge 
action of t echnicians and engineers, who, they claimed, were destined 
to be come the main actors in social transformations. Ibid.pp.30-31. 

-

37 It was a l eaflet published in November 1917, by the ''Zimmerwald 
aff iliated Hungarian Socialist Groupo '' Ibid., PP• 33-350 
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The fi1"'st Hungaria.n Commur1i st gro11p was set up in Moscow on March 24, 

1918 , by liberated prisoners of war. Of its six leaders who were regarded 

by Hungarian party historians as the most outstanding ones, at least fo-ur 

were Jews : Bela Kun , Tibor Szamuely, Er·n~ P6r·, and Jozsef Rabinovics . 38 

The leadership of the independent Hungarian Communist party, the Kommunistak 

Magyarorsz8-gi PELrt j a ( the Party of Communists in Hlmgary ),39 founded in 

Budapest on November 24, 1918 , was a lso predominantly Jewish. 4O 

The MKP entered the scene when Hungary - in the aftermath of a lost 

war - was engulfed in a r evolutionary turmoil. When only Bolshevik 

Russia appeared to be willing to save the country's independence, the 

1v1KP was hoisted into power by the SZDP and became i ts tone-setting 

partner in the Hungari an Sovi et Republic, proclaimed on March 21, 1919 . 41 

• 

38 A 1,Iagyar Forradalmi ..... p.110. 

39 The party cha11ged its narne repeatedly ai1d for tl1e sake of sj.mplici ty, 
will be r eferred to hereafter as MKP , the abbreviation of i ts most 
commonly k.no~.·,n na.me : Tvlag:y:ar Kommunistak Partja (Hrnearian CorrJnunist 

Pa,rtfl . 

40The chair·1nan of its first central committee was Kur1, and at least ten 
of its 15 members were Jews. The committee is lis ted in Magyar Forrad­
almi .... p . 135 . After the arrest of the whole central committee, a 
second one came into operation under the cha irmanship of Szamuely. 
At least seven of it s ten members were Jews. Four of the five members 
of the party newspaper ' s (V~r~s Ujsag) editorial board were also Jews, 
including its head . Tokes,.p.246. 

-

41 Details .on the rise and fall of the democratic revolution that preceded 
it from October 1918 can be fo·und in Molnar, 1967, Val.II, pp.284-316, 
and in Ignotus, pp.141.148. 

• 
· . 

• 
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In its 133 days, this Soviet Republic enforced a series of 
. 

revolutionary measures, including the nationalisation of banks, industry, . 

commerce, schools, as well as the expropriation of land holdings over 100 

holds.
42 

Jews played a prominent part in its leadership, although esti­

mates of their proportion among the rulers, when based on contemporary 

sources, must be treated with reservations. 43 But even the most re­

s trained and cautious est jmate presents an impressive picture. The 

first Revolutionary Governing Council, set up immediately on the 

proclamation of the Soviet Republic, had 30 members, 44 including 

at least 16 Jews ; tem among the eleven Communists and others among 
the Social Democrats. Although the chairmanship and most of the 

Commissariats were held by Social Democrats, effective political power 
\ 

was undoubtedly in the hands of Bela Kun (nominally only People's 

Cornmj_ssar for Foreign Affairs), the man closest to Lenin, on whose 

assistance this body's hopes were based. 
• 

42 
The history of the Hungari an Soviet Republic has been the subject of 

innumer able studies . Hungari an Communist analyses varied according to 
the then prevailing political line . The role of B~la Kun, who fell victjrn 
to the Stalinist purge s in the Soviet Union in 1939, was for instance 
minimised and distorted , while Matyas Rakosi 1s exaggerated during the 
Sta2.inist era in Hungary , when the latter was the dictator of tt1e country. 
Recent Hungarian Communist interpretations can be found in Molnar, 1967, 
pp . 316- 358 a.nd in (A) Magyar Forradalmi, pp.170-198. For a more objective 
view, see T~kes . 

43 The German historian, Werner Sombart, for instance, stated that 161 
of the 203 higher officials were Jews, but his assertion was based on 
nothing more reliable than an essay by an undergraduate in\his seminar, 
(Vol . II , pp . 299- 300) . Many of the other assumptions, like Arp8.d Sz~lp~l 1s, 
that 31 of the 49 People 1s Commissars were Jews, originated from a 
collection of studies, published by the Right-wing Hungarian historian 
Gustav Gratz in 1921, in the pogrom-oriented early period of the anti­
semitic post- First World War Hungarian regjrne, when there was a tendency 
to exaggerate Jewish involvement in that Communist venture. 

4 
44 They are listed in Molnar, 1967, Vol.II, pp.318-319 . 

• 
·. 

-
• 
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To appreciate fully the weight of Jewish particj_pation it must be 

noted that they held ma:ny of the key, most conspicuous revolutionary 

positions in polit ica l (as in the case of Kun) and economic fields, 

as well as in the security organs. 45 But neither their origin nor 

their numerical strength seemed to have moderated the Soviet Republic's 

policy towards the Jews. No evidence appears for Jewish capitalists 

being treat ed more leniently or hounded down with less revolutionary 

zeal tha11 ot hers. These Jewish leaders gave priority to Communist 

ideology and de t ermination to preserve the ''proletarian dictatorship'' 

over their probable links with Jews simply because of a common origin. 

One wo:.1 l d a J.so be inclined to a s slJIDe that to demonstrate complete 

aliena t i or1 from their bourgeois middle-clas s background, some of them 

displayed even more rut hles sness towards Jews than Gentiles, and the 

Soviet Republic as a whole unscrupulously exploited antisemitism for 

polit i cal purposes and treated Zionism harshly. 46 

• 

45 The Peopl e 's Commi ssar for Finance, and later the chairman of the 
Supr eme Economi c Council, thus the chief executor of nationalisations 
and expropri at i ons , was Jen~ Var ga. Both the People's Commissar for 
the Interior (Jen~ Landler) and his deputy (Bela Vago) were Jews, 
so was Bel a Szanto , fir s t deputy Commi ssar, later Commissar for 
Nati onal Defence . J en~ Laszlo was the political com.~issar to the 
r evcluiionary cou..Tt i n Budapest, and Jews were also in cha1·ge of the 
ins ti tutions whi cl1 ,vere to provide his cohl't with defena_ants: Otto 
Korvin , head of the f Oli t ical police (claimed later to having been 
r esponsibl e for a great dea l of needless killings and brutalities) 
and his deput y , Ferenc St ein. The person, who in the rnbsequent 
ant i-Communist pr opaganda was, next to Kun, most closely associated 
with the a t t rocit i es of the Soviet Republic, was Tibor Szamuely, head 
of a speci a l mobile squad, to suppress co~ter-revolutionary attempts 
in the provinces. T~k~s, pp.158-159, p.252, p.254, p.258, and p.259. 

46 The gover nment a t t ributed an anti-Soviet uprising in June to 
priest-incited r eligi ous ferv our and ant~semitism. It tried to 
curtail thi s t r end wi t h i t s own anti-Jewish measures. Jewish 
refugees from Gali t zia, who were ..; engaged i:r1 small-scale commercial 
activit i es in Budapes t during th e war, appeared to be the easiest 
target f or the antisemitism of the working class. The Jewish-led 
political police conducted a series of raids on them, shipped off 
a trainl oad to Poland , and guaranteed publicly that 2,000 will be 
returned t o Galitzia (T~kes, p.195). As for its anti-Zionist measure~, 
the execut ive of the Hungarian Zionist organisation was dissolved and 
its journa l Zsido Szemle (Jewish Review) closed down. (Patai, p.524). 

·-

, 
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No Use for J ews --· 
'I'he collapse of the Hungarian Soviet Republic opened a rew chapter 

• the history of in Hungary, as well as in the treatment and status of its 
Jewisl1 population. It started with a period of what was to become known 

internationally as the White Terror. Thenewgoverrunent's punitive measures 

against pa.rticipants in the Soviet Republic were accompanied by a massive 

revenge campaign by so-called ''officers I commando units'' ( tiszti kuloni t ­

menyek) against Communists, Leftists, ratlicals, and, almost indiscrimin­

ately against Jews. 47 Within a few months this campaign claimed about 

five thousand victims, 48 including at least a thousand Jews.49 It was 

in this climate of pogroms that the first legalised discrimination 

against Jews since the 1867 Compromise was introduced, restricting 

their proportion of university students to 6%. 50 This law represented 

a radical change in the status of Jews. By referring to them as a nation­

ality - while previously they were regarded solely as a religious commun­

ity - it introduced a hitherto unknown concept into the Hungarian con­

stitutional law and governmental practice. 

The n ew attitude to the Jews reflected the drastic changes in the 

composition of the Hungarian society. Defeat in tbe First World War led 

to the disintegration of the Austro-Hungarian Empire and the terms of the 
\ 

Trianon peace treaty of June 1920 left Huneary as a truncated, though 

independent country, one with an almost completely homogeneous population. 51 

4? In the village of Diszel, 
Molnar, 1967, Vol.II, p.367. 

48 Ibid, p.368. 

49 (Th e ) Jews of Hungary, p.4 

for instance, they murdered all the Jews . 

50 A numerus clausus law (Law No.X.XV) enacted by the Hungarian parliament 
in September 1920 , based the admis sion to universities proportionately on 
the national composition of the country. Braham, 1960, p.6. 

5l Hungary retained the constitutional form of a kingdom, but without a king 
from 1920 to 1944 . It was ruled by a Regent, Miklos Horthy, an admiral in 
the f ormer Austro-Hungarian Na.vy. He had been Commander-in-Chief of the 
National Army, assembled in French-occupied southern Hungary during the 
Soviet Republic, and was helped to power by the victorious Entente powers. 
The Hungarian parliament elected him Regent on March 1,1920. (Molnar, 1967, 
p.372). The Trianon treaty r educed the country's territory from 325,4~1 sq. 
km. to 92.963 sq.km. and its population from 20,886,487 (as recorded in the 
1910 census) to 71 615,117 (according to the 1920 census) (Macartney,1967, 
p.206} I t consisted only of that central se~tion of the ~uali~t.Hungar~, 
which was inhabited overwhelmingly by Hungarians. The co-inhabiting nation­
alities were incorporated in the newly established Czechoslovakia, Roumania, 
and Yugoslavia. But more than three million Hungarian residents of the de­
tached areas were also lost: 1,700,000 to Roumania, one million to Czecho­
slovaki a , and 500 1 000 to Yugoslavia· (Ignotus, p.154 • 

• 
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Thus the "patriot ic" task which had been assigned to the Jews in the 

Dualist pe1·iod, i .e to boost the proportion of the Hungarians, was no 

longer required. On the contrary, the 473,355 Jews, comprising 5.9% 
of the population

52 
constituted the largest alient element. They had 

not only lost their usefulness for the Hungarian nationalistic endeavours, 

but appeared to be eminently suited for the role of scapegoats. The 

r egime of Regent Miklos Horthy was a conservative one with authoritarian 

l eanings . Its external and internal policy was determined by two factors: 

the desire to r e cover lost territories and the f ear of Communism. The 

former helped to turn the country chauvinistic, and consequently un­

sympathetic to the Jews. The latter too inspired anti-Jewish feelings , 

partly justified by their strong involvement in the Soviet Republic, 

which the regime at l arge , and the extreme racialists in particular, 
did not fail to exaggerate . 

The regime stopped the White Terror in the early 1920s, when it 

started seeking international r espectability and the consolidation of 

Hungary 's economy . The s i tuation of the Jews, as a whole, became quite 

tolerable, though they remained restricted by law in obtaining university 
\ 

education , and were barred in practice from the civil service. 

Blocked by its neighbours who had captured large chunks of 

''historic'' Hungary with the support of the former Entente, the Horthy 

regime became drawn increasingly closer to the new power emerging on 

the European scene - to Nazi Ge:r·many. Its extreme nationalism, border­

ing on the concept of regardi ng Christian Hungarians racially superior 

to others , made the r egjme susceptible to the Nazi ideology too. In 

addition, Nazi influence appeared more directly through the ascending 
• 

rigr1tist groups , the Ger·manophile officer corps and particularly through 

the '' Nyilaskeresz t es Part'' (Arrow Cross Party), which was closest both 

ideologically and in its methods to the German National Socialists . 

52 Katzburg, 1966 , p.166 
• 

• 

.... 

• 

• 
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All ·these factors contributed to the adoption of a pronounced 

anti-Jewish policy, based on principl_es increasingly similar to those 

in Nazi Germany's Nuremberg Law of 1935. 531egalised discrimination 

against the J ews was accompanied from the time of Hi.;mgary's entry into 

the Second World War on the side of Germany in 1941, by the physical 

destruction of many of them. About 63,000 Jews, 8% of Hungary's total 

J ewish population, lost their lives even before the beginning of their 

systematic extermination under German occupation. 54 From July 1939 those 

un.reli abl e for service in the armed forces could be conscripted into 

auxiliary labour battalions under military jurisdiction. This legal 

provision was applied to J ews and other ''unreliable'' elements, like 

trade union l eaders and Communists. Many of those battalions became 

in fact punitive units as the result of the pro-German, wildly anti­

semitic and anti- Communi st sentiments of their officers. An estimated 

42,000 J e\vs died in those battalions before Hungax·y 1s occupation by the 

Germans in ~Karch 1944 . 55 

I 

53 Between 1938 and 1943, the Hungarian parliament promulgated s:L'C 
explicitly anti - Jev,i sh l aws . The first (Act. No.XV of 1938) provided 
for th e establishment of two profess iona l chambers - for the press 
and the theatre - and limited the Jewish ratio in them to 2()%. The 
s e co11d Act (No . IV of 1939) extended tl1e definition of ''Jew'' beyond 
th e confessional status by introducing the reli.gion of parents · and 
grandparents as the criterion of Jevvish ''-race''. It reduced the Jewish 
rat io in the mentioned professional chambers t o 6%, authorised the 
expropriation of Jewish-ovvned far·ms, excluded Jews from the upper 
house of parliament. Act.No.XV of 1941 prohibited marriage and extra-
ma.ri tal r el ations between J ews and non-Je~s. Act VIII of 1942 deprived 
the J ewish r eligion of its ''accepted legal': status. Act No.XIV of 1942 
excluded Jews from the para-military Levente youth organisation and 
fr om the armed services , and finally Act.No.XV of 1942 stipulated t he 
expropriation of a ll Jewish-owned farms and forest lands. Braham; 1960, pp. 
6-7ft 

54 Katzburg , 1966, p.162. 

55 Ibid, p.161 
• 

• 
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Lives were lost also in other ways. In July J.941, the Hungarian 

government deported about 20,000 Jewish refugees from Poland to German 

occupi ed Galitzia, a,nd wi thiP.. a month between 14 - 16,000 of them were 

massa cred at Ka.mene ts-Podolsk by German SS un.i ts, Ukranian militiamen, 

and Hungarian troops. 56 After their invasion of Yugoslavia, im Germans 

allowed Hungary to re-occupy some of the territories it had lost to 

Yugoslavi a in the Trianon peace treaty. In January 1942, a Hungarj_an 

army deta chment, under the pretext of a raid against ''par~tisans'', 

killed in and around the town of Ujvidek (Novi Sad) 3,309 _civilians, 

including over 700 J ews ~7 

Soon after that incident however, Regent Horthy replaced the 

pro-GeI·man Prime Minis ter, Bar dossy, with Miklos Kallay, who, from 

early 1943 made secret approaches to the Western Allies for a separate 

armis tice agreement. The se attempts were accompanied by a more lenient 

attitude towar ds the J ews, which continued until March 19, 1944, when 

Germany, to prevent Hungaryts withdrawal from the war, occupied the 

count ry. 

The cons equences of the Hortby regime's anti-Jewish measur·es 
I 

serious l y affected Hungarian Communist party's post-war policy on the 

J ews. To under stand the conditions in which this policy was jmplemented, 

three f actors must be examined: the Jewish population's response to 

those measures ; the extent of, and the contributing elements to the 

popular support for them; and the strength and composition of its 

opponents . 

J ewish attitude to Zionism, the opposite pole to assimilation -

offers itself as a useful slide rule to measure the first factor. The 
• 

attrocities committed during the White Terror made only a slight dent 

t • ·1 t· • t • t· 58 Dur" th on the Hungar·ian Jewry s ass1m-L a ionis • convic ions. 1ng e 

56 Ibid, p.161 

57 Levai, 1948, p.25 . 

58 t. . t Although severa l thousands registered as prospec 1ve emigran s, 
when a Pa l estine office opened in Hungary in 1919, by 1921 only 103 
did in f act leave for Palestine (Patai, Pa524)o · Jewish emigration 
from Hungary between 1920 and 1930 amounted to 29,000, but only 1% 
chose Pa~l es t ine for their destination. (Katzburg, 1966, p.167, 
Notes 7, 8)0 

• 

• 
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subsequent period of consolidation. Jewish resistance to Zionism increased. 

It was ma i11ly 1mder the influence of the established Jewish coroinunal organ­

isations, domi11ated bJr ·assjm·ila·cionis1is, that the legalisation of a pol-

i tioally tinged Zionist organisation was delay·ed un•til 1927, and had to 

be preceded by a half-measure: by the ·establishment first, a year earlier 

of a purely charitable pro-Palestine Association. 59 Even by the mid 1930s, 

when the Horthy regime's first flirtation with Nazi Germany was increas­

ingly evident, both the numbers of Zionists in Hungary, and of Hungarian 

1mmigrants in Palestine, were extremely low. 60 New blood was infused 

into the Zionist movemnt however from 1939, with the reannexation of 

some of the territories lost in the Trianon peace treaty, where Zionism 

bad gained a stronger foothold than in Hungary. 61 

On the other hand, experienced officials, particularly from Trans­

ylvania moved to .Budapest and assisted in tbe expansion of the Zionist 

organisation, 62 but two further factors also contributed to their success. 

With a large infllL~ of Jewish refugees from Slovakia and Poland, they 

were at last able to apply one of the major attractions to Zionisms 

its re scue and relief functions. Secondly, the Kally government, seeking 

a separate armistice agreement, took advantage of the Zionists' links 

with the Western Allies, particularly with Britain. 63 This role somew~at 

59 Patai, Po524. Simon Hevesi, chief rabbi of the Neolog (the largest 
relif;iOus ) comm1mi ty in Budapest, declared publicly in 1925 that ''there 
is no ground for, nor inclination to, Zionism among Hungarian Jews. This 
is tl1e historically formed opinion of H11ngarian Jewry, and there is no 
reason to depart from it.'' (Kuta.s, p.387)0 

60 In 1937 the Zionist groups bad a total membership of 4,800 among a 
JewiGb population of 444,567. (Tbe Zionist membership figure appears in 
Patai, p. 525& and that of tbe Je•wisb population in Katz burg, p.166, 1966)., 
Between 1932 and 1939, 1,212 Hungarian Jews settled in Palestine. This 
fignre appears in a chart in the Institute of Jewish Affairs archives, 
London 80(182), based on the Statistical Handbooks of Jewish Pa.le~tine, 
Department of Statistics, Jewish Agency for Palestine Jerusalem, 1947. 

61 The Axis powers (Germany and Italy) in the first "Vienna decision" 
November 1939 awarded to Hungacy. the sou.itbern, mainly Hungarian pop­
ulated pa.rt of Slovakia, and in the "second Vienna decision" in August 
1940, the northern sector of ~Transylvania. 

62 During the war its membership was an estimated 20 - 30,000. Interview 
with Galor. 

63 ·Detaj_ls of the rescue and relief operations as well as on their 
contacts with tbe government, are in Patai, p.525. 
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enhanced the Zionists' prestige among Hungarian Jewry, although their 

influence in the communal organisations remained smali. 64 
The extent of popular support for ·the Hortby regime t s anti­

Jewish policy and for antisemitism ~n general, was indicated by the 

results of the last pre-war general elections in 1939. The government 

(with two anti-Jewish laws already under its belt) and the various 

ultra-Right wing parties cap·t.ured almost 90% of the par1liamenta.ry 
seats. 65 

Their support came from practically all sections of the population. 

In the ruling classes from those who were soundly established, but 

imbued with the racial superiority of the Hungarians; from the dxifters, 

former army officers, small-time financiers, merchants, civil servants, 

who were hoping to obtain financially rewarding posts in Jewish enter­

prises or positions denied to Jews in ·the process which was generally 

described then as a t•cbangjng of the guard. 1' People jn the lower in­

come brackets, retailers, craftsmen, white-collar workers, industrial 

and agricultural labourers, were impressed by the ultra-Right's soc­

ialist phraseology which demanded the redistribution of wealth, though 
, 

mainly at the eirpense of tbe Jews. It thus could be concluded that a 

very large proportion, probably the majority, of the Hungarians, favoured 

the Jews' deprivation of many of their rights. Their physical destruction 
. 

was then not yet an issue. 

In the centre over the Jewish issue 1 stood most of the agricultural 

small holders, traditionally ignorant of all the 11macbinations 1
' of the 

town dwellers; a section of tbe civil servants, who tried to carry out 

the anti-Jewish legislation with some humane consideration, the heads 

of tbe Christian churches, whose concern was Jjmited to the fate of 

converted Jews, and a mainly aristocratic~ conservatively Hungarian 

section of the government party, which wanted priority for the res­

istance of German influence and disliked the rowdyness and socialist 

demagogy of the ultra-Right. 

4 
• -➔-

64 The executive council of the 11Pesti Izraalita Hitkozseg" (The Israelite 
Congregation of Pest), the largest communal body, included only.one repres­
entative of the Zionist organisatiqn tlntil 11arcb 1944. (Munkacsi). 

65 Of the 260 mandates, the government gained 179, tbe ultra-Right 49. 
(Molnar, 1967, Vol.II, p.424). Support fort~ go~ero~ent sb?uld ~ot 
be attributed however exclusively to sympathies with its anti-Jewish 
measures. It also reflected recognition of its class policy as well 
as its orientation towards Germany, which shortly before the elections, 
fulfilled part of the irredentist claims by returning to Hungary a 
section of Slovakia which bad been disannexed in the Trianon peace 
treaty. .. 

.,,, 
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Outright opposi·tion to the anti-Jewi:ab measures could be fo1.1r1d 

(apart from the Jewish communal organisations of course) only on the 

Left side of the political pallet. Progressive intellectuals, writers, 

artists, actors, musicians, raised their voices publicly. So did the 

Leftist opposition parties in parliament and outside it. The "Fug{£etle:rg_ 

l{isgazda Part'' (Independent Sma.J_lbolders' Party) j_n its 1943 progra1nme 

demanded the abolition of the anti-Jewish laws, and one of its deputies 

introduced a resolution to this effect in parliament. 66 A more perma­

ment and much earlier opponen·t was the SZDP. The :party t s official organ 

''N~pszava'' (The People's Voice) was banned for thirty days in December 

1938 after it bad objected to the proposed second anti-Jewish law, and 

bad condemned antisemitism. 67 The SZilP's objections were based on the 

principles of socialism, which rejected racial discrimination. 

The MXP, another subscriber to those principles, followed a more 

complex policy on the question of anti-Jewish discrjmjnation. The 

Horthy regime, in line wi tb one of j_ts two basic poli tioal tenets, 

the fear of communjsm, kept the MKP banned throughout the inter-war 

period, and Cororol1nl sts engaged in t1ndergro1.lnd activities, ·when caught, 

were punjabed harshly. The regime's propaganda claim that Communism 

wae a 'tJltdeo-Bolsbevi.k conspiracr' found some substance in the con­

tinually high proportion of Jews among the leaders of the illegal MKP. 68 

66 Braham, 1969, p.8. 

67 (A) Magyar Forradalmi, p.356, 
68 Details on the prominent part played in the illegal MKP by Jewish 
Communists like Kun, Landler, B.Szanto, Lukacs, N.Orosz, Erno Gero, 
Alpari, Tmre Komor, Rakosi, Vas, Z.Szanto, Sandor Lowy, and Rev~i in 
(A) Magyar Forradalmi, pp.212-257- Sandor Furst an~ Imre Salla~, 
members of the central committee who were executed in Budapest in 
1932 (ibid, pe285), as well as Z?lt~n Scbonh7r~, secretary of the 
con1mittee and executed in Budapest in 1942 (ibid, p.371-373) wer7 
also Jews. Among the 21 Communist martyrs, regarded as outstanding 
figures by the currently accepted· party history, at least ten were 
Jews. (Ibid, p.436). . 

• 

• 
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The MKP's response to the Hortby regime's anti-Jewish measures 

might have been influenced by two factors: by the policy of the Soviet 

goveTI1II1ent, which during the war, played down the Jewish question to 
69 avoid appearing as the protector of Jews, and by an attempt to 

001.lnterbalance the jmpact of the official Hu11garian propaganda, which 

equated Communist and Jewish goalsc The only reference in a party doc­

ument to the persecution of Jews, was in one of the twelve points of a 

programme issued in 1943. It demanded ''equality before the law regard­

less of race, origin, and religion. This includes the abolition of the 

barbaric anti-Jewish laws. 1170 It should be noted however, that even 

this belated demand bad tactical motives, because the prograroroe was 

part of a call for a Popular Front-like cooperation between the MKP 

and the opposition parties wbo bad by then openly condemned the a.nti­

Jewisb measures. 

The official party propaganda, aiming at a wider section of the 

ordinary population, was cautious and evasive on the Jewish question. 

RakoEi, for instance, broadcasting in Hungarian from the Soviet Union71 

ignored completely the fact that about a quarter of the victims in the 

Ujvidek massacre72 were Jews, and describei the imident a.s a "blood-

bath among those whom the government and the local potentates did not ljk8. 73 

69 A post-v,ar American analyAis states that "jn official releases and 
reports dealing with German attrocities in the occupied areas, the Soviets 
usually omitted al.l reference to the exteI·mination of Jews. Massacres of 
Jews r,ere usually described simply as atrocities against 'Soviet citizens'; 
the very fact tbat the Nazis iss~ed orders to exterminate the entire 
Jewish population ..... was concealed f1'om the world for many months.'' 
(us House of Representatives, etc. p.15) 

70 Magyarorszag etc. p.XXXIII. 

71 Rakosi, ser·ving a life sentence in H11ngary, was allowed to go to 
the Soviet Union in October 1940, in a deal. 

tl 

72 See page 25. 

73 Rakosi, p.36 

• 

• 
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Other examples were bis comments on a 12-uations treaty on the puni.shment 

for anti-Jewish acts at the end of 1942, wben he emphasised that "the days 

of reckoning were coming closer for all the villainy of which tbe murder 
of the Jews was only a part. 11 7 4 

be 
Tactical considerations seem to~evident in a lecture which Rakosi 

delivered to Hungarian prisoners of war in the Soviet Union in 1943. 

From bis long list of the Horthy regime's sins, its anti-Jewish policy 
• 

was missing , and, while referrjng to the labour battalions as ''mobile 

scaffolds", he avoided mentioning that most of tbose executed were Jews.75 

The MKP's attitude to Zionism was dogmatically hostile. Even Hashomer 

Ha tzair t the ultra-left Zionj st movement was considered ''reactionary and 

fascist'', altbougl1 the party had contacts with it on a personal level, 

primarily to convert its members to Communism propero 76 Neither the 

regime 's view tha t the movement was a Communist oneT'nor the assistance 

given by its members to the illegal party78 could convince the MKP leaders 
. 

that an ideological reconciliation with this Zionist Leet or merely their 

acceptance as comrades was justified. On an official level, Hasomer Hatzair 

could achieve neither, not even when their collaboration with the MKP 

intensified during the German occupation of Hungary in 1944. 

74 Ibid, p.94. 

75 Ibid, pp.163-196. 

76 Interview with Ya~ri. A recent, scholarly analysis of this movement can 
be found in Margalit, 1971. 

77 Jozsef Sombor-Schweinitzer, a·leader of the political police, described 
its members in a 1937 lecture as ''atheists and followers of the Communist 
ideals almost wi tbout exception.'' He addecl1 ''Everything proves that this 
organisation is in tbe reins of the Bolshevik conspiracy. ''Az Ut'', July 12, 194~ 

78 Durjng tbe war they participated in the underground Communist work in 
Transylvania. In southern Hungary, Communists trained and used separate 
Hasbomer Hatzair units for sabotage acts. In Budapest, the movement col­
lected money and food for imprisoned Cornrounists (Beszamolo a magyarorszagi 
Hasbomer Hacair m11nkajarol, 1945-1947, Bud.apest 1947. Mimeo. In: Tbe 
Central Archives for tbe ••••• ) • 

• 
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Tl1e Massacred c.Tews -------
After Germany occupied Hungary on March 19,1944, the restrictions 

on the J ews ' rights were replaced by an attempt at their systematic ex­

termination. It must be noted that this attempt, though instigated and 

supervised by tbe German occupiers79was made with the active participation 

of Hungarian authorities. The occupation did not break Hungary's consti~ 

tutional continuity. Hortby remained Regent, and, at least formally, it 

was be wbo replaced the 11 double-faced11 Kallay government with a staunchly 

pro-German one. This, under the premiership of Dome Sztojay, the Hung­

arian Ambassador to Berlin, included a number of notorious antisemites, 

in positions vital to the execution of anti-Jewish measures. 80 

An avaJ.ancbe of decrees, i s sued by the government or· its various 

agencies, barred Jews from intellectual occupations, clerical work, 

confiscated their properties, radio sets, disconnected their telephones, 

restricted their food supplies, and c.ompelled them to wear a yellow badge. 81 

But these were only the visible outer forms of a policy of extermination . 
• 

\ 

79 Hitler I s pawe~o:f attorney for Dr.Edmund Veesenmayer, the new Pleni­
potentiary of tbe Greater Gerrnan Reich in H11ngary, included instructions 
to the German Security Police force, which entered the country along 
wi tb the r 0gular troops to ''perform tasks of the SS arrl police concern­
i11g Hu.11ga:r'Y, a.nd especially political duties in connectioi1 with the 
J ewish problem.•• See text in Trials of War Crj_rninals etc. Vol.XIII. 
pp.336-337. 

BO Both Andor Jaross, tbe Minister of the Interior, and his two under­
s ecretaries of state, Laszlo Endre and Laszlo Baky, were members of the 
ul tra-Right movements, and known antisernjtes. In fact Jaross offered 
the post to Endre, Deputy Sheriff of Pest county on the grounds that 
be was a ''recognised expert on Jewish matters''• Seifert, 1959, p.1250 

81 The texts of the various anti-Jewish decrees issued during this 
period can be found in the following collectionss Janos Bartoffy, etc, 
1944. 

• 
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In April the Hungarian gE)ndarmerie started. transferring Jews in 

the provinces from their home s to local ghettos, and later assembly 

centr0s on the oclBkirts of la.rger towns. Between May 15 and the end 

o~ J1111e , 400,000 J ews from the provinces ,vere deported to concentration 

camps in Germany and German-occupied territories, mainly to Auschwitz and 
82 the other ca.mps in that compou.nd. Altbougb the Je,visb population of 

Budapes t was moved in J11ne to 2,681 specially assigned ''star bou.ses•t, 

a fourt eenth part of space for a fifth of the city's population~3 

Hortby for various reasons, prevented their deportation scheduled for 

July 5.84 
The massacre of the Jews in the capital started only after the 

Germans , on October 15 removed Horthy 

leader of t be '1N;iila8keresztes Part''. 

ardent Nazi-type party in Hungary. 85 

and put into po~er Ferenc Szalasi, 

(Arrow Cross Party), the most 

82 _ ' European Jev;ry Ten Years After the War, p. 61. Tbe total Jewish popula-
tion of Hungary (including converts to Cbristianity 1 wbo were considered 
Jews under tbe terms of the anti-Jewish laws) at the time of the German 
occ1.lpa.tjon ~e..a 761,989. 530,554 lived in the provinces and 231,435 in 
Budapest. Sus:hinsky, p.387. 

83 Levai , 1948, p.182. 

84 Duscbinsky, p .389. Horthy' s reasons included protests from abroad by 
~ope Pius XII, King Gustav V of Sweden, tbe then American Secretary of 
State , Cordell Hull; President Roosevelt, the president of the International 
Red Cross , also fro~ certain heads of Hungarian Christian churches. 
(Braham , 1960, p.10). One must also take into account that by then Hortby 
was again actively seeking a separate ar1nj stice with tbe Allies and could 
have also suspected a putsch attempt by Baky and the gendarmerie who were 
converging on Budapest, os tensibly to carry out the deportation of the Jews~ 

85 Six days after Roumania~a capitulation (on August 24), Horthy dismissed 
Premier Sztojay, and appointed a new government under General Geza Lakatos. 
While tbe Soviet Army, enforced by Roumanian troops was posed for a·t;tack 
on Hungary's border, on September 28, Hortby secretly dispatched a delega­
tion to t he Soviet Union, which on _Qotober 11, signed an armistice agree­
ment in Moscow. On October 15, Horthy without preparations for any resis­
tance announced the agreement over the radio. Within a few hours, German _ 
troop~ and armed "nyilas" units occupied all key military and communication 
posi tions . The Germans forced Horthy to withdraw his proclamation, and 
appoint Szalasi as Prime MJnjstero • 

• 

• 

• 
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The Szalasi regime withdrew the ~emaining Jewish labour battalions, 

comprisine about 15,000, to the western border of Hungary where they 

were taken under· German milj .. -tary con1man.d. Those who survived trle hard 

winter were driven in March 1945 to Austrian concentration camps. In 

November about 100,000 Jews were forced to march from Budapest to 

Austrian camps, and about 25,000 perished on the way. With the Soviet 

Army's ring closing arou11a_ the capital, about 50,000 of the remaining 

J·ews were transferred into an enclosed ghetto in Budapest and about 

20,000 remained in houses protected by foreign powers. During their 

reigi1, ai--med ''nyilas'' units murdered about 10-15,000 Jews i.n the capital, 

shooting many of them on the streets, or into the river Duna (Danube). 

The Soviet Army entered Hungary on October 6, took Budapest on February 

13, 1945, and completed the occupation of the country by April 4. 86 

The docility of the Hungarian Jews in the face of this great catas­

trophe an~ tbe lack of resistance during the deportations have baffled 

many individuals. 87 A decisive factor might have been the attitude of 

the community's conservative leadership, \\bich, by overestiram.ting the 

effectiveness of legitimate methods, was unable to give guidance more 

suitable to the conditions of such extraordinary emergencyo This element 

dominated the Zsido Tanacs'' (Je·nisb Council), the only o!'ganisation to 

exist after tbe occupation, which the German and Hungarian authorities 

used primarily only for the transmission of their orders to the Jewish 
88 community. 

Under such circumstances it was the Zio~ists who stepped into the 

forefront to carry out rescue attempts. They were ideologically equipped 

to sidestep legitjmate procedures in emergency situations, and had pre-
• 

vious experience in rescue and relief operations from their a.ctj_vities 

~r.nong the Jewish refugees from Poland and Slovakia. One attempt, led by 

Dr.Rudolph (Rezso) Kasztner and Joel Brand, was to negotiate an exchange 

deal with tbe German and Hungarian autborities 9 It failed however, and 

its only tangible result was tbe ~transfer, via the Bergen Belson concen-
• 

tration camp to Switzerland of 1,684 persons, Zionist leaders, and their 

families in June 1944. 89 ~ 
86 Es tjmates on the number of Szalasi regime's Jewish victims vary. Descri~ 

.- pti~ns_ of this period, including the figures quoted above, in Levai, 1948, ~ 

p.375 and p.381; G.Seifert, 1970, pp.35-38; Braham, 1963, Vol.II, pp.907-92L ~ 
For a general history of the same period see: Molnar, 1967, Vol.II, PP-473-47~ 

87 For a concise_ s11mmary of some con.tributing factors, see Braham, 1960, p.14 

88 For tbe composition of the Jewish Council,see Levai, 1948,p.82 and 167~ 
~ 

89 For Brand r 8 own account, see Vf eissber·g; for a recent but coloured acc0\mt ~ 
see Masters. Kasztner 1s rescue attempt is recorded in Rotkirchen 1968 and , 
19700 
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The Hungarian Zionists ' post-war de'ma.nd for a larger share in 

communal l eade1·ship on account of their active role in rescue operations 

under German occupation could not have been justi£ied by the Kaztnor 

venture which benefited only a handful of Zionists and was perhaps 

even harmful to tbe J ewish population by defusing other attempts with 

the hope of an eventual exchange. Their demand could be based however 

on another , moi'e fruitful operation in whicl) the Zionists did indeed 

play the vital part. It was an attempt to obtain for Jews protective 

privileges on the pretext that they were foreign citizens by virtue 

of the fact that they had been accepted as emigrants to Palestine. 

Soon after the German occupation, Miklos Krausz, head of the 

Pal esi,ine Office in Budapest, took refuge in the S,1iss Legation wbioh 

r epresented Eri t i sb interests in Hungary and ,vas therefore holding 

entry certificates to Palestine issued by the British Government. 

Krausz persuaded Charles Lutz, the consul in charge of the foreign 

interests section, to set up an emigration department of the Swiss 

Legai~ion' s foreign interests section and issue the certificateso 

The Legation, Tibich had instructions from the British Government to 

offer protection to all certificate holders, subsequently issued about 

20,000 certificates containing some 50,000 names. 

On Lutz ' s approach, the Ger·man and Hungarian authorities gra11ted 

exit permission for 7,800 certificate holders, and agreed that until 

transport could be arranged they should be concentrated in houses 

under Swiss protection. The Legation provided individuals with letters 

stating that they were included in a ''collective passport'' for emi­

gration to Palestine. Holders of such letters were in principle ex-
• 

empted from forced labour and deportation. Tbe Swedish, Spanish, 

and Portuguese consulates also registered and placed under their 

protection a f ew thousand Jews on the same pretext, who were similarly 

movea. into selected protected houses over which the International Red 

Cross was granted extra-territo~iality. Zionist leaders joined Krausz 

in the Swiss emigration depart~ent and forged tens of thousands of 

those letters of protection (Schutz-passes). 

Altogether an estimated 100,000 genuine or forged documents 

were issued. Al though •tnyil as '' units frequently disregara .. ed such 

letters and murdered their holders, the number of Jews who were saved 

jn Budapest by this device has been estimated by various sources as 

. . 
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between 33,000 and 70,000. 90 

During the Szala~i regime Left-wing Zionist youth organisations 

also ma.de other rascue attempts. They found refuge for Jews in factories, 

in the homes of sympathi3ers or members of the SZDP, and the illegal 

MXP, and in underground "bunkers". Dressed in stolen "nyilas" uniforms 
a 

and equipped with forged documents they formed patrols which rescued 

Jews from houses surrounded by "_nyilast' units for evacuation, from 

district headquarters of the "nyilas" party, from the bands of genuine 
11
:q.v.ilas " patrols in the streets and in one instance from a military 

prison . 91 

Hasbomer Hatzairi the mos·t; Left-wing among those youth movements 

strengthened its contact with the hlKF, and particularly during the 

Szalas i regime, intensively collaborated with it. The party's attitude , 

to the massacre of t be Jews was diverse. The section working underground 

in Hl1nt;ary showed human passion while that based in 1foscow manifested 

its continued detachment by empbasisjng tbe place of the Jewish question 

in a wider political context. 92 

• 

\ 

90 Luiz 1s recollections can be found in a report on an interview which 
was conducted wi th him after his departure from Budapest, in Istambul, 
and r eceived by tbe J ewi sh Agency aliya department in Jerusalem on May 
16, 1945. (Central Zionist Archives, Jerusalem, S 5/757). OtbP~ sources 
for this account were an interview with M.Salamon; M.Reitlinger; ·Ben 
Sbalorn; l 970 ; Brabam,1963. 
91 . "' 

See minutes of an interview with Jozsef Mayer in Budapest on June 29, 
1946 (!~oreabet Archive, Givat Haviva, Israel, File No.17142); Ben-Shalom, 
1970, pp.189-190; (A) Hasomer H~cair etc, p.23. 

92 
The 1XP 's illegal journal, published in Budapest, declared in December 

1944 that ''it was t be duty of the Hungarian people to prevent the Hitlerite 
massacre . It is the duty of every class conscious proletarian, of everybody 
who is Hungarian at heart, to assist tbe bounded Jews.'' (Az) Illegalis etc, 
p.121. A commentary on Radio Kossuth, wbicb broadcasted in Hungarian from 
the Soviet Union stated : ''They wc3:nt to s·tupify the Hungarians wi tb the 
humbug of Jew hunting. They want to intoxicate the mass~s with t~e sang­
uinary air of Jew killing, so that they should not realise what 1s 

happening to them.'' Q.uoted in Andics, p .XXXIV • 
.. 

• 
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.A leader of Rashomer Hatzair, who was hiding for ten days in late 

1944 , with a prominent ComJ11unist 1 recalled that although they had t alked 

abvu.t the place of .. Tewry and of Zionism in a future Hungary, he formed 
0-1 

the impression that the party was not seriously interested in that problem. 7 ' 

The MKP, which in the last months of the war was itself actively engaged 

in armed resistance and sabotage actions, accepted from Hashomer Hatzair 

weapons, food, forged documents, personnel for its fighting units, and 

in.formation of German troop movements for transmission to the Soviet 
Ai~.94 

Of the 137 prisoners whom a Hash omer Ra tzair unit in ''.!1}'ilas'' 

uniforms rescued from a military prison, with the help of a forged order 

on December 26, 1944, 97 were Cornmunistso95 Communists in turn, provided 

Zionists, primarily Hasbomer Hatzair members, with hiding places in 

factories and in the homes of Christian labourers. Also some Communists, 

who l1ad infilt1.,ated the ''.l~yilaskeresztes Par~'' (Arrow Cross Party) helped 

Rashomer Hatzair members to obtain party vniforms, the daily passwords, 

and official stationery. 96 

• 

93 Interview with Meir. 

94 Details in interview with Meir; minutes of interview with J.Mayer; 
R.Ben-Shalom; .1Yiemoirs of Hashomer HatzA-ir, etc. 

95 (A) Hasomer Hacair etc. p.23. The same publication (on p.21) lists 
the following Communis ts wbo were saved by Hasbomer Hatzair: Gyorgy Non, 
Jozsef Kobol, Karoly Kiss, L~jos Drahos. (ill were members of the NfKP 
central committee at one time or another, after 1945). Gyorgy Tularkos 
(a leading economist); Tibor Deri and Ivan Boldizsar (writers). Gyorgy 
Non ata ted publicly later that ''Megyeriek ( the H11ngarocised name used 
by 1,Ia:>-er, alias ileir - G. G) r escuea. more than 100 political and Jewish 
detainees under the most difficult circ11m·stances. They supplied the IvU{P ' s 
partisan unit in Kobanya (a suburb of Budapest -G.G) with food. They 
provided forged identity papers for many persecuted, jncluding a number 
of my Comm1lnist COITLt'ades and myself.'' His s t atement was published in 
1'Hasomer Hacair'' a mimeographed circular of the movement, in October 
1947 in Budapest: Among unclassified material in the Central Archives etc .. 

6 d 
9 Inter\riew wi tb lVTeir; minutes of j_nterview wi tb Mayer; Ben-Shaloms 
Memoirs of Hasbomer Hatzair. etc. 

• 
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It must be emphasised that the Communist-Zionist contacts were 

only a t a personal level and not between the organisations, and that 

those were limited to matters concerning mutual assistance. 

* * * 

By the end of the war Hunga:ry was in ruins, physically as well as 

morally. Tbe country's material losses - including both the damages 

caused by military operations and tbe value of equipment and material 

removed by the retreating German army - amounted to 22,000 million 

Pengo (Hungary's currency until August 1946) at its pre-war 1938 rate. 

Tbis equalled five times Hunga.ry's national income in that year.97 

Moral devastation was no less enormous. Tbe political system which 

bad led Hungary into a war that promised rich rewards but was unable 

to extricate it when fortunes changed, and thus prevent tbe subsequent 

huge losses in material and human lives - was utterly discredited. 

Many of the rulers (politicians, civ~l servants from various 

levels of the administration, army officers, managers of industry 

and commerce) deserted the country with the retreating German army, 

leaving crewless the passengers, of a ship which had lost direction. 

Iu Hungary, unlike Poland, Yugoslavia, and Czechoslovakia, German 

rule was not enforced from outside, but through the country's existing 

constitutional inst itutions, and to a large extent with their cooperation. 

This red1lced credibility in the capability even of the Horthy regime's 

former parliamentary opposition to set up an effective alternative 

political order. The anti-Jewish measures too, had a demoralising 

effect on the population. They conditioned them to the notion that 

neither private property nor positions, achieved by the normal processes 

of a society, were sacrosanct. 

Relief tbat the war was over was mixed with anxiety about the 

possible consequences of Soviet occupation. Anti-Russian and anti-Soviet 

feelings were strong for various reasons. The Hungarians had been in­

doctrinated to see their countdas the last bastion of Western civil­

isation against the primitive inferior Asian masses. The almond-eyed 

soldiers in Soviet .A:rmy uniform reminded many Hungarians of their 

97 Korom, p.461 . 

.... 
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history lr:3ssons about ·tbe"d.r country's 13th century invasion by Khan 

Batu's Mongol hordes. · Apprehensions were further enforced by the 

accepted historical interpre t~tion that tha 1848-49 indepandence uar 

against Austria was crushed on.ly because of Russia's military inter­

vention. But the m~jor source of alarm was the realisation that the 

occupying power was the incarnation of what for 25 years the Hungarians 

were taught to regard as the Devil itself: Bolshevism. The horror 

stories about appalling poverty, famine, police terror, mass mu.Tders, 

and utterly uncivilised living conditions, which Ho:rthy regime's 

propa&anda organs about the Soviet Union had blarred out, filled 

most Hungarians witb fear, while their first hand experience about 

Communist rule duxing the 1919 Soviet Republic in Hungary, together 

with the exaggerations superimposed on the realities by the Hortby 
regime, were no less terrifying. 

Guilt feelings over the war time atroci·ties commit ·ted by Hungarir"n 

troops while in occupation of Soviet territories, and over the cruel 

persecution of Je~s, whom tbe population by and lai~ga identified with 

Communists, now inevitably returning to power, were also casting the 

long shadows of a forthcoming bloody revenge. In tbe H11ngarians, ex­

cept for tbe small core of Communists and Mar·xj st sympathisers, tbe 

overwhelming feeling was that of despair. 

To the Jewish survivors, the Soviet Army appeared of course in 

a different light. It was unquestionably their saviour, which had cut 

short the process of their extermination. They felt a momentarily 

almost unqualified gratitude to the Soviet Union, only slightly coloured 

by some apprehensions about the.possible effects of Communist rule on 

their economic and social position. Towards the Hungarians, their 

primary feeling was disillusionment. The long cherisbed notion of 

assjmilation receded at the sight of the corpses strewed along the 

marching routes to Austrian concentration camps, and on the streets 

of Budapest. The majority was facing the future without any definite 

idea about its position in Hungarian societye 
-

In this cljmate of general disorientation, two forces had stringently 
• 

defined programmes for reconstruction: the Communists and the Zionistse 

Under tbe specific conditions of Hungary at the end of the war these 
• I 

two movements shared several cbaracteristics. Both were firmly anchored 

to an idea and an ideology which, they believed, was exclusively capable 

of charting the path for future deveiopments in their respective fields 
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of interests. The Communists saw in the devastation of Hungary, and 

the Zionists in the destruction of its Jewish po_pulatiOli, cast-iron 
' 

proof of the previous system's inability to preserve ei tl1er the lives 

or tho ,,ealth of Hungary's citizens. Both were oonvinced that masses 

of Hungarians on one hand, and the overwhelndng majority of the surviving 

;fews on tbe other, bad learned the historic lesson, they would recognis~ 

the tragedy that had befallen them as the bankruptcy of a social order, 

and would consequ.ently put their tr·ustin the movements which knew the 

pass-word for revivalo 

They also shared another characteristic - the strong support of 

outside forces. The Communists could rely on the assistance of the 

occupying power, the Soviet Union, and tbe Zionists on a financially 

strong world-wide movement which was influential in two of the victorious 

Allied powersz in tbe United States of America and in Britain. In fact, 

as among Hungarian political movements only the Communists bad organic 

links wi tb any of the victorious cou11ti.,ies, in the Jewish communj ty, . 
the Zionists alone enjoyed close connections with Jewish organisations 

in the Western Alliance. 

In tbei:t' objectives however, Cou1munists and Zicnists could not have 

been further apart. The Communjsts mapped up society as a conglomeration 

of social cJ_asses, each defined by its members I relationship to the 

means of production. The Zionists regarded a certain section of society 

- the Jel\·s - as a nation, rcga.rdless of its members' social class 

classification. 

Thus, while tbe Communists denied the existence of any separate 

Jewish question, and clajmed that discrimination against Jews, a product 

of class struggle, will cease with the dis~ppearance of class struggle 

itself, the Zionists wanted to remove the Jews from their hostile 

environment to an independent Jewish nation state. 

Consequently, when these two forces were released from their 

seclusion into the open political .arena of post-war Hunga~y, they 
#\ 

were set jmmediately on a collision course. The MKP's disregard of 

Comm11nist ideology, for the sake of ex:panding and stabilisi11g the in­

fluence of the Soviet Union as a state, postponed this inevitable clash 

for several years. It was a period in which the MKl' used and exploited 

the· Jewish question and the Zionist movement .for tactical reasons • 
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CRAFTER TWO& SEARCHING FOR A NEVf SOCIErY - COMMUNISTS LOSE FiliST 
ROUND IN POW.ER STRUGGLE 

A Fac.ade_ of. Democr~cz 

Tbe political order which the Soviet Union intended to establish 

in Hungary reflected Stalin's general concept that in the occupied zone 

influence should be exerted through the local Coromunj.st parties from be­

hind the facade of a broadly based democratic structure designed to dis­

pel the suspicions of bis war-tjme allies, America and Britain
0 

In 

Hungary, where unlike Yugoslavia, Poland, and Czechoslovakia, populax 
• 

support for anti-Ger man resistance had been negligible and the unpleasant 

memories of tbe 19].9 Soviet Republic were still vivid, the Coromuni sts 

bad to adopt a particularly velvet handed method. 

Thus, the MKP leaders, having returned from exile on the heels of 

the Soviet army s t arted forcefully to resuscitate the democratic oppos­

ition partl.es of the Horthy regj.me 's parliament.1 With the assistance 

of the Soviet arey, they rounded up and transported members of those 

parties to Debrecen, the largest town in liberated eastern Hungary, 

for the convocation of a Provisional National Assembly, on December 21, 

1944, and tbe promulgation of a Provisional Government a day later. 

The composition of boih clearly indicated the disproportionately 

grea·t power which the Communj sts intended to bold in these insti tu.tions. 

In spite of its n11merical weakness the 1.1RP constituted the largest 

single block in the Assembly and occupied one quarter of tbe government 

portfolios. 2 

• 

1 This bitterly disappointed many veteran Communists of 1919 vi.ntage 
who b ad expected an ir:::r1ediate return to proletarian dictatorsl:1ip. The 
conflict over tbis issue prevailed for many months. Veiled admission 
of the resistance by veterans to tbe leaders' attempts both to by-pass 
the CoJ:II1unist dictatorship and to establish a mass party instead of 
one comprising only the bard-core elite of the working class can be 
found in Szabo, ppa25-26, p.31,p.33. 

2 Among the 230 deputies in the Assembly, 71 represented the :MI{P, 55 the 
FKGP 16 tbe ''1Temzeti Paraszt Part'' (National Peasant Party, NPP), 12 
tb~ ,',Polgari Demokra ta Part" (Citizens I Democratic Party PDP), 19 the 
trade ucions (many of those were also Communists) and 19 bad no party 
affiliation. (Molnar, 1967, Vol.II, p.486). In the government the MKP 
held t h1·ee portfolios, the FKGP and the SZDP two eacl1, the NPP one. 
The Premiership and three ministries ·were in the hands of non-party 
deputies. ((A) Kagyar Forradalmi, p.42s. 

• 
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The facade-like character of this arrangement revealed itself in 

tbe number and prominence of fue government posts which were given to 

such close collabora tors of Regent Hortby who, in tbe final phase of 

the wars established conta.cts wi·tb the Soviet Union. 3 The Communist 

grip on power appeared in their hold on tbe police: and specifically 

on its political s ection, the State Security Division (AllamvedeJ mj 
z • 

0,s.~_ta,J_y_, AVO), which came exclusively under tbeir commaJ1d. By mani-

pula tion they also created situations in wbicb the MKP could claim 

credit for particularly popular measures.4 

The tolera tion of democratic methods, which was an integral part 

of this ''facade policy'' gradually emerged as endangerj ng the implicit 

Co:nmunist domi nation of this national coalition. As soon as the parties 

r ealised that they bad been permitted a considerable freedom of movement, 

they l a11n ched vigorous campaigns to strengthen themselves by enlarging 

tbeir public support. They had to observe certain rules of the game: 

th e presence and influence of the Soviet Union could not be questioned, 

the 1JKP had to be accepted as a ruling partner, and a return to the pre­

war social order could not be openly advocated. 

3 The Premier was General Bela Dalnoki 1liklos, former commander of the 
First Hungarian A.rmy, which surrer.dered to the Soviet Union after Regent 
Hortby's abortive attempt to extricate Hungary from the German alliance 
on October 15, 1944. Gener a l J anos Voros, former Cbief of the General 
Staff, wbo also surrendered , became Minister of Defence. General Gabor 
Faragbo, l eader of the delegation which signed an armistice agreement 
in l:oscow on October 11, 1944, on bebalf of Horthy was appointed 1Iinister 
of Publlc Supply, and Count Geza Teleki, a member of that delegation 
Minister of Education. Ibid, p.428. 

4 Two examples of this tactic were the followings 1) the MKP secured 
itself t l1e Tu13 nj stry of Agricul tu.re which carried out a long overdue 
and unavoidable redist ribution of land, a step which was expected to 
win tbe party peasant support. 2) The Soviet authorities did not assist 
in the provision of· food for the> capital v s starving population until a 
Communist was appointed government commissioner of food supply. His 
quick success was meant to im~ress_tbe_po~ulation_~~th ~itb the_efficiency 
and the en.tbusiasm of the Ifil and 1 ts 1nd1spensab1.~ ty in securing the 
full coopera tion of the occupiers.· 

• 

• 
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But even within these limitations the parties were able to present 

dis tinct political alternatives to a population which was permitted 

to make a f'ree choice. Occasionally tbe Communists could by pressuxe 

entice tbeir partners into closer collaboration,5 but basically they 

had to face the genie which the Stalinist concept bad released from 

ite bottle: they were forced to compete with their opponents for public 

support. The attitude of the government and its party components to 

tbe surviving J ewish population of Hungary must be viewed in the context 
of this increasingly bitter struggle for popularity. 6 

There are no completely reliable data available on the number and 

social position of tbe post-war Jewish communitieso In the absence of 

any officia l census, es t imates can only be based on surveys which were 

made in 1946 - before the start of emigration on any considerable scale -

by tbe s tatistical department of the World Jewish Congress Hungarian 
. 

section, and t he American Jewish Joint Distribution Committee office 

in Rungary;both might be slightly incomplete because of the exclusio11 

of those J ews who bad n7cont act with J ewish communal institutionse 

Theil.· number however could not be significant because the overwhelming 

majority of Hungarian :Jews had to make use of the social benefits pro­

vided by tbe AJDC or other communal welfare organisations. 

5 Two successive SZDP Llinisters of Justice were, for instance, removed 
fro~ the gover nment in the summer of 1945, after they had proposad to 
curtail tb e power of tbe Communist-controlled police. Their successor 
wa s a Left-Wing Social Democrat. Communist agitation blamed General 
Fara gbo, the :.,i.nister of Public Supply for the acute food shortage, 
and he was eventually replaced also by a Left-wing Social Democrat. 

6.From the vast amount of publications on the general history of this 
period the following might be reoommendeda 1) From the recollections 
of contemporary non-Communist politicians - F.Nagy; I.Kovacs; 2) Fro~ 
scholarly studies published outside Hungary - Seton-!atson 1950; Vali; 
Zinner 1962; 3) From Hungarian Communist interpretations - J.Molnar 1955; 
Molnar 1967; (A) Magyar Forradalmi etce 

..... 

• 
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Fu.rtbermore, t elling comparlsons with the pre-war conditions a.re 

also difficult because the l as t official census of 1941, included the 

_popule.tion of the territories reannexed in the two "Vieru1a ~eclsions", 

while Ilungary in 1945 was again reduced to its size defined in the 1920 

Trianon peace treaty. Comparing post-war statistics to the 1930 census, 

the last one held witbjn the Trianon borders, one would overlook changes 

that might have occurred between then and the end of the Second World War. 

Allowjng thus for slight inaccuracies, the following picture 

appears, the ratj.o of Jews in the population of Hungary was reduced 
• 

from 5.1% in 1930 to 1.6% in 1946. This represented a reduction in 

the number of Jews by 300,943, from 444,567 to 143,624, 7 but not all 

of it ~as due necessarily to persecution, as it could have reflected 

both the small emigration of the 1930s and the natural decrease which 
occ1Jrred among Hungarian Jews in that decade. 8 

Another estimate, prepared jointly by all the national communal 

org.~nisations in 1946, placed Hungarian Je·wry' s total loss as the con­

s equence of persecution and exterxoi nation attempts ro11ndly at 295,000. 9 

Tbeae two figures are convincingly close. 

To assess however the effects of the Horthy regime's ru1·bi-Jewish 

policy in full, the wh ole area under its jurisdiction, including those 

who returned to it by the Axis powers, should be considered. The 1941 
census aoco11nted for 725,007 Jews on that larger territory. At tbe 

end of the war 96,000 lived in the zones reannexed to the neighbouring 

countries. Thus the total number of Jews in this enlarged area was 239,624, 
10 representing a loss of 485,383 persons. From a oomputati9n of the 1941 

census figures to the 1945 territory of Hungary, it appears that the 

percentage of djminution was 56.7 (36.8 in Budapest and 73.6 in the 

provinces). 11 

7The 1930 census figures are from .Katzblll:'g 1966, p.166; the 1946 figures 
from Ic Benoscbofsky , 1966, Po241, which were based on Zsigmond P~ Pacb: 
•tA magyarorszagi zsidosag s t~tisztikaja,n~ _s~embetuno ,jelenaeg_ei!.t~ In: 
1iaradek zsidosag, Bu.dapest 1946 , and A Zsido Vilagkong:r:esszus Ivlagyarorsz.agi 
fepviselete -Statisztikai Osztalyanak Kozlemenyei, Budapest, 1947, No.l.M.imec. 

8 .From 1937 the number of live births was considera~ly smal~er than the 
n11mber of deaths. In 1939 for j nstance, the proportion of live births was 
40% ~maller than tbat of deaths. Benescbofsky 1966, p.242. 

9 Memorandum, etc.· 

lO Duscbinsky, p.397. 
·-

11nJewish population in J.I1.Lvigary't , p.4.6. 



44 

Changes in tte Jewish population's age structure and sex distri­

bution poj_nt to a. serious impediment in its potential for regeneration. 

There were only 7,712 children under the age of 14, or rcugbly one 

child to every 20 adults, whereas there wore 27,256 Jews -over 60 years 

of age, or every fifth member of the community. The proportion of 

children and young people - under the age of 20 - dropped from 21.5% 
in 1941 to 14.5% in 1946, while of tholJe in the 41 - 60 age group, grew 

:from 30o2% to 33.6%. Although the percentage of the normally most pro­

ductive population group - between the ages of 41 and 60 - also increased 

(f:rom 30o2% to 33.()%), and consequently retained its relative importance, 

the changes which occurred in the whole age structure nevertheless in-

di ea ted that the Jewish population of Hunga1'y had '' grown older''. 

In Budapest, where i of too surviving Jews resided, half of 

the Jewish population was 46 years old or over, and almost one qua.rter 

(23.2%) 60 years old or over, ioe., largely incapable of raising a 

family. Dist:ri bution by sexes showed a preponderance of females over 

malos, mainly because the destruction of the Jewish males began years 

before tbe deportations, during their service in the forced labour 

battalions. On a national average, there were 1,370 Jewish men, while 

in Budapest the proportion was even worse, (1,565 per 1,000). In the 

capital women constituted 61.2 and men 38.3% of the Jewish population, 

while in the provinces, the males were slightly in the majority {52o2 

against 47-8%). 

This difference in proportions emanated from the fact that 

deportations from the capital, during the Szalasi regjme, affected 

both sexes equally, while many men, who were in labou.r battalions 

at the time of the deportations· from the provinces, returned there 

after the war. The relatively large number of war invalids also 
-, 

affected the regeneration potential of the communitye 

Under such conditions the desirable number of marriages could 

of course not take place. For the earning capacity of Hungarian Jews 

data only from Budapest are available. There, almost half (46.9%) of 

the population required aid. Of the 51,299 able-bodied persons (corn-
•• 

prising 53ol% of the Jewish popula~ion in the capital) only approxi-

mately 20,000 were gainfully employed at tbe time of the surveys . 
.. 

Most of the others, having no income, depended largely on welfare 

aid provided by Jewish organisations, together with those who were 

physically unfi~ for gainful emploYID:ent. 
, 

• 
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In. J.94.5 in Budapest, 41.5% of the Jews received meals from 

welfare kitchens or food subsidy; 36.3% monetary assistance, 14~5% 
clothj~ng, 8~8% were bos1)italj .. sed, and 10.4% received ether medical 

help. In the provinces,where such detailed data were not available 

AJl estimated 8(% of the Jews needed assistance in some form. 12 ' 

Hungarian Jewr~•s material losses cannot be reliably assessed. 

The damage to communal properties, through military operations, as 

well as politically motivated desecration and ordinary looting, was 

devastutingo 13 Losses suffered by individuals are inestimable. The 

total value of property owned by Jews before the enactment of the 

first anti-Jewish law was between 1.2 and 1.6 thousand million dollars 

at its 1938 rate.14 Most of this vanished as the result of confiscation, 

and expropriations; 15 the looting of homes which the Jews bad to 

leave, and because many Gentiles failed to return valuables which 

the Jews had deposited with them for safe-keeping. In spite of such 

a severe handicap, most Jews started energetically to carve out for 

themselves a livelihood, assisting in the process also the recon­

struction of Hungary's ravaged economy. 16 They pursued mainly their 
I 

traditional occupations, i.e industryi commerce, transport (as employees 

both in tba manual and non-manual categories), finance, and the liberal 

profesaions. 17 

12 These data were collated froms Jewish population .... p.46; Duscbinsky, 
p.397; Benoscbofsky 1966, p.242J and Memorandum etc. 

13 The a,rerage damage to con,munal properties was 46.6% and to their 
interior 9<Yjo. Benoscbofsky, 1966, p.243. 

14 Memorandum etc. • 
• 

15 The blocked goods and fixtures of Jewish-owned stores, for instance, 
were sold off in the Autumn of 1944, and the stocks and equipment of 
Jewish-ov,ned factories were taken by the Germans, Benoschofsky, _1966, p.243. 

16.An .!merioan observer reported from Budapest on November 25,1945 to 
•the New York Times: ''That commerce is alive is largely due to the Je,vs ••• 
rt is impossible not to admire tbeir courage, energy, and patriotism as 
they clear a little space among the ruins and begin over again.'' 
Duschinsky, p.403 • 

• l7 A table on the distribution of Budapest Jews by Industry and 
occupation in 1945 is in Duscbinsky, p.400 • 

• 

• 
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The mentality of the surviving Jews, their attitude to society 

at lru.·ge, and to the Hungarian society - their jmmediate environment -

in particular, a8 well as to the political ideals offering them a wide 

range of al tern.atives on thei1-- fl1:liure was differen·t in each individual 

case. But a contemporary psychologist's description probably applied 

to most of tbems at least in the earliest period. He found them 

"characterised by zjgidityfollowing their shattering experience . 
... 

Their constricting chest cannot as yet inhale the strong air of freedom 

and tbey do not even have tears for mourning. This psychological 

state bas in some of them developed into an outright sickness; they 

feel strangers to themselves and the world seems strange to them. · 

It is as if their bodies, feelings, and thoughts had changed, as if 

they had lost tbei1~ perso11alities.t•18 

Jewry's relationship with the Hungru:·ia.n society was understandably 

1.1neaay. Leaders of the major national communal organisations attributed 

the diffi0ultiea of reintegration among others a) to a feeling that 

they cannot live among those who were responsible for the murder of 

their relatives; b) to a lack of confidence in the nation as a whole, 

which denied them the most elementary human rights, though they had 

served it enthusiastically since their emanoipation; c) to a bitterness 

that, on their return from the camps they faced an almost unj_•versal 

hostility, instead of the anticipated compassion and even repentance; 

and finally to misgivings that during the long tran~itional period 

while the democratic system will be trying to wipe antisemitism off 

the population's mentality, set-backs might occur. ''Hungarian Je·ws'', 

they sta~ted ''do not want to become victims of a struggle fought between 

uolitical factors and dare not risk once more their bare lives left to 
• · 19 
them after so many hardships and sUiferings. '' 

In 1948, from a distance of a few years, a non-Jewish sociologist 

divided tbe Javis into tbree '-main categories on their relationship to 

Hungarian societ3 • The first, a small minority, consisted of those 

18 This description was published in an essay by I.Kulcsar in Budapest 
in 1946, and quoted by Benoschofsky, 1966, p.240. 

' 

l9 Memorandum, etc~ 

• 

...... 
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who could live in Hu11gary unp:roblematicalJ.y, ei tber because tbey 

survived persecution without physical or mental wounds, or because 

tl1ey had acti.vely fought against the previous political order, a,nd 

ther efore regarded the post-war system as the achievement of their goals. 

His second category com1>rised the anti-assjmilationists, who 

were either Zionists or simply wanted to emigrate to a country where 

th·e social system seemed to offer them the utmost :personal safety. 

The maladjusted assimilationists, making up the third, and largest 

categor-t, faced two dil~mmas1 one of identity, and another of 

political affiliation. They were torn between a disjnclination to 

identify with the Hungarians, their former persecutors, and a fear 

of letting themselves be regarded· Jewisb, because it was that very 

label which bad caused their persecution. 

Politically, those who were drawn towards Communism for its 

opposition to racial discrimination and narrow minded nationalism, 

were often also weary of its anti-capitalist contents 9 On the other 

hand, sympathies for conservative bourgeois liberalism, which ofrered 

the safeguarding of personal property, were overshadowed by suspicions 

tha t in the particular context of Hungarian politios that movement 
20 

contained a degree of antisemitism. 

Zionjsm, which was then the only well organised, purposeful and 

dynamic Jewish movement in Hungary, regarded this disoriented, uprooted 

and confused majority as its natural target for recruitment. Zionist 

leaders were convinced that the tragic consequences of the Nazi per­

secution had destroyed Hungarian Jewry's traditional faith _in assi­

milation. All that remained to be dona was to turn this rejection 
• 

by intensive persuasion into a poai tive accepta,nce of the Zionist 

ideal, namely that the security of the Jews can only be assured within 

the borders of an independent nation state, which must be set up in 

their original homeland, Palestine. 

Following the ·tactical advice of Theodor Herzl, the founder of 

. --p~1--i.ti~:-Zionism~ they wanted to "conquer the congregations" first, 
- - - .. ---a~d conduct their massive re-education campaign from advantageous 

commanding posts in the Jewish communal organisations • 

• 

• 
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Three major organisations were their primary targets. The Israelite 

Congregation of Pest (]?_e_s_~_t_ _Iz:raeli t~.JI.i_j;ls_~zse.z.), which embraced the maj­

ority of the Jews in the ea.pi tal ,vho followed a liberal ( so called "Neolog") 

interpretation of religious observance, and controlled a network of s~­

agogues, schools, cultural and welfare institutions. The second was the 

Central Board of Israelites in Hungary (Ma;,BX_ar Jz~aelitak Orsza8os Irodaj~), 

a nation-wide umbrella organisation of all the Neolog congregations in the 

country, and the third was the Central Bureau of Orthodox Jewish Congreg­

ations (~r_todox Zsidok Orszago~ Irodaj~), much smaller than the others 
. 

both in membership and fi11ancial resources. Befo:re 1945-, the Hungarian 

Zionist Organisation (I\1agyar Cionis.ta S,zove,tse~) was nominally represented 

·in their leaderships, but bad only a negligible influence over their 
po:J.icies. 

The Zionists' claim to a much larger and decisive role in those 

organjsations was based partly on an honest conviction that their's was 

the only realistic concept for the preservation of Jewish identity, and 

partly on the leading role which they had played in the rescue attempts 

during the Nazi occupation of Hungary. Already during the siege of 
. 

Budapest, while hiding together in a building protected by the Swiss 

Legation, tbe Zionist leaders worked out detailed plans for the take-over 

of these three organisations. They selected both the personnel for leading 

executive posts, and the key portfolios through which they hoped to exert 

maximum influence over the educational activities of the largest, the 

P t C t . 21 ea ongrega ion. 

Working as a closely-knit, disciplined, purposeful unit, and taking 

advantage of the non-Zionist council members f· -.c!istrust of their l.ea.ders, 
• 

because of their impotence during the German occupation, Zionists achieved 

an almost complete change in the 1.eadership of the Pest Congregation. They 

captured one of the two vice-presidend3s for DroAlbert Geyer, the president 

of the Hungarian Zionist Organjsati?n, placed many prominent Zionjst leaders 

(Dr.Bela Denes, A:rkos Dukesz, Mjkl~s }<rausz, Dr.Siegfried Roth, and Dr. 

Sandor Ungar) openly on to the council and others too achieved election 

while concealing their Zionist beliefso Altogether Zionists occupied half 
·1 22 of the places on ths counci . 

• 

21 Int~I·v.iew with Gal or• 

22 Report by Dr.A 0 ~eyer to the Jewish Agency of Palestine, September 21, 
1945~- Central Zionist Archives, S 5/757. 
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The presidency went to Lajor StockJ.er, who had not been associated 

with the pre-war leadership. He rose to national office only during 

the German occ1.1pation, when he was appointed a mernber of the Jewish 

council. Although the German and Hungarian authorities used this body 

to carry out their instructions, Steckler appeared less tarnished a 

collaborator than bis colleagues. He was not a Zionist, but seemed 

to be then willing to accept them as partners in leadership. 23 Dr. 

Geyer described him as "a reliable comrade in all our (Zionist) under­
taki ngst'. 24 

The Zionists also managed to take charge of those three key 

portfolios in the Congregation's central office which they were aiming 

at. Dr.Fabian Herskovits, a vice-president of the Zionist Organisation, 

was appointed rabbi in Budapest's largest synagogue (in Doban,r Street) 

wi tb the result tba t ''Zionist sermons were delivered weekly to a large 

audience, and pr ayers for Eretz Isre,el ( the La,nd of Israel) and for 
. 

the Jewish people (a Zionist expression, which emphasised the national 

rather t han the religious identity of the Jev1s - G.G) were recited••. 25 

Another promjnent Zionist, Dr.Endre Gell~rt, became inspector of 

the Congregation's schools, and Dr.Herskovits chairman of its cultural 

commjttee .
26 

The take-over was also successful in tbe provinces.In the 

three largest towns (Debrecen, Szeged, and Miskolc). the presidents of 

the Zionist societies wer:e also beads of the J.ocal Neolog congregations. 27 

In tbo Orthodox sector, the vice-presidency of the Central Bureau and 

three executive offices were beld by Zionists, 28 and they also occupied 

half of the council aeatso 29 

23 Interview with Galor. 

24 His report of Septembe~ 21, 1945. Central Zionist Archives, S 5/757. 
25Report by the Hungarian Zionist Organisation to the Jewish Agency, 
May 23, 1946. Central Zionist A.rcnives, S 7570 

¥or the Zionist contents of the Congregation's educational and cultural 
a.,ctivi ties see (A) Pesti Iz:raeli t .... 

. . . - . 

27 Dr.A.Geyer's report to the Jewish Agency, May 7, 1946. Central Zion1st . 
Arcbives, S 5/757. 

28 Hungarian Zionist Organisation report, May 23, 1946. Central Zionist 
Archives, S 5/757. 

29nv.scbinsky, P 0 406 • 

• 
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Under the speci.fic conditions of the immediate post-war Hungary, 

the paramount i mportance of a fourth communal organisation e~erged. 

This was the American Jewish Joint Distribution Committee, commonly 

knov111 as the t•Joint''. In Hungary it worked under the name of the National 

Jewish Aid Committee (~rszagos Zsi o Sett~to Bizottsa~). This huge inter-
nationa l relief organi:sation was the major source of funds both for the 

reconstruction of communal institutions, and the rehabilitation of in­

dividual Jews. ''Joint'' aid to Hungary in 194.5 amounted to $3,837,102.72 

and in 1946 to $9 ,499,503.72~0 Zionists regarded it vita.I that those 

funds should be used not only for the reconstruction of communal life in 

Hungary , but also for maintenance of institutions which propagate Zionism 

and prepare Jews for emigration to Palestine. 

As the European director of the ••Joint'', Joseph Schwartz, was 

a Zionist?
1 

the Hungarian Zionists oould obtain decision-making positions 

in the organisation though Dr.:Frigyes Gorog , himself, the president of 

the committee in Hungary was not a Zionist. ·At the beginnjng, two of 

the ''Joint '' central comn1 i ttee 'a four members, and four on the eleven-strong 

advisory committee were Zionists. 32 After a leadership reconstruction, 
\ 

one of the three presidi11m members was ex officio the president of the 

Hungarian Zionist Organisation, four of the eleven executive commjttea 

members were Zionists, and also many important departments were headed 

by Zionists. 33 

Thus this post-war Jewish community becane radically different 

from the pre-war one . The large~scale inclusion of Zionists loosened 

the previous assimilationists' bold on tine communal organisations which 

were turn_ing gradually into battlefields for the two diametrical.ly opposed 
• 

ideologies. The Zionists' band was strengthened by the fact that the 

30 Deposition by Herbert Katzki, assistant vice-chairman of the American 

Jewish Joint Distribution Committee Inc., July 6, 1971 . 
• 

31 ·rnterview with A.Rosinger. 
4 

~2 Report from tbe Jewish Agency representative in Geneva to the bead office 
in Jerusal em . Undated but the listing of events ends in June 1945. Central 
Zionist Archives, S 6/4562. 

; 2 HunP-arian Zionis·t Organisation report to Jewish Agency, May 23, 1946. 
Central Zionist Archives, S 5/757 • 
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community could no longer exist in a self-contained$: self-supporting 

form, isolated more or less from ·the Jewish co1nmunitj.es abroado The 

devastating material losses forced the community to rely heavily on 

financial aid from foreign Jewish organisations which were, by and 

la.rgep more sympathetic to Zionism than the pre-war official leadership 
of Hunga~ian Jewry bad been. 

Also, mainly under Zionist pressure, the community established 

links with international Jewish organisations outside the field of 

reli£f work - first of all with the World Zionist Organisation and 

its central body, the Jewish Agency, and with the World Jewish Congress34 

- thus bringing itself into the main line of the international Jewish 

movements, and thereby subjecting itself to their various influences. 

It was against this internal background that communal organis­

ations and individuals set out to seek both reinstitution to the 

social status which the anti-Jewish legislations had deprived them of, 

and recompensation for their material losses. It was an uphill struggle, 

full of obstacles, created by particular political conditions of 

post-war Hungary. 

' 
Rehabilitations The Effects of Grass-Roots Resistance 

A serious mor~l dilemma that emerged from the Second World War - at 

least for the nations involved in it - was how to face up to the decim-. 

ated Jewish population. It was a grim problem, which reached over the 

f'ront lines of the former enemies and affected both Gentiles at1d Jews. 

It concerned various nations to various degrees. Some were haunted by 

the consequences of their inaction, others by the dreadful results of 

their activities. Hungary, of course, belonged to the latter. 

The Hungarians should have had a bad conscience, and should have· 

felt deeply in debt to their -Jewish fellow citizens - as some of them 

indeed did. But political factors overshadowed . the moral nature of 

their dileuaua. The Jewish question emerged at two levels. At the 

. first, a stand was required in principle, on antisemitism, and on 

the Jews' right to reintegration. At the second level, sanctions were 

needed to facilitate this reintegration both in terms of social rehab­

ilitation and material compensation. 

J4 The Hunga~ian section of the WJC was inaugurated in March 1946. 
JTA., March 6, 1946 . 
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The new regime had no difficulties in meeting the :problem at its 

first level, that of principleo Three of the four parties in the co­

alition government - the MKJ?, the FKGP, a.nd the SZ:OP - bad previously 

decla.red their opposition to racialism and particularly antisemi tism, 35 

although the views of the fourth, the NPP, and of the non-party ministers , 
• 

the former collaborators of Hortby, were less clearo Nevertheless it 

would have been implausible for members of this democratic government not to 

condemn antisemitism at leas t as a principle. Thus, soon after its ap­

pointment the government abolished all anti-Jewish legislation, declared 

that Hungarian Jews bad equal rights as citizens, and tbe Provisional 

Assembly called for antisemitism to be outlawed. 36 The government also 

was committed under the terms of its armistice agTeement with the 

Allies (signed in Moscow on January 20, 1945) to ttrepeal all dis­

criminatory legislation and disabilities arising from that. ,,37 Some 

local authorities abolished anti-Jewish legislation on their own in­

itiative , even before tbe existence of the new central government, 

or applied tbe relevant section of the armistice agreement without 

waiting for instructions to do so. 38 

But when it was trying to meet the problem at its second level, 

i.e restoring to Jews their properties and ensuring their re-entry 

into their previous occupations and social positions, the government 

oame face to face with the incumbent' s reluctance to yield. Even tl)e 

sparse documentation availab:J_e indicates a determined t,nwillingness 

to return properties linoonditionally to th1ir lawful Jewish owners. 

The Hungarian deputy town commander in Mako, for instance, allocated 

to Jews returning to their ·home town, only one-room and kitchen ap­

artments, regardless of the size of their previous ~roperties, and 

permitted them to regain their businesses only as managers. 39 

:,5 See Po28 
. 

36 Jewish Chronicle, January 5, 1945 . 

37 Memorandum, etc . 

.38 Karsai·, 1970, Vol.l., pp.142-143 ·and Val.II, p.196. 

39.Karsai, 1970, Vol.I, p.48. 

·-
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In Tolna County, they received a one-time loan from the fund that 

contained the revenue from the sale of their confiscated assets, in 

other words, from their own moneys4-0 while the local authority in Kispeat, 

a .. . suburb of the capital, rejected the Jewish commwu.ty's request that 

deserted J ewish flats should only be allocated to Jews.41 

This attitude revealed itself more indirectly in the notion that 

Jews should not be entitled to privileges on account of their suffer­

ings . Tbus they applied lltlsuccessfully. -in Mako for a four-months 

exemption from communal labour, on the grounds that under the previous 

regime they ''took their share of communal labour far beyond their 

propo1-:tions and strength?' and in ''cruel and humiliating1' circumstances . 

In vain toe, asked Jews in Oroshaza, for exemption for former members 

of the f orced labour battalions.42 In a more subtle form it appeared 

in the cloak of a democratic insistence on equality, as in an instruc­

tion by t he Deputy Sheriff (alispan) of Hajdu County. Wben cancelling 

th e anti-Jewish l aws , be f·ound it necessary to emphasise that this 

meant not only that ''regulations discriminating against Hungarian 

citizens, because of origin and race are void'', but also that ''neither 

authorities, i nstitutions or private persons shall make or be allowed 

to make any distinction between them. t,43 

Tbe Jews' request to form their own institutions for the handling 

of their r ehabilitation was in one case politely rejected on the grounds 

that they could join tha t of the four existing political parties which 

best suits their interests ; and in another, they were rudely warned 

tbat they ''should not be a state witr1in .the state. There is no need 

for a J ewi sh council. The Jews must not exercise executive power. The 

Jews do not want to integrate into the new order. 1144 There was evidence 

of genuine goodwill in the rehabilitation of the Jews and also of 

deeply felt humane passion that, on their return to their places of 

residence~ ''these 11nfortunates be received in circ1.1rostances befitting 

4o Ibid, Val.II, p.2730 ,.-
. 

4l Ibid, VoJ_.II1 p .. 155. 
» 

42 Ibj_d, VoloI. pp.284-285 and 208-209. 

43 Ibid, VolciI, p.143. 

44 Ibid, Vol.II, p.195 and P.133. 
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human beings. 
1145 

Bu_t the general mood of rejecting :personal 

reRponsibility for what had happened affected even some of the 
opponents of racial discrimination.46 

The political parties 1 locked in embittered battle for popular 

support, found it tactically impossible to disregard these grass-roots 

attitudes, even if some of their leaders felt them inconsistent with 

their democratic principles. Jewish communal leaders recogaised this 

difficulty, and a·ttributed it tacitly to the government's fears that 

"some energetic steps (to rehabilitate and recompensate the Jews 

properly - G.G) would only deepen the belief of the reactionary elements 

that the democratic system was solely for -the Jews, and would only 

strengthen opposition to democracy among a large section of the 

populution1
•
147 On rare occasions, the government admitted to un­

specified "political" difficulties in the recompensation of the Jews,48 

but tbs parties and their government ohos~ to adopt the convenient 

pretext that no specific Jewish problem existGd in Hungary at all. 

Even t b e word ''Jew'' was usually avoided, and substituted by less ex­

plicit references to them. Kis Ujsag, the ·official daily of the FKGP, 

strongly condemned tbe ignorance which the authorities in border 

towns bad displayed towards former inmates returning from concentration 

camps in Austria. Although it was common knowledge that their over-

wheJ n1ing majority were Jews, the article refe:rred to them as ''deportees. ,,49 

45For examples of tbese attitudes, see Ibid, Vol.I, p.575, p.331, p.435, 
J)s22, Val.II, pp.91-92, and for. the quote p.460. 

46 A Bishop of the Reform Church, who had opposed the anti-Jewish laws, 
war11ed teachers in his district ''to refr.·ain from harping on the Jewish 
questl.on in a Hortby regj..rne - G.G) but felt obliged to point out that 
11 --the souls of the deep-rooted Hungarians bad always felt as alien ( to 
tha·t regime) as the serious Christian spirituality'' ibid, Vol.I, :pp.205-207 o 

The phrases ''deep-rooted Hungari,ans '' and ''Christian spiri tuali ty11 were 
remnants of the Hortby regjme's terminology. The Bishop was, in effect, 
implying that real Hungarians and true Christians were not antisemitic. 

47 Memorandum etc. 

48 In a statement for instance by Eric Molnar, the Minister of Social 
Welfare. Jewish Chronicle, January 4, 1946 . 

• 

49 May 20, 1945. 
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Jozsef Darvas, a leader of tbe lll'P, claimed that "the great majority 

of the Hungarian people reproved the attrocities which were committed 

against the JeV1s in th~ir name, i, and. warned that "talking about suffer­

ings, the workers and the peasants can allude to centu:rles of sufferings 

and had their Abare of sacrifices as well, and not only since the anti-
-Jewisl1 laws o ,, 5o · 

• 

Even the SZDP adopted this particular method of vote catching, 

although its supporters, mainly the organised working class, techno­

crats, and a.Ttisans, were probably the least endangered by the Jews 1 

attempts to recapture their former posts. Its general secretary, Arpad 

Szakasi ts, when ,vri ting in general about ''hustlers and fleecers'' remarked 

slyly: ''It is sad tha·t unjustified arrl disproportionate demands are not 

only bei11g made by those detestable hustlers. 1151 The views that the Jews 

and the rest of the population bad suffered equally, were hardly ever 

denounced by· otbers tl1an Jewish com.n1unal leade1?s. A rare example wa.s 

Istvan Bibo, a leading thinker, politician and sociologists ''Nei tber 

captivity during tbe war, not internment, ·or police brutality are com­

parable to what bappe11ed to tho Jews ... Mantior1ing any of those under 

the same breath with tbe massacre of the Jews is nothing but frivolous 

or maliciou.s,'' he Wl'Ote in a literary journai. 52 

The government's politically motivated sensitivity to the popul­

ation's unwillingness to pa.rt with property and privileges obtained at 

tbe expense of tbe persecuted Jews led to its inse11sitive h_andling of 

materj.al repar'ation. Although the government issued a number of decrees 

to remedy the consequences of unla~ful dispossessions, those did not 

take into account the specific conditions of the Jewish population. 

Tbe riebt to reclaim properties _was, for instance, limited to the 

owners, their consorts, ascendants and descendants~ 

, 

50 Szabad Nep, March 25, 1945 . 
• 

5l Nepszava, May 6, 1945. 

52 pp.250-251. 

, 

• 
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As the jmmediate Jewish families - the owners, their parents, 

and tbei~ children - usually lived in the same village or town, they 

wera --"thus deported to the German extermination camps together too. 

But brothers, sisters, or other similarly related members of tbeir 
• 

family who might have survived in other parts of the country were 

excluded by law from reclaiming their deserted propertieso Another 

disregard for specific Jewish conditions appeared in the intricate, 

oomplica.ted, and expensive legal procedures which the law demanded 

for repossessions. Jews could, for instance, rega,in their business 

11remises, but only after reimbursing the incumbents within 60 days 

for all tbe necessary and useful irrvestments which bad been made 

in their absence. To most of tbe Jews, who returned from concentration 

camps or labour battalions without J.'eadily available liquid funds, the 

60 days limit made reposs ession merely theoretical. 

• A similar attitude prevailed in the .reallocation of flats in 

Budapest. After the Jews had been forcibly moved to the ghetto or 

to ''protected ho1.1ses'1 their flats were allocated to gentiles. On 

their return, the Jews could not unconditionally reclajm them because 

the accommodation conditions of the incumbents had to be considered. 

Where tbe flats were large, sharing ,vas possible, though it could 

lead to such unpleasant situations tbat the Jewish owners had to 

live in close proximity with those who bad, in many cases, plundered 

their personal affects. To single-room flats, the Jews could not 

return at all if the incumbents' own flats had been destroyed in 

military action. In the allocation of vacant flats, however, the 
• 

Jews were not entitled to priority. 

A striking example of the government's refusal to acknowledge 

the problems of the Jews as a special case, was its undertaking to 

provide material reparation for those who ''suffered persecution or 

losses because of their socialist, anti-Fascist, or democra·tic attitudese 11 
() 

This, excluded the largest section of tbe formerly persecuted, the Jews, 

who had not suffered for any of those three reasons, but simply because 
53 of tbeir orig-ln . 

• 

• 

53 All .these examples, and many m~re, can be found in Memorand1Jm, Chapter Ill1 
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The political parties' preoccupation with the contest for 

popular support also affected their attitude to the Jews' search 

for their place in society. Tha partien recognised that they had to 

rely on tbe very same Hungarian population which had previously shown 

little or no sympathy for their democratic principles. The FKGP and 

the SZDP, which had parliamentary representation during the Horthy 

regime, received only a tiny share of the votes in tbe last pre-war 

1 I t . 54 genera e ec ion. The Communists' pre-war base was very narrow, 

partly because they had to work illegally, while the NPP, established 

only in 1939, was initially based on a small group of peasant-oriented 

intellectuals and writers. These parties pre!fll'red to assume that the 

hum~n and material losses caused by the war, had ·convinced the Hungarians 

that they had been badly misguided by their former rulers, although 

the very limited resistance either to the Germans, or the Hungarian 

regime, hardly supported this assumption. Nevertheless, they were 

prepared to confine responsibility for the past to some politicians 
. 

and tbe actual perpetrators of attrocities. Tbe rest of the population 

they chose to regard as jnnocent victims of deception, and thus as eli­

gible for active paxticipation in the democratic process. 

In tbe Jewish context, t his meant that once tbe culprits were 

properly punished, the Jews were expected to have no objections to 

co-existence with the rest of the population. Consequently the regime 

regaxded unjustified any efforts to opt out of tbis society, instead 

of as similating to ito 

Still, the coalition government tolerated the increasing Zionist 

activities, paxtly because it did not wish to refuse individuals their 

right to choose~ within the boundaries of democratic principles - the 

ideology they preferred, and not least because it recognised that, 

eo soon after the Nazi persecution, the international climate was 

unsuitable for an open clash with the Jewse Thus, while the Communists 

were unfeignedly hostile (their attitude will be discussed in detail 

later in tbis cbaptBr), the othe~ parties restricted tb~mselves to 

expressing reservations about, and debating the merits of the Zionist 
• 

ideology. 55 
• 

54 Of the 260 parliamentary seats, the FKGP gained 14 and the SZDP 5. 
Molnar, 1967, p.425. 

55 Gyorgy Parragi, a leading FKGP jouxnalist, and one of the foremost 
advocates of a Western-style democracy, declared that nwe are viewing 
the Zionist aspirations with understanding but with a certain amount 
of reservations." (Magyar lfem~et, September 16, 1945). Anna Ketbly, one 
of tbe l eading promi~ent Social Democrats, a member of tbe_SZDP's cent~al 
committee felt fit to address a meeting of Ichud, tl1e Social Democratic 
Zionist p~ty. ThiHE (Icbud ~;:_~alom Heti Eriesitoj~), Vol.I,No.19, 

September 27, 1945c 
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Administrative mcesures wero only used infrequently s.nd disguised, 56 
and in one instance tbe government seemed to have yielded to Zionist 

lobbying by sending, in December 1945, a delegate to Palestine toes­

t ablish educational and cultural links with its Jewish population.57 

The fundamental Zionjat a jm - the encom~agement of Jewish emi-
• 

gration ·Go Pal est:i,r1e - appea1"ed to be a sens itive point. The official that 
Hungarian view was~tbe government opposed all emigration until a 

peace treaty was concluded, 58 and the executive of the World Zionist 

Organisation singled out its rigid adherence to this policy when it 

sta t ed in 1946J ''The prohibition of -fue exit of jn1migrants in possession 

of certificates ( entry certificates to Pales·tine, issued by the Bri tisb 

1!1andatory autbori ty - G.G), which was applicable to all countries in 

the Soviet sphere of influence was particularly strict in Hungary.59 

Other accounts of t be Hungarian govarnment's attitude to Jewish 

gration to Palestine are however at variance. A Jewish Agency 

emissary , who l ater became Israel's first _Consul in Hungary, claimed 

• emi-

tl1at the government issued exit pennission to everybody who was in 

the possession of an entry certificate, 60 while a former Hungarian 

Zionist official attributed the government's ban on Jewish emigration 

5
6 

Permission, for i nstance, to publish as a pamphlet, a public lecture 
by Dr.Bela D~nes , the chairman of Icbud, on the crisis of the Jewish in­
tellectualq , was refused because of the lack of newprint~ IJvffiF., -Vol.II, 
No.25, November 8, 1945. 

57 The plans included the exchange of scholars, university students, 
artists 1 and scientific r esearch material; tbe establishment of a Chair 
in Hungari an at t be Hebr ew University in J erusalem, and one in Hebrew 
at the University of Budapest. Central Zionist Archives, s/64562. 
Although tbe delegate, Dr.T.Scher, left for Palestine, none of the 
plans materialised. 

58 This was stated by a Hungarian Foreign W.inistry spokesman. JT.A.,May 7,1946. 

59Reports of the Executives submttted to the 22nd Zionist Congress at Basle, 
December 1946, p.176. 
60 Interview with Bentsur . 

• 
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only to the presence of a British representative on the Allied O.vntrol 

Commission (the supervising body in Hungary before the peace treaty), 

whose government oppoSed unlimited Jewish immigration to Palestine. 

The Eungari&n authorities, thi.s official claimed, created no practical 

obstacles.
61 

For whatever reason however, the fact remained that, although 

an opinion poll showed that 64% of the Jews in Budapest wanted to emi-
62 

grate, and the leaders of the national communal organisations esti-

mated ~at _6J~ 500 wanted to emigrate to Palestine, 63 between 1940 and 

the end ~f 1945 only 1,557 people emigrated to Palestine from Hungary. 64 
But the Zionist argument that Jews can find security only within 

the borders of their own sovereign state was bound to penetrate increas­

ingly deeper as Hungarian Jews were discovering tbeir fellow ci tizeUB·• 

indifferencebotb to the tragedy which had befallen them, and to the 

punishment of those wbo had caused it. Tbey noted that an exhibition 

showing the Nazi crjmes against Jews bad been visited mainly by Jews 
65 and bad found ''little echo in tbe general press.'' 

. 
Although the calling to account of the perpetrators of attrocities 

started as early as February 12, 1945, when two warrant officers and an 

officer were sentenced by the newly established Peoples' Tribuna, for 

the murder of Jews in labour batallions, 66 trials of war criminals on 

similaT. charges aroused little interest. When three former government 

members who had directed the mass deportation of Jews in 1944 were put 

on public trial in Budapest, the large auditorium was filled t1over­

whelmingly by J ewish intellectuals and petty bourgeoisie. 11 ,
67 indicating 

61 Interview with Galer. 

62 Vilag, Harcb 23, 1946. 
63 Memorandum, etc. 

• 
• 

64Prom a charter at the Institute of Jewish A.:ffairs, London, 80(182), 
based on, Statistical Handbooks of Jewish Palestine; Department of 
statistics, Jewish Agency for Palestine; Jerusalem, 1947. Figures for 
the year 1945 alone are not ava~table. 

65JTA, January 28, 1946. 

66 Jewish Chronicle, March 9, 1945 .. 

67 Szabad Nep, December 23, 1945 . 
• 

--
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to a non-J ewi sh observer t hat "a not i nconsiderable sector of 

Hungarian s ociety th;i.nks that this is not a trial of these hangmen 

by the Hunga1,,i a.u people , but 01lly by the Jews 
O 

1168 

This attitude was part of a vicious circle. As many gentiles 

r efused to retu:rn properties and personal effects, Jews often requested, 

and received, police belp. 69 At the same time, searching for reliably 

anti-Nazi el ements, the author ities encouraged Jews to join the polioe 

f orce and the j udicating i ns titutions . Consequent l y, the offenders as 

well as a much wider s ection of the population, became inclined to 

i nterpret t he puni t ive measures as a J ewi sh vendetta, particularly 

as th0 l egal proceedings, by the nature of the crimes , were to a large 

extent concer ned with act ions committed agains t Jews. Thus, not only 

did t hey feel disi nt erested i n those measures, but developed a distinct 

hostil ity to t he "bloodthi r sty'' J ews . The gevernment parties with a 

sharp eye f or grass-root s sentiments, hesitated to elaborate on the 

r eal s i gni f i cance of t hose political prosecutions, and as a result, 

t he l atent antisemitism of t he population gathered strength. 

Already i n the suro~er of 1945, a number of people were arrested 

for distri buting anti semitic cartoons and satirical poems, 70 while a 
\ 

l etter wri ter t o the FKGP daily Mag7ar 1Temzet., who carefu;lly kept him-
sel f anonymous , respondi ng t o 

t o ,v1"i t e t ba t 

an article in that paper, 

t his 001~ounded race (the you not ashamed 

suffered? Vlbere di d they suf f er when they are 

stated: ''Are 

Jews - G.G) had 

mucb fatter coming home 
t han tbey l eft . .. . Suxely t here are now more Jews 

71 -before they were taken away for a hol iday.'' 

in this country than 

Crude antisemitism was also injected in Hungary's first post-war 

gener al el ac t i on campai gn at nationa l party leadership level. Some of 

t he Peasant PartJr l eaders echoed openly both .yhe popular resentment 

of the alleged J ewish attempts to seek privj.leges on a .. ccount of tbeir 

suffer ings , and t he feelings tbat the Jews constit-uted an alien body 

,p 

69 Karsai, 1970, Vol.I, pp.405-406, Vol.II, p.297, 

70 Kis Ujsag, June 28, 1945 . 
• 

71 September 6, 1945 . 

..... 
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in Hungarian societye72 

Such pronounced subraission to gTass-roots feelingsroout the Jews 

appeared, at least a.t that higl1 u level, only· in the NPPo The other 

coalition parties confinod themselves to the already mentioned more 

sophisticated methods, despit0 the desperate struggle for support. 

This applied to the Communist party too, although it was in the worst 

position in thi s respecto For i·t was tbe Coromunist party. which, crver 

the previous 25 years, bad been branded the agent of an international 

Jewish conspiracy, and at the same time needed supporters more than any 

of its competitors who all bad traditionally rootedJ relatively wide 

bases among the population. These two characteristics influenced de­

cis ively the 1:RP•s policy on tbe Jewish question in the immediate 
post-,var periodo 

Th e ~.II{P t 
I a 

A Party of J ews and Antisemites 
C A I I I - ■ ⇒ - n --

The 1.JCP, surfacing in late 1944 on to· the 

after decades of underground work appeared to 
Hungarian political scene 

be fitting the description 

by tbe Hort hy r egi me's propaganda machinery. Its leadership, from medium 

r anks upwards , included very many Jews. Of the four Communist leaders 

- Erno Gero, Jozsef Revai, Mihaly Farkas, and Im.re Nagy- - who returned 

to Hungary from l\10s cow wi tb the advanoing Soviet army and formed j_rnmed-

ia tely a provi sional central committee, only the last one wa.s not Jewish. 73 

Early in 1945 they were joined by Jliatyas Rakosi, also a Jew, whom Stalin 

had 

was 

designat ed as bead of the :i;:arty. The central committee proper, which 

then still in German-occupied Budapest, had fewer Jewish members e74 

72Jozs ef Darvas , at the party's first election rally in ]udapest, dec+areds 
1'Tbere is a, stratum here which d.emands for itself privileges on account of 
its past sufferings. If, by reason of suffering anybody had the right to 
recompensa tion, tben it was tbe .working people of Hungary. Just as we 
condemned in t he past racial persecuti9n, we do not recognise today racial 
privileges.'' (Magyar lfemzet, August 31, 1945). The party's leader, Peter 
Veres, told a provincial rallys 'Jin the Peasant Party we bave only Hungarians, 
we do not want any alienss neither Swabians nor Jews." (From a leaflet - in 
this author's possesion - published by the Hajduszoboszlo Jewish Association, 
October 20, 1945}. In the Hungarian terminology, STiabians meant Hungarian 
citizens of German origin. 110s t of those 1 like tb e Jews, were town dwellers, 
engaged in the capitalist secto1• of the economy. During the heydays of Hitler , 
many of them became close collaborators of the Nazis • 

• 

73 (A) Magyar Forradalmi, etc. p.426. 

74 llone of its five member·s listed in (A) }~agyar Forradalmi etc (p.426) were 
Jews, although various other sources mention three Jews: Laszlo Orban, 
Istvan Szirmai es Ferenc Donath. Sagvari (p~l8.N 15) in fact confirms that 

the commjtt~e bad eight members~ 
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But, when afte+ the liberation of the capital the two committees merged 

011 FebruP.ry 23, 1945, Rakosi became the general-secretary with Gero, Farkas, 

and Revai t aking up commanding posts in charge of economic developments, 

party organisation and propaganda respectively. The common characteris-

tic which shaped them in·to such a powerfttl qu .. artet was of course not 

their Jewish origin, but the fact that they had all worked either in 

the Soviet Communist Party, or the Comintern, or both, and were, there-

fore better known to and more trusted by Stalin than the leaders of the 
illegal party who lived in Hungary. 

The higher proportion of Jews among the Communist refugees in the 

Soviet Union than the activists in Hungary reflected the different de-
• 

velopments of tbe two sections. Jews figured remarkably high among the 

l eaders of the 1919 Soviet Republic. 75 After its fall many escaped 

abroad and ended up eventually.~n Moscow. Most of them received training 

in CPSU schools or the party apparat, were given Comint9J'n assignments 

in Hungary or elsewhere, and became exper~enced and suitably disciplined 

professio11al party workers. The purges of tl1e 1930s as ,vell as age, 

took their toll, but at the end of the war, Stalin could still count 

011 a number of them for appointment to leading posts i .n the ]Jil(P. As 

th e majority of tbe 1919 leaders were Jewish, the majority of this 

small group remained so too. 

In Hungary itself however during the inter-war period, the Commui1ist 

party's two principal recruitment areas were the universities and the 

f actories.76 Jews were scarce in both. Their proportion of unjv-ersity 

students was restricted by law, while because of their social backgrounds, 

only a few Jews could 

overwhelmine majority 

. .. 

75 See pp.20-21. 

be found among factory workers. Consequently the 

of the home-bred Communist leaders were not Jews. 

/ 

• 

76 Leaders like Laszlo Rajk and Karoly Kiss joined the party while they 
were university students. Others, like Janos Ka~ar, and .Antal Apro came 
fro~ the trade union movement • 

• 

• 
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Tbo Jewisl1 leaders of tbe illega.l party, amo11g them, Bela Furst, Imre 

Sall~y, a11d Zol tar1 Schoru1erz ,,,bo ·vVere executed, and ltf1kosi and Zol tan . 
Vas who wero &er1tenced for long prison te1.,ns, were without exception 

refugees who returned ·co Hungary fr·om the Soviet Union 011 Com.intern 
assigi1r.aents. •• 

Stalin's preference for Muscovites and the peculiar composition 

of that group were therefore the fundamental reasons why the pest-war 

leadership of the MRP at its highest level was so strongly dominated 

by Jews. As tbe party was organised on the Stalinj.st principles, 

decision making was largely tbe prerogative of' the general-secreta.,ry, 

in this case Rakosi and his immediate circle of collaborators. In 

other ,vords, the real power in the 1lKP, and owing to tbe pa.r·tyt s 

growing influence, subsequently in the whole country, rested with 

this quartet of J e'nisb Comm11ntsts o It was a situation unparalleled 

in any otl1e:c Soviet-occupied European state. 

Although Jewish Communists bald key positions in the Polish, 

Czecl1os lovak and Ro1.1manian parties too, they shared effective power 

wi tb their non-._1ewish comrades. In Hungary alone were not only all 

the key officials Jews, but so also was the bead of the party, who 

under tbe Stalinist terms , was its de facto ruler. This arrangement 

~ppaared to be exceptionally peculiar under the specific conditions of 

Ht1ngary, v;bere the Hortby regime, drawing on tbe evidence of the 1919 

Soviet republic bad brainwashed tbe population into a close identifi­

ca.tio11 of Comrrrun1sm with Jews. It migbt be ass11med that Stalin simply 

disregarded this aspect when he chose the MKP leaders. His overriding 

considerations could probably have been loyalty to the ScWiet Union, 
• 

strict adherence to the Sta].inist principles of party conduct, and 

a tactical attempt to put a reia~ively popular person into the driving 

seat~ This latest should explain bis selection of Rakosi as the general 

sec-retary. 
Rakosi, the son of a villag~ shopkeeper, joj.ned the Hungarian 

section of the Russian Comm11nis t Party early in 1918, when he was a 

prisoner of war in Russia. He played only a secondary role in the 

Hungarian Soviet Republic, fi:rst as deputy People's Commissar of 

Commerce, and later as political commissar of an army division. His 

n~.me was therefore not jrornediately associat8d with tl1e attroci ties which, 

the Horthy regime claimed, bad been committed during the Soviet rule • . 
• .... 

• 
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After the fall of the Republic, Rakosi escaped to Russia, worked for the 

Comi11tern, an.d in 1924 retun1ed to BungarJr to reorgEtniee the Comm"J.nist 

~arty. He was captured and sentenced to life imprisonment. In 1935, 
while he was still in gaol, he was again put on trial, tbis time for 

l)is involvement in the Sov·iet Re!>Ublic. His trial evoked a world-wide 

protest against tbe anticipated deatb sentence, and Rakosi himself, 

following Dj_mi trov' s example in the Reichstag trial of 1933, used 

coure geously the public forum of a court room to advocate Comrnunis1n. 

The i nt ernational protest campaign elevated Rakosi's name from the 

underworld of anonymous Communi~t agents to international f ame, while 

his court behaviour lent him the heroic aura of a fearless, death-defying 

idealist. The Soviet government accomplished bis release in October, 

1940 , during t be short h oneymoon in exchange for some l1istoric flags 

which the Russian army captured from Hungary in the 1849 war of inde­

pendence. 

His i mprisonment in Hungary helped Rakosi to escape involvement in 

the Stali11ist purges v1l1icl1 claimGd among their victj ms, Bela K1ln, the 

leader of tbe Hungarian party. On his return to the Soviet Union, the 

tbus unblemisb ed Rakosi was fir s t made the Hungarian party's represen·b-

a ti vein t he Comintern, and after its dissolution, head of the party's 

section i n LOs cow . Rakosi, the only internationally known Hungarian 

Communist with a balo of martyrdom over his bead, was a logical choice 

as tbe le ader of such a popularity seeking type of Communist party which 

Stalin envisaged for Hungary. Stalin either ignored the probable disad­

vantages i nherent in his Jewish origin, or regarded them outweighed by 

his exploitable qualities. 
• 

Although there is no supporting evidence for this theory, it is 

not inconceivable that Stalin selected Jews for the most sensitive and 

exposed party posts with a cunning deliberateness. He might have ~ti­

cipated tbEtt in a co11ntry so thoroughly depraved by ••anti--Bolsbevism'' 

as Hungary was , the introduction ;;r Communist rule, however velvet-handed 

could arouse powerful popular resentment. lf the Soviet Union's global 

interests did not then as yet permit the suppression of such resistance 

by force, then the hostility to tbe Communist ideals, given lilif the 

Hungarian population's strong antisemitism could be conveniently 

..... 



transfe1')red to their Jewish t th • t f exeou-ors, _us saving be· ormer by 
sacrificing the latter.77 

Apart from those four dominant figur·os, Jewish veterans occupied 

many places in the lower ranks of the party h i .erarchy too, and were 

among tbe MT<P 1s delegates to national offices.78 Furthermore, the ranks 

of such tested Jewish Comm1mists were joined quickly by new recruits who 

found tbe MKP the most attractive among the available political alterna­

tives. Their gravitation to the Communists could be traced to several 

personal and political reasons. Having been freed from the deadly 

embrace of Nazism, their first and spontaneous response excluded re­

sentment of Con1munism as a principle. 

77 This process bas indeed taken place, though not on Stalin's instructions. 
Since the defeat of tbe 1956 revolution)- which was a backlash to Rakosi's 
Stalinist i·ule - J e,•.1s have been 611:'adually eased out of positions of real 
power ei tber in the party or the government. Al though Je,vs are still 
prominent in the economic, educational, and cultural fi elds, they can 
no longer be found among the leaders of the army, the police, and their 
various armed auxiliary organisations. This indicates that the strong 
popular resentment aroused by the ... 1·ewish-domina ted Rakosi regime, bas 
in fact led to a ch~astic r eduction in the numbers of Jews in sensitive 
and exposed positions. Consequently, Stalin's concept of using Jews for 
the risky experi mental work, if it existed at all, was not irrealistic. 

78 One-third of t he members wbom the MKP's first national conference 
elected to its central committee were Jews . List of tl1e CC in Sagvari 
(p.129 , 1,r 35). The Jewish members were Donath, ·Farkas, Gero, Nogradi, 
Peter , Rakosi, Revai , a rrl Vas. Many led the building up of party org­
anisations in Budapest , in the provinces and from the centr~ office 
of t he b1l<P. Hos cow-trained Nogradi, for ins ·tance, was party organiser 
in the northern provinces (Nogr~di, p.9). . I.Szirmai worked in 
south ern Hungary (I~szlo, p.126), tbe Buaapest district committee 
included four J ews (Szabad Nep, May 1, 1945), L.Orban was bead of the 
propaganda department in the central office (Szabad Nep, April 5, 1945), 
Amo11g the national office holders was Zol tan Vas, one of Rakosi 1 s co­
-defendants in his first trial, who was appointed government commissioner 
of fo od supply for Budapest, in February,and in May the may·or of the 
capital (A) 1aagyar Forrada)mi e~c, p.445 and p.462). Tne 1W's 26 dele­
gates representing Jibe Budapest district in tbe Provisional Assembly, 
included six Je·ws (Szabad 1-Iep, April 1, 19450 

• 

• 
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Unaware of the treatment which the Jews in the Soviet Union had 

su:ffered, they felt very little apprehension to the official ideology 

of that state whose army saved their lives. Their gratitude towards 

the Soviet Ar1ny tru"ned. i11to sympathy for the political and moral maxima 

of their liberators. :From their limited knowledge of the Communist 
• 

doctrines , the one which impressed them was the disregard for racial 

or ethnic origins. This abstract conclusion was reinforced by t beir 

day-to-day experiences . Noticing that most of the Hungarian par·ty' s 

leaders ,vere Jews, they q_ui te naturaJ_ly deduced that the Commui1ists 

obviously did not tolerate anti- Jewish discrimination. 

Naive as it may seem now, in the light of later developments, 

in the emotional confusion and political turmoil of 1945, many Hungarian Jew~ 

- who were not already members of the SZDP - were drawn instinctively 

towards that party which was led and dominated by their bretberen. 

The middle-class Jews' probable misgivings about the Commvnist 

party's an~iweapita lis t ajms could easily-be stored away then for two 

r easons. First, because until its rude awakening by a crushing defeat 

i11 tl1e first Beneral elections in I-Iovember, the l\lKP tactfully glossed 

over its anti-capitalist policy in tl1e belief that ha"ring mobilised 

the widest possible sector of the population for tbe reconstruction 

of tbe economy, it could then claim credit for its zeal and forceful 

leadership in electoral terms. 79 Secondly, because those parties which 

eA-plicitly advocated the perpetuation of the capitalist system - prim­

arily the strongest among tbem, the FKGP - became increasingly powerful 

magnets for conservative , right-wing political elements, and therefore 

to the Jews, su8pect of possible antisemitic tendencies. 80 

79 The MKJ?'s first national conference in May,1945, demanded that the state 
should provide credit for industrial enterprises. It declared its support 
for those indu.strialists ,vho ''ger1ui11ely ,vanted to participate in the re­
construction of tbe countrytt, and condemned calls for the expropriation 
of capitali1:ts ay1d tbe immedi ate introduction of the dictatorship of the 
proletariat as '' endangerinz tbe national solidarity.•• (.A.) Magyar Forradalmi 
etc ... pp.463-464 . 4 

BO A leading communal official of that time recalle~s "It was quite c?n­
ceivabl e even f0r religious Jews to join the Communist part~ to help it 
gain power over the right-wing conspirators, the NPP, and the FKGP ••••. 
It was in ·tbe interest of the Jews that tl1e MKl? should gather strength 
in order to r educe tbe influence of the right-wing Christian parties.'' 
Interview wltb Galor • 

• 
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One can however agree with Bibo that the majority of those Jews 

"did not be come Communi s ts. bVen less could they fol low the Conununi s t 

party af ter i ts various anti- capitalist measures. But they were keeping 

in mi nd t hat a r egi m~ which r econstructs capitalism in Hungary, could 

also mean the r eturn of counter-revolutionary anti semi tic actions o ,,Sl 

Many J ews were a·litra cted to the MI{P by its iron-banded treatment 

of t he mos t inf'amous war cr i minals. Although this was a one-sided pos­

ture , whi ch will be dealt wi th l ater in this chapter , the average Jew 

accepted at f ace value fu e zeal which the Communis t-1.ed political 

police showed in bounding down Hungarian Nazis . He was also impressed 

,vi tb tl)e par ty ' s f orceful i ndi gnation over the general lack of inte1.·es t 

in the war cr i mes t rials ,
82 

over the l eniency of some of the sentences, 

a.nd over the otl1er politica l parties' f ailure to be as critical about 

th ose as the 1::KP was . 83 Besides such passive appreciation of the party ' s 

harshness , a considerable number of Jews were drawn to the MKP by the 

oppor tmri ty· it offered f or a ctive participation in the p1Jni.shment of 

Hungari an U~zi s . 84 

\ 

81 pp.34G-347 
82 

A good exampl e - which must have impr essed many Jews - was a front 
page article i n Sza,bad 1·re,12 , December 23, 1945, on tbe disinterest in 
the public tri a l or"" three men who played a decisive part in tbe de­
portati on of t he J ews . 

83 See t be 1iiG' ' s outr aged reaction to t he light sentence on a noted 
pro-Nazi j ournalis t , Zoltan Mesko. (Szabad Nep, May 19, 1945). 

84 Al though t he proportion of J ews among the state prosecutors and 
judges was negligi bl e (there is no evidence that any of those i~volved 
in t he major war crimes trials were Jews ), many could be found in the 
poli t i cal police . Tbi s author, f?r instance, on bis return from a _con­
centration camp in Augus t 1945, found t hat mo:e than a dozen of his+ 
former mates in a J ewi sh for ced labour battali on (about 8% of the toval) 
were polit ical police officers~ o 

• 

• 
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It is im~possible to establish the exact number of Jewish MKP 
members. Par ty members' religion was not officially recorded and . , 
any internal party document estimating their number, if it existed 

at all, has no-t beBn availables Furthermore, unlike the CPSU and the 

Roumanian Communi s t party, tbe MK:P bad no special departlllent dealing 

with Jews, and owing to their close intogration with the general popul­

ation, Jews did not constitute any separate Jewish-Communist organisation. 

Thei r proportion of professional party workers and functionaries at 

local level i ndica t es however that Jews must have joined the 1IBP in 

large numbers and presum~bly in 1945, because many reached reasonab+Y 

high ranks rela tively early. 85 
The pattern of t heir daploJrment was aimilar to that in other East 

European Comm1L~ist parties . J ews tended to be concentrated in the sec­

urity police (because they were reliably anti-Nazis); in institutions 

dealing with i nternational r el ations (because few others whom the 

party trusted spoke foroign languages ), and in the propaganda organ-
• 

i sati ons (because of th eir urban traditions and often higher than 

average educat i onal leveV. 86 

85 Accor di ng to a not wholly reliabl e source, of the 310 functionaries 
who were expelled from the party during its first membership revision in 
1949 , 256 were J ews (Cohen, p.33). Of the ten med.ium ranking official8 
i n t he party ' s central office, who were commended in 1948 for their work , 
six were Jews (Szabad Nep~ June 22, 1948 ); so were at least seven of the 
sub-department beads and deputy heads who were decorated in 1950 (Szabad 
Nop, December 10). From his own experience, tbis author recalls that, 
between 1945 and 1949 , i n the party committee for tbe eight district 
of Budapes t, two of the f our second secretaries known to him, were Jews; 
so uere the heads of the propaganda , cultural, and mass movements depart­
ments and their deputies. Although his knowledge about the fifth, sixth, 
and seventh districts was more limited, he recalls a similar situation 
there too. It must be noted tbat there was a concentration of Jewish 
residents in all those districts. Tbeir proportion of the local officials 
probably reflected the J ews ' relctively high proportion of tbe party members. 

86 For a more detailed explanation of tbis development, see I,endvai, - ~ 

1971, p.77. 

• 

• 
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In l!ungary, the. head of the Communist-co11trolled political 

(security) police, Gabor Peter, and his deputy Istvan Timar, as well 

as many of tbe key officers and the heads of the political sections 

of local police branches in the provinces were Jews. 87 The geUBral 

police force was controlled by Endre Szebenyi, the under-secretary 

of the M.:inistry· of the Interior, 88 and Geza Revesz Tias the Communist 

representative on the committee whj_cb supervj_sed the purge of the army. 

Jewish share in the Communist propaganda work was considerable. 

The editorial staff of the .Szabad Ne£, the MKP' s official daily news­

paper, included a very large number of Jews, both veterans like Revai 

(its chief editor) arrl Aladar Mod, and budding young journalists
9
89 

Many Communists, whom the party 1:~anted into leading positions jn 

the pseudo-independent sectors of the communications media (like 

the H1.1ngarian Radio, the official news agenc:r-, and ''Szabadsag", 

an allegedly non-party daily newspaper) were also Jews. So were 

many of the newly appointed university teachers. 

Such a conspicuous preponderance of Jews in the MKP occasionally 

lad to misjudgement of Jewish influence. A former Zionist leader, for 

instance, attributed non-Communist government officials' frequently 

easy compliance with the Zionists' various requests to their &ssumption 

that Zionism was an internal Jewish matter. They probably believed 

that because the most important Communists were Jews, if they wanted 

to remain in the good books of tbe MKP, they should not antagoni~e 

the Zionists or, for that matter, any other Jews. 90 

• 

87 And.ras Villanyi and Gyorgy Balaban, for instance, wbo were successively 
beads of t be political police force's ''economic section'', dealing with 
black-marketeers and CUTrency speculators. 

88 The iw later acknowledged Szebenyi, together with Gabor Peter, and 
Laszlo Solyom (a non-Jew) as the, founder of tbe ''democratic police''• 
(Szabad Nep, January 25, 1948). Ferenc Nagy, an FGKP leader, who was 
forced int o exile by the Communists while Prime 1linister 0£ Hungary, 
described in bis memoirs Szebenyi as a man wbo ''breathed revenge not 
o14y against all Germans and Nazis; but against everyone wbo was not 
a Marxlst1

' 9 p.118. 

89 Wben, after having achieved hegemony, the 100' honoured its most 
useful propagandists, the list of decorated journalists included eight 
Jewish members of the Szabad Ne~ staff. Szabad Nep, March 14, 1948 • 

• 

S,O Interview with Galor. 
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Ominous identuication of Jews with the MD' and naive exagger­

ation of probable J ewish influence could also be encounteredo 91 In 

fact h ow0ver , apecifica.lly J ewish interests could never obtain the 

party's official sup~ort~ unless they coincided with its ~actical or 

strategic aims. At least three of the foux most power£ul Jewish 

Cocnmunists - Rakosi, Gero, and Revai - have never shown any affection 

to, or a.ppreciat;ion of specif'ic J ewish problems. 92 

Dismissing contemporary allegations that Commtmist rule in 

Hungary means Jewish rule, Bibo asserted that ''Jews have now less 

power than ever before in recent times. 93 In the past, Bibo explained, 

91 Dr, Fcbi an Herskovits , chief Rabbi at that time of the Dohany Street 
syna gogue , the largest in Budapest, reca lled two instances: 1) Dro 
Ibranyi, a close associate of Cardinal 11indszenti, the Roman Catholic 
Primate of Hungary , during the early stages of the MKP's anti-church 
campaien, told hjn1 reproachi11gly: ''You Jews say that we did not help 
Jrou duri!15 tho lrazi persecutions, a l though we did. But now, tbat you 
are in i;:ower , -.vou ld you he lp us when we are persecuted?'' 2) He was 
frequ0ntly a : proacbed by gentiles to help them get civil service jobs. 
\Then he cla imed inability to do so, tbey usually said: ''But could yol1 

not have a word ,vi th Lr .Rakosi ? 11 indic2.. ting t heir belief that even a 
Jewish religio~s l eader had easy access to tbe Jewish bead of the atheist 
Communist party. Depositio11 by Dr.Herskovits, October 15, 19r-/2. 

92 This author 's researches have not produced evidence for a similar 
attitude ·oy ire foui·th , Farkas, but one could ass1.1me with almost cer­
tainty t hat his stand was not f'undamentalJ.y different from the others. 
An emissary of the J ewi sh Agency for P~lestine, who after the estab­
lishment of the State of Isyael became its diplomatic representative 
in Hu.ngary, r e called s ''In Rakosi, Gero, and Revai, I could rever fino,. 
even the s ligbtest trace of 3yrnpatby with Jewish problems .. '' When 
negotiating in 1948 about J ewish emigra,tion to Israel witb Janos Kadar, 
then ]Jinister of tbe I nterior, Kadar told bimz ••You. will have grea.t 
difficl1ltics wi t:b emjgration because the ·~.ir~w-jshmembers of the govern­
ment, fj.rst of al l Rakosi, are radically opposed t ·o it. Tl1eir reason is 
obvious. They a.on' t wan·t to see ~posters appear one day telling that it 
was tjme f'or them too to emigrate. •1 (Interview with I3entsur). 

93 p.347 . 

• 
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"the Jewish sector of Hungarian capitalism was an organisation spread 

throughout the whole width of society .... This net-work could be util­

i s~d to help individual J ews i f they had grievances or found themsel vos 

in difficulty because they were Jews. It was an organisation to amplify 

such cases with its massive strength and conduct its own actions in such 

a way that individual and communal Jewish interests were taken into 

account.
11 

He found it "more dubious" that J ewish Communists in pos= 

itions of power constituted a similar network. Because of the M:K.P 1s 

discipline and structure "the various positions do not have their own 

individual support and baJ~nce, but depend on the powers asserting 

th emselves both from the top and the bottom regions of the party. 

Therefore it depends on those powers and on the internal currents of 

t he party how long an occupant can keep his position. Nobody could 

therefore regularly use the party for pursuirg interests in other 

spheres without endangering his own position~ 94 

For Communist off icials it was almost jmpossible to advance tbe 

specific interests of their fellow Jews because, as Bibo believed, the 

Jews ' posi tio11s were more precariou.s under Commu11ist :rule than before. 
\ 

''While th e previous, openly antisemi tic regime needed legislation in 

order to di smiss Jews from economic posts or from the state adminis­

tration, if the party leaders discover that for the sake of the pa .. 1:ty's 

further progress it was necessary that a certain number of posts should 

not be occupied by Jews , they cou.ld carry out those changes without 

any legislation , or even without uttering tbe word 'Jew'''. 95 

Not only was the MKP - in spite of its many Jewish officials -

unwilling to concern itself favourably with specific Jewish inter$sts, 
• 

but, by the conditions of tbe Hungarian political life in 1945, it was 

in fact obliged to attract some of the most vigorously antisemitic 

elements of the population. Stalin's tactical ''facade'' policy com­

pelled tb e Cornrrn1nists not only to tolerate, but actt1ally to help to 

94 p.348 and Pe350. 

95 pp.350-351. 

• 
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create suoh a democratic political framework in which they were then 

prevented from sei z i11g pov,'er i 1nmediately, b 1.lt were forced instead into 

a popularity race with their national coalition partners. The MKP 

entered ·thi s race with a serious ha11dicap because its main opponents 

were both better established organisationally and had deeper roots 
among tb e popul ati on. 

The I ndependent Smal lbolders 1 Party, the FKGP~6 was a mixed party. 

When set up after tbe First World War, it was based initially on peasants 

holding medi11m sized land. It stood for a moderate and gradual land re­

form and in the 1920s , with a substantial following, provided some 

opposi t i on to th e Horthy regime. In the 1930s, when its leadorship 

was taken over by a conservative gentry, Tibor Eckhardt, it lost 

support , but after the outbreak: of the Second World War, and another 

change i n leaders , t he party's constant defence of political democracy 

and its ori entation to the Western powers in contrast to.the regime's 

growing dependence on Germany, attracted liberal elements ·of the urban 

middle class and t he intelligentia. 

The FKGP, firmly supporting private enterprise and opposing 

socialist principles , developed after the war into the most right-wing 

political bastion ~bicb was tolerated inside the ruling coalition. Tbe 

J.iKGP could therefore count on a wide section of the population. It at­

tractGd many of the peasants (even those who acquired their holdings 

in th e 1945 l and dis tribution)of industrial and commercial entrepreneurs, 

of the urban petty bourgeoisie and intelligentia. In other words, ~eople 

wbo wanted t o retain t r.e political and economj c elements of a bou.rgeois . 
democracy , like th e multi-party. system and private property. In addition, . 
tbe party also drew in such more right-wirig elements from the middle and. 

upper classes who recognised that only within the framework of the 

national coalition could they exert any political influence effectively 

and legitimately. 

Another coalition partner; the National Peasant Party, the NPP97 

96 The abpreviation of its name in Hungarian: Fuggetlen Kisgazda Part • 
• 

97 Als o the abbreviation of its name in Hungarian: Nemzeti Paraszt Part . 

• 
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set up in 1939, was based on a group of radical intellectual experts on 

tl1e peasan·t question, the so-called ''vilJ.age explore:rs'' e In spite of its 

ideology's racial ove;tones, 98 the Communis t s backed the NPP as a party 

which could detrac·c peasant suppor·t; from the :BXGP. It was probably for 

this reason tbat they alla.ved the NPP to claim credit for the initiative 

on the long-overdue land distribution, though they redressed the balance 

by putting a Communist Minister of Agriculture in charge of it. 99 Thus 

when fighting for popular support, the NJ<P bad no reason to jmpinge on 

the NPP's, in any case, relatively narrow base. 

While the FKGP provided the Communists' strongest political oppo­

sition, the SZDP was their greatest competitor in the recruitment of 

members and sympathisers. During their 55 years of existence, the 

Social Democrats managed to entrench themselves firmly among the in­

dustrial labourers, (particularly the skilled ones), the technicians, 

clerical workers, employees in tbe distributive trades, and the artisans. 

Their stronghold was Budapest, wbere 48.8% of tbe industrial labourers 
100 · 

were concentrated; but the party also bad branches in most of the 

industrial centres and mining districts. The Hortby regime tolerated 

the SZDP. Tbe party was represented in parliament, it was allowed to 

maintain trade unions, party organisations, and press, but it was not 

permitted to work a.mong the peasants, incl11ding tbe agricultural labourers .10 

From the early 1930s, its membership was probably more radical tban the 

leaders,but the latters' caution at least made possible tbe existence of 

a solid working-class organisation. After the war, tbe SZDP~.s influence 

gTew rapidly among the artisans in the provinces, the urban liberal 

petty bourgeoisie, intellectuals, and foremost among the skilled workers 

in the largest industrial entexprises.102 The MKP had to watch as the 

98 The NPP, s 1939 progr arucne declared that it wanted to defend the 
IIungaria r1 interests from tbe ''mj_ddle classes of Swabian, Jewish, and 
1~oravian origin.'' (A) Ma{:s--yar Forradalmi, p.341 • 

• 

99 Fo:r details a!1d the 1v1KP' s motives see (A) :tvlagyar Forra.dalmi, p.437. 

lOO Szabo, p.33. 
101 ~ Seton-Watson, 1950, p.39. 

102 6 II 488 lvlolnar, 19 7, Vol. , P • • 
• 

._ 
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majority of th e workers, particularly thosQ with political experience, 
were joini11g tbe SZDP. l03 

The Communist party itself er..tered the race for public support 

with a minute membership. In December 1944, its provisional central 

committee, workjng from the already liberated east Hungarian town of 

Debrecen, recorded only 3,058 members. 104 In Budapest, 'the citadel 

of th e Hungarian proletariat, the MlCP emerged from illegality in January 

1945, with only 1,270 members, and in the following month, when the cap­

ital's indus t rial outer suburbs had also been liber ated, its membership 

was still only 1,972.105 
But the Muscovite-domjnated leadership, committed 

to launching th e MJ(P in a popularity contest against the other political 

alterna tives , was bound to boost membership almost indiscrimjnately. In 

J anuary 1945, tbe provisional central committee (not yet including the 

leaders of the illegal party then still in tbe besieged capital) decided 

tl:nt tbe fu'I{P must become a mass party, 106 and lifted previous restrictions 

on i ·ecruitment. Th e secret ary of the southern district party commjttee 

defi11ed the new policy clea,rlJrs 

against pronpective members, must 
''The restrictions, which we had applied 

cease because they would force our 

People who were not Fascists and do sympathisers into otber 

not bave to account for 

be doubled. This is our 

parties. 

th eir past must be accepted. 

slogan. It would 1:e wrong to 

Our membership must 

pursue our previous 

pclicy tha t only those with Marxist views should be accepted. 

have moral bases for it, must be enrol led without any further 

Those who 
10~ 

delay.'' 1 

l03 A Communis t historian, recording t his development, explained it by 
the drawing power of the SZDP's long history, by tbe fact that its leaders 
were better known than t he Communists and because others believed the 
''dem3go&,-vt' t bat, in contras t to tbe Communists' ''subversive'' activities, 
the SZDP will take a ,,more democratic'' road to tl1e liberation of the 
working class. Sagvari, p610. 

104 Szabo, Po30. 

105 Sagvari, pp.92-93-

106 Ibid 

l07 Szabo, p.3le 
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The central comn,.ittee emphasised the vital importance of this new 

principle in :i.ts inst~uctious to the district party organisations , 108 

clearly awa.:re , as a Communis t historian recalled later that "the rivalry 

with the SZDP, furthermore i:b e situation in which, as a result of the 
' 

coalition system, the l eading posts held by the individual inrties 

often depended on the size of their membership, made it necessary for 

·l;be iro to accelerate the recruitment of members. ,,l09 

Forceft1l r ecruiting quickly bore fruits. By ·the time of its 

first nat ional conference in May 1945, tbe MKP bad 150,000 members in 
1 500 b h 110 ~ . 

, ranc es , 3,00Op up on its membership only five months earlier. 

One- third of them lived in Budapest and its jmmediat e vicinity, and 

there nere strong concentrations in the northern town of Miskolc and 

its indus trial suburbs (31 ,335 members), and in the mining district 

around the town of Salgotarjan (10,500 members)~11 The composition 

of tl1is newly recruited mass 1~ef'le cted the resources on which the :MJ{P 

could draw. 

Data on ih e occupational distribution of the membership are 

unavailable on a 11ational l evel, but local. figures nevertheless indicate 

the trend. Althoueb many middl e-class people and intellectuals joined 

the pa"t"ty7
12 

it was the industrial workers who constituted the majority, 

lOS A. circular by its organisation department atateds "We ca:a cope with 
t he huge task before us only if we have a strong,- sturdy, battle-hardened 
Bolshevik mass party which is able to organise and lead the fight of the 
working clas s , and tbe wh ole of the Hunga1"ian people, for· a free, inde­
pendent democratic Hungary .... We must become a political mass party. 
W-nis m8~ns_ new t:isks wh ich we muSt solve with new methods. 11 Szabo, p.41. 

' 

109 s r • 1~5 a"gvari , p . .,,, . 

lll Ibid, p.50. 
4 

112 In three counties for which data are available, defined as "others" 
th ey constituted le ss than 2()% of the membership (4,60~ out of 27_,_ooo); 
Of the 480 party officials in and around Budapest, registered by may ~o, 
31% were categorised as intellectuals, : '~-C?tbers_•~--=-~!:ld ''of petty bourgeois 
occupations''• Szabo, pp.51-52. ' 

• 
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and in Budapest, the overwhelming majority of the members. 113 

It could be reasonab] .. y assu.med that at ]_east a proportion of 

those workeTs had previously sympathised with the ultra-right Arrow 

Cross (Ny~las) Party, whose members bad committed despicable attrocities 

a·gainst J ews during the Szalasi era. Tbis assumption is reasonable because 

the bulk of the solidly Marxist section of the working class was already 

in the SZDP before tl1e war, e.nd the majority of those previously un­

affiliated, but with political experience (as the MXP itself admitted 

it, see N 103) joined the SZDP and not the MEl~-.. 114 Thus, those who 

were left to provide the masses for the new-style MXP were the less 

educated, les s class-conscious elements and tb e ''lumpenproletariat'' 

who bad previously chosen not tbe Marxist but a confused racialist­

-socialist ideology in their search for better living standards and 

a higher social status. 

Their number was considerable. The ultra-right wing paxties, 

includi11g the largest, tbe Arrow Cross Party, had strong working class 

support in the 1930s. The results of the last pre-war general elections 

in 1939, indicate this clearly. The SZDP received only 112,000 votes, 
I 

and lost six parliamentary mandates, while the ultra-right wing pa~ties 

received 548,000 votes and, entering r:a,rliament for the first time, 

could immedia t ely occupy 50 seats. 115 Another convincing pointer to 

ultra-right wing influence among tbe working class was tbe .A:J..~row Cross 

Party's sufficient strength to organise a miners' strike in October 1940. 
It started in the Saleotarjan area (wbere, incidentally, in 1945, the 

AiKP nembership campaign was very successful, see p.7_5) and ·spread 

qujckly to other districts. Although the SZDP and the trade unions 
• 

opposed tbe strike right from the beginning, it still lasted in some 

places until early November. 

113 In the three counties already mentioned in .N 112, 12,649 were indus­
trial workers, and 10,311 agricultural labourers. 65% of the party officials 
in and around Budapest and 87% of the district committee members were 
industrial workers. Ibid. 

114 There ·r?as also a flow of ., SZDP members to the MRP (Sagvari, p.103). 
They were probably either genuinely more radical than the lea~ership_ 
or were Corn1nunists who had infiltrated the SZDP to influence its policy 
and seek a legitjmate and wider outlet for Communist ideas. 

115 (A) Magyar Forradalmi, p.337 . 
..... 
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Tl1e l ec:tders of fu e lViKP must have lcnown tha·l; tbe party had to 

a t tract ·th ose h"I' OW C1~o ssist working class elements if it wanted to 

e i1large its memberG11j~P• This consider a t i on led to a policy on tbe 

former Nazis, whid1 on the one band, demanded the ruthless punishment 

of t he mos t i nf amous ones, while on the otber, preached leniency for 

tho Arrow Cros s small- fry (kisAyilas.ok). From the early st1rrlroer of 1945, 

when the growing strength of the :FKGP a nd the SZDP beca,me increasingly 

ev i dent , t he I\IKP l aunched an intensi-v"e campaign to r ecruit tl1es e minor 

Nazi s and t hei r sympathiser s . The first bait was thrown out by Rakosi 

bimsel f ,
116 

and , after lengthy reports on their sorry lot, in the 

internment camps, 117 the party' s official organ, the pzabad Ne£, in 

an edit oria l .,_ came to the conclusion tha t ''the deceived masses need 

to b e generousl y f or given. For giveness for the deceived and retri­

but ion f or th e guil "ty: t hi s is the essence of our policy, 11118 

+ii5 IJe t oi"d t !le party' s nati onal co-~ference at the end of May: "It i
0

s 
i ntol erabl e that the Pe opl e ' s Courts strike down only on:· the Arrow Cros s 
s u1all-fry , that those r eally r espons ible escape with insignifica11t 
puni sl1ments .'1 (Sz2.bad 1-fep , 1:ay 23, 1945). · A few weeks later, Rakosi 
put th i s poi nt more f orcaful l y : ''It is time for a drastic change. The 
cases of the mi s l ed litt le men , of tbe ,voi'ker·s, must be viewed differ­
entl y fr om those who were in responsible positions.'' (Szabad Nep, Jl1ne 10, 
1945 ). 

ll7 A r epor t (on June 9, 1945) on an internment camp said that "the 
ma j o1'i t y were tatter ed proletarians wi t bou.t class consciousnes s, who 
had s ol d themsel ves for a mass of potage •... It will do them no harm 
to l earn wi th tbe swat of bard constructive work to repent for the 
destructi on of which t hey were tbe blind tools. Then , then for those 
wbo sbowed wi t b ·their work t hat they genuinely wanted to remedy some 
ot· t he damage tr1ey ha d caus ed , it must be rrade pos sible to work freely •. o'! 

Another report on June 14, 1945 ( under) the title: ''The big-shot Arrow 
Cross i s t s 8a t, r al ax, a nd let tl1ems elves be served - the small ones work't) 
auot ed a n ''elderly illi Jcerate woman'' saying: ''The-y deceived us, they 
Promised u s more , . t his is why we joined tbe party.'' (i.e the Arrow Cross 
Party - G.G). ~ 

_llS July 7, 1945. 4 
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Closer still to the date of the general elections, the paper credited 

the MKP with the relaxation of the electoral lawo 119 Under these new 

regulations onlJr those wera deprived of fu eir voting righ·ts who had 

been forcibly retired by "clearing commi t·tees, ,, 120 or receiv·ed even 

more severe sentences. People under police surveillance only were 
permitted to vote. 

As the MKP was trying to attract the former perpetrators of 

antisemitic attrocities, it did not want to antagonise the beneficiaries 

of the Horthy and Szalasi regimes' anti-Jewish measures. At no stage 

did the party criticise the grass-roots resistance to the proper mat­

eria l r ecompensation of the J ews and to their re-entry into their 

formal positions. The extent to which the party affected the government 's 

insensitive treatment of recompensation, could not be established. The 

MKP, however, did initiate the public airing of resentment over the 

J ews ' alleged demands of privileges on account of their sufferings. 

The Szabad Nep ' s first legally published i~sue on March 25, 1945, bluntly 

condemned this alleged Jewish attitude and even threatened those making 

such demands .
121 

Coming from the MKP, this oould be interpreted as a 

policy at tbe l eas t tolerated , if not actually sanctioned by the occupying 

!}ov,er, the Soviet Union. Some subsequent ma11ifestations of anti-Je,vish 

119 August 28 , 1945. 
120 These committees , comprising representatives of the four coalition 
parties and the trade unions, were set up in the ministries, the army, 
and all th e civil s ervice institutions to investiga te the pasts of their 
employees and sack or forcibly ~etire those with Nazi associations. 

121 This article was wrj_tten by Jozsef Darvas, a leader of the NPP, 
who w~s probably one of the Communists who had infiltrated that party. 
He declared that '' nobody, not even on the excuse of past suff·erings, as a 
certain section of Jewry would like to do, should be exem~ted from 
sharing the toils and sacrifices which are necessary for the building 
of a democratic Hungary,'' and added that such mistake11 ideas must be 
urgently eliminated because ''democratic Hungary will cast off those 
who do not want to com~ly. Not as Jews but as saboteurs of the democratic 
re cons tru cti on." ~ 

• 
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feelings, by the public , . by national l eaders of the NPP and by the 

lower ranking officials cf other parties ( the FKGP.,: for instance) 

were r oundly condemned by varj_ous party journa l s ,vi tb ilE notable 

exception however of the Communist :pa.rty. 122 The MKP, publicly demon­

st1--a t ed very lj.ttle interes t in the fate of fu e Jews and wben it <lid, it 

was to help t o emphasi se some other propaganda points. 123 References to 

Jews wer e usually unfavourable, like those to the Weiss and Chorin 

f amilies (both were big i ndustrialists) that 11 for 25 years (they) readily 

served the Hungarian r eactionaries and for 4 ye~rs manufactured a.rms 

loyall y for the Germans to execute J ews and non-Jews. ,,124 

In tl1i s period t be l;IKJ? was not yet interested in cor1trolling 

the J ewi sh comm11nal organisati ons , vii tl1 the notable e.xceptior1 of tbe 

''Joi11t'', which possessed l arge funds. Erj_k Molnar, the Communist Minister 

of Soci al \,elfare, a s signed ·two J ewi sh Communists to control the ad-

n1j nistratio11 of 11 J oint'' fundso Alt,boug...li the ''Joint'' bad to put them 

on its own payroll , t bei1· sole duty was to maintain !iason between the 

•tJ oi nt '' and the mj nistry . Lloreover, the :rvrKP succeeded in an attempt to 

procure a share from the 11Joint'' aid, which lJad been exclusively assigned 

to help J e,,s . Under pr essure by Cornm\111ist government ministers, the 

American l eaders of the ''Joint '' eventually agreed that 5% of the funds 

given for Hungary could be used to assist non-Jewish institutions. The 

a lloca tions v1ere made by the Hungari an leaders of the ''Joint'1 but on 

the advice of t he :rtini stry of Social Welfare. The largest aid went to 

the MJ<P ' s ''Rakosi Cbildrens Home'', and considerable amounts to the Budapest 

police and to the Communist-controlled political police. 125 
• 

122 Leaders of tbe national J ewish communal organisations in their ''11emorandumt' 
listed a number of those anti-Jewish manifestations and referred to press r e­
sponse to them , but did 11o t mention any from SzQa?ad Nep. It i _s unlikely tbat 
those leaders woula. have deliberately omi t ·ted r efer ences to Szabadu Ne:e, a t 
that time , as they were still seeking ~KKP support. '.I!bis author's study of 
the 1.1KP press of 1945 could als o 11q t produce evidence of such condemnation~ 

123 Szabad Ne£ (Uay 18, 1945) r eported that an MKP delegation went to Austria 
to find political detainees, J ewish women and members of forced labour_battal­
ions~ It did no~ fail to point out that the delegation had found them in one 
camp under So·V"iet control, in very good, and in another, u.nder Ameri ca.n command , 
in very bad conditions . 

• 

124 Szabad J\Tep, A.p1.•il 8, 1945. 

125 Deposition by .Dr.F.Gorog, pp.1-2. 

"' 
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Communist influence over the largest communal organisation, the 

Israelite Congrega tiorl of Pest (Pe_s_ti I?!rae_li.~a Hi tko_z,seg
4 

PIH_) was not 

exerted directly by tbe centJ~al committee, but through Jewish Communists, 

at this stage 1.ires,lIDably on their own initiative. The most vocal among 
wa~s 

them was Dr.Laszlo Benedek, a physician. Early in 1945, heladrnitted to 

the PIH executive, and appointed director of its hospitalo There he as­

sembled a caucus of Jewish Communists, some of whom were to be assigned 

later to key positions~ in other Jewish institutions , including the 

"Joint11
•
126 

The Zionists, who were then making determined efforts to 

take over the Pm, regarded Eenedek's appearance as Communist infilt­

ration but did not object to it. The PIB leadership's two-fold ai.m 

W9.S then to make itself as broadly representative of the poli.tical 

spectrum and as acceptable to the authoriti es as possible. As the 

was an integral part of tbe political scene and shared power, 

its representation on tba PIH executive was taken for granted. Tbe 

particular choice of Benedek was influenced by his being a relative 

of Zoltan Vas, a prominent Communist leader and one of Rakosi 1s closest 

collabor ators . 

channel to t he 

He was thus viewed as a possibly useful 
127 highest echelons of the 1\flCP. 

communications 

The Communists ' activities i n the PIB were then largely confined 

to subtle demonstrations of their pa:c·ty 1 s 

• 1· 128 Tb. kn position to r a cia ism. eir wea ess 

indispensability and its op­

was indicated by .the contents 

---------------------------------------
126 ~nterview with Galor. 

+27 Ibid. 
• 

128 An example of tbe former: the Anglo-Jewish Association invited the 
presidents of the Neolog and the Orthodox coromuni·ties and of the Zionist 
or~anisation to an international conference in Londono Stockler, the 
pr:sident of the ?IH, insisted that Benedek, whose position then did. 
not justify it, shOuld be in the delegation, because through.his in- .. 
fluence it was likelier to receive e:x:i t perrnj ts from tbe Soviet e.,utbori tieso 
(Interview with Galor). An example for the latter: Endre S~s, a Communist, 
reported to a PIB council meeting that the MI<P bra,nc}?. of HaJduszoboszlo 
had complained to the government about the antisemitic remarks of an NPP 
leader during an election rally (Magyar Nemzet, November 21, 1945). Sos 
obviously preferr ed referring to the ~TKP •s co~plaint r~ther t~an to the 
four-•page protest; leaflet which the loca l Jewish co11nc1l had issued about 
the same incidente See p.6· lN. 7·2 

• 

• 

• 
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of tl1e •tMemorandum'' h • w ich was prepared jointly by the leaders of the 

na tio11a.l con,mur1al o:rganisatio11s . \Vl1ile tl1is document reveals Zionist 
• • ":'It · 129 . 130 inspir~ ion, its tone implies no Communist influencec· As it was 

prepared for presenta.tion ·to the Anglo-American tJommi ttee of Enquiry 
0 11 Pa l .estine (,,hich the Soviet Union opposed) e.,nd eventually submitted 

to it by a delegation in Viem1a with the obvious consent of the Soviet 

authorities (without that tbe delegates could not have travelled abroad), 

the strength of the Zionist and the lack of the Communist point of view 

reflects the apparently small Communist influence in the Jewish communal 

orga11i sa ti ons . 

The 1IK1?'s general indifference to Jewish communal affairs did 

not apply to Zioni sm . At its highest level tbe party publicly ex~ 

pressed a doctrinaire, bitterly hostile anti-Zionism. Initially a few 

prominent Communists sympathised and even maintained links with Hashomer 

llstzair, the extreme-left Zionist movement;31 ,but the MKP's first official 

pronouncement 011 Zionism was an a·ttack in .the Szaba~. Nep. This came unex-
J 

J • 

pectedly, followi ng a Zionist youth marcb through tbe streets of Budapest 

as part of a Com.munis t-arganiaed Youth Day Parade. 132 The pap0r accused 

129 It strongl y emphasises, and probably exaggerates the number of those 
who wi sh to emigrate to Palestine and concludes that ''all circles of 
Hun_:arian J e\•;i·y those who do not wi 3h to go to Pal es tine, or even those 
wbo _,visb to r enain in Hungary, solidarize themselves fully with that part 
of •. or l d J ewr y whi ch s ticlcs to Pales t ine and wishes to establish an Indepen­
dent J ewish National Home.'' Q,uoted verbatim from English text) o 

130 The customary expression of gratitude to tbe Soviet Army is absent 
and in a wide selection of quotes from various party journals condemning 
manifestati ons of antisemitism, there is no reference to the ~lKP's 
offici3l newspapero 

l3li"/atcbing the May Day par~~e, Gabor Peter, bead of tbe political police 
was enthusiastic about the size and discipline of the Hasbomer Hatzair 
contingent. He accepted them as comrades wbo had proved their loyalty to 
the labour movement during the war and did not deny their right to work 
freely. Another prominent Communist, Gyorgy Non, ·then general-secreta,ry 
of the Communist youth movement, on his retu:r-n from Moscow lectured in 1\1ay , 
a Hasbomer Hatzair leadership cou.:rse on his jmpressions. Both Peter and Neu 
however bad personal reasons for such attitudes. A nuiµber of political 
police officers were then still Hashomer Hatzair members, including Jozsef 
Megyeri, one of Peteris close associates and Arie hlorgenstern, his personal 
Russian inter·pr·e ·ter. G~rorgy lion too was an old acquaintc1nce of 11egyeri with 
wbow be had beer1 in biding during the Szalasi regime (Inte~iew Meir). 

132 A Hasbomer Hatzair publica tion, a few days before the attack said that 
the Zionist marchers ''sang Hebrew songs about freedom, about tbe oppression 
of the working class and about liberation .•.• It was tbe first time that 
Jeui s:h youth marched in :Budapest under the blue-and-white fla.g . (Tbe 
Zionist colours - G.G). For this we must be grateful to the new democratic 
poli;y which creates the unity of youth not on the principles of the ll}~ler 
J_ug_e.P.:l ( tbe. Nazi organisation - G.G.) but on those of MADISZ ( the 
Hungarian Communist youth movement - GaG)" A.z Ut, June, 14, 19450 
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Zionists of "trying to finish the unfinishecl work of the Fascists by 

separating the J ews from the Hungarian natione The reflections of 

Fascist trappings , and, here and there of Fascist mentality accompany 
J 3-, 

this curious experiment." - ) This was followed a few days later by a 

veiled threat
134 

and then by an equ~tion of Zionism and Fascism: 

"There is today only one form of Fascism which dares to appear openly, 

Jewish Fascism , Zionism. There are naive people \vbo believe tha-t; - because 

Fascists bad murdered Jews - everything Jewish is anti-Fascist. Exploit­

i ng this widely a ccepted mistake, Fascism, in Jewish cloak, has swung 

into attack in Hungary~· We can see it in the declarations of certain 

chief rabbis (a r eference to Dr.Herskovits, who was then chief rabbi 

of Budapes t I s largest synagogue - G. G), and in the Hi tler-J~e.nd type 
marches of Zio11ist youth. ,,l35 

Such uncondi tio1:al conden1nation of Zionism reflected prjmarily 

tbe views of the bigbest party leadership, and particule .. rly of Rakosi. 

He refused flatly to be engaged in any dialogue, not even about the 

ultra-left interpretation of Zionism, 136 and treated socialist Zionists 

wi~cb the same suspicio11 as ot her eneniieso l37 

133szabad Nep , June 22, 1945 
134 Commenting one public demand by a. Zionist leader that "the Jews 
should be recognised as a nation,'' the MKPts official organ declared, 
''Vlhen the peopl e of tbis count ry. . . . are working tba t ·tl1e Hungarians 
should be recognised as a nation .... to Dr.Fabian Herskovits nothing 
is more i mport ant than the additional recognition of the Jews within 
an as yet unrecog11j sed natione ..• \rte must protest against attempts to 
divide the Hu.ntSarians - whichever side they come from.'' Szabad Nep, Juno 
28, 1945. 

• 

1-5 ~ Szabad Nep, July 5, 1945. It appeared in a review of a play on a 
Jewi sl1 subject. 

136 Ferenc J ambor, a Hungarian-speaking Transylvanian-born Palestinian, who 
was then working in Budapest as an emissary to tbe Hashomer Hatzair head 
office, prepared a memor~nduro for Rakoai~s attention in which be analysed 
the ideologica,l relationsbip of Zionism and Communism. After the MKP' s ap­
propriate department refused to accept it, the document was submitted through 
private contacts, b~t Rakosi never responded to it. (Interview with Meir). 

137 At the end of 1945, Rakosi received a delegation of socialist Zionist 
leaders representatives of Icbud, a Social Democr~tic ty-pe of Zionist party, 
and of Hasbomer Hatzair. A few months after tbat inconclusive meeting , those 
sa~e persons v1 ere called to the Soviet Army con1mand, rvhere they discovered 
tha t Rakosi hau fully recorded their converation on a wax dusc 9 The record 
was played back to the delegation and they were questioned about its contents~ 
(Interview wi tb 1 .. Rosinger) o 

• 
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In the lower ranks the Zionists found more willingness to argue 

and a less rigid rejectiono Hashomer Hatzai:r leaders, who held dis­

cussions with unidentified but presumably lower ranking .tvlKP represent­

atives after the .eza})ad N.eE attacks recalled that those "did not deny 

the proeressive nature of the socialist Zionism, neither did they 

question the value and tbe importance of our work in Palestine or that 

of the Palestinian workers." They opposed Zionism because "it wanted 

to take out of Hungary th8 working class Jews, while the speculators, 

the blackmarketeers, in other words the unhealthy types would remain 
there. ,,i3e 

Communist and Social Democrat speakers used similar arguments in 

a public debate wi tb Zionis·Gs i11 the provincial town of Kaposvar. Further­

more they showed concern that • t'who would guarantee that the Jews rould 

have a bett er life in Palestine than in Hungary, that the present 

Hungarian-Jewish conflict woutl not just be translated into an Arab-

-Jewi sh conf'li ct?tt 139 A Communist writer .(ranking much lower than 

tbe aut~or of anti-Zionist S~abad ~eK th eatre revie~ who was willing 
. 

to addr ess a Zioj1ist meeting, told them that the MKP ''was a great enemy 

of chauvinism, but not of folk nationalism, therefore neither of Zion-

ism, which wanted to assemble JeTiry in a true folk nationalism:140 In 

practical work too, the party was more tole~ant than its leaders on an 

ideological level. The Coffi!llunist-controlled political police, for instance, 

overlooked t he illegal activities of Palestinian Zion,ist emissaries who 

were t1E,intaining a transpo1."'t route to the West for Jewish emigrants from 

neighbouring Roumania through Hungary, 141 while district comn1i ttees in 

Budapest requested and received·help from tbe socialist Zionist parties 

1 t . . 142 in tl) e general e ec ion campaign. 

138 4 Az Ut, Ju.y 12, 19 5o 
• 

139 Jelenunk, Jovonk, 1946. No closer date given, but contents indicate 
that it was probably published ia July. 

l40 Ilrn:E, Vol.II, No. February 1946. 
~ 

Ll,l Interview with Y .Talmi. • 

142 Inte:r·view witb Meir. During the campaign the Hasl1omer Hatzair journal 
''Az Ut'', on August 30 ,. 1945, wrote: ,,·vie regard i ~ the natural duty not only 
of us, Marxist Zionists, but of the wbole Hungarian Jewry to support the 

k , partiest•. while ''Il,illE'', the journal t)f Icbud, declared on September wor ers , . , 
1 

t. ,, 
27 194r: ''We stand with all our strength behind "the workers par ies. 
Referen~es to tbe 11worke:rs 1 parties" reflected tf.le po~ition that the MKP anG. 
the SZDP .entered the Budapest municipal elections, wbicb preceeded the 
genera l ele~tions 1 on a joint list. 

• 
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* * * 

The fir s t phase in the post-war power struggle came to an end 

with the two el ect ions in the Autumn of 1945. The first, on October 7, was 

held for municipal council s of Budapest and the suburbs in the surround­

ing industrial bel t which lat er became parts of Greater Budapest. The 

second , on November 7, was a general par liamentary election. The MKP 

favoured thi s t j ro i ng , because it believed tha t the par ty would win the 

Eudapes t l ocal elections wi th a convincing majority and that would then 

decis ivel y af fec t t he r esult of the general elect ion
0

143 

The r esults of t be Budapes t municipal eleotions contradicted 

shar ply such optj mistic predictions. Although tbe SZDP and the MKP 

entered t he Budapes t and subu~ban elections on a joint ticket (under 

the name of the ~orkers ' Uni ted Front), t hey received only 42.8% of 

the votes in Budapes t, wher e t he FGKP obtai ned an absolute majority 

with 50. 54%. I n t he suburbs of the indus trial belt, tbe united ticket 

won 55059% and t he FGKP 42.18fo . 144 The rest of t he votes were divided 

bet-v;een the 11PP and the two small urban parties, the Civil Radical 

Party and th e Civil Democratic Party. The United Front's victory in 

t he indus t rial suburbs was due largely to the f act that the SZDP and 

the trade unions had long-standing m ses in those areas, and that maey 

of th eir ve:er an and best-known leader s worked in those suburbse 145 

Tbe elect i on results bad several cons equences. The SZDP immediat el y 

realised the weaknes s iIL1erent in a union with the MKP and decided to 

enter t he general el ection separately. Tbe MKP r ecognised tbe fact 

that t he FKGP ba d succeeded in recruiting .most of the anti-left voters 

into a single party. Faced with a Communist defeat, the Soviet occupiers 

intervened. :Mar shal Voroshilov, the Soviet cbaiiwan of tbe Aliied Control 

143 Sagvari, pp.156-157. 

144 Sagvari, pp.173-174• 

145 Tbis was acknowledged even by a· later Communist historian. 
Sagvari, p.174 0 
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Commission in Huneary , forced on the FKGP an agreement that regardless 

of the general election result, a coalition government of the Y.tCGP, 

the MRP , and the SZDP, and tbs 1'1"'1'P, will bo formed. 146 

The general election - wb ieh was more representative of public 

opinion than any prev'"ious one117affirmed the Soviet alarm. The !'lKP 
• 

r eceived only 17% of the votes; the SZDP fared slightly better with 

17. 4%; the NPP collected 7%, and the two small Budapest-based urban 

parties, a total of 1.6% of the votes . The majority (57%) supported 

the FKGP. 
148 

Tllis was not only true for tbe country as a whole - in­

cluding the predominantly agricultural areas - but also for the basically 
industrial aud commercial centres . 149 

Communist historians bave attributed tbe I11KP 1s defeat to a 

variety of r easons . The recently published official l1is tory of tl1e 

Hungarian la~boux movements claimed tba t the 1A:RP had overrated its 

own influence and had undervalued the strength of tbe right-wing. 

The party based its hopes on the success ~fits May Day parade, and 

on the initial auccess of the economic reconstruction, paxticularly 

on tb e unexpectedly quick progress of railway reconstruction. 150 An 
earlier assessment by a Communist historian blamed cad timing. The 

146seton-Watson , 1950, p.193. 

147 A wider oection of the population was allowed to vote than in 
pre-7la.r elections. 72. 8j of the total population was entitled to vote 
and a9.9% of them exercised their rights . _Compare this to the 1935 
eleci;ior1s , wl1en 27.9% of the population had voting rights, and 79-8% 
used them. Sagvari, pp~l72-173. 

148 8 Sagvari, p"l 1 

149 The combined r esults of 24 commP.r cial and industrial towns sbcwed 54o4% 
f·or the FKGP, 25.4% f or ·tbe SZDP1 a,nd only 14.,3% - less tban the national 
average - f or t be MKP. Sagvari, p.184 . 

• 

l50 A Magyar Forr~dalmi, p.467° 
• 

•, 

• 

• 
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elections TI ere held wh en the masses have not yet had time to 

a.pprociate fulJ.y tl1e Iv1KP ' s achieveme11ts in economic reconstruc­

tion and in tbe changing of the social structure. Even the 

majority of tr1ose peasants who had benefited from the Communist­

-inspired land redistribution voted for the FKGP. Timing was 

also bad beca~use, 011 the one band, tbe ''reacti.onary forces'' had 

already been able to unite their ranks behind the FKGP. He also 

claimed that the .trice was then still lacking experience in conduc­
ting election campaigns . 151 

As for tl1e contempo1~ary Comm1J.ni s t an,alysts, it must have 

been clea1• that the tactics wbicl1 the }ill{P had been empJ ... oyj_ng 

since it;s re-entry into the Hungari.an political arena must 

have l1 a d serious f aults. 

• 

, 

151 J .l\iolnar. pp.312-313° 
• 

• 

• 
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CR APTEIR THREE: TKE PRICE OF GREA.T:&R PO\VER - ~'BE TOLEi-?ANCE OF ZIONISTS 
• 

Tr.te lW Cb~ne;es Ta ctics 
, 

The J\.JKP ' s defeat in tbe general elections produced a fur1da­

mental - by then both possible and inevitable - change in Communist 

tactics. It was possible because by the end of 1945, with the Soviet 
. 

Union firmly entrenched in tbe new political landscape of Europe, 

Stalin grew probably less wary of antagonising his former Western 

partners and more prepared to replace the '1facade'1 policy with direct 

action in the contest for Communist hegemony. At the same time the 

Hungarian Communis t leaders presumably realised that a tactical change 
, 

was also inevitable because the election results had exposed two basic 

faults in their ''facade'' tactics. 

One was the party's inability to rely exclusively on genuine 

popula1~ support. The MKP' s achievements were by no means negligible. 
. 1 

While in December, 1944, it could account for only 3,058 members, 

within less than a year it was able to muster 800,000 votes. 2 But ' 

even t his represented only 17% of tra electorate, a .. ltbough the MKP 

bad carefully concealed ita anti-capitalist facet. , 

While the bourgeois deomcratic forces were gathering confidence 

from their election victory and tbe MKP was compelled to reveal more 

and more of its anti-capitalist aims, the prosp·ects for increased 

popular support seemed meagreo The other fault of the ''facade" policy 

was the danger tbat the ~TKP would alienate both the genuinely revolut- . 

ionary elements and its natural power base, the working class. The 

revolutionaries appeared to be •increasil1gly. oppos~d on local party 

branch level to the central cooooitteets policyo They objected to 

the WAP' s particj.pation in the coalition government, to the concessions 

it had granted to bourgeois democratic parties, and demanded both armed 

a.nti-gove-rnment action and the dismissal of the central committeeo 3 

~ 

2 (A) Magyar Forradalmi, p.469 

; Sagvari, PPo200-201 
• 

..... 

• 

• 
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~he lack of working class support showed itself in a number of wildcat 

strikes in l arge factorieso 4 The central leadership disowned these 

strikes on the grounds that "they were helping the reactionary forces" 

by reducing productivity and thereby weakening the eoonomy of the 

democratic st~te, but the local party officials frequently supported 
tbeme 5 . 

Under such circumstances the MKP embarked on a new, three-pronged 

tactic. To strengthen its position in the government, the party secured 

a firm hold on tl1e levers of real powero .A.l though in ·the now coalition 

government balf of the 18 portfolios were held by the FKGP, tbe 4 in the 

Communist hands included the lfinistry of the Interior (which they took 

over from the NPP), thus consolidating their control of the police. 

They retained th e Minlstry of Transport, which offered a good oppor-

tunj ty to demonstrate quickJ.y and spectacularly their efficiency, zeal, 

and enthusiasm, through the continued reconstruction of bridges and 

the railwaye As the othe~c economic min .. j.stries were held by their co-

ali ~ion partners, the MKP , in December 19·45, forced through the estab­

lishment of a Supreme Economic Council. This, under the leadership 

of the Communist Zoltan Vas , subsequently extended party control over 
• 

the most impor t ant fields of economic policy-making and, as Communist 

historians pointed it out l ater, ''gradually curtaile_d the influences 

of those economic ministries which were in the hands of right-wingers."6 

The second prong of this t actic was to reduce political opposition. 

The party put into motion its so-called ''salami tactics'', which meant 

the slice-by-slice whittling away of its adversaries. The essence of 

this tactic was to oompromise section by section the coalition parties, 

force them to eiect the opponents of subservient collaboration with 
~ . 

the Communis t s until they could be safely placed under the leadership 

of obedient stooges. 

4 Ibid, p.201 
4 

5 Ibid, p.2010 Po205• 

6 Molnar, J.967, Vol.II, pf)511. 

' 

• 

• 
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Tbo MKP 1s initial target was the strongest of its opponents, 

the FKGP. In March , 1946, the Communists persuaded the SZDP and 

the NPP to form ,vi th them and tl1e Communist-dominated T:rade Unions 

Council, a so-called 11Left-Wing Bloc". This after having demonstrated 

its strength wi tb an jmpressive mass rally in Budapes·t, served an ul ti­

mf!-~-, on the FKGP, demanding the expulsion of 21 parliamentary deputies 

as the condition for maintaining the coalition. The FKGP leadership, 

aware of the Soviet Unjon~p insistence on coalition government, sur-
, 

rendered. To the Communists, who probably regarded it as a test case, 

this exposed the JI'KGP's vulnerability to such methodso During 1946, 

the police, with th e assistance of the Soviet occupation forces, 

collected evidence against several other FKGP deputies, incriminating 

them in various anti-government conspiracies and attacks on Soviet . 

soldiers, thus preparing the ground for another carving up operation. 7 

The third prong of the new Communist tactic was the application 

of extr'a-parli_a.mentai,y pressure, in other ,vords, mob actiono Tbj_s 
. 

serv ed two purposes - on the one band it frightened the MKP 1s coalition 

part11e1"s , and on the other helped to regain the loya~l ty of the wavering 

party militants , and of the workers who bad been dissatisfied with 

the extent of Communist support for their wages demands . These mob 

actions , which t be Cororounj st terminology defined a s ''popular movements'' 

(nsrmo~galom) were organised by local party branches on instructions 
8 frcm the hi ghest l eadership. They were conducted primarily against 

t wo targets; such enterprise managers, local administrators and civil 

servants wh o refused to comply with tbe Communists' demands, or were 

obstinate FKGP sup1)orters, 9 and agains·I; pstty capitalists, mainly food 

suppliers 9 like bakers, millers•, grocers, etc, who were ei tber genuinely 

or allegedly blackmarketeers and speculators9 

, 

7 For Commu_nist interpretations of this perj_od, see 1;1olnar, 1967, Vol.IIo 
pp.517-537; (A) Magyar ForradaJ..mi, PPeLl,71-5030 .A. concise summary of' the 
applicatj-on of this 1tsalami ta~ctics'1 by a \1/estern historian can be found 
in Seton-Watson, 1950, PPel93-202. 

> 

8 Molnar, 1967, Vol.II, p.517. · 

9 For examples, see Molnar 1967, Vol.II, pp.518-519e 
• 

• 
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It was this aspect of the new Communist tactics, the use of 

mob action, whiob had the most jmmediate and the strongest effect 

011 the MJ(Pts relationship with the Jewish population, because a 

arge proportion of tbe pet;ty ca .. pi talists were Jews. .A.t the end of 

1945, more tban 35% (18,013 ou.iG of 51,299) of the gainfully employed 

Jews in Budapest wer·e engaged as ''independents'' in commerce an:1 industry, 

and their proportion, including employees as well, amounted to almost 

~oi lO D t th • • ::, ,o. a a on e provinces are not available, but it can be ass11med 

that tl1e proportions were lai"g0ly simila.."t'o Although Communist s~gitation 

picked them out as class enemies, the incitement for mob action helped 

to release ·the participants t latent a .. ntisen1j tismo Two more factors 

contributed to the increased n11mber of anti-Jewish a ttrooi ties com­

mitted in the general climate of Communist-initiated mob actions. 

One was the self-confidence gained by the right-wing elements from 
11 the FKGP's election victory, the other tbe growing antisemitism of 

the peasants which manifested itself in a number of anti-Jewish 

attrocities in villageso 
12 

lO A table on the dist1·ibution of Budapest Jews by industry a.nd occupation 
in 1945, on which these proportionate figures are based, can be found in 
Duschinsky, p.400. 

11 Although a Szabad Nep story (June 16, 1946) that blood-lj.bel l:'UIDOUJ'S 

(io e allegations that J ews had mur·dered Christian children to use their 
blood in relig~ous rituals) bad been circulated by FKGP members and nuns, 
could have been politically-motivated exaggeration, the :FKGP did in fact 
force through an amnesty for petty political offenders against the oppos­
ition. of the 1.:JCP and the Soviet authorities (Nagy , p.252). Prj_soners serv­
ing sentences under two years were freed and the sentences of those impris­
oned for between two and five years were halvedo A Franciscan friar wbo 
could not have been a Communist. sympa·thiser, delj.vered an antisemi tic sermon 
in Budapest (JTA, August 4, 1946), and it is unlikely that a teacher, on 
whose instigation bis s tudents painted antisemitic slogans on walls in Pees 
(JTA, November 27, 1946) or another who disseminated blood-libel stories 
in Zalalovo (Vilag , June 7, 1946) were Cammunists. In fact some of the 
anti--Jewish a t·t7oci ties were direc·t;ed D~gainst the J.IBP too~ In tbe indt1strial 
town of Ozd, for instance, it started with the beating up of the MKP 
secretary, continued with an at~ack on a Jewish police officer who was 
trying to caJ m down the mob, and ended in the looting of Jewish properties 
(Jewish Chronjcl3 , May 3, 1946)0 In Nyirtas, the attack was initially 
against a joint MKl' -SZDP meeting, it developed into an antisemitic demon­
stration and culminated in the stabbing oi a Jewish Communist. (Szabad Nep, 

June 18, 1946). 

12 For an analysis of its possible 1•easons, see SoGervai; "ParasztsSg ~s 
zsidosa.g,'' Uj Ele·t, J·une 5, 19460 

• 
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The series of antisemitic incidents started immediately after the 

general elections. In tl1e mining tovv11 of SaJ.go-t;arjan, on the announce--
, 

ment of tl1e FKGP's victory, about 8,000 people staged. a narch demanding 

''Death to the J ews o1' . In Dec8m·ber, during a perf'ormance of George Bernard 

Shaw's ''Saint Joa.n'' in the National Theatre in Budapest, a fight broke 

out in the audience, ·after a remark by one o~f the play' s characters 

that he would not tolerate Jews on Christian soil. In the same month 

workers at the Weiss works in Csepel demanded tl1e jromediate dis1ni ssal 
1:z. 

of· Je,visb employees. 7 rila .. nifestations of antisemi tism and actual 

anti-Jewish attrooities occurred with increasing frequency in the 

first half of 1946, and occasionally until the end of the year.14 

The Con1rounist party's first - one would assume almost spontaneous -

response to the anti-Jewish incidents was a swift, though tactfully 

unpublicised castigation of the offenders.15 J3ut pres11mably after 

deeper consideration of the political factors involved, the party 

adopted a more E!Jnbiguous stand. Although Rakosi admitted publicly 
. 

that anti-Jewish incidents bad appeaxed in consequence of the Comm-

t1ni s t-inc:i ted ''popular movements'' and that the party had ma.de a mistake 

by providing ''undemocratic elements, criminals, semi-Fascists, g:f.Psies, 

and others " with opportunities to interfere and cause such excesses,
16 

the MEJ> t s chief ideologue, Revai, defined precisely the pa~ty 1s priorities: 

it must support tbose ''popt1lar movements•• even if they· lead to an·bisemi tic 

incident8c. 17 

l3 These three incidents were referred to in r11iemorandt1m e·tc". 

14 Duscbinsky (pp.418-420) lis·ts 13 cases and in the first l1alf of 1946, 
ten more incidents could be compiled from various other sources (Jewish 
Chronicle) May 3, 1946 and June 14, 1946; JTA 11arcb 26, 1946; Gzaba~d 1Tep, 
April 2, 1946 and .May 30, 1946; Kis Ujsag May 12, 1946 and June 13, 1946). 
These i ncluded disse~ination of blood libel rumours, the expulsion of Jews 
from vilJ_ages, tbe bui~ning down of a synagogue, attack on Jewish resi.c.ents 
and a number of lynchings in :Budapest. In the second half, one each were 
reported in September and October (JTA September 13 and October 2), and 
four in Uovember (Vilag , November 12, and 19, JTA, JITovember 27). 

15 The FKGP daily the Kis Ujsa'.'g , reported on March 21 1 1946, that the MKP 
bad e:x.})elled o~e of its provincial parli amentary deputies and nine of 
his accomplices for baving comuri tted violence, includ.ing the beating up 
of Jews . The JvfKP's official organs, the Szabad Nep did not report this 
action. 

16 Szabadsag, March 27, 1946° 

l7 Szabad Nep, March 31, 1946e 
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Th0 wa:ve of antisemi tj_c manifes·ta tions a.,nd outright anti-Jewish 

attrocities culminated in two pogroms which claimed the deaths of four 

Je,vs and injured scores of others, in tbe rummer of 19460 Hunga.rian 

Communist historians regard both equally as part of a series of 

''cou.nter-revolutionary provocations'', thus mi njmj sing the anti-Jewish 

nature of those incidents as well as placing the responsibility 

squarely on "anti-democratic" and "Fascist" forces. 18 However, a 

closer study of the two pogroms reveals such differences which must 

have influenced tba 1'IKP 1 s att;i tudec In the first, at Kunma.daras on 

May 21, 1946, tbe explicitly antj_-Jev,ish nature of .. the mob action was 

beyond doubt and the 1\IKP itself acknowledged it as sucl1. In ·the secor.d 

case, at Miskolc on July 31 and August 1, 1946, the authorities, above 

all t~e Communist-controlled Ministry of the Interior, tried to conceal 

the anti-Jewish nature of the attrooities. 

The social environments of the pogroms were also unquestionably 

different. Tbe first, at Kurunadaras, happened in a village where 

most of the pa.rticipants were peasants o The second took place i .n 

the north-Hungarian industria l town of 1l:i.skolc whe1"e the mob consisted.-
• 

mostly of factory workers~ A further important difference was that 

~hile at Kunmadaras the pogrom was associated with a protest against 

tb8 punjsbment of a Hungarian Nazi, in :Miskolc it was in direct con­

sequence to Communist agitation against black-marketeers. 

The JlKP's attitude to the pogroms must be viewed in the context 

of its general policy at the tjme, ioe the applica .. tion of its ''salami 

tactics", in other words, in its relevance to the Cornm1mist attempt 

to discredit political opponents. It must be taken into consideration 

also, bow strongly, if at all, did tbe ''popular movements'' influence 

the developments at Kunrnada.ras. In the case of the Miskolc incident, 

the direct link was obviouse 

18A recent history of tbe labour movements in Hungary lists the pogroms 
together with a demonstration on bebalf of a war crim~nal, another ag­
ainst the two Socialist parties, a?d witb tbe murder ~n Budapest of two 
Soviet kcrp.y' officers. (A) Magyar Forradalmi, etc, pp.481~482 • 

...... 

• 
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A true reconstruction of tbe events at Kunmadaras is difficult 
• 

for the very r easo11 that the political parti.es 1,;;elated it to their 

political battle. Consequen·tly, r~po1"-'Gs on the events a11d their back­

grounds in the party presses aJnd, by :polj,. ticians are contrajdictory, and 

by no means objective. :Brom a collation of information from va.rious 

sources,
19 

it appears however, that the immediate antecedent of the 

pogrom was a cou:rt case against a local schoolteacher, vmo had been 

a chief instructor in the Levente movement, a para-mjlitary youth organ~ 

isation during the Horthy regime. The teacher was sentenced to a three 

years and eight months imprisonment in 1945 fo:r ''crimes against the 

people", but released immediately after bis trial. The higher judicial 

authority ordered a re-trlial to be held by the dis trict court in a 

nearby town on May 20, 19460 Some 600 sympathisers, including the 

secretary of the local :F.KGP branch, TI.ho believed that the teacher was 

innocent, accompanied him to the court, where the principal prosecution 

witnesses were Communj sts from Kunmada,ras • 
• 

On their return, in the even1.ng, tbe teacoo r ani most of bis 

escorts assembsd in a comn1t1nal ball> a group b1·ought in the prosecution 

witnesses wbo 11ere then forced to withdraw tbei:r accusations . .Another 

group went for the Jewish secretary of the local SZDP branch, whom they 

beat up on their way to the ball o A r11mour abou·t the disappearance of 

a child and its possible murder by J ews for ritual reasons was raised 

in the assembly. On the following day, May 21, which was a ·market day, 

tho rumours about the child and accusations about the unjustified per­

secution of t he teacher were sprea d in the crowd, which eventually 

attacked local Jews, murdering two of them, injured one seriously, 

and about 80 others slightly. Police enforcement, led by the bea.d 

of the provincial police department's .political division was brought 

in and about 100 people were arrested, 

19 The following sources were used ; Szabad Nep (official organ of the lliKP); 
.Kis Ujsag ( Official organ of the , FKGP); Nepszava ( official organ of tl1e 
SZDP); BBC ''Daily Digest of World Broadcas~t;tc bas~d on t~e monitoring of 
Radio Budapest; Jewish Cbronicle; Szabadsag (nominally 1ndep~n~ent but 
Communist-sympathiser daily); Vilag (official organ of the Citizens' 
Democratid Party)o 

• 

• 
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Pa:rty political considerations began to be exerted on the 

course of action at this stage. Using the ab3ence abroad of the 

Social Democratic Minister of Justica, his Uuder-Secretary of State, 

Zol tan Pfeiffe!, a leader of the FKGP a11d by Comm11nis.t opir1ion, one 

of its most prominent 

legal proceedings. On 

were brought to trial 

right-wingers, took perro nally charge of the 

bis orders, seven persons, accused of the murders, 
f 

under martial law within thrae days in' the county 

courto According to Pfeiffer, all of them were members of the Communist 

partyo
20 

The MKP recognised this political trap and Rakosi, who was a -

:Minister without Portfolio in the coalition government demanded pointedly 

at the Cabinet meeting that ''the person who organised (my emphasis -- GeG) 

the events at Kunmadaras must be sentenced to death. t121 

On the government's instruction the hearing was adjourned and the 

trial transferred to Budapest after the Communist-controlled political 

police bad produced t wo persons - both FKGP members~ wbo were allegedly 

the inciters of the pogrom. • 

VThen the court bearing resumed in Budapea·b early in July, the 

number of defendants had alreany been increased from the original seven 
I 

to fifty-nine, including the former school teacher, the local FKGP 

secretary and a tbird person, allegedly a former Nazi, all three of 

them accused of incitement. Of the 56 wbo were convicted, only these 

three received the death sentence, while the severest penalty for the 

actual murder was life imprisonment. 22 The appeal court, at the end 

of the year, quashed all death sentences. The party secretary was 

jailed for two years and two months j the ''Nazi'' for life, and ·the 

teacher was freed. Although tbe president of the largest Jewish communal 
• 

organisation clajmed tbat ''the cance~].ation of the death sentences placed 

the country's Jewry at the mercy of antisemitic mobs1; 23 and the left-wing 

press attacked the appeal court's decision, 24 the MKP itself, made no 

serious effort to enforce a more severe punishment, probably because 

t tb d at Miskolc ulaced th~ Communists into a by hen e secon pogrom, ·~ , ~ . ~ ~ 

delicate position. 

20 Duscbinsky, p.425 

21 6 • Nepszava, May 25, 194 • 

22vilag, July 26, 1946. 

23JTA, December; 10, 1946, 

24Jewisb Chronicle, January 101 1947. 
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The MKP oould not be blamed directly for the Kumnadaras pogrom, on 

the contrary, the incident bad some anti-Communist undertones. But the 

Communist-instigated "popular movements" influenced the events in at 

least two aspects. Before the introduction of the new post-election 

Communist tactic, the ·presence of the Soviet .A:rmy dampened potential 

i nclinations for violence. Communist encouragement for mob actions 

could however be interpreted as having been sanctioned by the occupiers. 

In such a climate of apparently,acceptable lawlessness, right-wing 

elements, who were obviously at work in Kunmadaras, mieht have felt 

reasonably safe to appeal for mass support for their causes and instigate 

direct and violent mob actions. The self-confidence which they bad gained 

from the election victory of tbe JJKGP could have been an additional con­
tributing factor. 

The second aspect concerns the attitude of the police~ The local 

police force i11 Kunmadaras apparently 

the mob and enforce law and order. 25 
besi tated to defy the dema.nds of 

• 

This could have been due either 

to their sympathies for the allegedly "'ar-crj.mj nal teacher and for the a.,nti­

J ewish sentiments of the mob, or to tbeir uncertain·ty on how to behave in 

f ace of mob press1ire, in view of Co1uu1u..nj_st-controlled higher police autb-

ori ties 1 jmplici·t support for the ''popular movementst'' i.e for mob ac-tions 

in ge!leral. I11 these two r espects thus, the 1IBP must be considered re-

spoDsible for 1:be turn of events at Kunmada~s. 

The tenuousness of tbe Ml{P's links with the Ku.Junadaras incident 

are in contrast witb its dix·ect involvement in tbe Miskolc pogrom. This 
. 

wa.,s cl·osely associated with the party's anti-ea pi talist campa.,ign, which 

was exploiting the economic hardships prevailing in the aftermath of the 
. . 

war. Hungary was then going through an almost unprecedentedly rapid in-

fla,tion . The state was responsible for ·the fina .. ncing of the country's 

25 On the eve of the pogrom, supporters of the schoolteacher managed to 
force a policeman to arrest tbe returning prosecution witnesses, to take 
them instead of the police station to a comrmmaJ_ be,11, where other sup­
porters were assembled, and escort them to the stage , where they were 
subjected to attacks because of tbeir• accusations against the teacl1er. 
On the follo77ing day when the beating up of J ewish merchants st;arted, 
the police disappeared from the scene& Kis Ujsag, May 26, 1946 . 

• 
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reoonst1~ctio11, for the paJYJllent of compensation for war dam.ages to the 

Soviet Union, as well as for ·tl)e food supply of the population. Its 

prostrated. admj,nistrati·v·e machinery was bowev·er \1nable to colle et revenue 

properly. 

Conseq~ently, in .the second half of 1945, state income covered only 

5 - 7% of public expenditure, and tbe government v1as compelled to circula·te 
26 · 

a greater v olume of banknotes. The subsequent inflation reduced the 

value of the Hunga~ian currency so quickly tba t by the end of the in­

flationa1."y period, in the summer of 19~.6, th~ equivalent value of one 

Pengq_ ( t he H11ngari an currency unit) u t its pre-war, 1938, rate was 

1,400,000,000 ,000,000. 27 The largest burden of such a r apid inflation 

was car·ried by wage earners, as the devalu.ation of tbe currency went 

together wj_tb cons tant price ris es . 

In t he second half of 1945, t he volume of banknotes in circulation 

rose 37-fold, but the prices 85-fold. Although workers received ele·ven 

wage increases before February 1946, those were regu].arly cancelled out 

by :further price rises . 28 Under such conditions, the conduct of 

commer cia l activities i11 the legal currency 1)ecame largely replaced by 

dealings in gold and in WesteI'll ''hard cuxrencies '' (sterling and U .,So 

dollar), and by direct bartering ~ particularly on the food market. 

Tbis abnormal si tua tior1 created e., large blacl{ market traf.fic, primariJ_y 

in food, and gave wide scope for speculatorso 

The Communists exploited the inflationary conditions in three ways. 

They blamed the selfishness and profiteering mentality of the private 

sector for economic chaos, suggesting that it was indica ·tive of the 

bankruptcy of the capitalist systemc Their argument was designed to 
• . 

prepare tbe climate for a recogni tion that greater governmental inter-

ference in the conduct of economic activities was neces sary. 

26 Molnar, 1967, Vol.II, Po508 

27 
(J 

Ibid, p.509e 

28 Ibid, p.510. ?J 
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At the same time, to demonstrate that they alone had the ability 

to redirect Hungary's eco.nomy onto normal tracks, the MIG? jumped to the 

forefront of those who demanded an end to inflation and the establishment 

of a sound curre11cy. Ea,rly in May , 1946, tbe pa"'rty announced its ''plan . 
for s-t;abi.lisation'' an.d set a deadline, AUo"'tl.St 1, for tbe introduction of 

a new currency. At a series of n.ass rallies in Budapest, in industrial 

and mining centres and ,rarious other parts of the cou_ntry, Communist 

leaders explained their plan, attempting to give the impression that 

only the MKP , against the doubts end even the opposition of tbe other 

parties, was determine d to 11 stabilis6'the economy. 29 

Their plan was admi tted].y based or1 st-rict price control, a bea#vier 

taxation of private enterprise (80% of rents, for instance, were to be 

expropriated by the state), and the reduction of the peasants' purchas­

ing power, and an stringently ljrnited currency circulation. Neither 

during their pre-stabilisa·tion propoganda campaign, nor later, when 

clai mjng full credit for its success, did -the MRP however acknowledge 

a furtoor and vital contributing factor which in fact gave the party 

theq;>portunity to announce its plan in May 19460 It was an American 

commitment in the spring of that yea.r to gTant Hungary a $10 m cr·edit, 

and return her $28 m worth of gold reserve which the retreating German 

and Hungarian Nazis had t aken to Germanyo 30 An addjtional 1 almost 

$10 million was p1·ovided in 1946 by the '1Joint' t , an American Jewish 

relief organisation. 31 

The third way in wbicb the 1~ utilised the adverse conditions 

created by ·tbe j_nfla tion, wa,s the one with a di2"'ect bearing on the 

Miskolc pogrom. In the s1J.mmer of 1946 , immediately bef~re tbe in--
• 

troduction of the new currency, the Communists conducted an increas­

ingly intensive propoganda campaign against blackmarketeers, speculators, 

excessive profits, and by implication, against the political forces 

which supported the preservation of the capitalist economic system. 

29 For details of the MEP' s ''stabilisa .. ·tion plar1'' see Molnar, 1967, 
Vol.II, pp.523-524 and (A) N°Jagyar ] 1orradaJmi, Po483A 

, 

30 Aclmj ssion of Jcbis American co11tribution, -chougb beli ttli11g its 
jmportance, can be found in (A) .Magya r Forradalmi, PP 0 482-483 • 

• 

31 See p.50 

.., . 
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J3:9· the use of inflamma.tory language, they ·tried to match the de&per­

a·~ic,n o±~ tbe 11o.t-i1.cers who bad been most r1ardly hit by the inflation, and 

P1"'ever.t . anJ': possible spon~taneo11s protest which might have been directed 

against the Ifil{P too, as it v;a.,s pa:r.t of the seemingly tame and. jmpotent 

ruling coalitiono It should be noted that this crescendo of campaign 

calls reached its highest note by open incitement for murder just before 

the 1tlskolc incident o Ft1rtl1ermore, it wEJ .. s exac·tly in Miskolc, only nine 

days bef'ore the pogrom, tl1at Rakosi told an auo .. ience of· 250,000: ''\Ve 

are of the opinion that he who speculates with the Forint (the namP, 

of the new currency - G.G) must be strung up on the gallows. 1132 • 

A few days later, tb11s even nearer to the pogrom, he repeated 

bis demand tl1at speculators must be hangedo Scor11ing t.½e opponents of 

iron-fisted metbods , who claimed that r'in economic matters such violent 

regt1la ti ons were usu~allJr unsuccessful rt Rakosi declared i '' It is our opinio11 

nevertheless, that they should be tried. 1133 

It was a gainst t he background of tl1e Communist leader's fiery 

dem.agogery tba t the events, leading to the m11rd~er of two Jews startecl 

rolling. 34 On July 30, steelworkers at Diosgyor, an industrial suburb 

of Miskolc, organised a demonstration C, Sources are contx•a,dictory on 

the aims of i te The i.Iinistry of the Interior's official statement said 

that they '' set out foi' Jtiskolc to demand in s. disciplined demonstration, 

tbe implementation of th e government decrees on the punishment of the 

enemies of stabilisation. 11 Another source35 indicated however that the 

demonstration bad a more specific designation. Tile leafle·l;s wl1ich bad 

been distributed in the factory calling for demonstrators to assemble 

at a given ·time, also decJ_ared: tiDe~:th to blackma,rketeer·s of the Floria)l 

flour mill. On tbe instructions aud intervention of Istvan Oszip (the 

Communist High Sheriff of tl1e county ~ .. GoG) t lB Ivliskolc police bas ar-

rested the owners of the mill.'' Thus, while tbe official statement 

32s zabad Nep, July 23, 1946 

33 Szabad Nep , July 27, 1946. 

34This reconstruction of ·the ifiscolc pogrom Tias based on the following sourcas; 
the officia~l statement by the Cornn11.1n:~st-controlled Mini.stx~ of tlle Interior 
(Nepszava, August 3, 1~4?); contero~orar? new~p~pe~ ~ep~rts s Szabad Ne~,' 
Nepszava, Vilag; deposit:i.on by Ilona Spitz (H:rs.Freiberger), _who was t11en 
in Miskolc and witnessed some of the events (Yad Vs.shem .Archives, JeruBalem, 

F1le:03/1044) e 

35 Vilag, Septemb~r 17, 1946° 
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disregarded the possibility of premeditation, on the basis of the 

second source, it could be assumed that at least some of the demon­

strators set out deliberately to ta.l{e action against those who event­
ually beca me the victims of .the pogrom. 

At this stage the composition of the demonstrators must be con­

sidered. There are indications that a large proportion of steel workers 

bad been Nazis in the past, and were intolerant of Communist :i;arty 

methods. It has been claimed that more than 4000 of the factory's 

10, 000-strong labour force bed 1::e en registered members of the Arrow 

Cross (n;;d.l_a s_) during the war, 36 and the MID? noted shortly before the 

pogrom ·that there h a d been a nu.mber of ,vildcat strikes at the steel 

works. The Communists attributed these to tbe workings of ''fascist 

instigators,n37 although they could have reflected a genuine dis­

satisfaction wlth tbe coalition government's efforts to improve the 

workers' living conditions. Bo·bb factors cot1ld have -:contributed to 

the demonstration l::ecoming violent and obtaining an anti-Jewish slant. 

Tbe Commu11ist party's involvement irJ the first march, on July 30, 

is unclear. According to a contemporary Communist account~8 -the sec­

retary of the county commjttee had telephoned the factory to stop tbe 

march, but be was too late as the demonstratoTs were already on their 

way. However 1 a Communist historian later admitted that the factory's 

party branch bad been ''led a,str·ay by reactionaxy instigators.,, 39 

A joint sta t ement by tbe local b1--anches of the f"our coalition 

parties declared that the ''Diosgyor steel workers ....• acted withol1t · 

any initiative fro:n the pru.--ties'' but tbe reliabilj~ty of this statement 

is questio11able, as it was made af·tei"' the pogrom and thus could have 

t d • 1 • • • b • 1 • t "' ~ t 4o been an attempt o isc aJm respons1 i 1 y IOr 1. 

The demonstrators' meetingwitb their victims appears to have 

been deliberately planned. The two Jewish mill owners were arrested 

on July 28 for n1j aappropriation of their flour stock and were bald. at 

the Miskolc police headquarters. ?:he Ministry's version failed to dis-
~. 

close bow the detainees happened to appear on the march route. But the 

Szabad p e2, accormt41 claimed that a non-Communist police officer, 

36 
Spitz, p.19. 

37 Szabad Nep, June 26·, 1946. 

38 Szabad Nep, August 2, 1946. 

39 Nog:radi, p.92. 

4o Vilag, August 4, 1946. 

41 August 2, 1946. 
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though lmowing of tbe demonstration and its route, bad still sent tbe 

two mill owners witb a police escort to an internment camp in the vic­

inity of the steel factory. The recollections of a Jew~sh witness also 

indicate deliberate action. She claimed that the mi.11 owners were being 

tranSf err8d to the Di_osgyor steel work I a police station, al tbough there 

seemed to be no jus-'c;ification for it as the latter was both a lower 

authority and completely uninvolved with the detainees' alleged crime. 42 

The prisoners and the policeman were travelling by tram, which was 
blocked by the demonstrators. 

According to the Ministry, they recognised the mill owners, 

pulled them off the car and took them on their march to the town centre. 

''They we1~e demonstrating against the blaclanarketeers but not a single 

antinemi tic slogan could be beard,'' stated the Ministry. Accordi11g 

to another accou11t43 the demonstrators were already then demanding 

''death to the Jews'', and started beating the millers, immediateJ.y. 

Sources are inconsistent about the circumstances of the murders. 

The 1:inistry' s version clajms that the v·ictims were beaten up when tbe 

demonstration r eached the centro arr Miskolo, and 011e of them died of 

his injuries. According to Spitz44 one of .the millers, then already 

unconscious , was thrown on a truck, the other roped by his neck to the 

moving vehicle and dragged along tbe street until be suffocated, Both 

the 1.1inistry and the Szabad Nep45 said that Communist and Social Demo­

cratic party officiaJ~s bad tried to free tbe victims, but Spitz made 

no r eference to that. All sources indicate however that the police 

made no effort to intervene. In Spitz's recollection46 a police de­

tachment captured the truck only after it had been abandoned by tl.1e 
• 

crowd .. 

Within the next 24 hours the police made 16 arrests. According to 

tbc Vlinistry, some of those wbo were released returned to the Diosgyor 

42spitz, p.18 

43spitz, p.18. 

44 p.19. 

45 August 

46 ~.19 

• 
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facto:r,y charging tl1e police with the maltreatment of the deta:l:r1ees. 

On August 1, the steel workers se·t out 011 a second march to 

Ail lcolc, tbis tjn1e to free tl1e prisoners. 1Jost sources ag-.cee tba t 

the 1fu'P did not organise this demonstra.tion. The official version 

even emphasised that •it was arranged against the explicit protests 

of the Communist and SZDP branches, but the FKGP alleged that the fac­

tory's trade union committee, which consisted of botb Communists and 

Social Democrats, approved of the workers' dema~d that the arrested 

persons must be l'eleased. 47 The Ministry clairred that the MRP and SZDP -

plrty stewaxds formed a cordon around the marchers which tbe crowd 

eventually swep·t a\iay , but the SZDP later deni ted its own particip­

ation, 49 with a slight innuendo that the Communist stewards themselves 

might have taken part in tbe atrocities. The police on instructions 

from higher authorities, released all detaineesp 49 in order "to avoid 

a clash with the 11orkers'' ( :rli inistry' s statement). The crowd~ never­

theless attacked tbe police headquarters and captured a Jewish officer, 

who was bead of its political division. In the official version, the 

Soviet Army officer , who was the leader of tbe Allied Control Cornm.ission, 

together wi tb ''disciplined workers'' freed the police officer vvho died 

however of bis injuries. 
• 

According to anotber recollectio11;;; ·the crowd captured several 

political police officers, but released them jrnmediately witb the ex­

ception of the Jewish one, wbom they eventually killed wbile a Soviet 

A:rmy unit was trying to free him. 
50 

The a:nti-Jewj_sh nature of the 1uskolc pogrom was never recogr1ised .. 

The Communists claim that it wa~ a Fascist provocation, remained un­

challenged by the other coalition parties wbo by then were already en­

gaged in an increasingly intensive fj_ght against tbe 11KP' s t•salami 

tactics'' and therefore probably disinclined to seek yet another battle­

field. People involved with the pogrom were treated with remarkable 

leniency. Of the 35 persons arrested, 15 were almost immediately rel­

eased and the others were never put on trial. The principa.l MKP officials 

were all promoted, and tbe whole affair glossed over. 

47 Kis Ujsag, August 6, 1946 
• 

48 Nepszava, .August 17, 1946. 
49 According to Spitz, the order came from Rakosi on the insistence of loca l 
Communist officials and in spite of tbe views of the Soviet leader of the 
Miskolc office of the Allied Control Commjssion who believed tbat a salvo 
in the air would disperse the crowd. pp.21-~2 ~ 

50 Spitz, pp.22-23 
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It v~as perhaps ironical that the Cc,mm1mist p8.l'ty, which had for 

a year skilJ.fully ska ted on thin ice over i·ts a-'Gtitude to the Jews, 

showed its hand at tb~ very moment when it was forced, by circumstances, 

to beat un a lmost immediate retr·ea·I;. It was during tbe first wave of 

anti-Jewish atrocities in 1946, shortly before the Kinmadaras pogrom, 

wben th~ ],IBJ? made its first official policy statement on ·tbe Jewish 

question and Zionism. Tl1is reflected the party's rigidly doctrinai1·e 

ideological stance. Overtaken however by the probably unexpected con­

sequences of mob action, the MKP soon cljmbed down to a more restrained 

and rather confused posture. 

Tbe M:Kl''s official policy on Jewry's place in society and its 

future in Hungary, was declared by D~.Er:Ur Molnar, a historian and 

then 1tlnister of Social Welfare, on April 6, 1946. It took the form 

of a public l ecture on the 11Jewish questio1=1 in Hungary'' (Zsido Kerde~ 

M~gy:arorszagon,) in a series on topical and i mportant issues by leading 

Communist theoraticia.ns at what ,vas called the 1v11<P' s ''Political Ace~demy'' . 

The lecture \Vas planned well i11 advance and related I to broader poli.tical 

issues rather t han i mmediate tactical consid erations. Molnar's analysis 

echoed the orthodox Marxist-Leninst~Stalinis t views both on the origin 

arid the solution of the Jewish q_uestion. 

After having evoked Leni11 t s authority for the ''laJbour· movemen·t;' s 

principled position1151 on this issue, Molnar proclaimed that "the Jews 

for millenia have always played a conspicuous part in the capitalist 

comrnerciaJl li:fe'' and had been treated ''from a11cient times until our 
• 

days wi-'Cib l1aJcred.'1 He concluded that ''these two things , the Jews' 

capitalist a,ctivi ti es and Je~1-batred were somehow i nterdepend_ente I·t 

is obvious tha t tbe roots of ·t;be ~Tev1isb question •••• must be sought j_n 

the historic devGlopment of Hungary. 1152 

JJolnar dismissed ostensible racial C})aracteristics, and traced 
f.} 

the Jews t historic role to the ••peculiar geograpbica,l position of 

Palestine (then their national bome), and tbe peculiar economjc con-

di tions inherent in that.'' Her 

most i mportant commercial routes 

as · the ruling class of the Jewj.sh 

lying on the crossroads of the period's 

J.ed to the develOI)men·t of the mercban·ts 

societye Their commercial activities 

51 All quotes 8:ie f:.r.om that printed -version of Molnar' s lecture which 
appeared in the Tarsadalmi Szemle, Vol.I, l{o .5, .May 1946. His quote 
from Lenia on PoJ26o ~ 

52 Ibid, pp:386-587 
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reoulted in the dispersal of the Jews well before the destruction of 

their national sta,te, and they acquired a large role al1"eady in tbe 

commodity produ~ing struct~e of tbe Romar1 Empire. Vllien ·l;hat Empire 

vanished, it left beh~nd for European feudalism the Jews as represen­

tatives of finance capital.53 

Thus, in feudal Hungary too, the Jews were engaged mainly in 

con1mercial and credit activities, ini tialJ.3r in favourable circumstances. 

But with the appearance of a largely German urban bourgeoisie, a con­

flict developed be·tween tb em and fu e Jews, wbicb ·through a series of 

restrictive measu:ces, led to tbe utmost degradation of the latter. 

The Jews, in Molnar's opinion, preserv0d however their mercantile 

mentali·tyi ''a calculating, rational thinki11g, a skill in exploiting 

commercial opportunitieso 1154 When, early in the 19th century, Hungary 

reached tbe threshold of bourgeois development, the wider opportunities 

for tbe acoumula tion of capital required a .peCllliar skill; tba·t mercan­

tile mentality which ''in this colonial, feudal country was lacking in 

every sector of tbe populatio11 wi tb the exception of the Jewso ,,55 
' Molnar, consequentlyt attributed it to the social conditions that 

the opportunities for the accumulation of capital opened up mainly 

for the Jews who utilised them with an i ncreasing intensity during 

Hungary's capitalist development. 

Molnar asserted tbat the Jews' subsequent social integration led 

to their caste-like position in tbe Hungarian society. Owing to their 

historic role i11 tbe semi-feu.dal Hungari an society, tbey represented 

most manifestly the power of capital. They played a -prominent part 
• 

in society, but only in the strictly confined zone of capitaJ.ist act­

ivities and cer~ain intellectual professions. 

Molnar located the roots of Hungary 's Jewish problem in the 

f·act tbat ''the Jeils lived their caste-like life in such an area of 

the society which was saturated wfth inflamatory social tensiono 

53 Ibid, pp.328-329. 

54 Ibid, p.329. 

55 • Ibid, p.329. 

--

• 
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Tl1at, "'hen tr3.l'1sposed to an emotional sphere, considering also the 

effeots of ignorance and. the st1--eng,th of traditions, maJnifested it­

self in antiseud.tism. Antj.s0mi tic propoganda can be dangerously ef­

fective only because the previously mentioned factors prevuilo It works 

wi tb distor·i;ed facts, but works with the distortion of facts (italics 

by Molnar - GoG). It incites artificial hatred, but incites hatred 

fi.~om a J fu.rnace of exis,til:l~ e~otions (a.ga,in 1v1olnar's italics - G.G)o 

Its basis was Ollr semifeudal ea.pi talist system, which, with its la ti­

fundia impoverished tbe masses of peasants, with its unlimited powers, 

exasperated the urban workers, and, at the times of cris0s, with its 

lack of bread, struck the intelligentia. Its aim was to divert the 

subsequent hatred. ,,56 

Thus after analysing tbe motives of modern political antisemitism, 

Molnar drew tb e oonclusion that it ,vas ''the mos·t important ideological 

weapon of German Fascism i11 its a·t ·tempt to achieve its j_mperialist aims. 

German Fascism, which wanted to enslave the .Soviet Union and destroy 

the Soviet 

of 'Jewish 

compromise it with the demagogic slogan system, tried to 

Eolsl1evism' ''. 57 In Hungary the Horthy regime, ''seeking 

the democratic forces, ' found it in those people 

with material advantages at tbe expense of the 

who were politically corruptable., t, 58 He con-

broad support against 

whom it could provide 

Jews. In other words: 

damned even stronger the antisemitism of the Arrow Cross regime by 

defining i t as a ''method of high treason''. It was antisemi tism, 

Molnar claj n1ed , wbich prevented Hungary from extricating berself 

from the war in the last minute. ''The A:rrow Cross government enjoyed 

the support of that social sector whi~h bad been bought with material 
• 59 

gains at tbe ex:pense of the Jews.'' 

56 Ibid, Po)32. 

57 Ibid, p.332. 

58 Ibid, p.332. 
• 

59 .Ibid, p.333. 
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Coming to ·the contemporary scene, Molnar declared that the 

current antisemi tes- "\'Jere st.i.11 those very same materially inter­

ested eleme:cts as well "as all who want to divert attention :from 

the subvercive activ-ities of semifeu.dal capitalists, from the sabot­

aging by plutocrats, from the reactionaries, who a:re the real causes 

of our difficulties.
1160 

Having thus placed responsibility for the 

contemporary antisemitism squarely on the "reactionary forces", Molnar 

touched only slightly and. unobtrusively on the trend which was to cul­

minate soon in the Miskolc pogrom. He warned against a simplification 

that capitaJ.ism equalled Jews, and therefore "you can aim at Jews safely 
because ul tjma-tely you will hi·t the capitalists. ,,61 

FirjallJr, ltolna.r put forward t,;-;o possible solutions of tbe Jewish 

problom. One was Zionism, which he dis.mi ssed as reactionary, because 

"by aiming at the xestoration of Hungarian Jewry 1s vanished national . 
identity it represented opposition to the c-0urse of Hungary'i•s social 

62 
devel C)pment o '' His blanke t denounciation · of Zionism included tbe 

moven1ent ' s left-ni11g too. 1tLinking Zionism :-with Socialism does not 

make in ottr country Zionism p1'ogressive: it makes the Z:i.onists' Soc-
\ 

iali sm reactionary. Our Socialist Zionists cling tenaciously to the 

J>ewish re) igion, to this dissipating remnajnt of Jewish na·tional id.en-

tity •••• Wbat shall we think a.bout their §ocialist (liolnar•s italics - G.G) 

revero~co for a religion which developed under tbe effects of its 

followers! commercia l (Mol nar 1 s emphasis - G.G) practices?1163 -
Tm '"progressj_ve'1 solution, recon1mended by Molnar , leads tbe 

Jews to complete i11tegration11 The :road to be follo,ved is that of 

''democratic progress. Alo11g tbj_s :road the factors whicl1 l1a,ve bee11 . 
feedi ng tbe antisemjtic propaganda disappear, other contributors to 

its success as well as the f orces which have been directing it vanish 

too. 1164 Molnar predicted that 11d.emocracy 1 s" educationa,l work will 

replace anti-Jewi8b t~aditions with an objective assessment of the 

Jewish q_uestiono Its economic str~ngtb wilJ. put an end to the prepo11-

deranc0 of Jews in tbe exploiting instruments of capitalism, and finaily, 

_______________________ __, ______ , ·----------------. ... ____ _,_ 

60 Iti·d. p z~3 I 0"),-1 • 

61 Ibid, p.333. 
62 Ibid, p.333. 

63Ibid, p.333. 
64Ibid, p.334. 
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the trRces of Jewry 1s national identity will disappear as 11 democracy 1s 11 

social s·t1.'e:ngth facilitates tlje absorption of Jewry bj- .. Gbe masses of the 
Hungarian peopleo 

Thus , concluded Molnar, ttAn tisemi tism is today directed aga.,inst 

democracy. The fight against antisemitism coincides with the fight for 

democracy . The J ev1i sh questior1 in Hungary will be conclusively solved 

by the victory of democracy. 11 65 It should be noted that in contemporary 
. 

Communist terminology, ''democracyft stood for Communi st rule. 

Molnar 's rigidly doctrinaire analysis must have been meant as 

the MI<:P ' s official policy declaration on the Jewish issue, otherwise 

it would not have been incl1.1ded in the series of s elec~t;ed subjects for 

the ''Party Academy$ '' But be tween the planning and the delivery of 

Molnar's l ecture , the party grew apparently cautious of its contents. 

\'/bile tl1 e Sz,a badsaa, a pseudo-independent daily, (edited by a Muscovite 

Communi s t writor, Andor Gabor) r eported all its major points, 66 includ-. 
ing Molnar ' s alternatives for ·the solution of the Jewish problem, the 

MKP 1 s official organ , the Szabad lifep on the same day67 omitted his de-
• 

no11nciati on of Zionism. \ 

As a reflection of the party's sensitivity to the upsurge in 

antisemitic manifestations , merel:,r a f ew months later, e~fter the 

Kunmadaras pogrom , 1~olnar stood corrected by a higher official in the 

]\fl{P heirarcby, Marton Horvath, who, unlilce Molnar, was a member of the 

centra l committee and a close associate of Jozsef Revai, the party's 

principal ideologue . In his essay in the Tarsadal mi Szemle68 - which 

only t wo months earlier published Molnar's lectuxe - Horvath revealed 

a different attitude to Zioni sm.· 

In contrast to Molnar 1 s outright deno·unciation of it, as 

''reaotionary'1. , Horvath avoided such a derogatory label a .. ltogetheJ."o 

He neither defined Zionism as representing interests contrary to those 

of ''democracy'', nor indicated that its followers should be treated as 

enemies of the social development: in Hungary. Horvath appreciated the 

65rbid, p.334. 

66 6 April 9, 194 • 
• 

67 April 9, 1946 . 
• 

68 7, -July 1946 0 ''Jewry arrl Assimilation''(Zsidosag es Asszirnila __ ci(2) Val.I, No,o 

• 
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reasons why so many Hungarian Jews J::ad embraced Zicnism. He described 
' 

the Zionists as the better elements of Hungarian Jewry, and their atti­

tude merely as t~e choice of the wrong track. On bis own relationship 

to Zionism, Horvath confined it to concern that the Zionist Jews may 

be heading for another conflict by settlinn; in Palestine. 

Horvath viewed Zionism in the wider context of the Jews' possible 

assimilation in Hungary. He appreciated tbat 11a considerable section 

of the remaining Hungarian Jewry, at least emotionally and in relation 

to its futu:re, abandoned the possibility of any ass]mtlation .... These 

people are tryir1g to replace their feeling of identification with ·the 

Hungarians - which they had lost - with a Jewish national identity. 

This is wby the zj_onist movement has gathered strength among the Jewish 

petty bourgeoisie. 1169 

Horvath stated that ''considering the experiences of the past few 

years we must appreciate that a politically insufficiently conscious 

section of Jewry entertains the ideas of Zionism and emigration. But 

it is our r esponsibility to explain to them that the reason for their 

relationship with the Hungarians taking such a tragic turn was net as­

similation j~n general, but assjm-Llation sought on the wrong level. Emi­

gration to Palestine at its best means only that the Hungarian-Jewish 

differences will be exchanged for an Arab-Jewish conflict."70 

• 

• 

69 Ibid, p.499 

70 Ibid, p. 499-500 

• 
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In a rather patronising manner, Horvath warned that the Zionist want 

in fact to achieve what the Fascists uanted: the isolation of the Jews. 

lfevertbeless, he declared.: 'iin spite of tbeir wrong track, the Zio11ists 

still represent tbe better elements of the maladjusted Jewry. They at 

lea,st have so rnucb comrnuna.l spirit lef't that instead of the Hungarian 

they are prepared to take on a fictitious Jewish national identity. 1171 

This be contrasted to tl1ose who were seeking emigration merely as an 

escape from the currently difficult life in Hungary, and a means for 

their own personal bettermen·t. 

Horvathfs essay represented a fundamental change in the MJ{P's 

attitude to Zio11ism. The absence of its u_sual U11condi tional condemna·cio11 

as a r eactiona1.'y movement indicated a departure from the Marxist-Leninis·t.­

-Stalinis t ideological principles. 72 That it was Horvath and not Molnar 

who expressed official Communist policy became clear from the 1Il<P 1 s 

practical dealings with the Zionist activities. 73 

' 

71 Ibid, p.500 

72 This change Tias noted by the Zionists too. ''This essay is the more 
important because it tuxns against the previous official policy of the 
party, or ratber .•.. re~resents a drastic change of the views laid do~n 
by Jlolnar, '' declared tb e official journal of the Hungarian Social Demo-,. 
era tic Zionist sec·tion (Ichud). ·rt added cautiously however: '' ••• e ar.d 
~e would like to believe that the words of Marton Horvath will carry 
a ppropriate weight both in the party and in the assimilationist Jewish 
circles IC ( n.rRn, July 18, 1946). 

73 Moat Communist theoreticians accepted this new party line. Erik 
Molnar himself, when be addressed a trade union semjnar at a Budapest 
university on the Jewish question, repeated all his earlier assertions, 
but not the denounciation of Zionism. 

' 

• 
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Tbe most convincing evidence of the MI{Pts suppleness was the 

so-~called ''Arrow Cross train affair''. After ha.ving t aken vigorou.s 

j _1:1i t i al steps, just about tl1e time of 1\iolna.r 's lectuTe in April 1946, 
. 

t he Communis ts l eft unexploi·ted an oppor t 11ni ty to extremely embarrass, 

and probably fatally injure the Zionis t cause, at least in Hungary, but 

possibly on a world-wide scale. Hungary was then one of the centres 

of a massive Zionist operation to transfer Jews from Eastern Europe 

to refugee camps in ~V'estern Ectrope for their event11a~l emigration to 

Pal estine . To populate Palestine with Jews was a bazic Zionist ajm, 

and one of the most crucial points 0£ conflict with the British govern­

ment then ruling Palestine. 

Britain r estricted Jewish emigration to Palestine and the Zionists 

bad been trying to circumvent those li~itations by organising illegal 

J ewi sh emigration since th e early 1930s . This opera tion bore the 

cover name of 1'~liyah Bet'' (Emigration N1}..mber Two, legal emigi"ation 

be ing regarded as Nt1mber One ), and tb~ J ewish Agency for Pales·tine, 

the Hagana, (the armed Jewish self-defence ·force in Palestine ) and ' 

almost all the political Zionist movements established jointly a 

separate department - the Mosad L1Aliyah Bet (the Office for Emigration 

Number Two, i.e for illegal emigration) - t ,o carry it out. 74 

After the war Hungary served as a transit point for the transport 

of Jews mainly from Romania, and to a smaller exJcent also from Pola.nd, 

and Czechoslovakia. The Mosad dispatch ed agents to those oountries 

irr1mediately after the Second World \Var. In Hungar·y , they operated 

under the pretext of a Jewi sh relief i nstitution 11Ezr~117~nd organised 

74 
For details on this operation. see, Patai, Vol.II, pp.531-5330 

75 The Palestinian J ewish agents entered Hungary illegallyo Jonah 
Rosenfeld (now living in Israel under the name of Yonah Rosen), who 
was the bead of tbe Ezra office in Budapest, ent er ed Hungary from 
Austria, in June 1945, posi ng as a returning deportee. Two Zionists, 
who were working in the border station office of DEGOB, the Jewish 
cornm1mal ins ti·tution for the assi_star1ce of r eturning deportees , helped . 
him reach Budapest, where be was supplied with the documents of~ Hun~arian 
Jew, Gyorgy Boros, who bad died in a concentration ca.mp. (Interrvie~ w1 th 
Rosen). Another Mosad a gent, Yehuda Talmj_, also entere~ from Austria 
under sJmjlar circumstances, pretending to be a r eturning deportee of 
Transylvanian or igin, who wished to stay in Budapest for a wbile. 
(Interview with Talmi) • 

.,_ 

,. 
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the transport through Hungary of an estimated 50 - 60,000 Jews between 

the summer of 1945 and December 1946. 76 The illegal emigrants arrived 

ill B1ida:pest in groups of five to six hurldred, and were accommodated in 

transit l1ostels u..ntil ·the agents in. Hungary arranged their further 

journey. The main transport route was by train to Vienna, with sup­

plementary routes to Y~oslavia and, in the latter part of this period, 
to Czechoslovakia too. 

This mammoth-sized illegal operation was carried out with the 

quiet acquiescence of both the H11ngaria11 and the Soviet authorities. 

The Hungarian political police, the AVH (an abbreviation of its ~a.me: 

Allamvedelmi Hato~a_g, State Security Authority) knew of the Mosad 

agents' presence, and kept itself informed on their backgrounds too.77 

They were also aware of the fact that the emigrants were travelling on 

forged documents. 78 According to Yonah Rosen, who was head of the oper­

ation in Budapes t, the ''Hungarians could not be bothered, and the 

Russians, demoralised by their war-time and post-war lootings, could 

be easily and cheaply bribed. 1179 Willingnes~ to help was however not 

~-------·--------------------------------76 
Rosen, wh o was arrested in April 1946, claj~ed that about 25 - 30,000 

Jews wont through H1.1ngary until then, while Talmi, wl10 worked until his 
return to Pales tine in Dec0mber 1946, estimated the total at 50 - 60,000. 
Both emDbasiscd that the figures were only estilnates as no proper records 
v1ere kept on the transports. (Interviews with Rosen and Talmi). 

77 One of the agents, Talmi, learned from the Zionists then working in 
the AVH, that the political police knew of bis presence already foux 
days after bis illegal entry into Hungary. They were also aware of his 
r eal i denti ty i11 spite of bis having used several na.mes. Al though iri 
Hungary bG used the alias of Axie, and in Palestine, since his natural­
isation ,,;,as kI1own as Talmi, ·the AVH knew his original name , Furedi, 
under which he was born in Transylvania. (Interview with Talmi)o 

• 

78 These docvlllents showed them among others; as Greek or German repat­
riates. Although the Mosad agents warned tbem to refrain from s~eaktng 
their native languages o~ Yiddish in public, tbey often did so, and 
were 07erbeard by police officers TibO chose to ignore such obvious 
evidence of their falsified identiti~s . (J.nterview with Talmi). 

79 During the winter mor1ths of 194.5- 46, t wo trainloads _ of emigrants~ 
each transport consistirrg of 200 persons, left Budapest for Vienna 
weekly at a tjoe wben war~ damage tQ rol}_jng stocks was ca·asing acute 
difficulties in tbe ~ood supply of tbe capi·talo Rosen wa.s convinced 
that one of bis H11ngaJrian aasistan·ts .had assu~ed this constant supply 
of trains th1 .. ough contacts wj.tb higher auth o1'ities, until he d..i.scovered 
tba t i .t had been arranged sj mply by bribi11g wi tb l:a con, alcohol, and. 
cigarettes, the Soviet a1~· sergeant who was in charge of train alloc­
ations in the central railway depotc Rosen also maintained that border 
crossing was always the easiest part of t11e opera·tion because Soviet 
NCOs wei:·e willing _to escort the ti"'ansp.orts across the borders at a low 
price. ~Interview witb Rosen)o 

• 



111 

alw1:1-ys a.ctive.ted by g.reed., Some Hungarian and looviet middle-rank off­

icials, having t aken pity on that mass of homeless and aimless Jews, 

assisted for humanitarian reasons, taking advantage of the lack of 

central directives by the Hungari an and Soviet authorities. 80 

There might have been at lea.st two reasQns for the CoJnmunist 

controlled AVB: 1s reluctance to stop this illegal operation. One was 

presumably the lack of Soviet instructions to do so. Ju:.otber might 

have been thejr aversion for a conf~ontation with Jews so soon after 

the Nazi pei"secution, unless it could- serve specific Communist interests. 

Such an opportunity however arose at the end of February 1946, when 

the AVR arrested four recently released Nazi internees who had con­

verted to the Jewish religion in an attempt to escape to the West. 

The publicity given to the il'.1cident 1"eflected the authorities 1 

extreme caution. The 
81 after the arrests. 

first press reports appeared only about a month 

One recorded merely their arrest and conversion, 
without reference to any Jewish accomplices·. Tbe 

naming the Jews involved , did not link the affair 
other 82 while 

to the Zionists, 
and stated only that those ''man s12mugglers'' wanted to use "under•­

world routes". A little later however, reporting furth er developments 

( that t wo of the Jews bad been interned arid a rabbi a-nd two doctors 

of the JeTiisb hospita l had been put under police surveillance) the 

pzabadsag83 already noted that the Nazis' escape would have been 

arranged by Zionists. 

80 
Interview with Agmon, who also recalled an example of Soviet incon­

sistency, II! one case a Soviet commande:r· authorised tbe use of a train, 
but another withdrew the engine and the emigrants spent four days in 
their waggons until alternative arra~ngemen·bs could r;e mad.e., 

81 Kis Uj sag , Marcb 23, 1946. 
82 Szabadsag , March 23, 1946. 

83 April 6, 1946. 

--
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Behind these deceptiveJ.y brief press reports a major showdown 

,vi th the Zionis·ts w·as howeveJ:· ~baking shape. For a.t least one of the 

Jews involved was a locally recruited Ezra agent. Thus, although the 

A-v'TI had known of the Ezra ac·ti vi ties bef o:r'e, only 1.10w appeared a con­

frou ta tion witb J ews politically worthwhile, because it was to expose 

the Zionists as the saviours of Nazis. In a carefully planned swoop, 

the AVH struck on April 9, 1946. 84 In the morning, only ten minutes 

af·ter a t 1--ain-loa.,d of emigrants had lef·t, the A VR raided Ezra' s prin­

cipa l transit hos tel in BudaJ}est and detained t:00 staff·. Later that 

morning a detachment 85 stopped. the train, arrested some of the emi­

grants and their escorts, but, after some delay, let the others leave 

Hungary. At noon, at the time of the regular daily meeting of agents 

(a fact which was probably knovm to them), the AVH raided the Ezra of­

fice, arrested Rosen, its bead, but released the others. Altogether 

38 persons were t aken into custody. AJ_ ·though Rosen claimed that tnere 

had been no Nazj_s in that t1 ... ansport, most of the H11ngarian press 

d -86 painted a j __ fferent picture of the incident. 

84 
This date should be noted, for it ~as on the same day that the Szabad 

µel} omitted from its report on Molnar' s lecture bis denounciation of 
Zionism. This iJnplies that a.l though tbe MICP had not then yet cbang2d its 
public attitude on Zionism, it was at l eas t uncertain about the course 
it sl1 ould take o 

85 According to the Jewish Chronicle, May 3, 1946, it was led by Gabor 
Peter himself, the bead of the AVH. 

86 
:Vj_l_agossag, an SZ])P paper (April 11, 1946, in its headline accused the 

Zionists of oreenising ''an exodus of .A:rrow Cross isJGs e '' The Ji~~zav~, 
the official SZDP organ (ApriJ_ 11, 1946 ) accused the Zior.1j_s t organis-• 
ations of ''me.king prof it on eru jgratior1 t• and claimed that t bey bad been 
urg-ing Jews to emigrate only ''to supply Palestine l and owners a11d cap­
ita lists with cheap labouxc 11 A s·catement by MTI, the officj.,al Hlmgarian 
news agency, was quoted in .Austrian r1ei·1spapers on April 12, as saying 
that when the political police checked on a Zionist group of 232 pei'lsons, 
it found only a bandfu]. of Zionists among tbem.. Tbe rest were .A:t.·11 O\V 

Crossists and Waffen SS ''to whom the Zionist or·ge.nis ation promised emi­
gration in ret1u-11 for money·" st (Je,wi sr.1 Chronicle , n'iay 3, 1946)0 T~e 
Szabadsag (April 11, 1946) in a front page repo1. .. t, wrote: ''For moni;hs 
there -have been rllIDOu-rs in Budapest tbat certa i 11 organj .. sations a..re 
carrying out a laxge-scale n1a11 smuggling tbroug·h ou.r Western border 
and tbat under tbe colour of Zionism - for good reoney naturally - are 
prepared to arrange the emigration of anybodyo~~~They were at the dis­
posal not only of Arrow Crosists, but of any such 'elements 1 who wanted 
to disappear from Hungary in a hurry.'' This pa;f·er claimed tba t seventeen 
Arrow Crossists bad been taken off ·t}1e tr&j_118 

...... 
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Strikingly absent from this cacapbony was the voice of the MKP 1s 

official organ which devoted to this story merely a single column, two 

inches long, unoatenta.tiously displayed report, 87 reflecting probably the 

pa1.,ty' s uncertainty about the wisd·om of a spectacular showdown with the 

Zionists. Subsequent developments confirmed this early foreboding. Tbe 

Social Democratic press a.nd the pro-Communist -~z~bads~g_ apparently took 

their cue from the .§~.abaa_ N~ as the anti-Zionl.st outburst proved to be 

a one-day affair and no more propaganda capital was made of this incident. 

Neither has any official confirmation been given either of the number of 

Arrow Crossists taken off tha train, or even 

all. The J·ewisb detainees were all released 

however was leniently treated. 

that there bad been any at 
88 soon, except Rosen, who, 

No physical force was used and the AVH officer, who w~ in charge 

of his case, confined his interrogation largely to debates about the 

merits of Zionism. A lo,1er ranking officer, who conducted~ most of the 

interrogation, called every day at tbe Zionist arganisation's office 

to collect a food parcel which he banded to Rosen at night. Another 

officer, a former rabbinical student, conversed with hJm in Hebrew. 

Rosen's Zionist conviction - wbich he admitted freely - was disregarded 

in the charge, which eventually emerged as a puxely crjminal one: man 

smuggling. But such incriminatir1g £'a ctors as his illegal p:r·esence ir1 

H11n gary, bis use of forged identity doct1n1ents arrl the · fact that during 

the raid on his office the AVH found three kilogTams of gold and $13~000 

jn notes were -overlooked. Rosen was released after 38 days, on t11e co11-

di tion that be must leave Hungary before bis trial date, September 21. 

87 Szabad Nep, April 11, 1946. · 
88 Very little detail is available on their treatment. Rosen recalJ.ea. 
that all those arrested in tbe raids were shortly freed, (Interviev: wj_th 
Roaen) while tbe Dar, a Yiddish newspaper in New York reported on May 14, 
that according to a United Press dispatch from Budapest, ''the five Pales­
tinian balutzjm who were arrested on April 9. " .. were set free on 11ay 10. '' 
(Duscbinsky, p.422). Rosen recali.ed too that some of the Polish J·ewish 
train escorts had been badly beaten during their interrogation (Interview 
with Rosen). Some of the deta.inees were pu·t 011 trial but cleared.'1Tbe 

. court acknowledged that the ain1 of the ar.rested Zionists was to facil­
itate tbe e1nigra.tion to Palestine of persons who no longer wished to 
remain in Hungary, and tbat they had not been aware that Nazis were 
aboard the emigration train~''- Rosen however believed (Interview wi tb 
him) that some of them received sbort sentenceso 

...... 
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The authorities 1 ·utmost wiwillingness to p:unish hjm was even 

more evident when Rosen, ignoring that condition, remained in Hungary 

until December 1946, continually organising illegal emigration. Al­

though his :presence was known, as he met, for instance, the .A.VH officer 

in charge of his case several times dw.•ing that period, no action was 
taken against bjm. 89 

Rosen's lenient treatment and permission to continue the mass 

transport of illegal emigrants through Hu11gary resulted from a combin­

ation of factors, including a financial one. Among the approaches which 

Hungarian Zionist leaders made to Communist officials for the release 

of Rosen, the effectual one was by another Mosad agent, Yehuda Talmi, 

who took over charge of the operations in Hungary. Through Lajos 

Steckler, the presidant of the PilI, 1raJ n1j established contact wi tb 

Zoltan Vas, a Jewish member of the JITTCP's central commj_ttee. Vas ag­

reed to arrange Rosen's release for a payment of $20,00o. 90 Talmi 
consent 

assumed that Vas made this deal with the .MRPs,~because during their 

negotiations, Vas delayed a.nswers to certain questions by several days, 

pres12roa.bly to consult in the meantime his party superiors. 91 Their 

agreement, reached in May, also included tbe _p3,rty's permission to 

continue tbe mass transport of illegal Jewish emigrants through Hungary. 

Vast - or presumably the MRP's - protection, though costly, _was effective. 92 

89 All these details were obtained from Rosen, but have not been corrob­
orated f·i·om other sources. 

• 

90 Vas initially agreed only to submit Talmi's request to the Soviet 
town commander, whose subsequent price $40,000 was out of Talmi 1 s reach. 
He then consented to Rosen's release for balf that sumo (Interview with 
Talmi . and confirmed as second-hand information by Salamon, Rosinger and 
Rosen)o • 

9l Inte.r·view with TaJmi, 

92 Three examples: (1) On Vas I req11est the bard currer1cy which Talmi had 
received from the Mosad head office for bis expenses ha .. d to be exchanged 
through the Hungarian National Bank, at the official rate and not on the 
black market. (2) Talmi's cashier was once arrested in a routine police 
raid outside the American Embassy with $1,000 in her possession. On Vas' 
inst-ruction she was released but the money confiscated. (3) Once when 
food parcels for the illegal emigrants were mistakenly delivered to 
Ta] mj_, 8 private address, the suspicj.ous janitor reported it to the 
police which ordered a house search. After Talmi's tel~phon~ ap~eal_ 
to Vas, the search was immediately called off~ (Interview with ~almi). 

,,.. 
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Such velvet-handed treatment of this mass transport of illegal 

: emigrants through Hungary was only the most pronounced evid.ence of 

the Communist party's newly adopted pliancy to Zionism. In 1946, the 

~ showed an unexpected tolerance for a whole range of Zionist activ­

ities: the Communist-controlled Ministry of the Interior allowed the MOSZ 

(the Hungarian Zionist ·Federation) to function freely although it had not 

been legally sanctioned. 93 Zionist groups held public and semi-public 

meetings unhindered, maintained training centres for prospective emi­

grants to Palestine in .Budapest, and the provinces, and ,P:Lrticipated 
openly in the largest Jewish communal organisations. 

The MKP changed its attitude to Zionism in disregard of its 

own ideology - obviously for tactical reasons. Because of its prox­

imity to the increasingly frequent anti-Jewish attrocities - by its 

encouragement of the ''popular movements 1t, i. e of mob action - tl)e 

party must have found it unwise to antagonise Hungarian a.ni world Jewry 
even more by showjng hostility to the 

stage of the political power struggle 
Zionists, particula.rly as at that 

. 
this was not of prj ma.iry importarice. 

Another considera tion was tbe regime's awareness of the influence 

which international J ewish organi$;ions may have on the peace treaty 

negotia·tions wbicb opened in Paris in August, 1946. Jewish organj_sa­

tions in tbe West were by then by and large pro-Zionist. Therefore 

the Hungarian regime wanted to use Hungarian Zionists to impress the 

parties involved in the peace negotiations with the democratic charac­

ter of tbe rew Htmgarian society. 

Zoltan Tildy, tbe president of the Hungarian Republic, when meeting 

a Zioni s t delegation, admjtted frankly that ''it was decisive for Hungary 

to win the sympathy of world Jewry and the Zionists,'' and asked bis 

guests 11 to do their utmost that this sympathy sho1.lld be fortbcom_ng 

as completely as possible."94 The Zionis t s were also under more direct 

93 This was pointed out by a spokesman for the Allied Control Commission, 
when suspe11ding further publications of the MCSZ's weekly journa J. ten clays 
after its first issue 1'pending classification of the legal status of the 
Zionist organisation, which has not received legal sanction from the Min­
istry of the Interior, although i·t; is allowed to function freely'' o JTA, 
J1.1ne 20, 194 7) • 

94 UJ Elet, April 4, 1946 . 

.... 
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a.nd str onger pressure to llSe their influence . They were being solicited 

to issue jointly wi t h other J ewish qrganisations an a~peal to Jewish 

institutions abroad asking favourable conditions for Hungary in the 
peace treatlye95 

It must have been . with its propaganda advantages on their minds 

t hat in May t wo l eading Communists, Rakosi and Rajk, .d~_cuarsd to the 

correspondent of the J'TA (Jewi sh Telegraphic Agency, an American pro­

- Zioni s t news service) tha t 11 ·tbe government was not opposed to the 

emigration of J ews from Bungary , 1196 though for domestio consumption 

they ne ver gave t hat undertaking. The needs for Jewish and Zionist 

support incr eased as the gover nment's assUTance to the pea.ce confer­

ence tha t it ''was making every· effort to apprehend a.J.1d pu.nisb criminals, 

and bad embarked upon a campai gn to educate those s ections of the popu­

l a tion which were still i nfected by Nazi propa.ganda, 1197 sounded rather 

boll ow after the Kunmada.ras and Misk olc pogroms and the lenient trea t -• 

ment of those i nvolved in them. • 

95 This dema11d apparently caus ed a dilemma. f or t he Zionists . Dr .Na than 
of t he Pal estine Office i n Hungary , asked th e advice of tbe Jewish Agency 
for Pa l estjne on June 14 , 1946: 1' :F'ro:n the par t of the ~ em_sba .. la (the 
gover nment) steps wer e t aken to the effect t h~t J ewry shoul d assist in 
sbulo!!!_ (peace ) affairs ,vith a declara~tion t owards a broad, great stress 
be i ng l a i d on our pa1"l ticipa.t·ion. Tbe questio11 i s r a ther d.ifficult; for 
on on e band 1,v e d o n o t want to be exposed abroad , on the o·tber land a 
negative s tandpoint ro j g'h t involve di sagreeabl e ~eactions with regard 
to our situati on here. Foi' t he time bei ng ~1 e t ook a nef~a t;ive standpoil1t, 
and onl y i n c~ase our demands should be fully accomplished , vie are will:Lng 
to make a decl c1rationo .Al so ,!losb Ho.kehil9! (bead of the oommt1nity) inclines 
tow~rds our standpoint. I n every ca~e l e t us know the opinion of our circles 
there, arrl whether you consider i s opport une t~at - in r eturn of eventual 
com1-ter-se:rvi ces .. we should amek (is sue) a decl axation or join sucho't 

(Centra l Zionist Archives , s6/4562 )0 

96 Duscbinsky, p.422. 

97 Jewish Chronicle, September 131, 1946 • 

• · . 

• 
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Finally, the prospects of financial gains - both direc·tly for 

the 1IBP, and the whole ·coru1try - must have influe11ced the Coromunist 

l eaders ' decision to adopt a softer J~ine on Zioi1ism. • To end the mount­

ing inflatj.on a11d stabilise Hungary's econo!D.Jr was a major plank of the 

Communist progra_mme . They· intended to claim full credit for it in 

a.ntioi:pa tio11 of the subsequent rise in thei.r popularity. A solj_d hard 

currenqy reserve was fundan1ental for stabilisation, bu·b the financial 

B~id provided in currency and goods by the ''Joint'' could have been en­

dangered by anti-Zionist measures .98 

In spite of such a rel.a.xed rela tionship between the 1'110? and the 

Zionists, the Communist-controlled AVH maintained 

Zionist activities. It penetrated the MCSZ at its 

Zionis t organisations that 

a close watch on all 

hlghe s t levei, 99 and 

its discrete presence made it 

must be 

pl ain to other 
100 acceptede The party also remained reticent about a political , 

reconciliation. Although Ilorvatb's essry reflected a departure from t he 

Marr..ist-Leninist-Stalinist doctrine, and the party's practical dealings 

wi tb Zioni s t affairs revealed an i gnorance of its ideology, ·the MJG? 

constantl y refused trJ enter into a dialog,J.e with Zionists or to estab.­

liab witb them as an organisation any contact. 

-----------------------------------------· 
98 The Communists had at least one experience of this danger: the ''Joint'' 
branch in Budapest assisted in the transit through Hungary of illegal 
Jewish emj~--rants from neighbouring Romania. In the su.m1ner of 1946, Rajk, 
the Conuuunist 11ir1ister of the Interior, tol a~ the 1•Jo:tnt1

• directora,te that 
on ·~t.ho req_uest of the Romanian authorities the Il11ngarian government will 
prevent the further entry of such emi grants , ahld will return to Romania 
those who were already in Hungary. The directorate r etorted tha t in that 
case t he '-'Joint'' will j mmediat ely terminate its relief work in Hungary, 
and Rajk r etrea ted. (In~;erview with Dr.Gorog). 

99 Bela De11es , a vice-president of the 11:CSZ after bis arrest j_n 1949 
was amttzed tbat the AVH knew up to the most minute details the co11tents 
of discussions in the organisations presidium which was attended only 
by five or six persons~ (Denes, Pe32). 

lOOThe chauffeur of the Palestine~Office in Hungary (the local branch 
of the J ewi sh Agency for Pales t;i11e) was a former personal · cha,uf'feu.r of 
Gabor Peter the head of tbe AV.Fio When the Palestine Office wanted to 
dismiss bim'an AVH officer informally i ndi cat ed to th em tbat it would be 
•tmost unwise''• The man was consequently retained$ (Interview with 11eir) • 

• 

I 
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The Commur1is-t-Zionist links were of. two distinct characterso 

Where financial matters ware concerned, the contacts were with indi­

vidual Communist officials acting, presumably, with the party leaders' 
101 

consent. Otherwise the contacts were based strictly on the previous 

personal rela tionsl1ip of the Zionist and Ci0n1munist officials concernedo 
• 

A.fte:t' "'Ghe arrest of Yonah Rosen, in connection wi tb the ''Arrow Cross 

train af'fair'', for instance, tl1e secretary of the MCSZ was able to 

intervene at Dr.Endre Szebenyi, a Jewish Communist Under-Secretary 

of Sta-te in the Ministry of the Interior, whose first wife had been 

her fellow teacher in the Jewish high school before the war. Szebenyi 

however sternly refused to see the presiJent of the MCSZ on the same 
102 matter. 

• 

lOl See deslings with Vas (N90) ana. Ra jk (N98). 
, 

102 Interview with Rosinger and Salamon. Other examples for the strictl.y 
personal nature of such contacts: Dre Eela Schwarcz , a bigb ranking Zionist 
officia l who worked with Szebenyi in the same solicitor's office before 
the V1ar 'could acquire his cooperation to stop the repatriation of 400 
illegal'Jewisb emigrants to Romania. (Interview with Schwarcz). When two 
Palestinian Zionist emissaxies were ca~tured bJ Soviet guards while tryj.ng 
to enter· H111:1gary, Yosef Meir, who (served in the AVH jn1m8di~tely ~fter the 
war, through one of his former subordinates, could ascertain their release. 
(Interview with Meir)o 

' 

• 
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CHAPTER FOUR: ZIOlITST J.'10V}IDJNT DESTROY fill) IN COMMUNIST TAKE-OVER 
• 

T~.ke~Over .i~ Jpree St~ge~ 

The end of Hungary's diabolical inflation and the introduction 

of a new, som1d currency j_n August, 1946, also signalled a new phase 

in MRP policy. The third party congJ}ess in September ditched an earlier 

decision that the Socialist transformation of Hungary was not an im­

mediate aimo It declared instead the necessity of Socialist cbanges 

both in the political and economic fields. In early 1947 the MlCP 

decided "to accelerate its fight against the bourgeoisie and bring 
1 it to a conclusion as soon as possiblee'' In other words, it launched 

itself into an attack for a swift and complete take-over of power. 

This was accomplished by the Spring of 1949 in three stages. 

In the first stage the MKP turned its two non-Socialis t coalition 

partners (tbe FKGP and the NPP) into obedient executors of Communist 

policiose The dismantling of tbe FKGP started with the politi~l police 

olajmjng to have obtained f rom defendants in a conspiracy case, con­

fessions implicating a number of .FKGP parliamentary deputies, and 

demanding the suspension of their i mmunity. The party - under strong 

pressure - surrendered~ but the next tightening of the screws caro8 

witb a furth er claim that the party's general~secretary was also in­

volvedo He was eventually arrested, but the FKGP still resisted MKP 

demands for drastic changes in the economic structuxe through nation­

alisation and heavier t axes in the private sectoro 

This t ime the Communists indicated that the general-secretary 

had implicated the party l eader,' Ferenc Nagy , t be Prime 1linister. 

Nagy was forced to resi gn in May 1947 and sought refuge abroad. He 

was followed by other party leaders, while many parliamentary deputies 

joined other parties and the leadership of tba FKGP was taken over by 

left-wingers prepared to collabora te with the M.K.Pe In the meantime, 
,(• 

the NPP was also forced to rid itself f'rom a v ice-president, Irore 

Kovacs, wbo was the most prominent opponent of cooperation with the 

Comm1Jnists. • 

• 

l Molnar, 1967, VoleII, p.534. 
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This stage ended with a general election in August, 1947. This 

showed no significant change in public opposition to left-wing orien­

·tation. The anti-leftist vote was 55% as against 59% in the 194.5 election. 

40% was gained by parties outside th8 coalition and 15% by the mutilated 

FKGP whose complete subservience to the MKP was then not yet so obvious. 

Wi-thin the governi11g coalition bowever, the dist1·ibu·tion of power changed 

radicallJr. Wi·lih 22% of the votes, the lYIKP not only became the strongest 

party; Communist influence was larger than reflected in the composition -

of the new government which remained under the Premiership of an FKGP 

deputy. As both the FKGP and the NPP were only represented by obedient 

stooges, the new government 1•accepted fully the _programmes of the Com­

munist party a.nd proved that in the formulation of national :policy~ the 

Communist party's influence reached far beyond the proportion of its 

ministerial portfolios. •t2 

In the -second stage of the take-over, tbe, by then Communist-con­

trolled government, changed the economic structure of Hungary funaa.n1en­

tally by nRtionaJ-1sing first tbe banks and their i~duatrial and co1nruercial 

subsidiaries in the Autumn of 1947, and then in March 1948, all industrial 

enterprises with more than 100 employees, except tbose owned by foreigners. 

Politically in this stage the Comm1u1ists eliminated the SZDP, tbe only 

independent force within the coalition, under the pretext of uniting 

the two workers' parties. They merged officially in June 1948, by 

formi11g the Hungarian Workers ParJr,y (M_~gia~ pqJ.g_ozok Pa.rt~}~., MDP) ~ Its 

leadership was finz1Jy in Communist ba11ds. 3 

In the third and final ata.ge , the Commttnj~s·ta disarmed their ideol­

ogically most influential adversary, the Catholic church. In the summer 

of 1948, all sectarjan schools - most of them controlled by the Catholic 

church - were nationalised. This was followed by a virulent anti-Catholic 

propaganda campaign, culminating in the arrest in December 1.948, of 

Cardinal Jozsef Mjndszonty, the Primate of Hungary, on conspiracy charges. 

2 Sagvari, Pe327. 

3 Of the 1IDP Poli t·bu:reau' s 17 full and caLdida .. te me:m.bers, 12 were 
Communists. Tbe general-secretary was Rakosi , two of the three deputy 
general~secretaries were Communists. In ~be.secretar~a~~ Comm~ists 
occupied seven of tne eight places, and in the organising committee, 
nine of. the thirteen a Szabad Nep·, Jtme 16, 1948. 

. . 
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In February 1949 the Comm1cmists merged ·the ooali tion par·ties, 

two of ·the smaJ.l opposi t~ion partj_es and sucl1 mass movements as the 

trades union council into a Hungarian Indefendent Peoples' Front. 

In a general election in May, only a single list af candidates by 

this Front was entered. 71% of the newly elected deputies represented 

the rena.med Communist party, tbe MDP, which also occupied 13 of the 

18 portfolios in the Governmento Communist hegemony has been achieved. 

The I~{P' s tTa!!us Po]-icy 

During this intensive power struggle, it was more the Soviet 

Union's foreign policy than the MJrP' s domestic interes·ts which dear­

terroinod the party's attitude to the Zionists Cl Soviet s11pport for 

the establishment of a Jewish state in Palestine compelled the Com­

munists to postpone the suppression of the Zionist movement. The 

MKP appeared instead, l~ke the mythological god Janus, displaying 

two different faces sjmultaneously. With one it smjled encour~gingly 

at the efforts to create a Jewish state, while witb the other it 

looked morosely at Zionist activities in Hungary itself. 

The smiling J anus gave practical assistance to Palestinian 

Jewry's armed struggle against the British forces and later against 

the attacking Arab armies, as well as propaganda support for that 

fight. The MKP allowed Hungary's active involvement in the supply 

of both arms and manpower for the Hagana, the Jewish defence force 

in Paleotine. In 1948, when Czechoslovakia became the new Jewish 

state's sole arms supplier, the Communist-dominated government agreed 

that Hungary should be used as a transit station for the arms shipments 
, 

on their way to Yugoslav ports. At leasJc; four onJ.y slightly concealed 

large transports were taken through Hungary by Palestinian Jewish agents.
4 

A Hagana representative, Haim Gury, who had been arrested in 

Budapest during a routine police raid, was jmmed.iately freed on the 

intervention of tbe AVII, when it was established that he bad been 
t~ 5 

escorting one of those arms transports. The Communist party was 

4 Interview with Bentsur. 

5 'Interview with Meir~ 

• 
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also directly involved in financial help for the Hagana. The Hungarian 

Z5.onist organisations collected 20 million Forints for the Jewish de­

fence force, but were uncertain bow it could be transferred to Palestine. 

Zoltan Vas, a Jewish Politbureau member suggested tbat the Zionists 

should purchase Hu.ngarian sugar for that amount which could then be 

delivered to Palestine outside the terms of the H1111gro-Pales·tirdan 

commercial agreament. 6 

The MKP supported the recruitment, training and transport of able­

-bodied young Jews for service in the Hagana9 Tbe Hasbomer Hatzair, Zion­

ist youth movement gave regular arms training to Hagana recruits, with 

the implicit concent, and some·times under th$ supervision of the AVH. 7 

The Cominunist part:;r assisted also in ·the quick transport of those 

recruits. Early in 1948, before the offj~cia.l establishment of the 

State of Israel, the Hagana recruited 11 500 young Jews in Hungary~ 

The British authorities refused to issue them with entry permjts to 

Palestine, which was officially the condition of them receiving visas 

from the Hungaria.n government. The Communists gave the Palestinian 

emissaries tbe clue to overcome this bu..Teaucratic hurdle. Istvan Szirmai, 

a candidate member of the 11KP's central committee and head of its 

organisation department, advised one of the emissaries that be should 

issue the entry permits on behalf of the Jewish Agency. Szirruai even 

provia.ed bj m wj. tb the text of a. permit form. These were then duly 

accepted by tbe !\liniatry of the Interj.01', and the recruits l.eft Hungary 
8 legally. 

6 Interview with Bentsur, who was then one of tbe permament J>alestinian 
emissaries v,or k.ing in Hunga.ry. E;e negotia.,Jc;ed the deal with Va s a11d de­
acri1)cd it to t his author as ''a real J.1eJ_p for the S)Gate of· Israel, wl1ich 
was then sufferj_ng an acute foreign cuxr·ency sborta .. ge. If' Ber1-G-urion 
(who was the bead of the Jewish Agency and after the establishment of 
Israel its first Prjme 1,liniater - G~G) co11ld bave chosen between guns 
and sugar, he would have opted for ·tbe first c But there was no choice" 
The IfilCP' s offer to deliver 20 million Forints worth of s1:igar ,vas ·wel­
comed in Ia1'lael wi tb the greatest i mi-tgina:ble joy I) tt 

r .... 
7 Interview with Meir. He was an organiser of those training courses, 
and bis closest assistant was an A'\TJI officer" The AVH cons·tantly sur-

• veyed the grounds where those apparently secret training ses sions wer·e 
held, but .did not protest, not even·when empty bullet shells were found. 

8 Interview with Bentsure 

• 

..._ 
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The M1a?' a public supl)ort for Jewisl1 nationhood evolved slowly. 

The Hungarian Con1munists appea1led to be u11easy in ignorj ng their ob­

jections to Zionism~ In tbe summer of 1947, when the Soviet Union had 

already declared in the UcNo, its support for a separate Jewish state 

in Palestine, the MKP was still denying that the 1'Zionists' anti-British 

struggle was a real freedom fight.'' Tl1e British, it clajmed, had been 

trying to set Jews and Arabs against each other, and "tb~ Zionists 

leadership had fallen in with that and Pa~lestinian Jewry, willy-nilly, 

became tbe tools of British imperialism in the Middle-East.'' It as­

serted that ''it ,1as impossible to co11duct a guerilla war wbe11 the lij.aj­

ori ty of the population - the Arabs and the class conscious Jews - were 

not behind the 1partisans''1 • Palestinj_an Jewry, the NiKP warned, must 

recognise that the enemy was neither Britain nor the United States, but 

imperialism, and to fight ·tbat, it must join forces vvith all the demo­

cratic elements j_n the arean 9 

At this stage the Hungarian Communists must have yet failed to 

recognise the main-spring of Soviet policy, na.mely that Britain's ex­

pulsion from Palestine, even if partly for the benefit of a Zionist 

dominated Jewish state, would weaken the ''imperie .. list'' hold on that 

strategically important area , and open it up for Soviet penetration. 

By the end of the year however, the 1U<P identified the real issue. 

Although it still maintained that ''the real in·terest of the Palestin­

ian peopJ.es - botl1 Jews and Arabs ... demands the reconciliatio11 of their 

co11flict••, it drew a distinction batween the ''progressive'' Jewish and 

the 1treactionary1' Arab positions. lO 

Obviously the Communists' basic propaganda aim was to discredit 
• 

Britain. To this end they accepted unscrupulously all xelevant allega-

tions, among others for instance, charges that the British Government 

, 
'· • 

9sza.bad Nep, July 23, 1947. 
10 1 

Szabad Nep8 _. December 14.,1947 . 

• 
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was associd:ed with former Nazis and Fascists:1 For the sake of contrast, 

in order to paint the Devil as black as possible, its victims, i~e tbe · 

Palestinian Jews, bud to be shown affection and solidarity. Thus, their 

struggle was considered a "heroic self-defence, 1112 and they were cons­

tantly pictured· as suffering from a perfidious . British policy. 13 But 

the MK:P~s.vigorous propaganda for Palestinian Jewry was in one respect 

qualified and in anothei' confused. A.Jmost every expression of sympa,tby 

was accompanied by a repetition of a basic tenet of Soviet policy, namely 

that the real solution of the Jews• problem lay in their collaboration 

with the democratic elements among the Arabs. 14 

11 
Reporting on .Britain's conduct during the transitional period - between 

the U.Ne partition decision in December 1947, and the establishment of the 
State of Israel in May 1948 - the Szabad Nep (February 4, 1948) described 
it aa a •tstrange policy of non-interventio~ 1• which incJ.u.ded. mill tary sup­
port for Fascist A.rab gangs who oomprised of Polish, Serbian and German 
Nazis, as well as of British Fascists of the Mosley movement. On May 25, 
1948, the Szabad Nep claimed tha t the ''A.rab, Polish and even German 
Fascists wh o had attacked the new Jewish state have been usjng British 
military equipment and have been commanded by British officerso '' 

12 
Tarsadalmi Szemle, Val.III, No.4-5, April-May 1948, P~376. 

13 .AJl excellent example was the publication of a letter in the Szabad Nep 
on Febx·un.ry 4, 1948 o from a Bungarj_an resident of Haifa. He described hoo 
the British forces - though following apparently a policy of non-inter­
vention - helped tbe ''Fascist Arab gangs 11 and set up traps for Jewish 
civilians and members of the Ragana. In another article (April 13, 
1948) the Szabad Nep reported that al tbou.gh Britain had declared a 
oease-fir·e in Palestine "Arab U11i ts were sboot:i.ng at children in outer 
suburbs \KJi tb British artillery equipment.'' Another I·eport (Szaba .. d l!ep, 
May 1, 1948) said that 1'The British do not even try to pre servo the 
appearance of neutrality. Tbey bave openly threatened tbe Jewish forces 
that if tbey do not stop tbeir activities, the British army and air 
force, in cooperation with the Arabs, v1ill attack Palestinian Je-..'lrye 11 

14 Szabad Nep, Janttai--y 18, February 4, April J,3, 1948. 

ii 
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Tho confusion eruann:ted froCT the Zionist aspect of' the Palestine issue. 

Their dlfficul ty was l1ow to reconcile Soviet support for the Pales·tinian Jews 

with Coimunist objections to Zionism itself. The result was a confused inter­

pretation of Soviet motives I) The 1\'[J{PY s ilBoretical jourrJ.al first gave a clin­

ically and cool political explanation: support for the creation of a Jewish 

state ''1.,epresented no change in the Soviet Union I s freg_l1ently repeated dis­

approval of Zionismo '' The Soviet delegates in the UsN General Assembly 

advocated the partition of Palestine only beca11se llnder tbe circums·tances 

there was ''no other way to achieve the fina.l goali the J.iberation of the 

area from colonial rule.tt15 This analyst had no doubts about the reactionary 

na.ture of tbe Zionist movement a.ud its unreliability f·rom the point of pos­

sible de:nocra tic - i. ee Communist - developments. }Ie described the ''Zionist 

political leadersbip11 as "constantly antidemocratic and aggressive. 1116 

Houever, the MKP 1s wavering produced in a subsequent issue of the same 

journal a considerably modified interpretation both of the Soviet decision 

and of the Zionist movement. This article in fact, implJed Soviet endorse­

ment of tbe principal Zionist claim trot Jews comprised a nation, 17 and 

was optimie t io about the prospects of the Zionists moving away from the 

"imperialis ts. 1118 
J3ut manifestations of the J.1KP 1 s confusion ove:r the Zionist 

I 

aspect of tl1a Palestj_ne issue were confined to this journal's readership. In 

its propaganda for a wider public, the Communist party evaded this sensitive 

problelI'. by simpJ.y not linking at a ll the Zio11ists wi tb ••anti-colonial figbt!t 

in Palestj_ne o 
19 

Boon after the establishmant of the State of I srael on May 15, 1948, 
the MKP permjtted itself increasingly more scepticism about its probable 

social developments and internati onal affiliationsv It already gave a slight 

l5 Tarsadalmi Szemle, Val.III, IToJ.. January 1948, p.59. 
16 Ibid, p .. 61 

17 11Duri ng the Second \"'lo:r•J_a_ War, l'.1one of tb.e Western powers could ensure the 
defence of the Jewish people's most elementary rights, their rescue from tbe 
hands of tbe Fascist butcherso Therefore t be Soviet delegate (in the U.N. 
General Assembly) considered the J ewish people 's wish to live in their own 
state justified.'' Tarsa4dalrni Szemle, VolaII, Iio~-4--5, April-May, 1948, p.375. 

18,,The .Zionists' prornB1~i tish, and the Je·wisb Agency's pro--.A.merican elements 
have l earned the lesson that no people can lase its independence on the caprice 
of one 02, the other i mperialist powers.'' It)id 1 p.376c 

. 
l9None of the articles on Palestine in tbe Szabad Nep mentioned any Zionist 
involvement. All the references were made only to t'Jev;srt between December 
1947 and the end of' .Tuiay, 1948e Refer·ences to Zionist s on the bo1;ders of this 
period were critical. (See isst1os of J'uly 23, 1947, and May 30, 1948) • 

• 
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disbelief in Israel's willingness to rem.ai11 dissociated from the 
' Western powers 

20 nations. 
only a few ds~ys af·ter its official a.,ppearanoe among the 

M ter a.n ir1te1.~al of almost a y·ear, the Szabad Nep again questioned 

the r eliability of Israel's Zionist leaders , 21 and these doubts intensified 

when th e weak..'less o:f I srael's pro-Soviet left-wing became increasingly clear 
d • th t ' f • t 1 t • 22 uring e coun ry s irs e ec ~ion campaign. The elections on January 25, 
1949, proved that in spite of Soviet help in the creation of the state, the 

majority of Israelis supported the moderately left-of-centre parties who 

prefeI'r ed alliance u ith the \Yestern powers o rroo 1W responded to this 

set-back with r estraint, but obviously enjoyed elaborating on I srael's 
materia l and political dif.ficulties. 23 

It is worth no ti11g tha t altbougl1 the 1:W discretely helped ana. publicly 

favoured the creati on of a J e,,,i sh state ir1 Palestine , jpts leaders - 1.1nlike 

their counterparts in Poland and Bulgaria , for example, 24 did not express 

any persona l support. Official 13,,pproval of Pale_stinian Jewry•a fight '\vas 

a ssi gned strictly t o State functionaires. 25 

Not even at the peak of the MKP 1s pr actical and propaganda support for 

the J ewi sh state (fro~ mid-1947 to mid-1948) did the other side of the party's 

Ja#nus f ace bear any similarl:,r sympathetic expressio11 towa.rds the local aJc·t-

ivi ties of Zionjsts in Hungary. A prominent J ewi sh Communist l awyer (Dr. 

-------------------------------------·---• .. ·-.... -----
20 

On May 23, 1948 the Szabad Nep r emarked that Br1tain was concerned about the 
future of mj litary bases in the Middl e Eas t "whicl1 v,ere being tl1reatened by .Axab 
freedom fights a11d the independent Jewish State, 11 but added sJ~yly: 11If tl1e latter 
will indeed be Lvidependent. '' 

21 May 30, 1948. • 
r 

22 On January 11, 1949~ the Szabad NeE_ still mai ntained that "Israel, fighting 
for survival undoub3dly represents th e relatively most active anti-imperialist 
force in tr1e lliddl e Eas·t; '' but added tbaJ t her government ''which consists of the 
very saIIE Zionis t politicians who had been obedient tools of British imperial­
ism'' was incapa11J_e of ensuring tbat rtr srael would nc·t becorn.e pa .. rt of the reac.t­
ionary Ea.ste1"'n })lock planned by .Americ~." tt 

23 See Szabad Nen report (May 21, ... - ..,,,. .... 1949 ) on unempl oyment, poverty and sharpeni.11g 
conflict between J eus and Arabs. IJ 

24 • JTA; December 4, 1946 and January 15, 1947. 
25sa tisfaction over the u ~N' s parti tio11 decision and asSUl "'clllCe that H~Ylgary 
wov.ld coopera.:te with the ri e1?t7 Jewish state were expressed by the Presider1·t of 
the HuJl "·arian Republic (JTA, December 29, 19Ll7 and Januar;y· 23, 1948). Tl1e 
MCSZ's 1estive r ally received a message welcoming the creati on of the Jewish 
state from the Prime Minister. (Uj E).et; , Decem1e1:' 11, 1947) . 

• 
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Tibor Ferencz, head of the People's P.rosecutor' s Office) dre\v the J_ine of 

clistinction blu.ntly. After };)a .. ving asserted that ''we do not disov1n our 

bretljeren abroad , do not deny the ea.use of the Holy Land, of the Pa.,lestinian 

J·ewish state,'' he declared that it ;'will not be permitted Jc;bat certain Jewish 

groups (in the context of his article this refexred -obviously to the Zionists 
• 

- G.G) should keep the so-called Jewish question permamently on the agenda by 

constantly deepening t;be J ewish problem. tt He did not yet deny the Zior1ists 

their right to follow theiJ.~ own idea ls (''If they cannot integTate into our 

democracy •••• they must go11
) but warned them tl1at they ''must get out of the 

way of the majority of Hungarian Jewry." 26 

The scope for local expressions of solidarity with Israel was also 

restricted, particularly after the disappointing results of Israel's first 

general elections. After the U.N decision in 1947, and the declaration of 

the State of I srael in 1948 , Hungarian Jews were allowed to celebrate. 27 
However, their enthusiastic welcome to Israel's first envoy on his arrival 

28 in Budapest in February 1949 , was concealed fr om the publico The envoy 

himself was put under pressure to avoid any other opportunity for a sjmjlar 

demonstration e29 

\ 

26 Uj Elet) September 18, 1947 . 
27 In December 1947, tbe president of the 11CSZ \~as parn,1.tted to broadcast over 
the state-controlled r adio (for the t ext of rlis speech see Uj Elet, December 
4, 1947). }_,or r eports on t be celebra.tions by reli gious congregations and o·tber . 
01."ganisations see Uj EJ.e·t , December 4, 1947, May 20, 1948, and interview with Galor. 

28 According to a report in the Jewi sh Chronicle , (February 18, 1949), the envoy 
was greeted on bi.s arri val at a Bu.dapest ra.il\vay station by thousand9"of Jews 
singing th e Hatik.-vab ( the Israeli national antbem - GoG) o The Hungarj_an press 
did not r eport this reception, it simply recorded bis arrival. 

29 The envoy , Ebud Avriel notified in advance the PIH tha t on the fir8t Saturday 
after bis a1'rival be intends to attend tbe us11a l Sbabbat service in i ·ts largest 
synagogJe. On the appointed day the synagogue was filled to capacity and the 
congregation 's minister, Rabbi Dr.Herskovits, planned to welcome the envoy from 
the pulpit. But early that morning an official of the Hungarian Foreign ~linistry 
warned Avriel that it was not the accepted pra .. c ·tice of forej_gn envoys ·to l e t 
themselves cel ebrate publicly and subsequently Avriel cancelled bis visit to 
the s~agogue . . Interview uith Dr.Herskovits • 

• 
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Tho l\lL..\'11 is attitude to the exi s t ence of the Zionist orga.niaaticns 

re1nained 11ucbanged in tl1is period (1947-49 ) 0 In spite of some tacticaJ. 

oonoessions , party leaders in private remained unswervingly hostile to 

Zionist activities in Hungary. While the. Communist-controlled police and 

the AVR were conveniently overlooking illegal Jewish emigration in 1947, 
and the party press wes pra.ising the '1heroic1t struggle of the Palestinian 

Jews, Rakosi made no secret of his determination to liquidate the Zionist 

organisations as soon as poasible. 30 In the same year, another Communist 

official, I stvan Szirmai, in what was probably ·the only Z:tonist-Communist 

dialogue a·l; any reasonable level, descrioo d Zionism aa ''a d.angerous id.eol­

ogy based on disregard for realities'' and predic·ted that in ·two years t time 
''nobody will consid0r r1imself a Jew in Hungary., ,,3l 

The J/iXP• s J jnks wi ·th Zionist organisations s l1owed however some 

modifica tion of its attitude in the jmmediate post-war erao The party 

moved away from its obdui~a te rejection of any contacts wj_th Zionist org--
. 

anisatio11s on a higher l evel. The move was presumably based on the 1~eal-

isation t hat tl1e party should expJ .. cit both the co11cessions wl1icb it l1ad 

to give for tactical r easons, and aJ..s o the fe.voura'bJ,.e cl i.mate produced by 

Soviet support in the U.l{ for the creation of e .. Jewish s ·tate. In 194'7, 
1/Lihaly Farkas, a Jewish member of t be -.};olitbur·eau, and 011e of ·the partyrs 

two dep·u.ty general-secreta1"'ies, ca lled in the presidimn of Jche MCSZ and 

asked tbem ·to line up JtJheir members behind tl1e Communist party in tl1e 

f orthcomj __ ng general elections" 32 

--------------------------•----•-------------IIF1J:¥" VCJPI,. 
30 Rakosi told Dr.Denes, a vice-president of tbe MOSZ in 1947, tbat the estab­
liahme11t of tl1e proletarian dicta to1" □hip i11 Hungary wi].l end the Zionist movcme11t . 
''And then? I asked bj rn , ' Either I 11ill be t l1r0°\7i'.1 in p1~1sc>n, Comrade Denes, or 
you will, 1 h e said smilil1g''• Deries , p.34. 

31 Interview with Yaari. Szirmai expressed his views in a private meeting with 
two ultra~l eft Palestini an Zionis t emissarieo , Ferenc J a,mbor and Arie Yaari. 
Szirmai 1 s peculiar posi ti.on in the 1~ITCP ' s r e l.ation with ·the Zio11ists should be 
noted. Re v,1a s tbe only central COI!lilli ttee official who maintaj.ned regular con­
tact wi tb Zionist J.eaders o Many of those belie,red. that Szirmai was responsible 
in the J,OCl' for Jewish B~ffairs, t r1011gh the existence of such a particular port­
folio could not be established. His contact with Zionist leaders, primarily 
with Pales·tinian emissar·ies, emr.1.nated from the f~act that Szirmai, wl10 TNa.s born 
in Transylvania, was f or a short wbile in his late teens a member of a left-wing 
Zionist L1ovament in Cluj (Kolozsvar). ( In·ter·vi ew wi tb Drlt YeMarton) o 1ilany of the 
Palestinian emisaaries were a.,lso former T:ra.nsy·lvanians who renewed their acquain­
tance wi~h Szir·mai, and turned to bjm frequen·cly for a.dvice and help. 

32 Interview with Salamon$ 
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This was a 1mique occasion, ·the only one when a top Communist (Farkas, to­

gether ~ith Rakosi, Gero , and Revai, made up that powerful quartet which 

rt1led the 1)arty d11ring t he Stalinis·G per·iod) asked f·or Zionist assistance. 

It was also a peculiar request because Farkas offered nothi.ng tangible in 

return. He remi11dod bis v·i~i tors that the party had not y·et obstruc·ted 

Zionist efforts to organi se the emigration of J ewish youth, but offered 

nothing more than its continued goodwill. Nevertheless, the Zionist leaders 

obliged and even the president of the MCSZ, who was a member of the religious 

section, told Zionists publicly tba,t they should vote for the 1'fKP f> 
33 

The Communists departed from their previous stand also by becoming 

illOre receptive to approa ches from the Marxist-Leninist wing of the Hungarian 

Zionist movement. Hashomer Hatzair, its youth section, acknowledged with 

relief, l ate in 1947, tbat after yeerrs of frustration ''the party (the 

1m:P - GoG) bas l.ately eased its rigi dity towards Zionismo••• It appears 

that not all wb o had expressed opinions in the name of the party were in­

deed representing its views. 1134 The proof of that allegedly less rigid 

attitude was very modest indeed. The Communist youth organisation had 

rejected Hashomer Hatzui:r:· 1 s offer to join in its national ca.mpaign of 

reconstruction (by sending volunteers to bui].d railway lines). Now it 

accepted a ''working brigade '' and agreecl tbat the Zionis .,c;s could join 

the ''democratic youth" in celeb1--a ting t ho centenary of the 1848 Hungarian 

war of independence. 35 It ~as a similarly modes t achievement, when Gyorgy Non, 

a member of the JJIO? central committee and bead of the Communist youth organ­

isation, ga·vo a cautiously qualified appreciat ion of Hashomer Hatza,ir' s 

war-time activities, 36 or when the MKP sent a friendly message to a public 

33 Ibid. 

34 Beszamolo etc, p.31. 

35 Ibid, p.32 

• 

36 Non was one of the illegal Communists wh o bad contacts with Hasbomer 
Hatzair members during Hungary's German occupation in 19440 On the 20th 
anniversary of Hasbomer Hatzair, in an ar·ticl.e for t~he movement.1 s journal, 
he recalled bow fuj_s cor1taot had been established and d .. escribed some aspects 
of Hasbomer Hatzair's rescue work on behalf of political prisoners and Com­
munist ''partisans ''· But wben comi ng to an evaluation of those ac·tivities, 
Non merely stated tha t ttI ca.n speak only \Vi tb appreciation about that work'', 
thus side-stepping carefull.y any reference to post-war z:_onist activities e 

(Hasomer Hacair, October 1947e> __ Mime?graphed journal, among unclassified 
material at the Central Archives for the History of the Jewish People, Jerusalem) • 

• 

I 
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moating in memory of Szimcha Runwald, a former leader of the movement, who 

was killed during Ilungary's German occupation. 37 .Prominent Communists' pub-

lic cooperation with the Zionist ultra-left was limited to the cultural field. 38 

The only significant. collaboration was when the MKP - simultaneously with a 

similar re~uest to the Zionist organisations in general - called for their 

help in the 1947·generai elections campaign. Although Hasbomer Ratzair 

assisted the Communi st par ty in the 1945 elections too, this represented 

an improvement in their relationship. While previously the MKP initiated 

such cooperation only on :Budapest district committee level, and only in those -

areas ,vbere there was a concentration of Je1vish electors, this time the call 

came fl.--om Farkas , who devoted four hours to a dj_scussion wi tb leaders of the 

Marxist~Zionist wing, and provided them with specific propaganda materia1. 39 

The Zionist organisations responded tc ·the MIO?' s double-faced postu1"e 

with a mixture of tactical concessions and some genuine sympathy for certain 

Communi s t policies . At·t;empts to consolidate Comn,unist support for the Jewish 

state and to assm'e the party 's continued tolerance of Zionist activities were 

presumably the motives when Zionist leaders exaggerated in public the im-

portance of the Soviet Union, and gave undeserved credit to Hungarian authorities04' 
\ 

37 Rasomer Hacair , January 1948 . 

3S YThen th e "Marxist-Zionist parties" (Rasb omer Hatzair and Achdut Avod.a) 
organised a cultural evening in Budapes t's la,rgest concert ha,11, the partici­
pants included Sandor Gergely, a Jewish Muscovite Comrouoist

1 
who was then 

president of tbe Writers ' Soci ety , and two Jewish Communist actresses. (Borochow 
Kor Tage11 ·cesi toje, May 1948. Mimeoe;rapbed journal among uriclassified material e,t 
The Central Archives for the History of the J ewish People , Jerusalem) • 

39 This nas a reprint of Gromyko 1s U.~ 
state. (Interview with Yaari). 

• . 
Sieech in favour of a separate Jewish 

40 Dr.Szonyi , the Jewi sh Agency r epr esentative , told a press conference after 
the U,oN partition decision that ''what decj_ded tbe fate of an independent Jewish 
state ,;as t hat t he Soviet Union supported tl1e Jews on every issue.'' (Kis Uj sag

1 
December 4, 1947)0 In bis radio broadcast, Salamon, the president of the MOSZ saidi • 
"e•• I cannot miss tbis opportunity for expressing Hungarian Zionists gratitude 
and thanks to the government of the democratic Hungarian Republic which had &lways 
shown good\1ill and the gI'eatest understancli11g of our· cause.'' (Uj Elet, December 4, 
1947)e ~ 

• 

• 

..... 
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The opportunism of this attitude was strikingly evident at a later stage, 

in ea:r.ly 1949. Then, witl1 the liquidaJcion of Zionist organisations imm­

ine11t, ·tlJe IvlCSZ, :presurr1ably ii-1 a last attempt to prove its loyalty to the 

regime, signed jointly with othe:r· Jewish organisations an appeal to world 

Jewry to call off their protest against the prosecution of Cardinal ~Iindszenty. 41 
• 

Genuine support for certain aspects of Comn1u11ist policy 1~as given even 

by moderately left-wing Zionists, when their views corresponded with the MKP's. 

They endorsed, for instance, the merger of tl1e NiKP a.nd the SZDP, because they 

disliked t he Palestine policy of tbe British Labour Party, wbicb the Communist 
propaganda depicted as 

Democratic mo,, eme11t. 42 
tbe ring leader of the ''reactiona.,ry, right-wing'' Social 

Support for a much wider scale of Con1munist policies 

CBJ08 from tl)e ''11arxist-Zionist't wing which backed the 11KP at every· stage of 

its cJ_jmb to hegemony, and was at variance with it only on ·tl1e party's atti­

tude to the Jewish question and to Zionism.43 

It was on such ideological proximity that the ultra-left based its 

ho1)a to save the Hungarian Zionist movemerlt from ex·tinction. \XJ'hen, in 

the second half of 1948, that side of the lvIBJ'' s Ja11us face, v1hich was turned 

towards local Zionists changed from moroseness to outright disgust~ the 

ultra-left made an attempt to prolong the MCSZ 1s existence by taking con-

trol of it. But by then tbe l,IBI> was no longer commj tted to tolerate organised 

Zionismo 

• 

• 

41 A copy of this cable, wbicb was sent to vari·ous Jewish organisations 
abroad is e .. vaila.ble in the Institute of Jewish 11.ffairs Archive, London, 
File 80(182). 

42 See Hedjrn) VoloIII. January 1947 .. (Central zj~onist Archives). 
was published by t11e Histra.drut Dror-Habonim moveme11t which were 
to the Social Democratic-type Ichud (W..3,pai) party . 

This journ~.tl 
affiliated 

43 A Palestinia n emissary to the ultra-left Zio11j_st movement claimed tr1a·t 
thGy had no ideoJ_ogical d.ifferences v7~ tr1 Comrnur1~s~~ In f~c-'G, they. were 
J eviisb Corr1'Ilunis ts, but wa11ted to be aJ.lowed to 011.iJ_d their Corou1un1st order 
in the.ir o~vn we .. y. ( Intex•vj_eVI wi tl1 Yaari) • 

• 
..... 

4 l F? 
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Towards tbe end of 1948 conditions were ripe forth~ elimination of 

the Zionist organisations~ Soviet involvement in the settlement of the 

Palestine i.o sue, which had previously prevented the Hungarian Communists 

from strit~ng t~e Zionists the lethal blow, ceased to carry such obligation. 

With half of his goal - British withdrawal - accomplished, Stalin probably 

accepted that the installation of a Soviet bridgehead in tbe newly born 

Jewish state was out of his reacho Israel's Zionist leaders - in spite of 

Stalin's godfatberly role - chose to retain their association with the 

Western powers, and this in i tse]_f would have jus tified a loeeer rej_n on 

the Communist parties' anti-Zionism. In addition, Moscow Jewry's enthus­

iastic reception to Israel's first diplomatic r epresentative must have warned 

Stalin of the disruptive effect which Zionism and other foreign ideologies 

could have on the monolithic structure of the Soviet Unione 

He chose to war·d off this danger with two measures appµed simul­

taneously. Ono was a steely r eaffi rmation of Communist ideology's pejorative 

assessment of Zior1ism, a11d the deno11nciation of Israel as tl1e embodime11t 

of tbat reactionary concept. Ilya Ebrenburg's article in Pravda, in September 
\ 

1948, played the overture of this propaganda concert. At the same timm , 

Stalin deprived th e Soviet Jews Qf those cultural facilities (like schools, 

theatres , periodicals, publishing houses~ etc) 9 which tbey enjoyed~ a.s a nation­

ality, but had a llegedJ.y misuaed for the development of sentiments con·t;rary 

to the interes t of the stateo 

The purge started in the autumn of 1948, with the muJ:1d.er of WJ.ikboels, 

a Yiddish actor, and continued with the arrest and eventual execution of 

many other pronu.nent Jev:s ., 
• 

Hungari an Communists - like th eir counterparts in other East European 

cou..ntries - took this tuxn in Sqviet policy as the green J.igbt for tbeir 

own attack on the Zionist organisa tions. 44 

- Q. • 

44 This eeneral anti-Zi onist offensive by the East European Communist regimes 
was however uneven and. p:roduced some chilli12b a11achronisms . A montl1 after the 
Roumanian al1thorities had, for instance, closed down t ,vo Zionist fund-raj_sing 
organisations (tbe Keren Hayesod and the Keren Kayemet) and had arrested tbeir 
directors (JTA, l\Jovember 4, 1948), tbe Polisk1 governmerit 8 .. nnounced tbe legali-­
sation of the very same organisa tit)DS (JTA,, IJo,rember 28, 1948). In September 
1949 ·months after the Zionist organisations j_n ROllmanj_a, a.nd Hungary bad been 
disb:nded, the representatives of the Czechoslovak and Polish Zionist federa­
tions we~e still attending a European Zionis t Conference in Paris, where the 
Polish delegate annou11ced officj_a lly ·that li is government bad lifted all re­
strictions on emjgration to Isra.el~ (JTA, September J_8, 1949). 
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But thay acted unlike ·the other parties, t11ough cons:lster1t with their post-war 

policy on ·the Jews. A comparison Y?i th the Roumanian. method elucidates tl1e 

pect1.lia.1-i ity of the Hunga1'ian ac·tion . . In Rou.rnania, the di.ssolution of the 

Zionist orga.nisations - an administrative act ... was a.ccornpanied by a prop­

aganda campaign agai~st Zio11ism as an ideology o The Con1m11nist party declared 

its views openly in a resolution by its Politbur0au. This defined Zionism as 
• 

nationalist and therefore irreconcilable with Socialismo It also denounced 

Zionists as tbe agents of Anglo-American imperi~lism. The Roumanian party 

made also clear its views on the solution of the Jewish problem by citing 

the Soviet exa,mple. 45 

Although it was the left-wing Jewish press that carried the -sulk of 

tbis anti-Zionist agitation, 46 the party's official org~, the Soanteia 

also participated in the campaign.47 
In Hungary, by contrast, the party kep·c itself publicly completely 

dissociated from the actions taken against the Zionist organisations, it 

did not link those to an anti-Zionist propaganda campaign, and concealed 

this w11 ole operation fro:n the tseneral public. Apart frozn sporadic criticism 

of the Israeli lead.ersbip, 48 the MDP gave no sign publicly of its objections 

to Zionism. 49 Its official organ, the Szabad Nep, did not even report the 
I 

dissolution of the Zionist organisations, thouch other newspapers published 

brief communiques wi thou·t co1nments. 50 Tbe lj.q_uidation of the Zionist organ­

isations Tia s treated as an internal Jewish matter, and was carried out strictly 

within the confines of tl1e Jewisb commu11ityo 

45 JTA, December 4, 1948. 

46 JTA, December 12, 1948. \ 

• 

47 It accus.ed Zionists of trying to create tt a n atmosphere of insta·nili ty and 
mistrust of the regjme,'' Jewish Chronicle, March 11, 1949. 

-•~8 Szabad J:1ep, July 13, 1948 and January 13, 19!1-9., 

49The party did not reveal, for example , tha t it had expelled Zionists during a 
membership revision in 1948. The long list which Farkas , & Politbureau member, 
presented of those categories tha t ba>1 ·to be ~u..rged, did. not include the .Zionists. 

10 

(Szabad Nep, September 8 s 1948): ~t a Com:11u111st co~1munal le~,de~ later dis?losed 
that ''durinr.r the membership revision, the 1'/iDP expel.Led tbe Zionists t even if they 
claimed to be •socialist Zionists 1 or 'Commu11ist Zionists''' (Sos: ''Oszlik a kod 11

, 

Uj Elet, March . 17, 1949)" 

50 Nepszava and Magyar Nemzet, both on March 25, 1949° 
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Such btu1dling indicates that on this particular issue, the 

Hungarian Cot!lmunists must have pre:ferreo. internal politica.1 consid­

e.rations over ext8rna]. oneso Joining the a111~i-Zionist chorus would 

have demonstra·ted their loyalty to the Communis~t camp a11d to tl1e 

leadership of the Soviet Union. It would have undoub\adly streng-
•• 

thened the efforts to impress the wo1--ld wi tb ·the unflinching unity 

of the Communist bloc, a,nd project that as a most formidable force, 

in the line-up for tbe Cold War, which was then taking sbape. 

But the liquidation of the Zionist organisations - with or 

without the public involvement of the party - served its purpose in 

any case. It eliminated the disseminators of one of the ideologies 

wbicbwtere endangering the monolithic position of Communism~ As 

for ~vojdi~ a~ anti-Zionist propaganda campaign, this must rave 

been considered di sadvantageous in tbe specific context of Hungarian 

politics. 0.ae disadvantage woula. bave been fu.rther dam.age to the. 

Hunga1 ... ian Co:n ounistiinternational r eptttation,for the liq_uida·tion of 
. 

tbe Zionist orga11isatior1s coincided with the l1IDP's i11tensive campaign 

against tb e Cath olic cl1urcb and Vlitb the prosecution of Cardinal 

M.indszenti. 

Drum--bea ting antj~-Zionism 1'lould have certajn),y added ou.tcries 

of antise..-ni tism to the a 11~eady pi .. evailing protests agaj_n_st 

VT.bile Western objections to the anti-Catholic campaign had 

those actions. 
• no ser1.ou.s 

consequences for Hungary's international relations, and Mindszenti's 

confession to ''political crimest' had to some extent blurred the effect­

iveness of the inter national protest, the persecution of Zionists could 

have revived memories of the Co1nmunists' obscure association with the 

1946 pog-roms, and raise unpleasant echoes about a coun·try which had 

not too long before been extremely deep:}J infected with antisemitism. 

Furtheru1ore, it might have led to the cancellation of· ''Joint'' aid ,vbich 

was tben stiJ.l a not negligable source of Hungary's bard currency income. 51 

• 

5l "Joint'' a.,id reached its peak in 1947 with $10,898,388,38, b11t in 
1948 it still amounted to $8,463,875,94 and in 1949 to $7,671,015903. 
(Deposition by H.Katzki). 

• 

-
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But tbe major disadvan·ta .. ge of the 1vIDP' s open involvement in ·the 

anti-Zio11ist m0asures 'No·uld have been strictly domestic. Since 1945, 

the Communist party bad persiste11tJ.:y· pretended that a Jewish pr,oblem 

did not exist in pos·t-war Hur.1gar·yo It departed f1·om tl1at policy only 

when its own interests. made it unavoidable, as at the time of the anti­

-Jewish a ttroci·ties in 194.6. The roots of this attitude bave heen 

explained in earlier chapters, and the reason for such a posture lost 

none of its validity by the end of 1948, when the leadership of the 

Communist party was still exclusively in Jewish hands. (All the four 

eff ecti·ve rule1--s of the part3r - Gero, Revai, }jia1'ks.,s, a11d the bead of 

the TuIDP, Rakosi bjmself _- were of Jewish origin). A public campaign 
• 

against Ht)ngarian Zionists, led by the Oommunist-controlJ.ed goverrlfilent 

would ha.ve belied the party's carefully sustained pretension. It would 

bave also drawn attE~ntiou to the J ews, which the party· leaders were 

trying to avoid. A discrete but· tirm manipulation through the Jew-

ish orga11i se»tions appeared to be the acceptable solutio11. 

Tbe first indication that the Soviet signal had been received 

in Hl1nGa1 .. y v,as given sl1ortly after Ehrenbtu"'g ' s articl.e jn Pravda. 

In eai"ly October 194.8 , Steckler; t,he preside11t of tb e PIH, declared: 

''\Ve must be fully aware that after t11e _establishment of the independent 

Jei,1isb sts,te, that kind of Zionist work v1bich 11ad been carried out here> 

cannot continue to the same extent and under the same conditionsc Only 

short-sighted people can believe that in tl1is respect there must not 
· 52 

be an~,r change .'' 

In the following rr-onth, the e,t1.tbori ties star·ted wba t seemed 

merely a routine aa_ministr·ative inspe ction. · They exa.mir1ed the boolts 
# 

of tl1 e zj_onist organisations · and their ajgricv.l·tura.J~ and industria.l 

training c "Jntres, checked the licences of tbei:r cll1bs, the regularity 

of rent payments, ·but, ominously, showed an unusual in·t crest in sorrle 

irregularities (dealings in for· eign cui--rencics , fi11a~11cial links wi tb 
53 

the ''Joi11tt1 etc.) wl1ich had been ; reviously overlooked~ 

52 Uj Elet, October 7 1 1948. 
0 

. 

53 Interview with Palgi . 
• 
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These apparently innocent procedures bowever acquired a sinister overtone 

in the light of recent events in Roumania, where siwilar auditing of 

two fund-raising organisations marked th0 beginning of tbe anti-Zionist 
driveo 54 

But tbe final attack did not unfold until a few months later with 
• 

a front-page article in the Uj Elet, the journal of PIH, by Miksa 

Domonkos, its geners.l-secretary()_55 Domonkos noted that -\;he new state 

of .Israel had already established its international links in accordance 

with diplomatic rules; This, he asserted, "had created a new situation -

for the position of movements a:nd parties directed from abroad. While 

t.be authorities had been viewing their activities with understanding 

before the establishment of Israel, these movements have now completely 

lost t l1 eir rea son for existenceo • The co11sequence must be drawne '' But 

the author did not stop at such a rational justification for the dis­

solution qf tbe Zionist organj_sa tionao He blamed the Zionists' 

"irresponsible propaganda" for the mass hysteria over emigration, and 

accused tbem of trying to 'tdis credi·t the governing methods of the 

Hungaria n ~eople'a Republic.ri 
I 

If the Zionists regarded this attack as merely anothe1-- ma.nj_fes-

ta tion of tbe assjmila tionist Jews' passionate anti-Zionism, they were 

soon to discover t hat it had the backing of the Communist authoritiese 

According to a not wholly reliable source, the warning came personally 

from Rakosi,
56 

but even if they did not receive that, an article in the 

Jrj Ele.~. by a Cor,,munist, Endre Sos (only one week after Domonkos' out-

burst) could help them to put the cam1•aign into full perspective~ 57 

54 JTA, Nov·ember 4, 1948. 

55 February 3, 1949. 

' 

56 
According to Bela ]'abian, a strongly anti-Communist pre-war politician 

of Jewish origin, on February 7, ~949, Re,Js:osi received representa.,tives of 
the Je"lvish ccmn1uni ty and told tl1em: 1'The gove1~nment wilJ_ sbo2 .. tly dissolve 
by a stroke of the pen all Zionist recruiting offices, schools, organisa­
tions, denomjnations, and nationalist underground movementso We shall no 
lont,.er tolerate tl1e Zionist macbL"tJations in Hurlgary o The Iu11ister of the 
Int;rior, Kaiar, will remove this illness of tbe Hungarian Jews by an 
operation. '1 Fabia11, Po33~ 

57 February 10, 194.9. 
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Sos gave Domonkos ' subj ective antl.- Zionism ''Socialist'' (ioe Communist) 

ba.ck- bone by enla r ging on it i11 t wo respects , While s till not den o1J.nc-­

i ng Zionism as an ideology, Sos criticised I sJ?ael for t he lack of stsocia l­

ist11 contents in its political composition, 58 and at the same time in­

dicated t l1e roa d tl1a.t had been charted for Htmgar·ia.n J ewry: loya,ity to 

the Communi s t Hungari an regjmP.. 59 Although Sos himself made no reference 

to the f uture af the Zioni s t organisa tions, the pot was kept boLt ing as 

the .![~ ~le t in tbe same issue, but in another article, 60 repeated the 

point r ai sed by Domonkos a week earlier, a.nd which wa~s to become fu e 

basic non~ideologi cal argument for the dissolution of the Zionist organ­

i sations , namely tha t •• now that the n ew state exists, only internationally 

recogni sed diplomatic institutions have the right to conduct activitieso• • o 

There i s no sover ei gn s t a te in the world wbicb permits on its own soil 

a ctivi t i es conduct ed in t he inte1,est of a.nother sovereign state bJr any means.,, 

Thi s pi votal argument was again empbasised a week later by Steckler, 

who took it one step f urther by i n1plying t l)a t maintaining linl~s ,vi th 

Israel was a mat t er concer ni ng only the Hungarian state , and not its 

Jewi sh community . 61 But St ockler too, r efrained from expressing opposition 

to Zioni sm as an i deol ogy . His obj ection to the Zionists, individually 

and colle ct i vely as an organi s&.:tion, was based on an assertio11 tha t t hey 

r epres ented only a m1.nori ty vi ew wbicl1 t hey should stop forcing on the 

majority. He emphasised Hw1garian Jewry's sympathy for a Jewish sta t e , 

but warned t hat t his should not be taken as identification with Zionismo 

5S "•·· we ar e s t r ongl y concer ned about t be predominance of Israeli 
national ist t endenci es and about the exces sive influence of forei gn 
plutocra t s o••• We r egard it a mi stake tbat, wh en starting its i ndep- . 
endent sta t ehood , t he J ewish stat e is not setting itself up with a 
Socialis t s tructure on tbe road to progress.o•• The l eaders of the 
Sovie t Uni on and t he People t s Democracies bad hoped, and s·till hope, 
that the TIOrkers of t he State of Israel will not tolerate the pre­
ponderance of nati ona lism and t heir ensla,v er·y by foreign plutocra t s ., 
The I sr aeli wor ker s did not get rid of na tiona l oppression and economic 
exploit ation by only to tolerate now another kind of oppression and ex-
ploi ta ti on. tt Ibid. ~ 

59,,Tbe Hungarian People's Democra cy, which - in Matyas Rakosi 1 s definition -
fulfills t be functi ons of a proletarian dic·catorsbip, means t l1e r1lle by the 
country's woxking ma jority. Well, tbose Jows wbo live from their TIO~k -

that is, t be over whel ming ma jority of Hungarian Jewry - belong to t his 
majority of worker se ••• the triumpha11t Socialism vdll pu.t an end to that 
great trial v1bich the ruling feuda✓l arrl. capi t a .. list classes bad started 
against the Jews.'' Ibid. 

60 pp.3-4 -

61uj Elet, February 17, 1949° 



An unequivocal denot1nciation of Zionism as an ideology, and a 

clear declaration that ·the Commm1ists pa.rty wished to close a.own the 

Zionist orga,nisations were made only in the final st;age of this cam­

paign, and even tben in a hypocritj_cal and a"mbigucus manner .. For· ·it 

was hy]?ocritical that Endre Sos' article, disclosing these previously 

concealed factors, was published in the JLi Elet, 62 four days after the. 

Zionist arga11isations had ttvol1l11tarily'' a.isbauded, but a ,rveek befo:r.~E1 it 

was announced publicly~ It remains open to speculation why the Communist 

party, at such a late stage and} in fact, after the task had already 

been accomplished, suddenly revealed its interest in the destruction 
of the Zionist organisation~ 

It is even more puzzling because the official aru1ouncement about 

the closure repeated only the arguments that had been previously empha~ 

ised,
63 

and Zionism as a hostile ideology was not to be mentioned aga:in 

either in tbe Jewish or the general Hungarian press - with very few 

exceptions - for several yearso 

The j_solated 11ature of this a.dmj ssi·on indicates that the d.isclosure 

might not have bean official party policye It could be assumed that 

Jewish COllli'TI11niests in the l>IH evoked the ::autho1~1 ty of the Communist j_d­

eology and of the ConL~unist party in order to strengthen tbeir position 

in favour of the Zionist organisatio:na' elj_minationo Tbe ambiguous manner 

in which Sos implice t ed _.cbe Run631·ian partJ· in this anJ0i-Zionis·t attack 

supports this ass11mption. 
. . 

v62 
March 17, 1949. 

- I • • 

63 
The official announcement said, 11 The com!Jlittee li<1uidating the affairs 

of the Hungarian Zionist Federa~ion (the 1ICSZ - G.G) announces that the 
national e.x:ecutive committee at its meeting on iiarcb 13, 1949, passed the 
following resolutiont 'As tbe State of Israel had been established and 
therefore the Fed~r&tionYs cardinal objective had been accomplished, also, 
as there is nov, normal diplomaJcic reJ .. a tio11ship between Hungar~· ai1d Israel, 
the executive committee discontint1ed the fu.nctioning of ·tbe Hungarian Zion­
ist Federation. Tbe Hungarian Zionist Federation, its departments and 
local branches have, in accordance 'fli th the resolutj_o11 above, ceased to 
function.'' The announcement adcled tbat 1'Tr1e Hungaria11 Palestine Of'fice 
(the local branch of the Jewish Agency - G~G) in a letter to the Prime 
}/Iinistcr on the 2211d of tbis mox1tb, mB✓de a sirr1ilar annc..1u_ncement, no-t;ifying 
bim that tbe presidium of tbe PaJlestine Con1mj_ttee at its meeting on the 13th 
of this month, had decided to discontinue the functioning of the Hungarian 
Palestine Office.'' (Uj Elet, 1Larch 24, 194-9)0 

• 
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Sos oould not 1~e1y :on any direct anti-Zj_onj_s t action or pro­

nouncement by the Hm1gariru1 party, Tii th the exception of the pr·es11rnably 
• 

indiscrete disclosure of a pre·viotlsly concealed fact, that during the 

~48 membership revision~ the party had expelled the Zionists. In all 

other respects Sos could only involve the, Hungarian party by implicationo 

He ref'er1"ed to measures which had been taken bJr the Polish and Roumanian 

parties with partict-ilar emphasis 011 the RouJnanian Poli tbllreau' s resolution 

which denotu1ced Zionist ideology o Sos then asserted that ''people who 

have been following Polish and Rournanian. events could see that they 

were not isolated incidents, but meant that the People's Democracies, 

on their way to Socialism, have declared Zionism incompatible with 

their prino:i.ples o '' 

His authority to invest the liquidation of the Zionist organisations 

with t he blessing of the Hungarian party was no less rhbious when he 

etated◄ t ''Aocordi11g to the Ma1•xist-Leninist vie'r1 and Sta◄linist teachings, 

Zionism is nationalism, and nationalism is irreconcj_:f.B.ble with Socialism • 
. 

Tbe Hungarian \J"forkers Party ~.h.e.!efore (my emphaois en GoG~) did not pass 

such resolution but - as it declares itself .the party of Marx, Engels, 

Lenin, and Stalin - i·t bas adopted this vie\v.•t Although Sos was fu.n­

damentaJ.ly right abo1.1t the MDP 1 s attitude> he pt'OVided no more tba~n 

circums t ancial evidence about the party's involvemento But bad his evi­

dence been stronger, it would have still beon lnsignificant. Sos' 

article appeared only in the J ewi.sh com..mi,nal j OtL.'r'!lal, and therefore, 

as far as the general public was concerned, his appe~rent indiscretion 

remained unnoticed. It did not even make a dent on tl1e MDP 1 s pretence 

of comnlete disconcern vii tb the fate of ·the Zionist movement in Hungarye -
While in the Soviet Union the anti-Zionist drive was only supposed 

to block the channel of ideological infil ti .. a:tion, in the East Eu.ropean 

countries, it also served a more practical purpose1 it eljminated a 

movement which had been very effeot·ively organising emigration. A 

drain on manpower was a serious problem in Hungary. 
,, 

In the Second World Wa,r, th~ cou_nt1~;y- lost more tha,n 400~000 human 

lives, 64 and its difficulties were aggravated both by the departure of 

many people with the retreating German army, and by the Soviet Union's 
• 

..... 

• 

I 
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tu1willingness to return most of the prisoners of ware In the immediate 

pos t-war years, the authorities did not seriously obstruct either legal 
.. - J 1 6~ or 2~ .ega emigration, ✓ but neither took place on any considerable 

scale> until the second half of 1948. Then, af·ter the Con1munist take­

-over, numbers increased rapidly as people were trying to escape the 

effects of the social and economic changos°' At that stage, ·tbe 

government introduced powerful measures tj stop the flow, both to 

bal t ·tbe drain 011 valuable man:po\ver, and for political reasons. For 

by then, emigration acquired a political character, reflecting ob­

jections to the system, which the Communists were then establisbing. 66 

In December 1948, parliament passed a new l aw which declated 

actual as well as attempted illegal border crossing, and man smuggling, 

a crirr1inal offence . The new regulations weJ:'e applied irnmedia tely 

and sev·erelj'I in the first month, the court at Szombatbely, a Wes·tern 

border .. town, passed 200 sentences under tbe new· lav1. 67 Trees in a 

50-meter zone along the \Ves·tern border wer·e. cut down, a11d wa·tch 

towers were built; the police raided West-bound trains regularly, 
68 as attempted border crossing was also punishable. The government 

em1)ba .. sised the o.~vi·ty of tl1e situation by indicatirlg that illegal 

emig.ranta mieht be charged ~~tb espion~ge. 69 

65 The official attitude was summAd up by ib e World Union of Hungarians 
(a go,7 ernment-sponsored bod_y) t • ''The hungurian autho:r~i ties issue emigi~a·tion 
passpoi,ts in each case wbeI·e the applicani;s are in possessj_on of an entry 
permit to another countryo Emig.eation propaganda is illegal J but there 
are no restrictj ons on indi~1idrtal attempts at emj_g-i"'a,tion. '' (Uj Kelet, 
November 30, 1948)~ . 

• 66 In contemporary Ht:.ngarian 
dissidents. 

terminology, illegal emigrants were called 

67 .Magyar Nemzet, January 14, 1949. 

68 Magyar Nemzet, January 4, 1949. 
69 ~be Minister of the Interior, .18.nos l{adar , declared: "From nON on, 
nobody can leave or enter wi·thout the I)ermission of the Hunga.rian 
autborities.o•• We cannot watch idly, as imperialist spies stroll 
in e.Ji1d out of this countryo~~•t• (1'1agyar Nemzet> J·anuarJ 21, 1949). . . 

• 

• 

• 

• 

' 



141 

The liquida~cion of the Zionist organisations was hoped ·to plug 

most of this politically and economically damaging drainage, because 

the Zionis·ts we1"e singularly effective or·ganisers of illegal emig-

ration. Such emigTation was usually carried out as an individual act, 

occasionally with the assistance of professional smugglers. Thus ihe 

circle of prospective illegal emigrants was confined to a relatively 

small number of unusually enterprising or wealthy j_ndividualso ~1he 

Zionist movement on the other band, was geared to, and capable of, 

organising illegal emigration on a large scale. It bad been main­

taining several escape routes since the end of the war, and was 

widely and well organised, had sound financial backing and reception 

facilities at the other end of the journey. Its services were avail­

able ·to all Jews, regardless of their financial position. The destruction 

of' this well-oiled machinery was obviously vi ta.l in order to close 

Hungary's borders effectively. 

With the danger of di ssolutj_on mounting, ·l;he Zionist orga11is­

ations wanted to ensure on the one hand the continuation of the movement 

in Hungary, and on the other that as many Jews as possible should - in 

Zionist terms - be rescued by emigration to Israel. The two were 

clooely interlocl;:ed , because Zionists regarded settlement in Israel 

as their ultj_rnate aim and believed that the longer their organisations 

OOl1ld be kept functioning,. the better their cba11ces of arranging the 

emigration. 

l~ny Zionis ts assumed that the Corr1munj.st;s would tolerate the 

movement longer if it bad a loft-wing ,A:haracter. 70 11hus in the MCSZ 

elections in Iv1arch 1948, the_ moderate and ultra-left wings took over 

control.7l Later that year, presumably under tbe impact of the MICP-SZDP 

merger, the ultra-left 1'.rarxist-Zlonist wing tried to reduce the influence 

of the Social Democratic-type Icbud (Mapai) party and take over the 
_______________________________________________ ,,,...,_ __ _ 
7o Interview with Yaari. 

71 The octogenarian, Moses Bisselicbes , tbe new presidentj was not a 
left--winger, but as the ttgrea,t old man'' of tl)e movement, be was con­
sidered the most S'Ui table for Jc;he rol.e of a front man wbo can comma,nd 
respect from t he commlmi ty as we]_l as from t he au ·'Gbori--'Gies e The exec­
utive posts, which had previously been h~ld by representati·vcs of all 
the Zionist par·ties, passed 110w into the ba11ds of the left-wi11g. They 
provided all three vice-presidents, the general-secretary and the sec­
re·t;ary (Borocbow Kor, Ma!cb 1948 e 1.limeographed circular, among un­
classified mater~al in tbe Central Archives for the History of the 
Jewish People, J erusalem). 

' 
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l~eadership of the MCSZ. Their motive wa~s probably not so much power 

lust than a convic-t;ion that if the movement could bo seen as basically 

ultra-left, a.YJd conseq_u e11tly loyal to Comn111n:Lst ideals i11 general, it 

had a better chance of survivai. 72 Their attempt was first resisted 

by the MCSZ, which late in 1948 however chan~ed its attitude 73 and . v ) 

in Feb:ruary 1949, the .ultra-left took con·trol of it. 74 ~1bis was how-

ever a futile victory because by then ·the fate of the Zionist organ­

isation ha d been sealed. Ironically it fell to this new ultra-left 

leadership to declare ~t.be ''voluntary'' dissoJ.ution of the MOSZ and all 

its affiliates t a month later in March 1949. 
Tbe other Zionist aim, the '':rescue1' by emigration to Israel af 

as many J ews as possible, had more success. T~ Hungarian government 

changed its favourable attitude on legal emjgra tion to Israel late in 
I 

1948 or early 1949, by stopping the issue of passports9 75 Instead it 

entered into protracted r1egotia tions ,vi tb the Israeli govern1nent about 

its possible r esumption on a limited scale. Tbe Zionist leaders jmmed­

iately stopped up the organisation of illegal transports.76 After the 

liquidation of the MCSZ in March ]A949, they set 1.1p a clandestine com-

mj ttee of representatives of all Zionist movements, to ensure its con~ 

tinuation 9
77 Although exact data is not available on the numbers of 

those who were assisted by the Zionist organisations, the size of 

illegal emigration in 1949 1 and tb e 11u.mber of Hungaria.,r1 immig:ran·ts 

72 This consideration emerged cl.early from e .. statement which the Marxist­
-Zionist wing issued af·ter the £llllalg<3JUA.tio11 of the }.Il{P and the SZDP. It 
said& 11 o. o It bas been proved s everal timeo ·tl1at the majoi.,i ty of the 
Hungarian Zionists bel ong to the Marxist-Zionist camp. This must be ex-
pressed in ·the leadership of the MC~SZ too .. GI Il1 the forthcoming (1~CSZ ) 
elections tbcrefore, tbe ivlarxist-Zionist workers movement must win. ~1bis 
is not only in our interes t., This i s necessary for tbe v1l1ole future of 
Hungaria n Zionism.'' (k~arxis ta.~9_~.o:q_~_~t~~--~-~rt .. j_~, Kor .. JA_~!~~l / Circular by 
the Marxist-Zionist Party 7, Jul y 31, 1948e Among unclassified n:aterial 
in the Central Archives for tbe History of tba Jewish People, Jerusalem). 

73 Uj Elet, ,Tanua.ry 6, 1949° 

74 Interview with DroScbwarczo 
I 

75 According to one source (Denes , Po~) it l1e,ppaned in Decemberi 19480 
During tbe trial of Zionist l eaders in June 1949 , the same date was given 
(JTA, June 21, 1949)0 By the recollection□ of ~srae~'s first perm~ent 
diploma·tic representa tive in Hungar·y , lega J_ em1grat1.on was stoppeo. at 
the beginning of 1949, ''when the Israeli goveI·11ment was already in a 
position to issue entry permits & '' (Inter view w:i.tb J3en·tsur). 

76 Denes, Pel5e 
..... 

77 Interview with DroSchwarCZe 
_ ... 
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in Israel in that and the following year indicate the dimensions of 

that operation. An estimated 20,000 Jews left Hungary illegally in 1949, 78 

and aimost half of them emig-rated to Israel, ·~vhicb indicates ·tr1e Zionist 

influence and probably also Zionist assistance.79 • 

The Zionist escape ser-..rice was certainly not short of takers as at 

the beginning of 1949, 40,000 Jews were registered for, and ready to 

emigrate to Israelo 80 That the clandestine committee was involved in 

most of the escapes can be deduced from the fact that illeg~l Jewish 
. 

emigration grew quickly immediately after the liquidation of tbe Zion-

ist organisations~ The Israeli government's representative in Vienna 

reported in May, that 5,200 Hungarian Jews had arrived in Austria 

since the and of March, on an escape route through 

In June, 40 - 50 Jews, mainly yo1.1th, escaped 

by then closely guarded Austro-Hunearian border, 82 

81 
Czechoslovakia. 

da ily across tl1e 

and a 

to Czechoslovakia, where, by early August, they totalled 

similar number 

1,200.83 

According to a r eport by the Austrian delegate to a World Jewish 

Congress European executive mee·ting, 10,000 Hungarian Jews rea.cbed 

Vienna in July. 84 
\ 

78 ~~his fig,.1.re v,as given in an i11ternal report by tb e w·orld Jewish 
Congress on November 7, 1956$ Institute of Jewish Affairs Archives) 
London, File 80(182). 

79Tbe nulilber of Hungarian im.mj_grants a"t"ri ving in I sI·D$el in 194 9, was 
6,844, Etnd in 1950, 2,302. (Reports of t be EJcec1,1·tj_ves submiJGted to the 
23rd Zionist Congress at Jerusalem , August, i951; Published by the 
Execut ives of the Zionist Organisation and of the J ewish Agency for 
Palestine , Jerusal em , 1951, p.246)0 Their total (9,146) represented 
by and J.arge those \,bo left Hungary in 194.9 ana. proceeded to Israel 
either directly or after some delay in Wes tern Europe. 

SO Ibid, p.251. 

Sl JTA, May 12, 1949 . 

82 JTA.~ .!tm0 , 1949. 
·- ... • 

83 Jewish . Chronicle, August 26, 194-9e 

8'A 
~ Jewish Chronicle, September 2, 1949 . 

• 
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Until ear l y 1949, tbe Hu.ngarian authori.,cies by and la:rge over­

looked both the illegal 9migration of Jlungar·ia .. n Jevvs and the transport 

through Hungary of Roumanian Jewso In 1949, firs t their attitude to 

emigrants in t ransit hardened , 85 and, after the closure of the MCSZ, 

they clamped down on illegal tI~affico \Vi·tb the Austro-H1.lngarian 
, 

border already sealed, the main escape route was through Czecho­

slovakia$ Presumably at Hungarian request, the Czechoslovak author­

ities started preventing the flow of emigrant;s. Early in Ma,y, a 

group of r efugees were returned to Hunga1,y, and tb e Jewi.sh congreg­

ation of Pozsony (Bratislava ) - a town close both to the Czechoslovak­

-Hungarian and the Czecboslovak~Austrian borders - stated that, at 

the authorities t reques·t;, it would no longer assis·li illegal Hungarian 
86 emigrants in tral1si t. 

Reports fr om Vienna confirmed that the ''Czechoslovak autbori ties 

had redou.bled precautions agains t illegal torder crossings,'' particul­

arly by Hungarians . 87 RE;i_tributions became_ more s evere through impris­

ol1cnent, or return to Hungary, or botn. 88 By the end of October 1949, 
the Czechoslovak escape route had also been effect ively se~led off, 

and Zionist-organised illegal emi·gration on any co11siderable scale 

ceased. Thus, tbe liquidation of the Zionist organisations and of 

all their activities bad been acoemplishadG 

85 Some of the l egal emigrants from CzecbosloV;akia were transported by 
train through Hungary to Italian ports o They reported on arrival in 
I srael t hat ''tl1e H1.l11garian autbori ties did not allow them to open the 
doors of t beir v;aggons ·tbrougbout the journey, and refused them access 
ever1 to drinkj ng watero 11 Uj Kelet, 1v1a:rcb 29, 19490 

BG Uj Kelet, May 11, 1949. 

87 JTA, June 19, 1949. 

• 

88 In July, a To.~atislava court sentenced 30 Hungarian Jews to six 
months jmprisonrnent and ordered their deportation to Hungary on their 
release . ( JTA, J11ly 12, 1949). In 'the same montl1 15 othe1~s were ar­
rested on Hungari an warrants and .. 85 apparently r eturned~ to Hm1gary. 
(Jewish Cbronicle , August 26, 1949) ~ In October, 21 Jews were arrested 
when crossing into Czechoslova.ki a , returnea_ -t;o Hungary, and ~entenced 
-'a;o i mprisonment~ (Jewish Cbr·onj_cle, October 7, 194.9 ). In 'tb e same month, 
1,200 mainly young emigrants were returned to Hungary (Uj Kelet, October 
21, 1949) . 

• 
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~P.~ R.~-~har_~s__ of ~th.~ 
0
J~ .sh ,Cgmnru~~:i,i ~il 

The destruction <?f the Zionist 01·ganisations meant the dis-­

appearance of the only movement that claimed t hat Jews were vot just 

of the same religion, but that they constituted a nation. The Jewish 

cornmuni ty b scame again a.s it was before 1945: a group of Hunga.,:r~ian 
'• 

na tionals of the same faith. With the only potential objectors, the 

Zionists, out of the way, the regime could feel free to apply to the 

Jewi sh communi ·ty tbe san.1e measures ,vbicb it was then applying to a.11 

religious denominations, in order to make them compatible with a 

Communist-controlled society. 

The ultj rnate aim was of course the removal of relig~ous influences 

altogether, but the process was started cautiously with restricting re­

ligious organi sati ons to the provision for their worshippers' spiritual 

needs, and b8Jlning all social activities which were traditionally as­

sociated Tiith t heir activities. For tactical r easons, tbe Communists 

were prepar 0d to make conces s ions. In return for a pledge that they 
• 

would not advocate or encourage opposition to the regime, these organ-

isations wer e allowed to re tain some of theiJ., institutions which per­

petuated t hoi r religious principles, like schools, seminaries, and 

publications . 

It was on this basis that the government set out in the summer 

of 1948 to seal by agreement tbe r egula tions which were to rule the 

reia tionsb:ip between tbe s t a.t e and t be various der,ominations o Tactic~ 

ally the Commu.ni _s ts start ed with an aggressive m~imalis t de_mand - the 
e9· 

na tiona lisation of all denominational schools , and conceded concess-

ions fron1 a position of power untj_l the required agraemen·ts with fu e 

denom.inat i or1s were reacbeci . 9? • 
The r eorgaJnisation of the ,Jewish oo mDllinj~ty too, started with 

the natio11alisation of its schoolse However, wjthin the fra.mework of 

this sweepi ng l egislation, the gover nment permitted an only gradual 

in·troducti on of the new educational contE1nt s a,.nd methods both in 
' the former and the remaining Jewi sh scbools c Fi rst the government 

89 Parliamen·t passed a l a~w to tbis eff'ect i n J 11ne 1948. 

90 Tbe Protes t ant churches were t he first - in October 1948 - to sign 
ag:r~eements wi t h the sta t e o The Ca tholic chu.1\cb, the le;1~gest and the 
most inf l u.ential was t he l a.ste Its episcopacy only started tbe neg­
otiations i n J-anuary 1949, after a vigoro11s Corrum.u1ist campaign a gainst 
the Catholic church had culminated in the prosecution of the Prima te, 
Cardina l 1tlndszenty. Tl1e ag.reeoent Vlas sib:ri1ed j_n A.ugus·t 1950. (A) 
Magyar For radaJ_mi , pa 542 .~ 
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146 

took over the primary schools, but in the two largest ones in 

Budapest , which had belonged to the PIH
1 

it allowed both the ob­

ser~ance of the Sbabbat and six hours of religious instructions 

weekly, as against two hours in other state schools.91 nut the 

first concession was already withdrawn a few months later in November 

1948,
92 

and the second sometime in 1949~93. Compulsory teaching of 

religion in state schools was altogether abolished in September 1949. 94 

Two secondary schools of the Pm - one for boys and the other 

£or girls - and a third, where the language of tuition was Hebrew, 

were first left in the community's bands, but ·the lat·ter was closed 

down even before the opening of the 1949 academic year. 95 fhe PIH, 

itself abolished in the other two, in May 1949, tbe curriculum that 

was still bearing the signs of Zionist influence (Hebrew was taught 

as a living language and Bible as the history of the Jewish people)o 

The Zionist chief inspector, DroGellert, was replaced by the 

head of the co11grega·tion I s religious education departme11t, whose task 

was to maintain the schools on a strictly religious basis, and only 

for religiously observant pupiJ.s. 96 The teaching of Hebrew was pro­

hibited and in December a decree ordered that religious instruction 

cannot be compulsorJ even in sectarian schools. 97 By then the nurnbar 

of pupils dropped to less than 150, becalls e of ''the (parents') re­

luctanoe to send children to religi~11s schools. •• 98 Two techniQal 

91uj Kclet~ October 28, 1948. 

92 
See reference to it in a letter by Rabbi Dr.F.Herskovits to the 

Ministe1" of Religion a11d Edu ea tion on J\Tovember 26, 1948 ., A copy of 
this lettor is in this author's possession. 

93 This was indicated in a report to the World Jewish Congress by Dr. 
AQGeyer, for·mer executive director of its Hungarian section i ,n October 
1950. A summary of his report is available in tbe Insti~ite of Jewish 
Affairs, London, File 80(182). 

94 Du.schinsky, p.456. 

95 Uj Kelet, September 5, 1949. 

96 Iriter~iew with Galor. • 

97· Dv.schinsky, p.456. 

98 Dr. Geyer's report, October 1950, P•4o 

• 
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• 

high schools of the PIE were exempted from nationalisation in July, 

1948, and taken over by the state only on December 20, after new 

machinery, provided by ORT (an international Jewish organisation 

concerned with vocational training) had been inatalled
0
99 

The reshaping of tbe commu .. 11i ty was carried out i11 two further 

steps. First, in December 1948, tbe Government concluded an agreement 

with the National Executive Commi ttee of the Jews in Hungary (tbe roof 

organisa·tion of the Neolog congregations) and the Cent1~a1 Office of 

the Jewish Orthodox Community of Hungacy. Ln this the government re­

cognised that "in accordance with the laws in force, worship in temples, 

synagogues, homes and any other suitable buildings, as well as ·the 
' 

teachings of the Bi~le and Talmudic and religious subjects in the 

Synagogues, schools, and homes come within the framework of free ex­

ercise of raligiono So do the t eaohj_ng of religious subjects in ec­

clesiastica l journaln and books , the propagation of religious tenets 

and of the Holy Scrj_ptures, the holding of nsitional conferences and 

meetings of religious and denominational na.tti.re, the establishme11t and 

maintenance of Talmud Torahs (courses in religious instruction outside 

schooJ.s - G.G) and Ye shivas ( s Jcudy courses on a rligber level for OrtlJ­

odox J ews - G.G), the training of rabbin and Jalmud Torah teachers, and 
100 the continued perfo1mance of religious and. cbari table work ••. ·• 1' Tl1e 

government granted financial aid for the conduct of those activities, 

but this was to be reduced by 25% every five yearse The exact size 

of this subsidy was not revealed , tbougb Stockler j_ndicated it in 1949, 

when saying that for too PIH' s estimated budget of ~two million Forin.)cs, 

i l 200 000 F • t f tb Am • inri' (the ''-Toint't -G .. G)la ''we hope to rece ve , , orin ,s rom . e er1ca11 ~~~ u ... 

99 Interview with Galor~ 

lOO Benoschofsky, p.250. 

lOl Duschinsky, p.466. Another indication of tbe proportion of state 
subsidy to specifical]~Y Jewish causes was~ that of the 14 mj llion Forints 
capital of a Recons·t1:~-action Credit Corpo1"ia.tion, which v1as to assist the 
redeploymen·t of Jews in tbe country's new economic stru_c.,GuJ'e, the ''Joint'' 
was ·to provide almost 13 mjllion and the Hur1garian government only 600,000 
Forints. Duscbinsky , p.465 . 

.. 
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IJ.1be agreement's definition of the comr:uni ty' s recognised aoti vi ties 

enabled the government to expropriate the assets of such institutions 

as hospitals, orphanages, and homes for the aged, which bad no direct 
relevance to the ''free exercise of religion., tt102 

In the second step, by early 1951, control of all Jewish orpn­

ieations (the Orthodox communitys welfare institutions, including 

notably that which administered the distribution of "Joint" aid) was 

centralised in a national office and placed in tbe bands of its pres­

ident, Stockler, whom the government presumably considered trustwortby. 103 

The Jewish comm1mi ty in its new structure, was to be insula .. ted 

from the largely bourgeois, probably anti-Communist and consequently 

undesirable influences of the international Jewish organisations. 

A.fter tbe war, Hungarian Jewry established close links with thrae 

such major bodiesr the World Zionist Organisation, the "Joint", and 

tbe World Jewish Congress. After tbe liquidation of the Zionist movemen·t 

in Hunga.i7, any further co11nections with the first were of co11rse jm .... 

possible. The com.munity 1 s links with tbe otheJ~s deperded on the 

Communist regi me's interests in them. 
• • 

The ''Joint 1
t was important to tbe government botb as a SC)urce of 

hard currency and for the development of certain i11dusJcrial and com­

m0rcial enterprises fitting the new enc,nomic st:z.41.1cture of ·th~ country. 104 

102 
Ilona Ben0G 0bofsky, a historian who still lives in Hungary, justified 

it i!l an essay pu1lished in New York in 1966 a s follows s ''Some rebuilt 
institutions of tbe type, for example, of the grectt hospital of Budapest, 
were in accord with the proportion of Jews before the w~r. This is under­
standable, since the entire ruined country was being rebuilt, and this 
grea t rebuildine fervor also af~ected t he Jews contemplating their com~ 
mu.nities. It was difficult for them to realise that the dec;!Jnated 
Hungarian Jewry no longer needed as many institutions, nor tha same type, 
as existed before tbe war. The beginning r~te of the rebuilding was too 
fast; Jewry as a whole had to stop suddenly and in time had to give up 
some of the i ns tj.tutions .... '' .Benoscbofsky, p.2LJ.8. 

l03 Although Dr.Ben~dek, the director of the J ewish hospital, was the 
most prominent Communist j_n the PilI, tbe Israeli Consu_l in Hungary al­
ready in 1949 noted that •1stockler· enjoys as m11ah confide11ce in tbe 
Comm1111ist party as Benedek -:.'' See a J letter by J)J:' .SuJcRoth, an executive 
offj_cer of tbe \7orld Jeui sb Cong:r_~ess, on September 16, ]_949, reporting 
on his talks with the Consul~ Institute of Jewisb Affairs, London, File 80(182 

l04-"Joint" aid to Hungary between 1945 and 1953 totalled $49,377,966.31. 
Although it declined constantly from its 1947 peak of $10,898,388e38, it 
was still considerable: $8 ,463,875c94 in 1948; $7,671,015,03 in 1949; 
$4,145,534.28 in -1950; $2,754-,783011 in 1951, 8Ld $2,107,766.13 in 1952~ 
Deposition by H.Katzkio 

... 
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As the government l1ad been const antly scrutinising tlle distri.bution 

of "Joint11 funds ,
105 

i t mus t have been aware of the assis tance which the 

organi sation bad given to the Zionist movemento But the overall advant­

ages of _,t,Joint •~ aid and the anticipation of i-cs continuation, were re­

sponsible probably for the fl attering treatment of ''Joint•• J_eaders, 

and also f'or the convenient oversight of at least one ma11ifestation 
1 1\i! 

of th e "Joint I s" anti-Soviet attitude. vy Tlie .MKP approved a change 

of em11basis in the "Joint's'' policy from r elief to reconstr~ction late 

in 1947 ,107 
partly in anticipation of a subsoquent reduction in its 

aid to Zionist activities, b·ut mainly because it was to help i11 the 

r edeployment of at l east the Jewi sh sector of petty bourgeoisie which 

was being uprooted by the changes in the country's economic structure. 

Its r econstrll.Ci-;ion policy did i ndeed involve the ''Joint'' substantially 

in th e industrial r etraining of Jews and in t he establishment of pro­

ductive and co,~ercial cooperatives . 108 

-------· -■ ··------------·--------... - ----------------105 Soe page 79. 
106 

In }:~bruary 1948~ the Prime 1v1i11i s ter awarded D:c·otJ'?aeph Schwartz, 
the Europc.? .. n director of the ''Joj"nt '', a n order ''wbj. cb u.11til now ba s 
been bes towed or1ly upon Forei gn 1'/fillis t erls e r, The l~ i me Mi11ister, e,ftei~ 
h e.vi11g expI·Gssed tb&111.s fo1" pas·t help , empl1asj_sed t11at 1'not all the 
wounds bave yet been }1caled. r, (JT.A. , Febr,~oary 10, 1948 ) s The award was 
a}.so r epori;ed by the .§.?abad N<::,J2, ( Febru.aJ:"Y 6, 1948). Aftei"' tbe tiJoint•• 
announced tbat it would give cash grants to 204 Jews who bad been 
11 slave l abourors in Sov·iet Po,1 camps t' (JTll , July 28, 194-8), two Corumunist 
lea .. ders , Rakosi and_ Vas , were sti J.l t1illj_ng to eXJ?ress to the visiting 
vice-chairman of the ''rJointOs t• European cou11cj~l, t heir '' apprecia.tion 
for J o:Lnt aid to 11eedy Hungarj_an Jews since tbe liber a·ti o11'' (JTA, .P"'ugt1.st 30, 
1948). 

l07 The approval of Vas, head of. the Supre11le Economic Council, was announced 
by a 1tJointr' r epresentative :i11 Th1dapest (JTA , December 23, 1947) o Rakosi, 
when receiving t he ''Joint' s '' new director f··or Hungai'"ly, Israel Jacobson, 
expressed hi s apr1reci2,tion of ttJoint 1' a,cti,,i i;j_es, '' especiallJr since the 
comrni -t;tee bad decided J:iecently ~t,o l ay emp11asis on constrtictive mea.su:res 
for tbe eeonomj c r 0b2~biJ~i to. tion of Hungarian Jewry 11 '' He a.lso hoped that 
'' co operation be twee11 tl1 e HungariE~n autb o:r.1 i t i es and tl1e ~TDC (''Joint'') will 
inCJ;e[J.se ~ t1 

( JTA, J·a .. nu.a,ry 11 1 1948). 

lOS Fo:r details see Duschinslry, PP 0 464-465° 
• 

• • 

...... 
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Consequently the Communist regime did not object to the reshapod 

~iommunity's l:i11k wit,h ·the 1•Joint11
, a).though on one occasion it gave, 

what could be interpreted as a signal that this relationship. should 

be trea·ted Ca\1·~iot1sly (, In December·, 1949, the Ji.VII. ar1~estea. Israel 

Jacobson, ·the American di1"ector of tb e ''Joint•• in Hungary a~nd detained 

him for twelve days. 109 After having allegedly been accused by his 

i.nterrogatars of spying and maintaining con·tact witl1 the Arr1erj.can Leg­

ation, and of helping Jews to escape from the count:ry, Jacobson was 

eventually expelled from Hunga.ry.110 Although the Hungarinn press 

reported his expulsion, it did 

It could ~thus be assumed 

111 not identify Jacobson wi tb tbe ''Joint'' • 

tbat the regime intended this incident 

more as a wsr11ing to tB ''Joint'' staff and the communal organisations 

collaborating ,vi tb it than as the start of# an anti-''Joint'' campaign. 

It might be accepted as supporting evidence that the regime endorsed 

the a.ppoint1nent of a11other American, Cba1-les Jordan, as Jacobson's 

successor, and permitted him to work in Hungary until M.ay 19510 Only 

tben was the distriblltion of ''Joint't aid placed under •the direct 

supervision of Stockler . 
. 

The predominance of the Coromunist regir.1e' s overall interests 

were reflected in the development of the community's relationship 

with the third major international organisation, te World Jewish 

Congress. Set up in 1937, tbe Congress consisted of national Jewish 

organisations from vaJ.'j.oun countries, and had its own branches in 

those where the national bodies did not affiliate to it. In its desire 

to represent tbe widest possible section of World Jewry, it accom­

modated the adherents to a large variety of Je~isb and general_pol-

i tical ideas. 112 Organisations subscribing to Zionis-'c or assj.milatio11-
• 

. 
ist views, to bourgeois conservative, liberal, socialist, or Communist 

polices were all accepted in order to make the Congress universally 

representative of Jewrye 

_______________________ .., _____________ ..., .... _, ___ _ 

l09 JTA, December 19, and December 29, 1949~ 

llO Far Jacobson's own account of bj.s dete11·l;~Lo11, see JTA, December 30,1949. 

lll The Szabad Nep (December 28,1949) published a communique by the Ministry 
of the Intc-lrior, thaJc I.GeJacobson, an Amer ican citizen, wl10 had earlier been 
arrested, bas been expelled ''for aJct.,.s against the interests of the sta·te" '' 

112 For ·deta,iled descripJc;ion of the WJC t s aj .. ms, objects, and bis tory, see a 
Unity in dispersion etc, and Garai, 1976e 

--



151 

It \7e.s probctbly tbis v ery de t;e1~mination to re:pre:sent -the interests 

of all Jews which made tl1e Comn·1uni sts consider it vulnerable to infil­

tration. The Congress had a section i:.i Hungary since 1946. Although its 
• 

execu:ti've director, :Or.A.Gever, was a Zionist, the section's presidium 

and executive comprised members of other organisations as well, including 

the mos t prominc::nt Communist on the Jewish communal scene, Dr.:Benedek , 

and the president of the PIH, Stockler. Both took an active part in an 

attempt by East European delegates to commit tl:B Congress to a pro­

-Communi s t policy at its second plenary assembly in Montreux in June 1948.113 

A.lthough t he assembly refused to incorporate in j .. ts political declara tion 

their proposal that J ews "cannot remain neutral in the struggle between 

the inW?rialist and the democratic forces,114 they must have found cer-

t ain r emarks by Congress leaders, and the emphasis l aid 

est in peace , encouraging enough to continue with their 
011 Jewish inter-

11r.: 
effortso J 

After unsuccessful behind-the-scene manoeuvres to secure greater 

influence in the running of the Congress, 116 they apparently decided to 
---------------------------------·------------113 The tone was 
For the speocbes 

s e t by a PoJ_ish Communist_, J .ltlirski (JTA, June 29, 1948) e 

of Dr.Benedek and Steckler, ~e e Uj Elot, July 1, 1948)0 

ll4 JTA, July 7,1948. 
115 

tr. :t-"!'ahuGI Goldme.nn, the p:r•esident of tb~ Congress, stated that 11 tbe time 
ha d passed when Englisl1 Jews, or certain eroups of American J·ews, could claiB: 
to be autbor~ised to act as t l10 naturaJ~ prot ec·tors of t he poor East.ern Europ­
ean J ews.

11 (J'rA, June 28 ,1948) , while A.L.Eas terman, the Political Secret2P,.;,", 
I'eporting on his r ecent visit to Ea.stern Europe , said. that tbei .. e rtantisemi tis= 
has been made a punisl1uble crj.mo o Such J_egis l a tion,'' be said, ''was a real ac:t 
of democracyo 1

• (JTA , Ju.ly 2, 1949)0 The pol itical resolution declared , '1A 
prima~y condition for J ewi sh su1~~ival is the eliminat ion of th e forces of 
Fascist reacti on ~h i ch the democratic victory over the A.xis Powers did not 
finall~· erad i cate e .. 11 d v1bicb in many countries are again pursuing pu.r1)oses 
designed to disturb tbe peace of t he worJ.d . To this end tbe Jewi sh people 
seek to pl ay t beir pai~t in s ecl1ring that tl1e peacefuJ. political and econornic 
develop~ents of mankind should not be prevented by a division of the world 
into conflicting spheres of interest .,.c'' (JTA, July 6, 1948). 
116 

Tbe East European s ections delayed t aking up the places wbicb the assembl;y 
had allotted on the executive to them, while t hey were bargaining for more 
Communist influence as a condition of th eir continued affiliation~ The Bul­
garia11 sec·ci .on, for instance, a_em_anded the inclusion of a Co1nmunis t membe.r 
in the executive of the American branch. (R8po~t on organisational matters 
to the tlJC European executive n1ee ti11g , 13 Febru.ary 1949 si p.5. Documents of 
the Etlropean execuJGive, Insti tt1te of J ewi sh .t\ffairs a.rcb j.ves, Londoryc AoL. 
Easterman , Poli t ical Secretary of Congress, r eported. that Mirsky , ~ Po]wish 
Communist delegate had outlined to him the Eas t Europeans ' demands~ Those 
j_11cluded tl1 e placement of Comrnunj_sts in t l1e Congress i Paris, Lona.on and Pragt}.e 
offices , and in cbarge of tbe organisational department~ Easterman concluded: 
''It i s clea1." tha t trJe method is piece-me2"JM infi lt-ra.:tion, first or1e member O!! 

the executj,ve, then a departmen-t-;, then something el.se, until they gain co11tro1 
of tbe working a~paratus. o. I t hink tha t we must now begin to t ake a. firmer 
line. My i1npres sion is that 01.ir Eas t en1 f_rij_end~ lla\re no intention of qui ttin.; 
the Congress 1 and it seems to me t ha t we ~70uld. do v,ell to follow the line pu~~­
sued in the genera .. l political field, viz to show a stro11g fron·t li:ne and no 
nansPnG~,o '' (Lett~-y, by ~a.s termc~n to N . ]e.ro,.1, J~ovember 2 .. 1., 1948e (Documents 
01· t Ee .l!.uro:Pean J.!;Xecutive , I nstitute of Jewish Affai rs Archives,,liondon). 

I 
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pu~c the organisation to a fina .. l test by· demanding its participa t;ion i11 

a Communist-sponsored interna tional peace conference in Paris in April 1949. 11'i 
" -"t '.'I 1 • b t • t·'l,.. C •. 118 

A.L er· some a.e 1. era -ions , -~e ox1gress decl.ined the ~Lnvi.tation. 

This apparently convinced the Hungari an Comrnunist regime that 

the reshaped Je,vish community!s lj.nks with the \Vorld Jewish Congress 

could no longer serve any political ptu1posee Stockler was presumably 

referring to Congress, when a few months later, he told a meeting of 

the PIB that ttliu.11garian Jewish organisations wo11ld continue to work 

with Jev;ish organisatior1s abr·oad, but not wi·ch 'hos"'ti.le grou.ps who joined 
119 the e11emy camp. 1

' 

In September the HungaJrian section notified Co11gress tl1at i·t had 

unanimously passed a resolution proposed by Stockler. Tbis claimed that 

Congre s s was 1•becomj_ng more and more alienated i'rom the true representa­

tion of the interests of the Jewish mssses, and its policy constitutes 

a serious menace for 'these masses.'' It described the Congress I absence 

fro:n t he Paris peace conference as a •tgrave and irreparable fault'' and 

declared tba t they were ''obliged to withdraw their oo nfid2nce from the 

present leadership and to demand that it be replaced by a progressive-

' d d 1 d hi '' 120 -m1n e ea ers ·p ...• 
\ 

__________ , ______________________________ .., __ _ 
ll7 The Volksti½~~,a Communist-controlled Jewish ne~spaper in Lodz, Poland, 
stated bluntly on A~ril 20, 1949 , that participati on in the Paris peace 
conference v,as ''the fina.l tcct of the political ch.3.racter of ·the \7orld 
Jewi sh Congress oxec11tive9 The \1lorld J ev:isl1 Congress should mal<.:e iJG clear 
whether it is a .. li0ued wi tb the powers of peace and progress or wi ·eh the 
forces of war and reaction. A third and intermediate position cannot 
possibly exist. The justification for the existence of tbe World Jewish 
Congress depends on its attitude to this questionq The World Jewish Congress 
is now a·t the crossroads and bas to choose 'to be or 11ot to be'''. Docume11ts 
of the European Executive, I ns titute of J ewish Affairs, London~ 

. 
118 For the official explanation see Congress Digest, New York, Vol.IV,No . 15, 
J;pril 26, 1949. For an indica tion of the considerations behind the decisior1, 
see ''Observationstt by l1r.S.SoSilverman, MP on -'che proposa~ls that the World 
Jewish Congress should a ttend tbe conference for peace in Pariso Institute 
of J ewish Affairs ,Docu.ments of the Euxopean Ex:ecuti,1 e, London., 

119 JTA, June 19490 

.120 Tbe resolution (in English trans la·i;ion) and its covering letter available 
·in the Institute of Jewish Affairs .A;ccbives, 80(182)~ London~ 

• 
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Al.tbough tl1is resolution represented a d,~ faot9. rej ectio1:1 of 

Congress authority, in H®.gary alone among the East European countries, 

iJcs local branch was allowed to exist G It was tl1ough - in ·the words of 

Dr~Geyer, its former executive director - "only a.n illusory existence. 11121 

The section's staff was reduced i;o t wo, its large office exa3:11a.nged for one 

room on the :premises of the Cen·tral Board of Jev,s, its extensi,re collection 

of documents and books transferred to other Jewish ir1sti tutions. Of its 

original executive, of five, only one member r emained, Dr.Benedek; tbe 

others h ad either emigrated or withdrawn from public officeo For sim-

ilar reasons its formerly 15--strong presj,diu.m diminished by t v;o-thi1--ds~ 

Steckler took virtual cou,mand of the section, ,1vhich severed _its contac.i~s 
122 with im Congress. 

DreGeyer attributed the Sl,ction' s continued existence to Stockler' s 

''doubtless wish'' to maintain it and ·that ''the Commu..nist atlthori ties ha.ve 

not yet found any cause for its dissolution:" Apparently bofu (i.eo 

Steckler a11d the autbori ties) want to prove ·tba·t certain ties with 

Jewry abroad still exiot, and perhaps they also consider that such ties 

may become useful in the future."123 
\ 

The preservation of the s eot.l on as a hai"mless and useless unit was 

certainly in tune wi tb Hu.nga1--ian Commu.nist poJ.icy to a-void open and vis-
• 

ible clashes with Jewish ora~niaations in ordor to conceal even the 

existence of Jews in tbe country et This was t be same at·lij.tud~ ·that 

bad me.nifested itself so ominently in the deli ea te way ·the Zionist 

movement was disbanded. 

In i ta new form t;l)e Jewish cornr:riuni ty was tbllS con.fined strictly 

to religious activities; its chances for perpetuation were minimized b7 , 
- . 

tho drastic reduction of its school network a.na. it was - with the ex-

ception of the ''Joint'' - isolated. i~rom Jewish 01aganisa:'cions abroad. 

But Communist interference went beyo11d the mere imposition of rules 

fox the existence of a religious organisation in an anti~religious 

state. Anachronistic as it may se8m, the Comm1.lnist party had a local 

branch j n the buiJ.ding ,vhicb housed the cen·tJ:ial offices of most of the 

---------------..--·~-------------...._,.,. • .._,_,_,_ _____ -----------
121 . DreA.Geyer's repor·t, October 1950i p.50 

122 

123 

. 
Ibid, P•5o 

Ibid, Pe 5. 
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Jewish organisations from 1946, and by 1948 it was apparently jmportant 

enougb to justify the appointment of' a. full-time party secretary. 124 
In Jcbe Pm as in other enterpi~ises ajnd institutions, the par·ty exercised 

control through its local branch. According to uncorroborated evidence, 

Stoc}cler, from 1948, had to obtain the party secretary's consent to aJ.l 
his decisions. 125 

Communist :interference appeared in other forms too~ The _ PIH was not 

only expected to conform witb the requirements of the state in general, 

it bad to publicise the specifically Communis~policies of government. 

The :r·eshaped communal orga11isa tion was allowed to retain its vveekly news­

paper, the Uj Elet., but this v,as used for Communist propaga,nda frequently 

without any direct relevance to Jewish matters. 126 

Communist domination also coloured the PIH 1s treatment of Israel. 

Zionism) as a topic, even as target of attacks, disappeared almost without 

trace from tbe Uj El0t,, once the paper· announce~ - the dissol1ltion of the 

Zionist organisations. A regular col11n1n, ''l~ev1s from Israel, tbe Jewish 

sta,te,'' compiled by a Zionist, Dr.Gellert, was discontinued on June 9, 
1949, and replaced by an unsigned column, ''Israeli News'', which appea,rcd 

to be aiming at the discouragement of emigration by presenting Israel as 

an unattractive place to live in. 127 
The emphasis was on unemployment, particularly among new jmrnigTants; 

shortages; on rising prices, and on the BTOwing criminal activit-on food 
. 128 1es. Direct criticism of Israeli 

129 system were rare in tbis period. 

polities or tb e co11ntry' s political 

-------------------·------------------~-124 Inteniew with Galer. The existence of this party branch was also 
mentioned by Duschinsky, p.456. 
125 Interview with Galor. 

126 
Some examples: January 20, 1949: general appreci~tion of Lenin's jm­

portance on the anniversary of bis ~eath; April 28~ 1949g a front page 
article on the national_issues of tbe forthcoming parliamantary electio~s, 
and a:n appraisal t:Uat May Day had been declared the Festive Day of Vlork; 
May 51 1949: under the title 1'Plan and Bread'' recommendatio11 of ·the Govern­
ment's election programme; June 9, 1949: a long book review about a new col­
lection of Rakosi' s ar·cioles and speeches and a long essay on ''The real 
~shkin"; September 29,1949: full texts of appeals by Rakosi and the Prime 
Minister, Dobi, for s11bsc1"\iptions to the first state bond. 

127 The first news item in this new co]umn on June 17,1949 reported price 
rises in Israel. ; 

128
. see Uj Elet, June 23 and June 30, 1949. 

129 See Uj Elet, Jur:e 9 and August 11, 19490 
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• 

' .• 
Thus.!(, by the middle of 1949, a cbapter in the hliltory of Hungary 

and its J·ewish populatio!.1 has cbsedQ Though the multi-party system 

was nominally still :i.P-· force, 13° Communi st domination becaue complete. 

HUl.Jgary was ready for total integration into a Soviet-controlled bloc. 

Communist policies could be applied to the economic, cultural, and id­

eological fields. Sta.linist methods could be introduced into the governing 

of t be country and reinforced in the conduct of the Communist pa.rtyo 

Hungary 's Communi st l eaders faced two problcms t they had opposition to 

their rul e and bad to ascert ain Stalin's constant backing, for that was 

tbe source of their personal survival in :power. Trying to solve both 

these p1.~obloms ,11as the motiva tion behind tl1 eir actionse 

For many J ewish individuals the chapter which had ended brought 
• 

economic uprooting . Having just reintegrated into the Hungarian society 

after the disrupti ons of the inter-war persecution, yet again they were 

forced into searching for a place in a new soci al and economic order. 

For the Jews as a. comnru.nity , it al so brought to a.n end the period of 

free choice over tbe:i.r future. The Zi onist movement gat hered strengtti 

in the post-war years for tbo very reason that it wa.a offeri11g an al~ 

ternative to integration into the Hungarian society, and more than that, 

it was gi vi11g l):cactical assistance t.o those wbo wanted 1.~o make use of it. 

The destruction of the zjonist organisations left the J ews no choice but 

to come to torms ~'i th the Hungari a .. n regime wJ)atever the condj_tionsc 

This appeared to be very similar to their.pre-1945 situationo 
. 

But tbare ,.-,a s in fact a fundamenJval dif'ferenoe~;,: Before Hungary's 

jnvolvement in the Secor,d World War, J ews ~ere discriminated against, 

but they were not prevented fr om leaving tbe country. Howev6r , when 

they left, tba t: was an i ndividual act . lf o otbe:r.-a countrJ7 encouraged~ Jcb em 

to do so, or offered them any be l p in ·treJnspor·t and r esettJ .. ement. 

l30 Tbe :role which the Communi sts assi gned to these political pa:rties - th8n 
a,lready a:ualgama ted in a Hungaria.n Indeper1d 011t ?eople' s Fr·ont - was cle9.rly 
defined. by Rakos j_ at a meeting of the 11DP ceJ1-'c;1-ial committee on 11a .. 1,ch 5, 19L~9 2 

,, •• 0 T1.ais People ' s Fro1.1t is in r eali-~y a stage in tb e partner parties 1 

dying _process o rt On April 2, 194.9 , R~kosi e1nrbasised in the cent111a l com.'lli tt~e 
that '' the continued exi s t ence of tl1e coalitio11 parties is undesirable be­
cause they e,.:re provicJing permament bici.ing pl ace for tbe enemy." (A) M...1-gyar 
Forradalmi , P~544• 

, 

·- .. 

, 
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Now, in 1949 , there was no legitimate discrimination against 

Jews in Hungary~ However, th e Communist economic strictures could 

affect them adversely, could make their existence insecure, and con­

seg_ue11tly make them tllink again a.bout emigration. But the circumstances 

were now ex~1.ctly opposite to those of the pre-war era. This time it was 

th e Hungarian authorities who obstructed em.i.gration but there was a 

foreign country, Israel, committed by its Zionist ideology, to en­
couraging and assisting them. 

'l'bus the J ews of Hungary found themsel ves yet again in a sing ... 

ularly peculiar position. They were the only section of the population 

which could r ely on the moral and practical support of an organised 

force abroad . Th~ Communists, who at last had succeeded in destroying 

the Zionist or~anisations in Hungary, were now faced with a situation 

whero that very same Zionism, embodied in the internationally recog­

nised State of I srael, could entrench itself through diplomatic rep­

resentationo Tbe danger of Zionism - tbat it presents Jews with an 

alternative to collaboration with the Communist regi me - has aggrevated. 

It could no longer be fought without creating conflict with a sovereign 

state and therefore subj ect to Hungarian, or rather Soviet foreign 

policy considerat ions. Therefore the new chapter tha t opened in 1949 
brought the Communist-Zionist relationship in Hungary to an entirely 
dif~fc;rcnt and mucb more delicate pba,se o 

• 

\ 

• 
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CHAPTELt ~,IVE: ZIONISM, ISRAEL AND ~~BE PARTY PURGES 

Rekosi' s Ba .. s:i. c~ Aims. 
• 

-
The i-1a.,cure of Cominunist rule in Hu.ngai--ay - after ·the party· ach~e·ved 

hegemony effectively by the second half of 1948 and formally ~Y the re­

sults of the 1949 general elections - was influenced by two external 

factors, tbe conditions of the Cold War, and the Stalinist character 
of the Sovie·t leadership. 

In tbe East European states. which Stalin bad moulded into a bloc r 

t1nder fir1n and u.ncballengeable Sovie·t leadership, the Cold War conditions­

helped to generate an atmosphere both of a constant mortal danger to tbe 

Socio.list acl1ievements and of a permament and intensiv·e alertne.ss to an 

:immj nent ''J.mperialist•' attack. In tbe economic field this climate justi­

fied the priority for a war-oriented industrial development, with an 

overwhelming emphasis on heavy industry, and i.n the political field for 

extenslve, excessive security measures against various kinds of alleged 

enemy infj_l tra tions. • 

The Stalinist character of the Soviet leadership meant the complete 

centralisation of decision-making in Moscow. During their struggle for 

complete power in their respective countries, the East European Communist 

parties were allowed to exercise some diversity to mee·t l.ocal political 

req11irements. In September 194·7, however, Stalin amalgan1ated s:i.x East 

European Co:nmunist parties (in Poland, Ozecl1oslovalri.a, Hunga~ry, Roumania, 

Yugoslavia, a11d Bulgaria), together with the French, Ii;alian, and So·viet 

parties, into the Infor·rnation .Blli-:oau fo1. .. Communist and Workers Pa .. rties 

( Cominfoi--m) to t1nify tl1eir policies i .r1 the corru:nor1 i11terest of the Soviet 

bloc. He sb0?1ed his determiriation to cr1.1sl1 any fl2xtl1er diversionist 

tendencies by the expulsion of ~he Yugoslav pa~ty from this new body 

in Jt1ne 1948. 

The Stalinist leadership method also compelled the East European 

parties to duplj~ca te the structlrre of the CPSU and .. adopt s1.1bsequently 

dictatorial rule by their respective leaders. As these parties were 

mere extensions of the Soviet par .ty, their leaders' po,ver depended ul t-

. imately on Stalin's disposi·t;ion ~t;ov;ards tber.a, and led them to a oonstant 

search for Stalin's trust and favour. 

. In Hungary, the rule of tbe party - and because of its power, 

that of the wbole 001,.ntry - rested with J;:at;yas Rako8i, the head of the 

MDP. Rakosi, appar·en·tly, bad ·two lJasic aims~ to consolidate the Commttuist 
...... 
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hegemcuy in Hungary and ascertain his permament command over the party 

against poss1.ble riva.ls, primarily by proving his unflagging loyalty -to 

Stalin.
1 

He tried to exploit both tbe conditions c-reated by the Cold 

Wa.r and by the Stalinist character of the Soviet leadersh;ip in order 

to achieve his t-wo basic aims. These attempts motivated Rakosi' s con­

duct, strategy and tactics in the period following immediately the 
Communist take-over of power. 

Sb ~w Tria l - But Aga.inst. Who'l 

In the second half of 1948 and the first few months of 1949, 
Rakosi appeaTed to be pursuing his aims separately. F..ager to prove 

bis loyalty to Stalin, be made the MDP and the Hungarian authorities 

jump to the forefront of the campaign against Tito and the Yugoslav 

communist party.
2 

Rakosi was the first Communist leader to join 

• 

-=---------------------------------------=-1 
Rakosi 1s insecurity can be traced to his problematic relationship with 

-Stalin during the i nter-war period . According to the unanimous account of 
several former Hungari an emigrees in Moscow, after bio return to Hungary 
in 1924 , wben be was captured by the police, Rakosi gave condemning evi­
dence acainst some of his coru.Tades, and on Stalin's orders the Com.intern 
suspended his party membership. He waB r e-admitted only in 1935, when the 
Hunearian authorities put him on trial again , and Stalin wanted to dis­
tr·act V/estern atten·tion from the Moscov, purges by l a1~nching a worldwide 
campai gn to save Rak:osi from a cleatb sente11ce. The s ame sources recalled 
also tba t Stalin had r epeated]y made derogatory r emarks about Ra.kosi, 
ca.lli11g him, for example, a ''Bri tisl:1 spy11 , presumably because before the 
first world war, Rakosi spent a year in London working for a bank. Szasz, 
p.158. Rakosi could a l so be uneasy about -t;be presence among bis closest 
as s ociates, of Erno Gero, a forme1' higb-ranki1lg Comj_utern official a.nd 
colonel of tbe Soviet security police, who bad been believed to bave been 
Sta]_i11 r s trusted emissary among the Hunga .. rian Communj~sts in JA-s co·w.. Gero, 
as a young man participated in the Hungarian Soviet Republic in 1919, es­
capee_ a,broad, after its fall 1 and was called to MosCO\V and gj_yen Cominte:rn 
assigrlllents in the 1930s . }?or a long period he ,vas a·ttached to the French 
Communist party as a Cominte1·r1 instructor. Dlrring the Spanish civil war 
be was a renresentative of tl1e Special Cornmi ssio11 fo2· Party purges, pre-.... 

paring cases against Communis-'G political and. mj_J_i tarJr leaders engaged in 
tbe waro Paloczi-Horvatb, pp.230~231. 

2 
In the treatment of source material on t he Hurigarian-Yugoslav relations, 

the author £ollowed tbe principle tha~ had been accepted in bis M.~ thesis, 
' 'Hu11ge.,ry 's Relat.ions with Y11.goslavia, 1948·-]~956 11 by tbe Univernity of Lo11don, 
namely .Jcbat the Htmgarj .. an anti=-Ti to campaign was pure fabricB.,tione Therefore 
Yugoslav statements have been taken as true a11d tbe Hungarian versions 
critically. 

• 

• 
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Si~alin in criticising Ti to, even before the Yugoslav party's expulsior1 

• f2•om the Cominfcrm in June 1948~ 3 After the expulsion, in J.ine with 

the Soviet Union and the other East Eu11opean co1mt;ries, Hunga1,y into­

duced economic sanctions and launched a propaganda campaign against 
• 

Yugoslavia, carried out a series of border infringements and harassed 

Yugoslav diplcmats . 4 But some of the Hungarian measures were singularly 

vicious, like the interference wit-;h an in·ternational flood control system , 

caused heavy damage in Yugoslavia, had not the year which could have 

been a dry one.5 Between 1948 and +950, Hungary commj_tted more border 

incidents tban any of Yugoslavia's other neighbours and applied certain 

particularly effective methods, like the playing of searchlights, ex­

clusively.
6 

Hungary was also prominent in the anti-Yugoslav propaganda. 

In tbe first week after the Yugoslav party's expulsion from the Com­

inform, copies of the resolution condemning the party, were stuffed 

into various floating containers and thrown into the rivers Dima 

(Danube) and Tisza., which flow from Hunga:r;. to Yugoslavia.7 Budapest 

Radio v1as third only to Moscow and Prague in ·the daily number of hours 

broadcast in the ls .. n6,uages of the Y11goslav peopl.e, and ·the .sz.abad Ne,l)._ 

even exceeded its Soviet and Czechoslovak counterparts in tbe published 

3 Tbe }W central committee criticised the Yogoslav Q-ommunists already 
on April 8, 1948, and tb e second l etter from tr1e Communis t Party of ·the 
Soviet Union, criticising Ti to' s policy, \1b011 i .t r·eacbed Belgrade on 

April 16, l1ad attached to it already coroments on tl1e Yugosl a\r case by 
Rakosi, in wbicb he sidod with Stalin on 9~ery point. Dedijer , p.35a. 

4 For details on economic sanctions see White :Book, p.22, p.103, :pp.291-292, 
p.315, and p.450. As a result trade links between the t-wo countries ceased 
by 1950, al though in 194 7 Hunga.ry was Yugosla.via' s thi.rd chief tradjJng 
partner after the Soviet U1:1ion and Czecbos.bva .. kia,. Seton--\Vatson: The East 
European Ro·volution, Second Edition, ]_952, Po258o On the ha1,assmen·t of 
diplomats see White Book, Po204 n, p$465, and for Hungarian references 
Szabad Nepi July 18, 1948, October 9, 1948, November 6 and 28, 1948. 

5 Dedijer, p.404., 
6 . 

White Book, Po475• 
If 

·. 
7 Dedijer, P-399e 

• 

• 
• I 
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nt1ml:>er of column-inche s of anti-Yugoslav material in fu e fL-rst year 

after tbe Cominform expulsion. 8 

These steps which were to dem.ons-'Grate to Stalin Rakosi •s re•­

liabili ty were at this stage not yet connected with attempts to 

consolidate internally bis rule over the party. After 1945, the 
' 

highest leadership of the H11ngarian party comprised two groups of 

veterans of distinctly different backgroundso One consisted of the 

so-called •1Muscovi tes'' who bad spent most of the intercr .. war periodA in 

the Soviet Union, working for the Soviet Communist party or the Com­

intern. Its dominating figure was Ra.kosi, Stalin's appointee as the 

general secretary of the Hungarian partys wbo was assisted by a small 

oircle, including Gero, Farkas, and Revaie The leaders of the Ul'.lder­

ground Communist party in Hungary composed the other group. Laszlo 

Rajk, a veteran of tbe illegal party's central Committee in 1944 was 

its most p~ominent member. 9 

There appeared to be a disharmony between the two groups from 

an early stage - partly on political but mainly on personal grounds~lO 

According to e. ''Muscov ite'' Rakosi and his closest associates despj.sed 

the less experienced, l1omespun Como1tmists a .. nd took pleasure in their 

"sense of i11feriority11
•
11 Although Rajk did not oppose openly the party's 

8 White Book, p.479. 
• 

9 For a recent detailed biography of Rajk, see Strassenreiter and Sipos, 
pp.141-182. 

•u ..... ,.., 

lO The political differences emanated from many of tbe former underground 
Communists ' preference for the i wmediate introduction of the proletarian 
dicta tor ship in opposition to tbe MK1?' s official poJ_j_cy which in 1945 was 
to seek alliance with bourgeois democratic political partieso see Po39 Nol 

.. 
11Nogradi, p.153 

• 

..... 

• 
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official policJr, by bis popul.a.ri ty among various sections of tl1e 

mefilbers he appeared to Rakosi, as a possible rivalo 12 There was 

also ·friction betv1ee11 Rajk, then M:i .. nister of the Int0rior, and 

Farkas, one of Rakosi's closest collaborators, who in 1947, de­

clared that the Ministry of ·the Interior was ''not i11 the hands of 

the party. 1113 Rakosi inade his first move to aljminate potential 
. 

rivals when l1e disnJj ssed Rajk from that pos·t and assigned him tl1e 

far less· powerful foreign affairs portfolio in August 1948
0 

l4 

12 
His widow claims that Rajk became emotionally alienated from the Mus-

covite section at a very ea1"ly stage ,vl1en he recognised t11at: ''the Rakosi 
group was representing democracy only in words, but in .practice it was 
inc1.~casingly making a mockery of it.'' (JeRajk, :p.984)0 Some Western his­
torians believe that Rajk seems to bave favoured a more revolutionary 
policy than that then pu.rsued officially by the party (Brzezinski, 1967, 
p.92) and that his straight forwardness on tbe taking over of power 
contrasted Rakosi's more suave methods (Zinner, 1962~ p.94). One of 
his co,1temporaries claims that Rajk' s popul ·ari ty was due to his close 
lin1cs -~itb the country and the former tmdereround Co1tn1unist party. He 
was popular with the younger people and particulai"ly with the most raiJ .. -
i tant section of :;ro1111g intellectuals as well as wi·th workers. The JW 
itself recognised it when it often senJli Rajk as a ti~oub],.e shooter to 
prevent incipie11 t strikes (Jj:od o 1969, po 713). A former Comm1J..11ist v·ictim 
of tbe purges l'lhich followed Rajk' s execution believes that bis pop.­
ularj:ty was enha11ced because he retained bis blind idealism and old 
entl)u siasm whicb made him nea1~est to ·tbe sjmple, f ajDt.bful Comrn1mist .. 
Even after tbe take-over of poTier, Rajl~ lived modestly while o·tr1er 
members of tbe Politbu.reau - following tb& Soviet system - r eceived 
lUX1J.rious cars, s1Jmptuous hou.ses and villas, a11d co1.lld dra,v any a1nount 
f:rom the Natio11a l Bank (Paloczi-Horva th, 1.959, Po200)o An entj_rely dif­
ferent explanation of his popularity was given by F. Nagy , the former 
FKGP Prime Minister, nho claimed that the antiseoitic elements in ibe 
MKP fa,,oured. Rajk as an apprecia·tion of his f amily' s close a,ssociatior1 
wi tb the A:rro\v Cross moveme11t. Two of Rajk 1 s brothers were involved in 
that ultra-right movement before J .. 945~ 1'1agy also claimed that ·those 
e~ements regarded Rajk as their leader rather than the Jewish Rakosi. 
(F.Na~J , Pol90 a.nd Po305) • 

13 liog:radi, Pol92-1.93. 

l4 This was preceeded in December!! l947 by accusations against Rajk of 
''anti-party beba·7i'our1t. Al tbough tbe 11:L.<P secretariat rej ected ·che charges, 
ra .. ised by Gabor Peter, b ead of tbe .A~VTI which v1as then still l.mder the jur­
isdiction of tbe 1finister of the In~erior , Rakosi proposed Rajk's transfer. 
Tr1e demotional character of this move was concealed even from prominent 
party members. \'lben Rakosj_. told Di-- oHel ta.i, tbe Comm.unis·t head of tbe For­
elgn 1linistry's political department of Rajk 1s appointment, he added by 
way of explanatio:t1r '1The Ji'0i"eign l\linistry has been a kjndergarten long 
enough. Now you will bave an adult ·to lead you. 51 This ironic reference 
was to the disinterested attitude of Rajk's predecessor, Dr.tkik Molnar, 
a Communist bj_storian. (Szasz, 1971, P·~28.) · 

• 
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Although Rajk remained a member of the Politbureau, his influence v,as 

further curtailed when , as Foreign Minister, he was under tbe personal 

control of a "Muscovite" and the administration of his ministry was 
given to an AVll offi0er. 15 

At this stage Ra~kosi appea:ried to have given priority to hi-s 

first aim: the consolidation of Communist hegemony, by exploiting 

the oondi tions created by t1ne Cold War . He was constantly fabricating 

opportunities to prove the existence of ''jmperialist'' plots for tbe 

overthrew of the ''Socialistt' regjme and wj_tb those to justify the 

tough, oppressive measureso His attempts to provide evidence of 

conspiracies bet\veen ''imperialist'' powers and certain sections of 

the Hungarian population were motivated by various reasonso 
, 

In January 1949, Cardj_nal Mindzenty, the Primate of Hllngary, was 

tried on charg·es of conspiracy for ~t11e overthrow of the regime and 

for the re-establishment of an arch-conservative feudal-capitalist 

order. Tho trial r•proved'' that Mindszenty enjoyed the support of 

''imperialis t '' po,'lers, particularly of America. His trial was prim-

arily contrived to discredit the Catholic church, by far the strongest 

religious dertor.lination, and break its resistance to collabora·cion 

wi tb tb0 Cornmtu1ist regime. The trial achieved such immediate and 

tangible r esults as the dissolution of parliament's stronges t oppos­

ition party, the DPP, wbicb followed a progressive Catholic policy, 

and the surrender of the Catholic cburcb, wl1ich at. last started neg­

otiations uith tbe government for an agreement shortly ~fter Mindszenty's 

trialc On a broader scale bow,ever, the regiru0 managed to fx·ighten 

worshippers away from the Catholic cl1urch, and tl1us reduce i ta in­

fluence, by implying in 1il.ndszen·ty t s trial that the leadership of 

that church was in tbe bands of enemies of lfiraperialiat agents''. 

Another facet of 1'imperialis t '1 plotting was 1•unmasked'' by 

the conviction in 1949, of executives of the Hungarian .. 0 American Oil 

Company (118.0RT) on charges of sabotaging on Amerj .. can instructions 
1 

the country's oil production. Tteir trial, apart from presenting 

further evidence of ,eiruperialist'' infiltration , :placed under a clotid 

of suspicion Wes tern-oriented scientists, and led directly to the 

nationalisa tio11 of fo:reig:a-own ed_ compa11ies ,~l1ich had be.en left in 

pr~vate ba.nds io general nationalisation of i1Jdustry a.nd commerce 

in the .spring of 1948. 

l5 Ibid, pp.29-30. 
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The arrest of Hu11garian Zionist leade:r--s in April 13.nd May of 1949, 

marked the emergence of ·t\vO new features in Rakosi's strategy. One v1as 

tbe first &ppeara11ce of a tendency which from ·then on l)ecan1e character­

is-t;ic of his policy. Vfbile previously Rakosi. pu...L'st1ed his principal. 
' . 

aims P3,rallel to eacb other, his planned prosecution of the Zionists 

indicated an intention to use them in combination. The proposed pun­

itive meas1.rres against the Zionists contradicted the E.1mgarian Co1n.­

m1Jnists' earli.er attitude towards the Jews, which \vas based on the 

pretence ·that no Jewish problem exisrted in Hungary at all, and therefore 
. 

the .Commu11i.st party was justifiably unconcerned with a11y specific issue 

relating to them. 

Rakosi's reasons for departing from his previous attitude, whid1 

was based on strictly domestic political considerations , could be 

tra.ced to one of bis principal aims t his determina tj_on to show 

Stalin his loyalty b3r adopting promptly what d.ppeared to l1iln as 

the Soviet ruler's primary political objectivao Rakosi took bis 

clue presumably from tbe anti-Zionist and anti-Israeli drive which 

started in tbe Soviet u·nion in ·tbe autumn of 1948, and became inten-­

sified em.'ly in 1949~ Tbus, in the prosec1.1tion of tbe Zionist lea.ders 
1 

Rakosi li11ked together the proj ection of a.n "imperialistt• menace with 

bis desire to demonstrate his ·trus t ,7orthj..ness as Stalin's collabo:r:'ator. 

This new element in his strategy - the combined pu~suance of his prin­

cipal aims - should be noted in order to understand the development 

of the 1949 Hungarian purges. 

Tbe other new f eature of Rakosi's strategy, as revea.led in the 

arrest of the Zionist leaders, was his intention to escalate the ex­

ploitation of Cold War conditions. 1'Inlperia .. list'' interf·erenc9 wa.s 

.. only a secondary element in tbe Mindszen-cy trial. Tl1e c;ardina,l and 

bis co-defendants - including Prince Pal Eszterhazy, a member of once 

Hungary's richest l and-owning aristocratic f amilies and thus a proto­

type of the feudal and, in Communist terms , raactio11a~y social. order -
;J 

were flaunted as the local enemies of a progressive ideology and social 

system. Tbeir p11nishment ~a.s designed to frigh·ten ·the Catllolics, who 

• constituted the overwhelming majority of' tbe l)Opula·ti on , a.s well as 

the remnants of the pre-1945 ruling classes and their collaborators. 

In· tbe 1iAOR.T trial ·the 1'imperialistt' danger wa,s more pronounced., but 

only in a specific, relatively- minor, ecor1omic aspect. The major 

objective appeared to vindicate the expropriation of foreign-qwned 
• companiesc 

• 

t 
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Rekosi 's Ol'iginit]w intention with the indictment of the Zionist 

leada~s , was to directly implicate Israel a11d her Wes·tern allies, -A.1nerica 

and Britain~ in eapio11age woi~J{ i:t1 RungEtry., In, what was planned to Je a 

speotactlJ.lo..r show ·trial, the ''imperiaLi.s·ts'' would have been found guilty 

not only of implici tl~r supporting ''reactionarytt elements like Mindszenty, 

but of dire et involvement in a.ct;i vi ties harmful to Hunga~ry' s security. 

The proposed climensions of the Jcrial indicated that it ,vas aimed. to ef­

fect a wider section of the population than just the Jewso It would 

have been superfluous to s·tage a.n elaborate show trial solely for the 

purpose of frightening the numerically small, and by then sufficiently 

regimented Jewish cornmuni.ty. 16 Rakosi 1o plan to convict, with blazing 

publicity, such relatively insignificant political fig1L~es as the Zion­

ist leaders, appears to be rational only when viewed in the context of 
. 

bis overall strategy, which was to stage a show trial to demonstrate 

tbe depth of ''j mperialist'' infiltration. His particular choice both 

of Zio11ists for the role of ''imperialist 

intermediary, could be explained by bis 

political prioritieso 

agents'' and of Isi .. ael as the 

in·terpreta tion of Stalin's 
• 

The arrest of the Zionis·t l ea .. ders started on May 12, 1949. The 

circumstances of their detention indicate tbat tbe authorities were 

not concerned with the capture of certain individuals against whom 

suspicion of criminal activities had arisen~ The AVH's task appeared 
. 

to have been to arrest, at random, a given number of the best-known 

and most prominent Zionist leaders for the purpose of making tbem 

play a pred.e~i•gnated role in a show trial<> l 7 

. ,, _____________________ _ 
16 

In 1949 , Jews consti tuted approximately 1% of the population. On 
January 1, 1949, Hunga.ryts p opu:Lo .. t ion was 9,961,044 (Erdei, p.49). The 
last r easonably reliable data showed tbe number of Jews as 143,624 in 
1946 (Katzbu.rg , 1966 , Pel66) but tbis was probably reduced by emigration 
to just around 100,000 by 1949. By tbe t ime of tbe arrests, the Zionist 
organisations bad been dissolved and effective steps had been taken to 
stop ·tb0 illegal ,Jewish emigration organised by the Zionists. T.he act­
ivities of tbe Jewish communal organisations bad also been sufficiently 
regularisec.l in thej.r agreement wi ... ch the government, in December 194.8. 

. i 

l7 Dr. Denes l earned detqils about the arrests later in gaol from a 
.fellow prisoner, a former AVE member, wbo had parti cipated in the ar­
rest of Zionist leaders. The Avtl attacbme11t was order ed to arrest a 
certajan number of Zionist leaders , accordir~ to a li.st which gave their 
names in priority order. Their instruction. was that if a person was not 
at ·home , they should arrest t he next on ·tbe J_ist. In Dr.Denes's case, 
the attachment could not find his home and was ready to proceed to the 
next person on the list - Dr.Geyer, a former president of the MCSZ -
when a policemen.on point duty showed them Denes's house and they ar­
rested him. Dr.Geyer remained f ree. (Denes, ·p.64) . 

• 



B:\' Iv1ay ]~9, lea.ders of all the Zionist poli·•bical par·ties and son1e of 

their you.J~h moven1ents were under arrestci 18 There were at least two 
• 

pointers to the r~egi met s in·tention ~o use them in an . important poli t­

ical trial. One was that Rakosi and Gero supervised the procedures 

personally,19 and the other that the interrogations were conduct•d 

by the same high ranking and obviously very reliable AVH officers, 

who a. li·ctle later played i mportant parts in the preparations for 

the Rajk trial and the subsequent pUl.'geso 20 The pu:rpose of their 

froposed trial Tias e,rident from the nature of their interrogaiiion. 

Although tbe AVII accused them of economic offences, like the illegal 

possession of foreign currency and gold, and of involvement of illegal 

eJnigration, these charges were only treated as of secondary importance. 

The emphasis was on obtaining confessions tba·t would implicate members 
. 

of the Israeli diplomatic mission in espionage. One of the arrested 

Zionists, Dro Bela Denes, was to confess in bis trial that be had 

regularly submitted spy xeports to Ehud Avriel, tbe Israeli Minister . 
• 

to Hungary, to Sbm11e l J3entsur, the Consul, a.nd to Laszlo Breszlauer·, 

a member of tB mission staff . 21 

.Another accused, Dro Bela Schwarcz bad to confess that be bad 

collected military and political intelligence for Bentsur, 1vl10 ·then 
22 passed it on to the Americanso A youth leader, Laszlo Fleischman 

(now an Israeli resident under the name of Arie Palg~, made a con­

fession ir1crjmi ncting .Bentsur as well as Jozsef \~/alter, tl1e Israeli 

cultural attacbeo 23 All the arrested Zionist leaders made confessions 

implicating Israeli diplomats. 24 

18 They were, Dr.Bela Denes , for1mer cba,irman of the Ichud-Mapai party; 
Dr. Sandor Kertesz , former chairman of t he Marxist--Zionist party; DreBela 
Schwarcz a.nd Alttdar Felkai-Friedman of t he Genera l Zionists a11d Jeno 
Jrre11kl of the r eligious Zionist party, ifizracbi o The arrested youth 
leaders included Laszlo Fleischman of llasb omer Hatzair, the Marxist­
-Zio11ist youtb mo·\rement and Magda (nriam) Weisz of Habonjm, the youth 
organisation of Icbud-Mapai . 

19 Denes, p.40. 

20 The interrogations werE:-3 supervised by Colonel Vladimir ],,arkas, wl10 

was the son of· Nd.ba.ly Farkas , a Muscov·i te member of the Poli bureau, 
and one of Rakosi 1s closes t collaborators (Interview witb DreSchwarcz)v 

-
21 Denes, p.400 

22 Interview Ttii;b DroScbwarCZe , 

23 Interview wlth Palgi. 

24 Bentsur, the Israeli Consul, purchased from an AVH officer the photo­
copies of t hose confessions~ All of t hem contained allegations that the 
Inraeli diplomats were involved in the organisation and conduct of a spy 
,:j_ng in H1m1-{a.r·y ~ _(nterv~L e~w with Ben-tisl;.r • 

I 
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The direction of the Zionists' int8rrogation changed suddenly on 

May 22 or 24.
25 

The .A.VlI officers ordered them to make new confessions 

exclusively e.bout their involvement witb the organisation of illegal 

Jewish emigration.
26 

The interrogators appeared to be in an unusual 

hurry. They became less demanding about details, they were prepared 

to accept adndssions mitigating tbe severity of tba charges, a.nd at 

least one detainee bad -the ·lrapression ·that ''·they wanted to get rid of 

us quicklJr. '' Tbe A17H officers apparently wanted to conclude the Zionists' 

interrogation and transfer their case to the courts without delay. 27 The -

sudden shift in the accusations from spying for Israel to a non-political 

crjminal offence - tbe smuggling of bumans - and the AVH's attempt to 

finalise procedures quickly related to the fact that Rakosj. had found 

more suitable victims for his show trialo 

Dr.Tibor Szonyi, the head of the Hv~garian Communist party's cadres 

department, who eventually became a co-defendant in the Rajk trial and 
b tl ~ d t d · a I I 17,.

28 Other was stl sequen y execu·"e , 11as arres ·e aro1ln 1.aay • prom-

inent Communj_s ts who \'iere to be associated with tho aocusatior1s against 

Rajk were 

Ma:)r 30 • 30 

29 detained in the follcwing few days, and Rajk b~nsel£ on 
I 

It must have been axound t bat date -~hen, that Rakosi scrapped 

his plan to use the Zionists and Israel for demonstrating the dangers of 

"imperialist" infiltratiGn , 31 and chose Rajk ax.d Tito a.s his proofs. 

2
5 Dr.Denes stated that the change t ook place t en to twelve days after 

his a1."'res·t; on 11aJr 12. Denes, p.42 ~ 

26 Denes p.42. 

27 Denes, p.42. Intervlews with Palgi a.nd Dr.Schwarcz. 

28 
Szasz. p. llo 

29 Bela Szasz was arrested on May 24 (Szasz p.l). In the Rajk trial the 
prosecution. referred to bim as ''an a .. gen·t of Bri tlsb Intall~lgertce. tt Rajk 
Laszlo etc. PclO. 

30 Szabad Nep, September 25, 1949 . 

3l To .A.vriel the Israeli envoy, who intervened on behalf of the arrested ' . :., Zionists before their trial, Rakosi pretended that he bad never envisagea 
any more serious charges than man smuggling. He claimed that his officials 
had pr·essed fer a trial of m·u.ch wider scale o (In·liei'"vie1rt Vii tl1 Bentsur) o 

• 

.... 
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He pr~bably realised that the danger of "imperialist conspiracy" 

would look more jmpressive if it could be shown as having already 
. 

reached the highest echelons of the state and party apparatus. If 

"imperialist" iYlfiltra.tion was that deep, then the drastic changes 

in Ru11gary 's economic and social structure could be made against less 
32 resistance becat1se opposition COl)ld be pu.t do\m with more foi·ceo 

The pattern of Rakosi's strategy should be noted here. In the 

case against tbe Zionists, Rakosi tried to be loyal to Stalin's appaI.*­

ent priori·ty (anti-Zionism) \Yhile maintaining the atmosphere of con­

stant dange1" of an ''imperialist 1' attack. In the p:tlosecution of 

Rajk, he was pursuing all three of his principal aimso By then 

Sta1.:l11 was no longer satisfied with condeu1ning Ti to as a;n ideolo-

gical heretic. He wanted to escalate the campaign ab~inst him by 

branding l1im outri.ght as an ''imperi~list'' agent. Ra .. k:osi, to ascertain 

Stalin's favour, to ok on bjmself to provide legal evidence for that 

cbargeo Thus, by selecting Rajk as the main defendant, he was at-
. 

tempting all three of bis aims, be was st1.,iki11g down hi.s poter1tial 

rival for tbe leadership of the Hungaria11 party; when •1p1~ovi11g'' in 

court tbat Rajk, in collaboration wi tb Ti to was an ;,j.mperialis•l;i' 

ager1t, Rakosi ,vas demonstrating simultar1eously the depth of 11im­

pa1~ialist'' inf-luence and his loyalty to Stalino 

___ ..,_ _________________ ~-----------------... ------
3

2 
Rakosi did indeed exploit the atmosphere of fear which developed 

around the Rajk trial. A campaign to enforce competitive labour 
conditions in f actories started in the l as t weeks of the vicious 
propaganda drive which preceded the tria l4 (See Sza,bad 1Jep, Sep·tember 
6 and 22, 1949). The first compulsory sta~te bond was la-uncl1ed imm.ed­
ia tel3r after tbe trial. (Szabad liep, Sep.,c8111ber 29, 1949). Teachi11g 
of religion in state schools was abolishEid a few weeks before the 
trialo (Duschinsky, p.456)e The Comrnu~ ist~ pa~ty, trying to create 
a climate of~ mis tr1:tst among peopl~, i mposed on its members the a .. 11ty 
1'to seek and fiDd ~t,r1e enemy's }1and behind every mis-'cake.'' (Szabad liep, 
October 1, 1949), and Rakos~-, himself, a.eclared tJ:Ja t ''it Y?Ou.ld be a~ 
•mistake to ·believe tbat with ·the unmasld.r.1g of Rajk, vve ba.ve completely 
liquidated. all enemy orga11isations. ''· (szabad Nep, October 1, 1949). 
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The combination of tb e three aims proceeded in stages. First, 

the -~~a.bad .11~..£ b:r.'anded tbe Yugoslav Communis-'Gs a ''gang of murder·ers, 

spies, and trai-~ors,. 1133 A few days late:r.
1 

it charged them with Trot­

skyism.
34 

Soon after, wbon the MDP expelled Rajk and Szonyi, -the foun-• 
, 

dations were laid for linking them to Tito, because they were described 
zi: 

as •tspies cf fo:i?e.i.gn :imperialist powers a4nd TrotskyiJce agentso••;>-' 

Al though the IvIDP central cowJUi ttee' s :resolution 011 tl1e ''Unmasking of 

tbe Trotskyite spy gang'' did not mention Tito, its definition of Rajk's 

nationalism was conspicuously similar to the Cominform criticism of the 

Yugoslav Communi..sts. 36 The net of incrimination was cast wide in order 

to compromise various ideologies, exoll1di.ng as yet however Ti toism. 3r7 

But a fe0ble associa tio11 was soon _indica.tad by crediting the Cominform 

expulsion of Yugosla,,ia for the unmasking of tbe 1'Rajk gang'' o 3S Their 

t1"i a l in September 194-9 , established bJr appaxe11tly legal me~ns, a close 

and organic link between Rajk and bis co-d~fendants and the Yugoslav 

Communistso Admittedly, this was in fact the main purpose of the triai. 39 

33 June 4, 1949. \ 

34 June 9, 1949. 
35 Szabad Nep, June 16, 194.9. 

36 Ibid. 

37 Commenting on the arrest of Rajk, Szonyi and their eighteen accomplices, 
the Szabad liep ( on June 19, 1949) declaredz '!fJ:I'Ot sk.yism, Fascism, Zionism, 
antisemi tism: this was the f amj ly en·vironment a.nd the ideological gutter 
fr om which Ra j k , Szonyi, Justus, arii other ·trai tc)rs have come.'' 

• -
3811unmasked mercenaries," Sza.bad Nep, June 29, 1949. 

39 In bis closing address, the prosecutor declared: "It is true and right 
that the Hungarian People' s court, i n passing sentence on Laszlo Rajk and 
his gang of conspirators, should also pass sentence, in a political sense, 
on the traitors of Yugoslavia , on the c1":l.mi nal gang of Ti to, B,ankovic, 
Ka.rdelj, and Djilas. The internations,l significance of this trial lies 
ir1 the fact that we are passing s en·cence also or1 ·the Yugoslav" deserters 
and traitors of democracy and Socialisme'' (Laszlo, Rajk, etc, PPo264-265)o 
Rakosi 1 s efforts to prove l egally that ~ito was an imperialist agent were 
duly credited ·by Stalin when the Cominf.orm r esolution of lJc)vember, 1949, 
on '5The Communj_st Party of Yugosla.vio .. in the J?owe:r· of I'll:urdere1,s arrl Spies'' 
stated that 1'tbe Beograd (Belgrade) clique$. C). made a flagrant deal with 
imperialist reaction and entered its service as the Budapest trial of 
Rajk-Brankov (one of Rajlc' s co-defendants, a former Yugoslav diplomat 
in Hungary - G(,lG) made pe1"fectly clear. •f Yfui -ce Book, ]?.174 . 

.... 
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In Ra j k and the others in the dock with him, Rakosi found the 

ideal defendant s f or the show trial which he was so deteTmjned to stage. 

Their high party and government posts could justi:fy a harsh political 
• 

purge to 
11
0limi na.te 11 fully the consequences of this deep infiltration. 

The fact tha t the principal defendants bad all spent s ome time in Wes-
... 

tern coun·tries befo:i'e the war helped to make the r•evidencer• of their 

association wi th American , British, and French intelligence services 

more convincing, The Ra jlc trial ''proved'' in one blow Yugos l a .. v involve­

ment and direct 11Western imperialist11 participation in a conspiracy. 40 

This being the case , the incrirn jnation of Israel was no longer 

necessary, and therefore Zionism was bardly mentioned during the Rajk 

trial. However, when t he proposed show trial was shifted from anti­

-Zioni sm ,the ideol ogical background against which it were to be staged 

had to be changed too. For at t he end of May, just before Rajk 1s arrest, 

while the Zionis t leaders were "confessing" to spying for Israel, the 

party propaca.nda was s t ill harping on the daqgers of "cosmopolitanism", 

the password for J~h e an·ti-Zioniat a11d anti-Israeli campaign in the 

Soviet Uni o119 
41 

40 For r elevant passages f r om the defendants' confessions and the prosec­
ution's a.llega.tions , see Laszlo Ra,jk etc, .. p.45, p.48, p.52, p.62, p.73, 
PP-74-75, PP~l46-148 , p.152 , p.256, and Pe269 ~ 

,}l Zoltan Biro , a leading party t heoretician (and brother of ~osi) 
declared j.n tl1 e Szabad 1Tep on May 29 , 1949 , that cosmopolitanism ''is 
still alive 2mong Hungarian a cademics , v1ri ters, arti.sts > \s t ars' and 
intellectuals who , f or tbe sake of bigh ear11i ne s or wrongJ.y interpreted 
f ame , are prepared to sell t beir i nventions , works and talents to the 
A11glo-Sa.xon i o pe11 i a lists, tbe sworn er1emj es of ·the Hunga.ria11 people() 
These rootless, stateles s gadabout-people dis s eminate the ideas of 
capitalist bourgeois cosmopolitani em which claims that tbe value of 
patriotism, l ike of other commodities, can be measured i n dollarse That 
sect ion of t be Zionist pe-t;ty bourgeoisie which speculates about 61nigration 
instead of honest constructive wo.r·k , be longs to ·this cj_rcle,. Hungarian 
democracy i s trying to tt1r-n these people into honest Hun_~arian pat::'iots, 
but if t hey· do r1ot change, it will 1:Jnmask them and _pu·t tbem before the 
tribunal o.f public opinion .'' ~ 

. . 



I 

• 

169 
. ., 

Soon l1owever, dm,ing the preparat,io11s of tbe Rajk trial, ar1otber 

party tlleo:reticiE-111 a]i"eady declai-- ad that al·though cosmopoli tc1,nism v;as 

indeod dangerous, rt\y e must regard. na~tiona] .. ism as tbe rnai11 perile 1142 

He aseerted tr1a·t: !tfor j_mperic~list agents tbe most im1)ortant task is 

to p1~eserve and cultivate nationalj_st feelings, a : nationalist s,tmos­

phere; to t11.rn the relatio11ship with 1~he Sov-iet Unj_on into a superficial 

one a .. nd de,relop Tj.toismi a peculiar natj_ona]?ism, wr1ich appesJrs in ·the 

disguise of Commtmism ~ 1,43 

Sucl1 a qllalj,fiecl. defini t:lon of natior1aJlj>sm - geared apparently 

to meet tbe specific ideologica l requirements of the anti-Tito campaign -

did not ineYi tably :i.!JClude Zionism a s a principally hostile ideoJ~o&v· 

and conse~uently did not commit tbe Hungarian Communist party to 

fighting it. In fact, :i.11 the propaganda c~ampaign preceeding Rajk' s 

trial , Zionism appeared only as one of several anti-Socialist ideol~ 

ogies 1ihicb the def e11 dants bad been asscoiated with a I 11 the tria .. l 

itself, Zionism v1us mentioned only briefly. 44 An opport-ui1i ty to bring 
. 

it i~~t;o the mainstream of the trial ,vas left w.1explo:i.tedo Al-though 

Ar.idras Szalai, one of tbe principal defendants was indeed a member 
t. s 

of a Zionist group until 1936, ,.,. he was not questicned about t}1j_s 
' 

aspect of bis pn$t at allo Triis indicates tl1at wi·th t l1e ideal de--

fenda.nts il1 tbe doc1r , Rakosi was no longer interested j_n sho'\ving ·the 

Zionist mo-'l'ement ns evidence of impex·inlist infil·t;i--ation«> 

__ ,,.._ _____________ ..........._ ....... 8 •.#ll'N - C. ••• .._____,........ 11 ~ ·--~.-.---•.----•¼L.6--•-----,--·-·--·¥4GI",.._ .. ..__, ..... 

42 11od, 1949, p.528~ 

43 Ibid, p.527. 

44 Tbe presiding judge asked one of t lie defendBnts, Szonyi, if he bad 
been a. m~er of tnG Zionist ri1o~vemen t. Szorlyi r e1)J.ied: ''My group ( a 
g:rou.p of Hu.ngaria:n Communists 11ho lj_,rec1···_i11 · Swi tz;e:r.~1a.nd during tbe 
Secor1d Yiorld War - GeiG)e••. bad Zionist members. As far as I lmow, 
Fere110 Vagi and Gyorgy Demeter 1.1ere merobers of the Z:Lo11ist movement~ 
In this connection I know, and I have bad personal experience in 
Switzerland to ·bear it ou·t, that the Zior1ist movemo:at generlally co­
operated very clc)selJr wi tl1 ·the American sec:r.et seri·vice. '' Sza.,bad Nep, 
Septerr1ber 20, 1949. A forme ~r Communist journaJ.ist, bjmself a Jew, 
who wa,s then freauently co11tr.:j,l>uting mai.nly on }/Iidctle East pi--oblems 
JGO Ta.:csadal mi Szeml e , the party's ~t11eore ·tica,). jour11al, admit~tod 
later that be ar1d his friends 1]a.d not e\7 8 11 paid a tJcentio11 tc) those 
few sentences about Zionism~ Le~dyai, 1971, Pc308~ 

45. Sza.lai was a m.embe21 of He .. naga Shon1er, Etll ul.tra--left Zio11isJc yo1J.tb 
group. He left because tl1e group was ooncernt3d (.)11Jy with Je,vs and did 
not fight Fascismo (Interview ,vi tb Ya.n.ri~) 

·-
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His intention to avoid a greater implication of the Zionists 

was in line with previous Communist attitude, that the paxty should 

not be seen p~licly concerned with matters relating specifically to 

Jews~ Rakosi presumably had S.tali:p I s at least implicit consent to 

do so • .A.s the Soviet . authorities were actively involved in the fab­

rication of the case against Rajk and bis codefendants, the anti­

-Zionist aspect could not have been omitted without their approva1.46 

At the time of the Rajk trial in 1949, Stalin was apparently 

still preoccupied with smashing the Yugoslav "rebels". The polit-

ical and S€Curity implications of the Jewish question - which were 

to influence decisively the Czechoslovak political trials (of Slansk:J, 

and others) three years later - bad then not yet affected his foreign 

policy and strategy. 47 Consequently after a short detour, Rakosi 

could retu:rn to his policy of pretending the non-existence of Jews~ 

The case agairs t the detained Zio11ist lea,ders was conclud.ed in ac-
cordance wi t}1 this policy

9 
• 

--------------------------------·------46 
Lieutena.nt-G-eneral Fedor Belld n, Commander in Chief of the South 

East Europea1:1 k~1D ( the Soviet security polic_e - GoG) and several 
officers of tl1a t organisation, toolc pa.rt in the interroga·tion of 
the suspects , (Szasz , pp.102-111) and undoubtedly in the preparation 
of the charges. 

47 An analyst of this period puts the date of change in the Soviet 
strategy to the spring of 1951. According to him, tbe Soviet sec­
urity advisers, working or1 tb e pc epara tion of a conspiracy triaJ. 
in Czecboslov2.kia , then bega11 to cbange the j_deological basis of its 
p].ot from ''bourgeois na·tio:nalism'' to ''Zionisra'' a~nd subseq_uer1tly the 
name of Slansky began to appear in tbe de1,os i ·tions of the accu.sed. 
(Lendvai, 19'TJ_, p. 251)"' .A. report. prep3.11 ed foJ: tbe Czechoslovak 
government i11 1968 by a commissior1 CJf· inquj.ry on the Czec11oslovak 
political trials between 1950 and 1954 co11fir1ns that tr.1e inclusion 
of Slansky among the suspeqts ma.rked tbe shift towards an anti­
-Zionist and anti~Jertish purge, and that it was pressed by the 
Soviet advj_s ei--s. (Pelikar1, p.102) e :r:'ais report indirec·t~l;;r ex­
plains why in 1949 the anti-Zionist aspect coul d still be omitted 
from the Ra.jk case. (Ibid, p.49. 

11 

• 

..... 

• 

• 
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When the Zionists were speedily put on trial in :Budapest on 

June 18, 1949, they were no longer accused of espionage on behalf 

of I sraelo 
48 

They we::ce charged with purely criminal offences: the 

organisation of illegal emigration and contravention of currency 

regulations .
49 • This character of the case was underlined by the 

inclusion among tbe defendants of a non-Jewish professional smuggler. 50 

Although the merits of Zionism and the defendan ts' membership of Ziorl­

ist organisations were not mentioned, the trial nevertheless had some 

political overtones. Tbe indictmen t declared that the accused had 

smuggled out young people to turn them into "imperialis t cannon-fodder, 1151 

ana the prosecutor claimed that their funds came from t he same source 

which bad supported Ferenc Nagy, 52 a.no. financed the "Voice of America" 
d • t + . ra 1.0 s a 01 on . He also accu sed t hem of having contravened a 1948 law 

v1h:i_q4 
1
' defended the Hungarian people against Anglo-Saxon propagana.a. '' 

The only :trnce of their p1"'opo..sed trial's original concept, slippea_ iz1 

through tb e prosecutor's 1")emark t hat the accl1sed had maj.ntained con­

tact with f orei gn r epresentatives which could have led to foreigners 

obtaining vital infor□ation about events in Runga:ry. 53 Tbe defence 

als o contair.e d some political el en1ents wl1en i ·t pointed out tbat some 

of tbe accused were Marxi s t Socialists, but wanted to fi gb t for those 
ideals in I sraelo 54 

4B The Zionist defendants were Dr.Denes, Dr.Kertesz, Magda Weisz, 
Dr.Schv-:arc!z , La.sz]~o Fleischman , 11enyhert Feld , Aladar Felkai, and 
JAjklos Frankfurter (Uj Kelet, June 20, 1949 )0 The case of Jeno Frenkl, 
head of tbe r eligious Ndzracbi movement was adjourned because the 
bearing t ook place on a Saturday, tbe J ewish SrJabbath .. (Jewisl1 Cl1ronj_cJ.e, 
June 24, 1949 • F'renkl ,Yas tried later and ev e11 tua:i_ly acg_ui tted(~ (JT.A. , 
June 301 1949 " 

49 Jewish Chronicle, June 24, 1949 . 

50 Re was Sandor Dienes (JTA, Ju11e 16, 1949). 

51Jewisb Chronicle, June 24, 1949: 

52 
Ferenc :r:-Tagy , a former· FKGP Prime Minis ter o:f Hungary , was forced 

into exile by the Comrn1mists in 194 7, under a c:ioud cf su,spicion of 
having been an ''imperialist age11t1' Cl 

, 
53 Uj Kelet, June 20-~ 1949. 

54 Jewish Chronicle, June 24, 1949 ■ 
...... 
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That the regime still attached some political importance to the 

trial might be deduced from the fact that the prosecution was led by 

Dr.Gyula Alapi, the Chief Stat.e Prosecutor, who bad earlier prosecuted 

Caxdinal Mindszenty, and a few months later, Rajk and his co-defendants, 

though the relatively light sentences were commensurate with the purely 
r; 5 . criminal cbargeso ✓ 

The publicity given to tbe case also reflected the party's reluctance 
. 

to draw attention to Jewso Tbe by then completely Comm11nist controlled 

press concealed from the pt1-blj c the defendar1ts' Zionist affiliations. 

The Ne;e_sz.av.~ - formerly the official daily of the SZDP, but in 1949 
already the organ of the National Council of the Trade Unions (Szak-

• 

-Szorvozetek Ors.~.aeos Tanaq_s , §_z_OT,l reported merely that "Denes, 

after consultation witb foreigners, decided to smuggle a number of 
ft 56 young people out of tbe country. _ The _S_z_a_b_a_d_~~~E, referred to the 

case even more j.11conspiciously o On its back IRee, among miscellaneous 

news items, without a separate beading and in pa.rticularly small print, 

it r eported_ only that the defendants had been convicted on cl1arges of 

smuggling humans. 57 Neither paper reported the verdict of the appeals 

court. Only the Uj Elet, tbe journal of PIH, the Jewish communal 

orgarJisation, identified t--;vo of the defendants, D1~.Denes a11d Dr.Ker·tesz 

as Zionistso
58 

This identification might have been designed to frighten 

Zionist sympatbisers in the Jewish comrrtuni tJr 9 bu~t there is also another 

possible explanation. T11e U,j Elet could ha.ve al terna·tively identified 
a T 4 

tlJe defendants by their former posJcs in the I)IB (both bad been members 

of its board) but that would have i1criminat ed the organisation itselfo 
--------------.----------•~-,_....,.,_c _____ .. ~--------------=-----55 

During the first part of bis interrogation, when he was still ordered 
to confess to espionage activities by Israeli diplomats, tbe AVR officers 
told Dr~Denes that be will be sentenced to .15 years imprisonment. (Denes 
p.20) o Eventually Dr .Denes was se11..tc011ced to t br,ee years; DreKertesz and 
Weisz to 26 n1011tbs each ; Frankfu.1,ter ·'Go 32 months; Feld to 30 months; 
Felkai to 6 months; and the non-JeTiish professional smuggler to 30 months 
impr:t sorllllent. D1~.scbwa1"cz and }7 lej_scbma.n were acciuitted (Uj Kelet, June 20, 
1949 as well a;s Frenkl at his subsec;1uent sepa.ra·te trial (JT.A., June 30, 
1949. These three were interned ·until an a~peals court confirmed their 
acquittal (JTA December 23, 1949)~ The same couxt also reduced Weisz's 
sentence to 18 rnonths. (Ibid).:> 

• 56 J·une 22, 1949. 

57 June 22, 1949. 

• 

58 
This report was also published among miscellaneous news items without 

a separate heading. IJc s·ta.Jced: ttJ)r·(i Bela Denes, D1~.sando:r Kertesz, and 
their accomplices have been convicted for sreuggling hum~ns. Dr.Bela Denes 
presiclent of tl1e forme11 I cbud t[apai Zior1j_st s ection aJ1d Dr.Sandor Kertesz, 
p1~esj .. den-t of ·bbe former Acbdut i~vocla Zionis-'i:; section a11d their accompJ.ioes 

assisted in the smuggling abroad of several h!.llldred people. 11 (June 23, 1949) .. 
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Rela tions uith Israel 

Nei tl1er the liq1.lj da.tion of the Zionist organisa.,tions nor the 

preparations for the Zionist leaders• proposed show trial bad any 

perceptibly adverse effect on the Hungarian regime:s official attitude 

to Israel. According to Shmuel Bentsur, who as Consul, was then Israel's 

highest ranking diplomat stationed in Budapest permamently,59 the 

Hungarian government showed great concern for a diplomatically correct 
posture. It regarded its 

as an internal affair . 60 
ptmitive measures against the local Zionists 

Throughout this stormy period the Hungarians 
wei~e negotiating wi tb the Israeli goverrunent about the possibilities 

of Jewish emigTation and did not even suspend their talks during the 

preparations of the pl anned anti-Israeli tria1. 61 The prospect of 

gaining financially from such an agreement was probably one of the 

main reasons for the conti11ued negotiations o 

The Israelj. government was aware of tl1e triaJ .. s' origina l anti­

-Israel concept, 
62 

and inte1•vened on behalf of the· detained Zionists 

directly with Rakosi. 63 But it regarded the trial in its eventual 

form as an isolated incident and not as the beginning of an anti-Israeli 

campaign by the Soviet Union and the Eas t Eu.~opean regimes~ 64 Although 

it was discretely involved in the preparation of the Zionists' defence, 65 

in its public r esponse to the trial, the Israeli government ignored its 

political aspects and emphasised the emotional ones. 66 The reason for 

59 The Israeli Liinister, Ehud Avriel , v1as accredited both to Hungary and 
Czecb oslovakia and resided in Prague. 

60 Interview with Bentsu:r. 

Gl Ibid. 

62 
See Pol64, N.24 

63 See p.165, N.31 
64 Interview with Bentsur. 

• 

65 One of the defendants r eceived through his lawyer instructions from 
the Israeli diplo?11atic mission in Hungary on ,vna~t; he should admit in 
the trial. }le assur.J.ed tha·c tbe lack of contradic·tions between their 
confessions was due to similar contacts with defenda~ts. (I.nterview 
with Palgi) o 

66 
• 

See the reference t9 the tr~~l by the Foreign Minister, Moshe Sharet, 
in the Israeli P8rliament, UJ Kelev, June 22s 1949 . 

.... 
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doing so was presumably its eagerness not to jeopardise the success 

of' the negoti ations about Jewish emii"Tation whioh' appeared to be then 

the principal objective of its relations with the Hungarian regime. 67 
Tbe I sraeli gover:nmen-1; was then generally concerned wi tb the 

promotion of J ewish jmmigration to the new .stateo This was partly 

because the regime's Zionist character for Zionist ideology regarded 

SE,t-~l ement in the national home as t he utmost manifestation of J ewish 

i dentification. Purely on ideological grounds, t herefore, the government 

was bound to encourage and assist the emigration of Jews to I srael. 

But it was a l so deeply interested in J ewi sh i mmigration for strate,!io 

r easons. It wanted to increase the J ewish popula tion of the count:r,y 

and thereby reinforce its Jewish charact er. Eastern Europe was the 

rna.:5-n source for J ewish immigrants. In spite of the deva.statil'ls ef­

f ects of Nazi persecution, the Jewish population of post-war Eastern 

Eu:rope was still close to one million. 68 Although legal and illegal 

en;ig:ration had subseq_uently r educed this number by the time of Israel's 

es~ablishment in 1948 , Eastern EUrope was still a large reservoir of 
prospectiv·e i mm:t.grants. 

' 
With tl1e Communist regimes' increasi r1gly tough restrictions on 

emig:ration i n general, t he new Israeli government made a great effort 

t o secure t he rel ease of E!.s many East European Jews as possible. It 

r eached agreements with Cz echoslovakia and .Bulgaria, and obtained the 

t acit approv al of the Polish and Roumani an authoritieso Between 1948 
and. 1951, a total of 258,315 imrnigran ts a.r•ri ved in Israel from those 

001:~>Jtries~The agreement wi tb Hungary -. • reflected in , Hungarian' s 

6
7 Foreign Minister Sharet conolt~ded h:ts ref ere nee to the Budapest trial 

wi tb a declar a tion t hat "tbe J ewi sh s tate has not relinquished its hopes 
for the continuation of _al,i;z~ (Zi oni st t erm for Jewish i mmigration to 
th e Jewi sh na/vional home - G.G) 11 (Uj Kelet , June 22, 1949). A few days 
l ater , the Uj KeJ_et ( on June 29, 1949) repor-'c;ed that ''Isr£i,eli ci1"'cles 
are convinced of Hungary ' s goodwill and believe 'tha t it i s in tbe in­
t erest of Hu.ngary to build u.p polj:- tical and economic links ,,i tb Isra,el. 
Th ey hope tbat tbe inter-government al negotiatj .. ons for the seti;lement 
of aliya f1,om Hv.ngary will soon be f avourably co11cluded. '' ,., -·· 

D 68 
For individual figures in the i ndividual countries, see Meyer 1953, p.66 

(02:ecboslOVakia); p.241 (Pol and ); p.516 (Rou.mania); and Po573 (Bulgaria ). 
Alf:.o Duscbinsky , p.396 for Hu.ngaryo 

• 

6
9 Reports of the Executive submitted. to the 23,rd 7,ionis·t Congress at 

Jerusalem, August 1951. Published by the Executives of t be Zionist 
Organisation and Qf t he J ewish Agency for Pal estine , Jerasalem 1951, p.246 . 

• 
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I>m·ticula,rly strong resistence. Only a much smaJ.ler proportion of thJ 

J ewish :population was peTmittei to leave Hungary than in the other 
European countrieso70 

Tl1e a,greement on 

signed on November 30, 

3,100 people within an 

Jewish emigration from Hungary to Israel was 

1949. 71 
It provided for the emigration of 

' 

unspecified timeo The emigran·t.s were to be 

selected by the Hungarian authorities from three categories. The 

selection of 1,000 people was based on tbe principle of family re­

unification, i.e the emigrants must have bad :i;arents, children, brothers 

or siDters already r esiding in Is1 .. ael, provided tl1at they did 11ot leave 

Hungary illegally after January 19480 The agreement allowed for the 

emigra·biol:1 of 2,000 pe·ople over tbe age of 65. In the case of ma:r:ried 

couples, only tbe l1usband l1ad to be in that age group. The third 

category consisted of 40 Zionist leaders and their f amilies, but 

not more than a total of 100 people. They were to be recommended by 
• 

the Jewish Agency, on a party basis. The Mapai, Mapam, Mizracbi and 

________________________________ ,,,__ _______ _ 
70 

Tbe agreement with Ilunga.ry provided fo:e iill emigr~{:;ion of 3,100 p.ersons 
f:rom an es timated Jewish pop~lation of 100,000 , i.e for about 3%. l3y com-
parisu.t1 . . Czecboslova,kia , pcrmi tted emigra,tion for up to 20,000 
persons from a J ewisl1 population of 55, 000 . (Meyer, Po66 and Pol47), i.e 
almost ~.o;~. Wi tb Bt1l garia, tl10 aereemer1·t lvas not on a governme11ta.l level" 
But of the 48,000 post-uar Jewish population, by May 1949, 44,000 bad de~ 
partec1; of those, ~-1, 000 in 19,+S-49, (11GJ1Gr 1 po 620) 9 apparently \"'J i tb the 
regirJe' s consent. Tbis group itself conoti tt1ted a.lmost 900/o of the ,Jev1ish 
populatj on . :n~om Roumani a t l10 1111IDber of legal Jewish emigrants to Is1 .. ael 
was 2,574 in 1948, 7,112 in 1949 , and 48,213 in 1950 (~eyer, p.549)6 It 
is difficult to establish the proportion, but ta.kiug the number of Jews 
in Ro~nania in 1947 as 428,000 (ibid, P~516) tbe t~affic in those three 
years affected almost 13% of t he Jewi sh population. In Poland, after a 
mass exodus of more than 150,000 in 1945-46 (ibid, PP~255-256) tbe 
Jewish popu.latio11 ~1as 90,000 in 1947 (ibid, Po257) ... 25,931, i .. e more 
than 25% \,ere ~llowed to emigrate to I srael between September 1949 ~nd 
December 1950 (ibid, p.313)0 

7l Details of the agreement were compiled from the following sources: 
Duschinsky , p.464; JeTiish Cbronicle, Nove~ber 18, 1949; Uj Kolet April 
24, 1950, a11d fro.n an interv:Levv v--:itl1 Sbmuel Bentsur, wbo as the Israeli 
Cons1:2.l in Hu11gary co11ducted the 11egotia tions" 

• 

• 

• 
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Gone~al Zionist parties were allocated nine places each, the Revisioniat 
• pa-rt~,,.- ·bhree, and VvIZ0 , the vfomens Zionist Organisatio11 one~ The agreern.ent 

did not stJ.l)ltlate ·the p11iofessions and aex of the emigrants, nor in the 
• 

first and tbirJ c~tegories their ageso But as the final selecti.on was 

left to the discretion of the Hungarian authorities, they could consider 

such fac to1·s ·wher1 gra11ting permis sions. The emigrants were allowed to 

take 5i 000 FOJ."ints worth of personal effects wj_tb them , but tl1e assess­

ment agai11 was l ef·t to the Hungarian authori tieso 

The negotiations, the agreement itself, and its subsequent implem­

entation were r evealing about the Hungarian regime's attitude to Jewish 

emigration. The agreement was unique in the sense that it was tbe only 

in·l;e1.,--governmen·tal t1.'lleaty which an East European cou..n·try signed with 

Israel on Jev1i sb emigration. Tbe a,,rrangements witb the others v,ere 

bas0d .. ei tb er on a verbal agreement between the Jetvis}J Agency and the 

Co1.1IDunis·t-,co11ti"'olled loca l centra). J ewi sl'l orga.nisation (as in Bulgaria), 

on a verbal a~c!!Jlcnt between the two governments (in Czechoslovakia), 

or on i mplicit consent of ·tbe l"egimes (in Poland and Roumania)o 

It can be ass11med. that j_ 1.~ was the Hungarian gover11ment wl1icb in­

sisted on sycb an ir1ternatj_or1 c.lly r e cognisable lega ]_ly bir1cling contract, 

presumably to se·Gtle t bis mutter defir1:L t ~".:vely m,d close the door ·to a11y 

more bargaini!'g. The Israeli g0"\rer nn1e11t ,~as a.issa.tisfied wi tl1 the sme .. l} . 

n1.znber of exJ. t l"e1~1:2i ts but accep·bed. t be ·tern1s on ·tbc assumption tbat it 

was only the fi1,s t of aevoral s :i1nilar ag1"eements whi cl1 wou.ld eventualljr 

enable Je\'7ish emicration on a much l a.1'.'ger scale. 72 The Hungarian reg­

ime's intention l10,1e,,.er beca.me cJ~ear v;ben every further Israeli attempt 
, 

to renew negotiations was flatly rej ected o Their only concession in 

excess of tbe agreed qu.ota was tl1e acc(~ptance of abol1t half of t l1e 

f ew a.pplica tion8 tli1~mi tted by i.:be Israelj~ a.u-'r,borj_Jcies on beha:if of 

Zionist leaderso 73 

~ 

ll 

I 

73 ibido 

• • 

._ 

• 
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The Rungarjp;qs were more eager to gain financially than any 

other East European regime. The Yugosla:1 and :Bulgarian Communists 
• 

ba.d previously received ,I'Or_ s:.a.P,i t3:. payments from Israeli authorities 

on Jewish emigrants at the time of their departure. 74 But the Hungarian 

demand was different in two respects: payment had to be n:ade in advance, 

and it was ger ,caI?,i i~A 'much higher. Tbe Hungarians refused to start reg­

otia tions until the American (Jewish) Joint Distribution Commjttee (the 
11
Joint

11
) made a one-million dollar contribution towards the re-equipment of 

the Jewish Hospi ta.1 in Bude,pest which was then quickly nationalised. 75 
Thus this ransom bad to be paid before agreement on the number of emi­

gration permits was reached. As the subsequent treaty granted only 

31 100 permissions , tbe payment received by the Hungarian regime was 
over $30,000 for each emigrante 

The Hungarian governmen t was also anxious to keep emigration 

to a minimum. The Israelis anticipated permjsi:,ion for some 30-50
1
000 

76 
emigrants. However, the Hungarians, once ag.r•ee1nent had been reached 

on the principles offered to gTant only 3,000 permits, and even of those 

they Tianted to deduct two-thirds in lieu of people who bad already emi­

gra ted to I srael illegallyo 77 On:t.y after the Israeli government had 

argued that it could not be held responsible for tbe impenetrability 

of Hunge .. ry 1 s borders, was the deduction demand d.roppedo The Hungaria.n 

regime rejected ilB Israeli rGquest tha·t tl1e treaty obould in.elude a 

time limit. The Israelis accepted the treaty in an open-ended way, 

on the assumption that the emigration of the 3,100 people would be 

concluded in tbre to four months, and subsequ0n~ agreements - to which 

tl1e ''Joint'' bad already pledged f1.J.rtl1er fina.ncj_al assistance - would 
78 cater for the omieration of many more Jews. • 

74rnterview with Bentsur. 

75 Ibido. 

r76 1 

Y.Rafael, the bead of the Jewish Agency's immigi~ation department 
stated that tbe negotiations will lead to the emigTation of 50,000 
Jews (Uj Ke]~f1t, February r7, 1948)~ Tl1is expectation was reduced 
after Avriel's visit to Budapest,to 30,000 (JTA~ February 24, 1949)e 

77 Interview with Bentsv.r . 
• 

78 Ibid. 

...... 



The two governments reached mutually satisfactory arrangements 

on tb e transfer to Israel of some of tl1e en1j_grC?4nts' assets. A trade 

agreement, already in force since January ]_949 , permi t·ted Israel to 

pay fo1~ part of its p1lrcbases j.n Hu.nga,rian currency o ·19 This mea~nt 

tha t Isra.el could u.tilise the proceeds of the sales of some of the 

emigrants ' assets, ,vho Ylere th er1 recompensated on arriva.l in Israelo BO 

Ai.though tbe Hungarian regjme did no~ restri-ft the amount of ti-ansfer­

able assets, the Israeli government limited~to 15-20~000 Forints per 
f amilies. This was 

nealth , 
to assure that not only a 

1tJ·b t:;6\ra e>f t}.le emi gTants 

f~w rich f amilies could 
• 

at least some of their save tbeir 
81 assetso Hungarian consent to such reasonable arrangements was re-

ciprocated by accepting that Hungary must purchase I sraeli goods for 

only 27o5% of t l1e vaJ.uo of he1, eX}?orts to I sra,ei. 82 

'rhe Hungarian government ' s a.etermira tio11 that ·the treaty should 

be the final concession on J ewi.sb emi gra·tion transp:i_red in the pro­

longed delays of its implementa.·ci.on . Contrary to I sraeli e:1.'J)ec~ta.,tions, 

that it would be concluded in a f ow montl10, tl1e las t group lef .. t Hu.n-
87 

ga-xy fo1rr yea:rs la·t er i11 liovember ]~953. -_; 
I 

The Hunearian authorities created difficulties right from the 

beginningo Tbey den18.n(1ed , for example , f1"' om ev ery applicar1t Ullder 

t b I'\ • • • h ~ -P 1 t . , · · · I J 84 e f a 11i .ly reunion sc eme , p1,oor o. re a J.ves ..1..1ving in sra.e~-t' 

Because of this delay, the first g;roup did not lec~ve Hungary ur1tiJ .. 
85 six montbs after t11e s i gning of the treaty~ 

79 Source::, are contradictory on propor tions . Bentsur , the Israeli Consul 
in Hungery, r ecalled it as 20;. (InterviG~ wi t h Bentsur) but a contem­
porary s tatement by t l1 e then I s1"a.eli \IJ.1der-Secretary of Fin,1nce, David 
Horowitz, put i t at 35%• (Uj Kelet , 0cto1)e~ 28, 191~9 )., 

80 
It should be noted that this formula was accepted not only by the 

jiungsxian regime, but a l -so by tbe CzechosJ~.ova.k goverrunent. See a state­
ment by 1iosbe Sharet 1 the I sraeli Foreign Minister at the time of the 
Slansky ·trial in Prague (JTA, IJovemb0x· 25, 1952) o 

8~Inter1riew with Ben·tsur . :t1 

82 
An indication of Hungarian satisfaction with this proportion can be 

found in Izrael: Erec Jj_szraeJ_ etc, p.36) 9 

• 

• 

84 Jewish Chronicle, December 9, 1949° 
85 J ewi sh Cbronj.cle , 11ay 26, J.950° 
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In spite of obstacles , 1 ,800 J ews (i. o more than balf of the quota) 

emi g1:at ed to Israel in t he firs t eleven months before the Hungarian 

governmon~ suspended f urther t ransactions in October 19500 86 It did 

so ap1,ei~e11tly :in ord.er to brea,k Israeli r esistance to e .. demand the.,t 
• 

Israel shoul d :pay t be fo .. r e s of' R1;ngai,ian :i.rnrrd gra.11ts who ,vished to re-

turn f r om I sr ael.
87 

A.sin an amnesty for returning emigr ants, th e 
88 Hungarian gover nmen t bad pr evi ously promi sed to pay their f ares

1 

this dem.and v1as a bla .. tant breach of promi sa . However tbe Isra,eli 

goverrnne11t e·vent uaJ.l y sur r endered to the pressure, and emigration re­

suined in February J.951. 89 

It should be not ed t hat this was ·tbe only time when Hungary 

suspended thi s operati on , and when it did s o, it was for a purely 

domestic r eason. The increasingl y a n ti -Zi ord.st and anti- Israeli clj_mate 

of Easter n Europe t hat accompanied t he preparations for the Slansky 

tria l in Cze choslovalda did not affect t he Hwigarj.an a·t;ti tude in 

this respect. Emi gr a t i on continued uninterrupted until August 1952, 
and by then 2, 800 of\ the anticipat ed 3, l.~00 Hungarians had ~eached Is.raei. 90 

Thero i s no r ecord hOVlever of any f'urther emigra tion until November 1953, 91 

io e unti l aft er Stalin ' s death and t b8 subsequent cai~c ellation of the 

anti~Israeli campaign which was l aunched in the Sovi et Union wi t b tbe 

arrest of J er;i sb doc tors i n lTovember 1952 0 

• 

1 

86 
For the number c·f arrivals , see J~i!A , Janvary 24, 1951. 

87 J ewi sh Chronicle , Februar y 23, 195l e 

88 Szabad Nep, June 15, 1950. 
• 0 

89 Jewi sh Chroni c~Le, Fe b1.,uary 23, 1951. 0 

90 J ewi sh Chronide , August 22, 1952. 

9l Ibid, November 6, 1953° 
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CHAPTER SIX.a TIIE STALINIST PEF.IOD - AN~ EXCERISE Df CAUTION 

The Effects on Jews ~--
Hungary between 1949 and 1953 was ruled by the methods of 

Stalinist dictatorship. Subjugation to Soviet interests affected 

every area of life. The economy was war-oriented with emphasis on 

heavy industry and with the subsequent lack of consumer goods. Cul­

tural life was impregI!ated with rigid Stalinist dogmae and the climate 

of higl1-pi tched rt class war'' resulted in a rule of terror by the pol--

i tical police. _It was a difficult period for the whole population, 

including of course the Jews. 

The Jewish community - though seriously reduced since 1945 -
was in that period still the second largest in the Soviet-controlled 

East European count:ries. Its esti1;1ated number was 100,000 with about 

80,000 of them living in J3udapest. 1 This represented an approximately 

3ofo drop since the 1946 ceneus, 2 which was due partly to ns.tural 

losses, but mainly to emigration. The community's size remained 

largely unchanged during the S~linist period as illegal emigration 

was at an almost complete standsill, and legal emigrants to Israel 

numbered only 2~300 betwocn the snd of 1949 and August 1952.3 
~ 

Structurally tha community had two significant cbaracteristicst it 

was over-aged, and ·uomen out-n1.1mbez•ed men in the higher age brackets, 

by almost two to ona.4 

• 

• .WWW 

1 Estimates published by the World Jew!sh Congress in European Jewry, etc., 
1956 are the follot1ing: Poland 70,000 (p.24), Roumania over 300,000, (Po59), 
Czechoslovakia 18,000 (p.103), Bulgaria 5,000 (p.119), and East Germany 
2 1 000 (p.143)e Reference to Hungary on Po77o 

2 Katzburg, 1966, p.166. 
4 

3 Jewish Chronicle, Aug'ilst,22, 1952. 

4 In 1949, more than half of the community were over 46 years old 
~opean Je~ry etc., 1956, P&72) and ab~u;. 40% were over 60 (Ibid, p.79). 
In tbe higher aga-brackets, there were ~,(84 women for every 1000 men. 
(;I:bid, p.72). 

. ..... 

• 



.. " 

181 

Cornmunal organisa·tions dicl exist, but on a reduced scale, and 

with activJ .. ties confinnd to pur0ly raligiot1.s a.11d charitable matte:rso 

They were supe1'7ised by tbe govern1nen t Is Office for Religious Affairs o 5 

The centralisation of communal organisations was completed by 

early 1951 (see Chapter fouDi The Re-shaping of the Jewish Community)$ 

It served two purposes: it made i)c; easier fo1~ the state to control them, 

and it was an o:ppo1·tuni ty to reduce their n1.1mbers. The three religious 

institutions - the Or·tbodox, the Neolog, and the Status Q,uo bodies -

wbicb represented slightly diff'eren,t shades of observance, were amal­

gamated in 1950, and placed under the authority of the new National 

Bureau of H11ngarian J'ews " This had an executi·ve council of lay leaders, 

and a rabbinical council. The previous relig1oua designations were dis­

regarded, and in any one town only a single congregation was permitted 

to fru1ction. 6 Conse~uently the number of congregations decreased~ An 
offi.cial H1mga.,rian statement claimed that 150 synagogues and praying 

houses had eventually rP.roained, 7 but a Western estimate put their 

number to only 70. 8 The fall was in either oase significant, .as in 

JJay 1949, the Budapest office of the World Jewish Congress still re­

corded 253 congregationa. 9 

Ho·,vever , a ta te-sponsored ccntralisa tion could not be blam.ed 

entiroly for their disappearanceo 163 of those congrogutions bad a 

membership of less tl1an 100. As many of tl)eir members might have 

left the cou11try, or moved to larger towns, several of· ·those cong­

regations could bave disintegrated withou·b any outside interference. 

All but one sphere of communal acti,tj.ti~es were pla.,ced u.rrler the 

control of the new National Bureauo The Je\tl s}1 J-'i terary Society 
• 

►(Izr_ael.i_:,t 8~ ~ar I .rod,alrni Tar.~ag ,,_p,in.1)_, v1bose main concern was 

publishing, and tbe Jewish C11ltura l Association iQ}'s~~go~ 1iag;r,~1,-: 

Iz:raeli ta Ku,l tur9:lic _EgJes~let_, 011IKE) , ·nere disbanded in 1950, 

5 Depositj.on by Dr.S.Scheiber. 4 

6 European Jewry etc, 1956, p.70. 

7 Bulletin of the Legation of the Peopl.e' s Republic of RungarJr, Tel Aviv, 
Vol.4i Ncol4, October 21, 19540 

8 European Jewry etc, 1956, P~77• 

9 Ibid, p.,78. 
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10 a.nd the:i.r functions transferred to the Burea·u 1 s Cultural Department. 

The Bureau a.lso controlled the only Jewish newapa,per, tbe Qj E]h~,i (which 

was then a. weekly), the reruaini::lg educational institutions (two four-gre.0.e 

high schools_. and a .rabbinical seminary), a burial society, an old-age 

home, and a hospital. This latter was however no longer the original 

1000-bed J'ewish hospital in Budapest. That had been nationalised, and 

the new "hospital" was merely 80 beds, reserved in the Jewish old-age 

home (with a total l:.ed capacity of 320) for general hospital purposes. 11 

The only work carried out for a while indEJpendently of the central o.rgan-
. 

iaation was the distribution of relief funds provided by the 1'Joint'' e 

Until May 1951, it was conducted by an .A.msrican director, Charles Jordan, 

but after his departure, this function too was taken over by the National 
Bureau.12 

Within this organisational framework, communal life was declining. 

Although the post-take over constitution of 1949 provided for the free-

dom of religious practice ,13 the pronoullced anti-religious nature of 

the r egime deterred many state employees from an open observance of 

religion, in f ear of impairing their career prospect s o A former com­

mWlal leader, who l eft Hungary in Augus ·t 1950, claimed that ''those 

fo1Jnd evE~n in Orthodox sy:iagogueG ~~e mai11ly people who have a .. lJ.::ieady 

lost tbej.r jobs, or ,,,ere aged, .. i11valids e tc. ,,l4 
The sharp drop in the number 

also reflected witbdxawal from the 
of pupils in Jewish day school□ 

co m1ntJ.ni ty e I11 the . 1946-4 7 
academic year, there were still ~t,64.2 c}Jildren in Jewish schools, 4,326 

of them in five secondary schools. 15 By 195~ , all the primary and 

three of the seconda1"y schools .,iiad been na tionalised~ In the rema.ini.ng 

------------------- ----- -=------------ -----
lO Ibid, p.69. 

ll JTA, March l, 1951. 

12 
Wei'ner, p.23o 

l3Paragraph 54, subsection 1. RFE East Europe Research and Analysis, 
Hungarian Press Survey, No.3804, March 28, 19720 

14 Summary of a report 
Israel, October, 1950e 

• 

15 Dus.cbinsky, p.399. 

by Dr oAoGeyer to the World Jewish Congress, Haifa, 
Ina ·titute of Jewj_sl1 Aff'airs, London, 80(J .. 82). 

·" 
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two seconda.ry schools - hotb in ]udapes·t - the number cf grades were 

redt1ced i n accordance- wi tb a ge11eral 1·eorganis.atj_on cf tbo school 

systen1, f1"om e1_gbt ·to folir. In 1950, these two schoolo he.d less than 

150 pupils. 16 

It ca.n be aastuned that t,vo further fa,ctors also c.lontributed to 

tba decli .ning invol,rement in communal act:lvitiese One was that the 

communal leadership gave pri~rity to the propagation of tbe regime's 

poli ticaJ~ aims over tlie representation of' specifically Jewisb interests_, 

Although over·J; 011pl.1sitior1 to this policy was rare, l7 i·t is cor1ceivable 

tba t a n1Jmber of J ews adopi;ed. a11. a tti t,.1de of passive resi.a ta4nce by 

abstaining from communal activities. At tbe same time some supporters 

of the r egi me pres1unably r ,alil1quishee. their links with J-udaism, find-
• 

ing it ur1ne cessaxy to pursue poli.tical activities in a sectarian 

environment . 

'.rbe second factor could bave bee11 tl1e exolusively religious 

chara cter of communal life. 11his might J:1 ave distracted those \!1hose 

bonds ncro mere of the nature of a Jowish group identification than 

of r eli gious affiliation. Communal ]j_f e without its social and 
I 

racial facets could hardly compete for tbe attention af those Jews 

who -- wj_ tb f~acile or no religious beliefs - were merely seeking j_d­

entific;s. tion on the basis of common j~nterests. 

Tba Jewj.sb population was seriously affected by the trans.tbo1~fil­

a, tion of· Hunga1·y 1 a economic a t1.,icture" A. 12 :r.ge aection had been~ l)y 

tradition ~ engagGl1 in tbose sectors of tbe economy vihicb were na~t;ion­

ali sea .• Of the 51, 299 gainfully employ ed J e1:~s in Budapes·t in 19.4.5, 

21, 800 uere independent employors.18 
An assessment by ihe J!.j J;l~t, 

• 

after t he 1956 r e,.,.olu tion, • a,d.mj_ tted tba. i; ''too economic meas·u1·es of 

the Rakosi regin1e rendered destitute many tbousanda of H11nga1-iian Jews, 

t •••a •~--~~ N - --..,·-=---s $ ----------•-••-----m-www•---------------~ .. =-·---~,~ 
l6 Report~ Dr.Ao Geyer, 
London 80(182). 

October, 19500 I~~titute of Jewish Axfairs, 

t. 
17 In 1951, two r-abbis of provincial t owns and a l ay leader of a 
prO"l'j.ncia l commt1 r1i·ty were a1·rested for orga11isi.ng the boycott of 
the Uj IDlet, the official journal of tho N·a.tio~al Bu.xeau, beca1..1s e 
they disagTeed with its policy. (Jewish Chronicle, April 13, 1951)0 

~8 Duschinsky, p.3990 For the distribution of :Budapest Jews by industry, 
and occupation, see ibid, PQ400 • 

..... 

• 
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mainly small tx·adesmen and shopkeepers. n19 The extent of the new 

economic system's effects could be judged from an assessment that 

of -the 1,721 0\>1ners of retail otores nat5.o:1alised by December 12, 

1949, 1,504 were Jews.
20 

Of the 491 buildings expropriated by 
the same time, 383 
barred in 1948~48 , 

were owned by J~ews, and of ·the 687 lawyers d.is-
21 

4-39 were Jews. Furtbe1""Dlore, many orthodox Jews 

could not accept employment in the nationalised sector, because it 
prevented them from observing the Shabbat. 22 

The redeployment of the dispossessed Jews was carried out with 

a substantial financial contrib11tion f1 .. om the ''Joint'' o An office for 

Retraining and for the Organisation of Co-operatives f'or Hui1ga.rian 

Jews ( 1.iB.Jsyar I ,,,_rae li tak A tk ~z O ~-s __ e~ oy_~ ~k e z ~ t s z .§:~_B_~9 Iro~a j a ' M:l.zra 2 
was set up in February 1949. In the fj_rst month it dealt witb 889 

persons. 468 wi shed to be trained in some craft and 421 wanted 

employment in one of tbe new cooperativ-es, 2; where 1,000 Jews were 

fh~n already apparently working. 24 In tbe_ first few months, the "Joint" 

s;ent approximately $240,000 on the eotablishment of ccoperatives, 25 
26 and allocated a total of almost $1 milJ.ion for that purpose. But 

becattsa of the age and sex dis t:ribution , a considerable sector of 

tb e cororn11n..i. ty v1as unfit for voca tiona.l rea.dj12s tmen t. Thus in the 

second half of 1951, some 13,000 Jews were still receiving. ''Joint'• 

relief, and even in July 1952, they numbered between eight and ten 
27 thousa11d. 

------------·-------~-----------·---·---..-...---
19Ap.ril, 1957. 
20 

The Jews of Hungary, etc, 1952, p.16 • . 

21 
Duachinsky, p.466. 

22
uj Elet, April 1957. 

23 Duschinsky, p.464. 
tl 

24 Uj Elet, February 17, 1949 . 
25 The Jews of Hungary eto, p.16 .. 

26 
Duschinsky, pc,4.65. 

27 The Jews of Hungary etcp p.16o 
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Apa.rt from the Communist policy's adverse effect on both 

the comrr,.unity and a large section of individual Jews, a.nOJtiher factor 
. 

that dotermined their attitude to iii e regime was its position 011 anti-

semi tism. The 1949 constitution proclaimed indeed that discrimination 

on religious grounds was punisha.ble, 28 but the Jews apparently founrl a 

much weightier assurance elsewhere that the frequently abused constitution. 

According to a Western observer, the fact that many Communist leaders 

were JewR 
11
kept the Jewish community in Hunga:ry calm" until the "doctors 

plot" in Moscow in 1952.29 
An indirect confirmation of this view came 

from Jewish emjgrants who stated that their main reason for lec.--;ring 
• 

Hungary wa.s "the fear of a revival of antisemitism on an unprecedented 
~o scale in the e,rent of ta Communist regj.1ne being overthrown.••--' 

Jews continued to play a prominent pa:et in public life ·and were 

fj1,nly entrenched in the highest level of leadership. 31 Thus, it was 

the composition of the leadership which explained the seemj_ngly contra­

dictory attitude of many middle-class Jews who had su:ffered from the 
. 

Communist measures and must have consequently disliked the regime, yet 

trembled that its collaps e, as in 1919, would spark off anti-Jewish 

violence. Knoun instances of outright antisemitic incidents or agi­

tation were rare during the Stalinist period. In 1950, the president 
of tbc Jewish community in 

battered to death in their 
a small provj.ncia.l town and bis wife were 

were distributed in the 

But latent . antis8mitism 

homao In 1952, tln tisemi ·tic pampl1le.,c;s 

country's largest 

v1as f'a~1:1n0d by tJ1e 

32 steel works near Bi+dapesto 

very sa.n1e circumstances which 

the Jews ·themselves found reassu.ring. Jin investigation of antisemi ti.o 

riots in Hungarian refugee camps in Austria , after the 1956 revolution, 

revealed that one of t:eir roots \~B.,s that; B~nti-Commm1ists identified 

Cornm1;.nism and its policies tvi·th J,ewisb Rrtngarian Communis)Gs. 33 

28 
Paragraph 49, section 2, R~~ East E-~rope Research a.;'.Jld Analysis, 

Hungarian Press Survey, No.3804 , 1furch 28j 1972e 

29 Jewish Chronicle, January 23f 1953. 

30 Ibid, Ji'f.ay 23, 1951 ~ 
.LI 

3l Jewish participation in Hungary's leadership duxing the Stalinist 
P3riod ~ill be di scussed in more detail later in ti1is chapter. 

32 A.Werner, 1953, p.24. 

33 JT.A., January 28, 1957. 

• 
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Zionism which made a. :forceful im;Jression on Jewish commu.na:i 

life in the immediate .poot-we.r years, receded during this period 

into almos t complete oblivion. First through illegal routes, then 

under the terms of the 1949 Rungro-Is:raeli agreement on e.migra.tion, 

most of the Zionist leaders lef't the country, while others were im­

prisoned. The dissolution of the Zionist organisations in March 1949, 
made Zionist work illegal. As Zionism had neither deep nor widespread 

roots in Hungary before 1945, with the most devoted leaders absent, 

and in face of the danger inherent in carrying out i l legal activities, 
support for Zionism waned among Hungarian Jews .34 

A number of youth - mainly teenagers - maintained however 

Zionist groups until the arrest of some of their msmbers in February 

1953.
35 

These groups were founded by former members of four Zionist 

youth movements with different political views and continued in i!Bir 

respective spjrits o
36 A total of between 70 and 80 people were in-

volved. Their aim was 11 to ,:Preserve the Zionist spi:rit until an op-
. 

portunity presents itself for s ettlement in Israel." At their weekly 

meetings -they studied the E:ebTew language, , excbanged iuform.ation about 

nurrent events in I srael, which they obtalned from Israeli and other 

forei gn radio broadcas ts, newspapers , anC information bulletins pub­

lished by tbe I sraeli Legation in Hungary. The groups worked. j_nde­

pendently, although their l eaders kept contact to inform each other 

about emigration possibilities or arrests. They maint8.ined no links 

'1itb the Israeli Legation and employed conspirative me thods to guard 
tbeir personal safety . 37 

3
4 I sraeli authorities noted tha·t Jewish jmraigrants who left Hungary 

af'ter the outbreak of the 1956 r evolution were diff icult to absorb, 
partly because only a 11 few s.mong them bad been brought up in Zionist 
tradi tion 11

• Reports for the period January 1956 - Ma1:cb 1960, submitted 
to the 25th Zionist Congress in Jerusalem , Deoember,1960. Jewish Agency, 
Jeruselem 1960, Pol43. 

35 Information on these groups i S lased on an interview with A.Kendi, one 
0£ its members, who is now an Israeli r esident. 

3
6 

They were Hashomer Hatzair, .Maccabi Ratzair, I:Ianoar Ratzioni, a:ad Bnei 
A.kiva , representing .respectively the following parties:A.chdud Avoda-Mapa.m 

v:l1ich in Hungary was also known as tbe Marxist-Zionist party), Ichud-1.I.apai, 
e, Socia l Democratic party), .Klal (Ge11era.t Zionists, a Bourgeois liberal 

party) and Mizracbi (a religious i:erty). 

37 When meeting in private homes, for example, the members arrived and left 
separately. The groups did not appear together in public, except on hikes, 
when they assembled only in places f ar away from Buc1-~pest. Prospective 
members were sci~eened by one or two me.r11l>ers bei .. orl:1 being a1)proached,. 
Inter·vlew with Kendio '-
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Although Zior1ism as an ideology attracted .apparently only a 

:few Hungar i an J.ews, more appeared to have affections towards Israel. 

Dudapest
1
s largest synagogue, which accommodated over 2000 people, 

was filled to capacity in 1952 for a memorial service after the 

death of Israel's first president, DroChaim Woizmann. 38 It should 

be noted however, that although it took place in an East European 

cljmate of increasingly vigorous anti-Israeli propaganda in prepar­

ation of the Slansky trial, the service was in memory of a head of 

state, thus in accordance with diplomatic protocol which fue Hungarian 

government, according to an Israeli diplomat, observed meticulously
9
39 

Representatives of the Hungarian authorities, as well as of the dip-

lomatic ttorps were present, it had been publicly announced, was con­

ducted by the officially recognised Jewish communal organisation, 

therefore ,Te\"ls could attend at a minimal risk. According to a former 

Zionist l eader, who was present, "it ref.1Jected .Budapest Jewry 1s atti­

tude to Israeli when Israel was allowed to arrange a function openly 
and offic.:Lally, they participated. r,40 

Another example indicated the Hungarian regime's belief that 

many Jews wore solid in their support of Israel. When in 1951 the 

general press rebuked Israel for alleged intc•rference in internal 

affairs, the_ U,1 _Ele-~, the official organ of the Jewish community 

referred to it cautiously only in genera.l terms as a "foreign in­

terference 11 without singling out Israei. 41 The shallowness o.f' Hung­

arian JeTiry 1s attachment to Zionism roAnifested itself however in its 

attitude to settlement in Israel. Although in 1951 an Israeli govern­

ment official reported that more than half of Hungary's Jewiah pop­

ulation had applied to Israel f~r entry permission, 42 after the 

1956 revolution when Hungary's borders were open and many Western 

3B Interview with Galer. 

39 Interview with Bentsur . 

40 Interview with Galor. 

4l June 21, 1951. 

i 

42 •Uj Kelet, October 26, 1951 . 

• 

• 
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states were offering hospitality to Hungarian refU.gees, only a. small 

proporti~n of the Jewish ones emigrated to Israei.43 
• 

IsxJaJe J.i DJ;~}~oma.~ 

The dissolution of the Zionist institutions in March 1949 was 
t • meant to destroy Zionism as an organised force and thus erode its 

capability of mobil:Lsi~ g supporters and providing them with scope 

for activities within a structured frame·work. But in Jcbeir place 

there appeared now the diplomatic mission of Israel, a state wbicb 

embodied those very same Zionist ideals o The Hungarian regj.me, which 

bad recognised the Israeli gov·ernment, was obliged to grant its rep­

.resenta ti v-es the customary diploma.tic privileges. At the same time, 

the Israeli mission t oo was bound to observe the diplomatic eti~uette, 

i.e COi1fine its functj_ons to r epresentintJ' tbe interes-'cs of a sovereign 

stateo However, the I.zraeli mission in Hungary in this period crossed 

those traditional boundaries of diplomatic activities. This-trespassing 

had its roots in tbe Zionist principles guiding the Israeli gover1nment. 
As i-'G regarded Isra.el as the bomela11d of all the Jews, it oonsidered 

every Jew a potential citizen, whose inte~ests it was obliged to defend. 44 
It was also a fundamental tenet of Zionism that Jews should return from 

''er..ile to their trucll tional homeland: to Jer11salem and i~he surrotmding 

a.reas. 45 
Observance of this principle thus compelled tbe diplomatic 

------------------·----------"_,....,_....,, __ ;..__,. __ ._ __ .,~ ...,..... --- . 
4

3 
An estime,ted 15-20% of tbe some 17,000 Jews who had escaped to the 

\'lest, went to Israel. · (See Jewisb Chronicle, Februru.~y 8 and Jvia.y 3
1 

1957; 
Congi"ers Digest Vol.l;,II, 1-Io.2, J antai,y 25, 1957). Hu11garian immigra~cion 
to Israel mus t have been so ins ignj_ficant that the Jev/ish Ager1cy's i1nmi­
gration department, v:hen reporting to the 25·th Zionist CongTess in 1960, 
O"l devel.opme!l+,s in Eas tern Etrro)?e in the preceding four years - °\Vbich 
included the Hungarian revolution and its aftermath~ did not oven mention 
j mrnj gi,a tior1 from Htmgary. (Reports for .tcbe period Jan·o.ary 1956 an llarch 
1960e Submitted to tbe 25th Zionist Congress in Jerusalem. December 1960. 
Jewish .A.gency, 1960, p.82. 

44 A former bigb-rankj ng diplomat, who was one of the founders of the 
IsraeJ.i f'oreign service, descrir;-~d the fm1ctions of Isra.,eli diplome~ts 
as follows i ti It is a. commonple.ce of our Foreign Service tba t every 
Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary of Israel bas a dual 
functio11& He j.s M..ini s ter Pl,e:1~.lpot entia.1.,y to the country to wb.ich be is 
accredited - and El1voy Extrao1 .. dir1ary to its Jews. tt Eytan: Tl1e First 
Ten Years, London 1958, Pol79Q 

45 The Zionist terminology describ~s this process as aJiia. For its 
definition see Patai, Vol.I, P~21 . 

.... 
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representai~ives of the Zionist 2 .. egime to enco·urage and abet Jewish 

subjec·ts of tl1eir host governme11·ts to lee~ve tb eir country and settle 

in Israel. This element was bound to cause tension between Israeli 

diplom~tic missions and the East European Communist regimes which 

restricted the free movements of their subjects. 

The diplomatic mission in Hungary reflected the Zionist charac­

ter of tbe Israeli government bot11 in i ·lis oomposi tio11 and its aims 

and activities. The foreign service of the new State of Israel grew 

out of the Political Department of the Jewish Agency, tbe high command 

of the Zionist movement, which l1ad until then carried out ·cl1e f1,nctio11s 

of a Foreign Ministry "in all but name and external autbority. 1146 

Moat of I srael's diplomats were thus devoted veteran Zionists. Her 

first mininter ·to Hungary, :Eb.ud Avriel bad previously been a full~time 

Zionist official, wl10 played a prominent part inter alia j~n the org!!n­

isation of illegal J ewish emigration to Palestine.47 

The Israeli Legation opened in Hunga~y in November 1948. Its 

resident bead - in the rank of consul and first secretary - was also 

a former Zionist official, Transylvania barns- and Hungarian speaki11g 

Shmuel Bentsur, (bis original name was Endre Peterfi), who bad then 

already been in Hungary since 1947 as an emj_ssary to Ichud-Mapai 

Zio1)l st political par·cy" Th.at the recruitment of immigrants bad a 

significant role in I srael's diplomatic activities in Hungary was 

evident f~rom tbe fact tbat the only o·tber 1"'eaident diplomat was an 
11a.liya officer11 , ioe a .:gerson in charge specifically of immigration. 48• 

The Legation's locally employed staff - their numbers varied du..r:ing 

the years between five and seven49 - were deliberately recruited 
• 

from the ranks of former Zionist officials, mainly because of their 

reliability and partly because tbe liquidation of the Zionist organ­

isations bad left them without a livelihoodo 5o 

46 Eytan, p.193. The department's head, Moshe Sbertok (known later as 
Sharet, tl1e Hebrew name he adopt,ed in 1949) became Isra.el' s first For­
eign ~linister. Tbe new ministry drew to a large extent on the staff 
and experience of his former department. Eytan, p.199 . 

... 

47 For Av·riel's personal details, see Patai, 1971, Po 

48 He was Dr~Mozes Weinberger, a former rabbi from Transylvania (Uj 
Kelet, December 13, 1948). He also bad the additional ranks of 
vice-consul and cuitural attacbee(Intervi~'1' wj_tb Bentsur). 
49 Interview with Galor. 

50 Interview w:i. th Eentsur • 

• 
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~L'he Is1--acli Legation thus became a reservoir of Zionisi,s and, 

consequently, a l)Otential centre of Zionist activities. But the Zio11-

ist character of the Israeli diplomacy in Hungary was more apparent 

in tne mission's objeoti~es and its attitudo to the local Jewish oom­

muni ty" Its primary purpose v,as to obtain the Rungarj.an government's 

consent for Jewish em·igration to Israel and all other bilateral links 

were subordinated to tbat.51 

Vlhen Israel's minister, Avriel presented his credentials in 

February 1949, he immediately used bis first contact with tbe Hung­

arian government to initiate negotiations about Jewish emigration. 

For the rest of that year, Israeli diplomatic activities concent­

rated on the formulation of an agreement on emjgration - reached 

eventually in November 1949 - with trade negotiations being used 

to secure the transfer of some of the emigrants' assets. After 

tba signi11g of tl)e agreement, Bentsur' s contact with Hungarian of­

ficials was restricted mainly to 1Egotiations about its impl£ment­

ation. Even in unrelated routine meetings-with Foreign Ministry 

officials, Eentsur tried to steer ~Gnveraation towards the possi-
52 

bili ties of further J ewish e1nigTation to Israel. 

The Legation conducted i·ts contacts with Jews cautiously$ In 

the earliest period, in the few months before the dissolution of the 

Zionist organisations, ]ontsur relied on some help by Zionist officials, 53 

presumably as a delayed application of his cu.stomary \90rki~ rr1ethods 

acquired previously as a Zionist functionary. After the closing 

down of the Zionist organisations and collater~ly with the implem­

entation of Stalinist measures, the l!Ussion adopted the principle that 

its act:i,ona must not endanger the local Jewish comrnnni ty. 54 The Leg-
• 

a.tion's contacts with the Na.,tional Bureau of H1lngarian Jews, the 

officially recognised representative organisation of the oommunityt 

!U interview with Bentsur, who also stated tbat "the political contents 
of the two countries ' relationsl1ip were ml.rijmal. There were neither 
common political aims nor diverse ones which bad to te argued. Ou..r v✓bole 
relationship was reduced to wbat could be achieved in Jewish emigration 
to Isra.el. '1 

. 

52 • 
Interview with Eentsur. · 

53 ·A digest of tbe Hungarian press was, fo~ insta,nce, prepared for him 
regularly by Dr.Denes, who recalled later tbat ''Peterfi (Bentsur) was 
so busy that be did not have time to browse through the newspapers and 
periodicals, and·I undertook to v.atch them, for him, until my emigration.'' 
Denes, .P e 3J .• 

54 Interview. with Galor. 
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was kept to a :r,-Jnimume Successive mission heads,55 exchanged courtesy 

visits with the leaders of the National Bureau on their a.rriva.1
9 

They 

were also invited to routine diplomatic functions such as receptions 

on the anniversaries of Israel's establishment when the government 

representatives and the diplomatic corps were also present. 
, 

The Israeli diplomats avoided public or semi-public meetings 

with J ews. They very rarely attended synagogue services and refused 

to visit private homes if others than members of the immediate family 
C:6 -

were ~o be present.J The rule on relations with Jewiab individuals 

was not to initiate cotta cts, but to respond when approached. 57 
On an average about 50 - 60 Jews visited the Legation daily 

(mainly to enquire about i moie:rationg::>portun;:hties~ and eventually a 

two to three hundred strong circlo of friends surfaced. Those were 

invited in groups of 25 to 30 to the homes of diplomats for the 

celebration of J ewish f estivals (Jika Channukah and Purim) and were 

entertained at the Legation on tbe annive~saries of Israel's estab­

lishment, s epara t ely from the formal diplomatic receptions for govern­
mental and com~unal officials. 58 

The circula tion of propaganda material w~s guided by similar 

consj.derutions ~ Tbe Lega·tion published du11licated :lnformation bulle­

tins r egularly,
59 

reporting mainly the social and economic events 

in Israel. Inf0rmation on political developments was cautiously sel­

eot.ive to prevent recipients from being aocuesed of obtaining Zionist 

propagand.a. Tl1 e bulletin's basi0 ajm was to keep tbe Jews informed 
__ _,_ ____________________ ......._ __________ ""'-__ 
5
5 

Avriel was r eplaced as minister by Shmuel Eliashiv in July, 1950. 
(The presenta tion of his credentials was reported in the Szabad Nep 
on July 13, 1950), and like his predecessor, be resided in Prague. 

·Bentsur was res ident bead of ire mission in Budapest as consul and 
first secretary, and from early 1951 as minister (Jewish Chronicle, 
April 27 1 1951). He ~as replaced by Gershon Avner, in the rank of 
Charge d'Affa·irs, in 1952 (Szabad Nep, October 23, J .. 952). 

56 
Interview with J.Yaron. 

57 Intel"3iew with Bentsur . . 

58 Ibid . . • 

59 From its inception in 1948 until 1950, the Legation issued 27 editions 
of · such bulletinso In 1950 it employed a former Zionist official - Dr. 
Endre Gellert - as information officer and the bulletjn was from then 
on published first monthly, then fortnightly, and eventually weekly. 
Circula·tion va1 .. ied between 1 1 000 and. 5,000. (In-cervj~ew witb Galor). 
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about eve~ts in Israel and thus enable them to maintain or to develop 

their identification with the Jewish state. Initially sample copies 

were sent to addresses on mailing lists obtained from various sources, 

presumably from the dissolved Zionist organisations, but circulation 

was subseqn~ntly restricted to those Jews who explicitly requested it. 

To avoid appearance of a conspiracy between the Legation and the 

Jews~ the bulletin was cjrculated thro-ugh ·tr1e post and sent -'Go aJ~l such 

people and insti tu.tions who would no1,nally receive sucl1 information, 

like tbe Foreig11 Ifinis·try, ·tbe press and the radio station. 60 

The Zionist character of Israeli diplomacy was specifically clear 

in one particular incident of this periodo In 1950 and 1951 the Hungarian 

gover11ment transferred members of wb:,,t it regarded as ''alien classes 11 

from Budapest and some provincial towns to villages. Information varies 

on the dates of these evictions and on ·the estimated nwnber of people 

jnvolved> but it can be assumed that 75-98,000 citizens were eventually 
61 

moved~ According to an official statement bJr Hungary's M:Lnister for 

the Interior, those evicted from Budapest were ''undesirable elements'' 

including aristocrats, pre-war politicians, and military and police 

officers, former industrialists, bankers, factory managers, wholesalers, 

land-owners, and their familieso 62 Tbese m8asures were not directed 

~6,_0_1n __ f_o_rrn_a_t_i_o_n_o_n_t_h_e_s __ e_b_~_l_l_e_t_i_n_s_~-a-~-1u_s_,_c_o_~_t_e_n_t_s_~_n_d_d_i_s_t_r_i_b,_u_t_~_on-~-:a·-s--b-­

obtained from Dr.Galor (Gellert) wbo was its editor fI·om 1950_ to 1954. 
61 •• 

According to a not wl1olJ.y reliable source, the first siens of this 
''rese·ttlement•i were --noti~ed in Noveml::er 1950, when visitors to the 
.Kiatarcsa interrunent camp near Budapest found 650 of the 800 inter-
nee~ missing. Enq·uiries reveale~ that tl1ey bad been transferred eithe1-; 
to Eastern Hungary or to prisons (EoEoCohen, p.34). Another not wholly 
reliable source, based on an alleged report by tbe Hungarian State Stat­
istical Office, stated. that in 195lt 38,633 perso11s were e·tricted from 
Budapest and an estimated 35,000 from provincial towns (Duscbinsky p.477). 
The data concerning Budapest corresponds however with a Vatican Radio 
report of December 1951 wbich put tbe n12mber of evictees at 38,000 (Ibid, 
p.4'76). Anothe1· sou.roe estimated the total number of evictees as 95,000 
(Survey of events etc, Pc59). ~.ccording to Western sources, most of tbe 
evictions were carried ou·t beJcween Ma-y and July of 1951 ('"TTA, August 6,1951;~j 
but were apparently resumed in December of the sam.e year (J11A,Marcb 4,1952)~ 
The only off'icial Hungarian statement declared tbat between 11ay 21 and 
Ju~e 15, 1951, 924 ~ersons and their relatives had been evict0d from 
Budapest (lrepszava, June l'l, 1951) . 

• 

62 Nep.szava, Jtu1e 17, 1951 . 

• 
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against .. re,vs .. However, because of thei:r preponderance in some of these 
63 econorr1j c c~ategorj_es, Jews constituted about one tl1lrd of the· .viotimso 

Conseq1.1en·t;J_y in ·the m r~v:ower co1:1fines of ·chc Jewish community, tbese 

measures had a4 far greater impact than on the national scale. Whi.le 

the ev·ictions concerr1ed at most about 1% of the total population, 
. 

the Jews involved represented about one third of the Jewish community. 

Thus -~he forceful protests bJr Jewish organisations abroad appeared to 
be jusiified. 64 

\That sbould be speo.l,fically noted - in tte context of examjning 

the Zionist cbaracte~ of Israeli diplomacy - is the attitude of the 

Israeli government. While Western governments, individual politicians, 

and also the Un5.ted Nations, confined themselves to vigorous protests 

against the deportationo, 65 Israel was not only the first foreign gov-

errnment to protest, but also the only one which interceded actively 

through its diplomatic mission in Budapeot on bebelf of certain indi­

viduals, as well as the Jewish community as a whole. 66 The Israeli 

government interfered on two levels. On the first, its diplomatic 

63 
.A. contemporary Western observer noted that 11 tbe proportion of Jews 

involved is very high because the government's eviction orders are dir­
ected prinarily acainst former industrialists and middle-class business­
men - tr-1 0 g.roups in ,m icb J ews predominated'' (Jewish Chronicle, ,June 22, 
1951)0 Although an obvio1..1sly exaggerated statement claimed that tt'7!3% of 
the t ens of thousands of deportees v,ere Jews'' (Inter·view with a newly 
arrived. H11ngarian irnmj grant in Israel, Jewish Chronicle, Janu.a~'Y 4, 1952), 
most so·urces pu·c trJeir proportion between 30 and 4c)%. (See Duschinsl.(y 
p.477, Uj Kelet, December 12, 1951, Werner p.22, Survey of events etc, Po59~ 
64 A particularly strong condemnation was issued by the American Jewish 
Committee (JTA, January 28, 195~) anu an international Jewish o~ganisation 
even appealed to the United Nations (JTA, August 27, 1951). 
65 repszava, June 19, 1951. 
66 

See Werner, 1953, p.23; JTA June 20, 1951~ Rnd July 9, 1951 . 

• I 
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represent a tiv~ in Budapest intervened - and in most cases suecessfully -

for exemption from eviction of those Jews who bad already been permitted 

to emigrate to Israel under the terms of the 1949 Rungro-Israeli agree­

ment. 
67 

This could be regarded as a legitimate action by a governme11t 

to protect its own citizens, OOcause the persons concerned bad already 

bee11 pe:r·mi tted botl1 to le~ve Eui1gary arid settle in :j:srael. 

Its intervention on a second level revealed however the Israeli 

government's Zionist commi ttment. This a .. p:peared first in an at·t;empt 

to 11egotia te wi tb the Hunga1,ian government the •rra te of all (my­

italics A GGG) Hungarian J ews , 1168 and in its of'fer to settle all of 

them in Israei.
69 

Subsequently the Israeli government tried to use 

the clj mate created by the e,rictions, to prove tba t ·the overwhelming 

majority of Hungarian Je,r;s wanted to emigr·ate to Israel. Al tl1ougb the 

Mi11ister, Bentsm,, was a ware that nobody would a"void eviction by the 

mei.,e possession of an Israeli entrJr permit, th:r·ough bis contacts in 
. 

the co~munity, he stimulated the building up of long queues of appli-

cants outside the Israeli Legation every day. This was intended to 

show to the Hungarian authorities and the diplomatic corps tbe strength 
r-/0 of Jev,ry' s wish to emig:t'ate to I srael. 

A.±'ter the first wave of evictions irl tbe early summer of 19·51, 

the Israeli legation received 500 entry applications daily, and Bentsu:r 

quoted at least twice a week the latest figures to the Hungarian Foreign 

Ministry ''to enable them to see the futility of their contention thm,t 

Jews are 'perfoctly happy' in Hungary. ,,7l 

Such behaviour - v,bicb a contemporary observer described as 

vigorous and persistent72 was however the exception. The relationship 
• 

67 Interview with Bentsur. For specific c~ses of families who were 
exempted from eviction, or even brought back to Budapest from their 
new places of residence, see Uj Kelet, Decemter 6, 1951, Jewish 
Chronicle, January 4,1952, and a confidential report by Dr.S.J.Roth, 
on infor·mation obta ined f1.,omHunga,rian emig.ran·ts, July 13, J.951. In_, 
stitute of Jewish Affairs, London 80(182)0 

68 JTA, July l, 19510 
• 

69 JT,t, June 291 1951 and Jewish Chronicle, August 24, 1951Q 

70 Interview with Bentsur. See also JewisC Chronicle report August 24,1951. 

7l Jewish Chronicle; August 24, 1951~ 
r/2 

Ibid. 

( 
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between Hungary and Ir~rael \'!a.s characterised by restraint in these 

yea:rs of the Sta linis t . Gra. Israeli di:plo1r1acy was subdued and un­

obtrusive , pt'esumabl;;r to mainta.in an atmosphere cOndusiv·e to Jewish 

emigra tior1 ·to Israel. 11te Hungc:trian Communist autbori ties on the ... 

other band cLi.d not yet feel obliged by the growing anti-Israel 

climate with the Soviet bloc to seek a confrontation with Israel. 

At the sa.me time, consistently with the Hungarian Communist attitude 

towards the Jews, they had no r easons for, or interests in, a clash 
with the Zio11ists in the comr□uni ty. 73 

No11-Exj.st e11t J'ewry 
t.:~ - ... 

In one impor·f;ant aspect the Co1nmunis t regime treaJced the Jewish 

communal organisation - botb its religious and lay sections - differ­

ently fro~ the Chris t i an churches . All religious organisations were 

expected not only to refrain from expressing objections to the regime's 

anti-religious pri nci pl es , but explicitly support its general policies. 

Where the treatment of the cburcbes ana. the Jewish orga11isa.tions 
' 

d.iff ered ,1as that while the Chu.r.ches were required to be seen dcing 

so, J ewish actj .. vi ties in tb at respect remai11ed largely uru:ecorded 

for the general ~~blic. 

Religious leaders were occa sional].Jr obliged to manifest thei.r 

aolida.ri ty even in such munda.ne a.n.d indeed humiliating fashion a,FJ 

expressing their loyalty and edmiration for Rakosi, the Communist 

dictator of Iluneary. 74 However, their public collaboration wa.a chan­

nelled mainly into one specific area where their support for the 

regime ap.peared to be a.lmost natui--P .. lly cor.apa tible wi tb tbeir religious 
• 

beliefso This was the internationaJ_ ''Peace }llovement'', Stalj_n 's instru-

ment fox lining up at the lowest common denominator the broadest possible 

73In spite of tbe Israeli governraent 1s active interference in the evic­
tions, the Szabad Nep confined itself merely to a remark that apparently 
the Israeli Legation is equally wo~ried about evicted capitalist Jews 
and former Nazis. (June 17, 1951)·~ 

74 Szabad Nep (March 9, 1952) r ecorded tba,t the Catholic-, Re:formed and 
Evangelic churches ra d sent greetings to Rakosi on his 60th birthday, 
whicb was incidentally turned into a wide-spread adulation of tbe 
Hu..ngarian leader, f ashioned. on tl1e p1iblic cele·brations of Stalin's 
70th birthday in 1949e 

• 

'-
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sector of the po!)ulatio11s of various countries behind ioviet policies., 

Outside the Sovj,.et bl.oc, this new varia·tion on Stalin's earlier 
• 

":popular front 11 concept was designed to link u:p on an ostens:l.bly ~on­

-political platform prominent intellectuals, clergymen, trade unionists, 

artists and writers, for the preservation of peace - the proclaimed 
• 

goal of the Soviet Union - against the 11wa.r-mongering machinations 11 

0£ ·the imperialist powers. This movement created a network of fellow 

travellers who could be indoctrinated without having to become com­

mitted Communists and - exploiting the freedom of expression in the 

democratic Western countries - could consequently attempt to influence 

p1.11)lic opinion in favour of some Soviet policies. In the Soviet-con­

trolled East European states, th9 Peace Movement provided the structural 

frame~ork for ebgaging influential non-pclitical ani certainly not 

Cornmu11ist indiv'iduals in public manifesta.tio11s of their s:y1I1patbj_es 

fo1" the l'egimes . 

In Hungary the Peace Council - set up at tbe first peace congress 

in 1949 - was controlled 1)y the Communists though its nominal l0e .. der­

ship consisted of prominent non-Communistss distinguished academics, 

well-known writers, actors, musicians and artists whose eminence 

and popularity was expected to influence the 1u1committed middle-classes 

and those sect:tons of the population to which tbey themselves b9l.ongef1o 

Ona of tl1e main };llrl)Oses of tl1e Peace Council ,~as l1owever to i11volve 

in public support of tbe Communist regime, tbe religious leaders of 

the various denom..inations and thus demonstrate to their congrega~ts 

tha.-t it was possible to integ-ra te into the new social and political 

o~der in spite of its anti-religious attitudee 

The participation of religi·ous leaders thus served at leas·t three 

purposes, it proved to tbe world that tbe relationship between the 

regime and tbe religious organisations was unruffled; it gave the 

religious leaders a certain amount of personal racognition and 

thereby placated their congregations; and fina.lly it compromised 
It 

those leaders to some extent and made them therefore personally 
. v • 

jnterested in keeping up good relations with the authorities. 
4 

~he treatment of the Jewish community's leaders should be con­

sidered against this backg1"0und. 11.t the beginning, Stockler, the bea.d 

of the new National Bureau, did not only attend the first peace congress ( 

in 1949, but also addressed it. 75 However, there is no record of 

.... 

75 Uj Elet, June 23, 1949. 
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J ewi sh rcpresentation 1 neither a t the second peace congress in 1950, 

nor on the National Peace Council. The presence of two rabbis at the 

third peace congress was r eported, hut only in the Jewish communal 
• 1 76 Alt t Journa, hough hey were there, unlike representatives of all 

the Chr istian churcheS, they neither addressed the congress, nor were 

they elected to its Presidium or to tbe new National Pea ce Council. 77 
Jewish clergymen were i gnored when in 1953 the State gave awards to 
r eJ~igious l eaders for tb eir ''peace activities.'' "lB 

This treatment must have reflected a Communist view either that 

the Jewish community needed less appeasement than other religious de­

nominat ions , or t hat it wns. of lesser importance . .A.s for the compr0<,:, 

mising effect on Jewi sh r eligious l eaders, this too must have appeared 

less significant than in the case of Christian potentateso In fact 

this was, by and large , the view of a contemporary Israeli observer. 79 
The r egi me's de te~mination to pretend t he non-existence of Jews 

prevezfud i t from ex_ploi ting the potentially ri eh Jewish angle in its 

anti-German campaign. In this Cold War period, the Communist propaga.nda 

tried to whi p up anti-.Ves tern feelings by accusing the Western regimes 

of seeking an unholy alliance with former Nazis. They attacked strongly 

the Wes tern powers' r ecognition of a separate West-German state, and 

their al.leeed attempt to re-arm that new country. This propaganda 

7
6 

Uj Elet, November 27, 1952. Th ey were Dr.B.Scbwartz and J.Czitron, 
chief r abbis respectively of the Budapest and the provincial commu..'1ities. 

I 

77 Members of the Presidium were lis ted in Szabad Nep, November 23, 1952, 
and those of the mw Nation~l Peace Co~,cil in Szabad Nep, November 24,1952. 

78 
Szabad Nep, March 4, 1953. 

79 11Non-recognition of the organis ed Jewish community as a political 
factor in Hungary,'' a memorandum by the Israeli diploma tic mission j_n 
Budapest of August 17, 1954, not ed about this period that ''The only 
difference between official Jewish representatives and the bishops 
was that th e delegates of the (Jewish) communit y were not peru1i.tted 
to speak at tb e (peace movement) meetings. 11 Institute of Jewish Affairs, 
London 80(182). ~ 
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campaign 1~an on the fo.llo1i1i11g line: it recalled - often in exagger­

a·ted details - t he atrocities com.mitted by the l\fazi regime, tl1en 

argued tl:iat ma.ny C)f i.~be perpet1"ta·tors were holding high office i11 

West Germany, and concluded that the Western powers' cooperation 

with this West-German state was proof of tbeir collaboration with 

a Nazi~dominated r egime, in order to use it as a spearhead for yet 

another attack on the Soviet Union and other ''socialist'' countries., 

In such a propaganda scenario, the J ews could l1ave been assigned 

an important role . The cruel persecution and the eventual murder of 

~illions of them~ in a precisely planned and meticulously organised 

way - cou].d l1avo been a strikingly effective illustration of Nazi 

inhl11nDnitye At the sa.m.e tj rne J ewish survivors of tbe Nazi holocaust, 

most of them with several rela tives among its dead victims, could 

have been expected to speak out most loudly against attempts to for­

give Nazis and re·vive their powero 

But the Hungarian regime used this potential only to gain ·support 

from J ewish commu~i t ies il1 the wast. In 1951, a declaration by the ' 
National Board of Rabbis, issued in English by the state-sponsored 

\ 

National Burea,1 of J ews , and distributed to J ewish organisations in 

the \7est , ltsed i ndeed the tliree basic arguments of the Comm11nists' 
80 

anti-Gorme.n propaeanda . But tbis condemra tio11 was not published 

in t~e Hungarian press. On the contrary, Jews were kept away from public 

tosts\ ga~~l~ r e-armament, 81 and the anti-Jewish aspects of the 

SO The statement by the National Board of Rabbis said, "We appeal to 
you and implore you to do youx best, wherever you are, to frustrate 
the intention of every war-monger~ .. We took the news of the re-arm­
ament of the German army .. e. with a profound indignation ... We have 
been scandalised by the ne,vs that tbe term of p11nishment of Weesenmayer 
( German Ambassador j_n Hunga1."'y duri11g the war and the person allegedly 
in char ge of the deportation of Jews from Hungary during the Nazi 
occupation in 1944 - G.G) has been red·uced. by half, and Krupp and 
his fello\v murdere1~s have been se~t free. tt Insti t-ute of Jewish Affairs, 
London 80(182). 

81 Following a Mcscow meeting which demanded German disarmarn~nt, 
prominent H1111gari a11 persor1a li ties expressed their support, incll1ding 
church l eader s , but exclud1.ng 1-iepresentatives of the Jewish Community. 
(Szabad Nep, December 9,J.954)tl A similar protest by the H1l11garian 
Peace Council, al.so contained a declaration by Church dignitaries, 
but none by Jews. (Szabad ?lep, December 10, 1954) ~ 

..... 
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Nazi 82 regj.me were ignored in the press p1•01)agandae 

The same reluctance to involvem£nt with Jewish issues was 
' 

probably behind the 1~emai--Jrable difference bet?1een the at·ti t ·udes of 

the Hungarian and other East Eu.ropean regimes over the reparation 

agreement between West-Germany and I~rael. In contrast to a whole 

series of vicious atta clcs on Isra.el by Romania and Poland, 83 in 

Hungary I sr ael was directly and harshly blamed only in the Uj Elet 

whose readership was limited to Jews. 84 The official Communist news-
paper, the Szabad Ne~-L 

comment which condemned 
85 tha11 Israol. 

confined itself to one brief single-column - -

the United States and West~Germany rather 

82 
A colourful r eport in }fegszay~ (April 10, 1951) described how a 

Budapest artisan - \,h o ·v,as obviously Jewish - s ig.aed a protest against 
GernEQ.n 1,,ea.rmament, but the fact that be ,vas Jewish was 11ot mentioned: 
1'Tlle for:ncr p1.'isoner of the 11au. t hausen and Gl-i_nskircben cc)ncentra tion 
camps remembers ••• He proba bly· sees the mt1rderers of l1is mother and 
sisterG Hi s features harden a~s be t akes ·the. _pe11 to sign the peace 
petition.'' fin article in Sza,bad l~ep (December~ 19, 1954) about tbe 
1'children of· Terezin'' a.nd tbe ''death camp of Birkenau•t stated that 

' 
11

i t is more tj m0ly than ever ·to recall the face of German militarism 
a.a Europe l earned to know i ·t bet11a en 1939 and 1945'1 b11t did not mentj_on 
that the over1vhelming maj orit3, of the victims in both ca.mps were Jews. 
An even mo1.~e striki11g example of this a·tti tude was a report in Sza 1)a.d 
l~eJ) (Ap1lil 24, 1955) a bout a pro·t;est rally i11 Auscb\vitz against .... Ger~a~ 
rearm&.iv0nt, which sta ted that ''in the gas chambers of Auscbv1i tz masses 
of Hungaria n soldiers and officers v,ere r11u.rdered'1 bu·t omtl~tted an~r refer­
e11oe to the Jews who were also ki]~led thereo 

• 

83 
For reports on these attacks, see Jewish Chronicle March 16, 1951, 

M.arch 30, 1951, and April 4, 19520 

84 
The J ewish Chronicle (May 2, 1952) reported that Uj Elet had descr-l bed 

the repar a, tion agreement as 1'means of rehabilitating wa~r criminals r1bo 
under Ritlerite domiriation murdered six mjllion Jews.'' 

85 On February 27,' 1953, the Szabad Nep stated: "The agreement is a 
million-,orth business for the West-German monopolcapitalists, as tbe 
Bonn governmAnt will pay from the woxkers 1 taxGs for the goods delivered 
by the industrialists ••• It is clear that . the United States supp_~i'\ts 
the Zionist clique at the expeJ1se (~0f the V/est-German l)Opulat:ton.Qoo'1 

·. 
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A similar restrqint characterised the regime 1s overall public 

posi.tio.r1 towrirds I sraeJ.(I Tbe Soviet bloc's growing interest in the 

Middle Eas t was obviously responsible for the three lengthy essays in 

the party's theoretical monthly on ·this issue in tho second half of 

1951. All three were noticeable however for the lack of attention 

they paid to Israel and its actual or potential role in the develop­

ments in the areao In June. a detailed analysis depicted th4 essence 

of the Middle East problem as a fight between the Arab countries and 

.Anglo-American imperialism without even a single reference to Israe1. 86 

In Hovember another long article named Israel only as one of several 

bastions of American influence, and concentrated on the American 

strategy towards the Arab co11ntries to build. up a chain of bases 

embracing the Soviet Union. 87 In the following month, as a sign 

of growing interest in the }fiddle East, the journal launched a 

series of axticles on the individual countries of the area, starting 

with Egypt. In a general in.troduction, analysing the major tendencies 
, 88 

and influences, Israel was yet again completely ignored. When, 
' 

hov1ever, four mo11ths later, ·tl1e series 1--ea.cbed Israel, the pa.rty 

journal painted the picture of an economically underdeveloped 

0011rii;1.'jr > with high lm0mployment and poverty, which v1as politically 

completely subsei"'vient to America. The art.icle attributed i·b to 

''American order'' that Israel established links with the "revived 

Nazi-militant Adenaue,r regjme in West-Germany'' and noted th9. t the 

"peace movement'' was growing and that the 11Israel Comrn1mist Party 

was leading the fight for peace, independence, and social progress. 1189 
• 

! 6• Pal Lendvai: ."A kozel- es_k~.ze.vkel£~i hel;rzet._11 Tarsadalmi Szemle, 
Budapest, Vol~VI, No.6 , June 1951. 

87 Pal Lendvai~ "A K,ozel- es~ ~ozei::-Kele~_;lle;eei barcban az impE::_rial~zmus 
ellen", Tarsadalmi Szemle, Vol~VI, No.10-11 , October-November,195la 

88Anna Bebrits~ 
Szemle, Val.VI, 

d 
''A Kozel- es Kozep-Kelet 

.....** I 

No.12, December 19510 

89 Laszlo Nemes: "A Kozel- es Kozeu-Ke_t_et ors_zagai. IV. _Irf!,_k, Izrael 2 
Transzjordaniaz." Tarsadalm:l Szem1 e, Vol. VII, No.4, .A.pril 19520 
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While such a theoretical jou.rnal could quite naturally adopt a 

posture o/ some detachment from s. more direcily propagandistic and, 

in tone, more extremist policy , it is remarkable tbut the Communist 

party 's official daily newspaper, t he _!3zabad NeE_ too showed a sig­
nificantly moderate stand~ 

This expressed itself in various ways. The highest leadership 

of the party lent its own authority to the policy of denying the 

international importance of the .!Siddle East problem, 90 while when 

dealing with the political conditions in that area the S~ap~d Ne£ 

refra ined from the customary Commu.nis·t argument about Israel 1 s role 

as an outpost of Western imperialism. 91 Occasional criticism of 

Israel and Zionism by party l eaders was not followed up by elaboration 

on their brief references, which was usually done when the leaders 

spoke on other subjects. 92 The official party organ showed also a 

tendency of pointing out I sraeli public opposition to American 

"m11ni !,'ulation 11 and of not condemning Israel's leaders more strongly 

than Arab r ulers. 93 Finally there were s ev~ral examples even of 
--------------------------------------------90 

The First Secretary , 1.ia.tyas Rakosi, wh c1l making bis J.reynote speech 
at the .MJ)P 1s second congress in 1951, delivered bis cus ~@mary survey 
of the international situa tion but ignored completely tlle 1vliddle East. 
See text of his speech in Szabad Nep , February 26, 19510 

91 October 21, 1951. 

92 
A note~ble example of this restrained attitude was the following: in 

bis address t o the 1fDp· Central Commit tee on ttThe fight against tbe cleri­
cal reaction'" Jozaef Revai, a l eading member of' tbe Politbu.reau, said 
that ''there i s a tendency in tl1e J ewj.sb organi sations to support the 
reactionary Zionism instead of the cons tructive efforts of the H11ngarian 
workers. Under no circumstar1ces are VJe prepared to belp in the exporta&­
tion of hundreds of thousa .. nds of people for the purposes of tbeir exploi·t­
ation in Pal estine . We are receivj ng hundreds of letters from emigrants 
'!;o Palestine pl eading with us to make their return possible." (Szabad Nep, 
June 6, 1950). In the same speech, Revai also attacked other denominations, 
and the Szabad Nep subsequer1tly published several ar·ticles elaborating on 
his criticism of ·those and supporting statements from Protestant clergymen. 
But the paper did 11ot follow up RevajA' s remarks s,bou·t the Jews, nei the:r.1 

with further attacks, nor with sel f-cri ticism by Jewish communal figures~ 
His reference to emigrants to Palestine wishing toreturn was also played 
dov111. Al thou.gb the Szabad lfep ( on J11ne 15~ 1950 ) pu.blished a lengthy art­
icle about illegal emigrants ,vho wished to take a,dvantage of the Hu11ga1"ian 
government's recent amnesty and return, it made no reference to people 
wanting to do tbe same from Israel~ . 

93 For the former see Szabad Nep, August 15, 1950, for the latter Szabad 
Nep Ma,y 31, 1951.o 
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sl10\iving Is1,,ael in a favourable light tboug·h 011ly by''\Vl"i ting bet~10en 

the lines '', a i:,fetl'.1od which ,vas p:r·acticed v1idely in the East Et1ropean 

press. I·t should be noted that this device in most cases wao no·t; a 

sub·terfuge for individ110.l jourr1alists, but a subtle expression of 
pa.rty views c 

94• • 
., 

The1"e is no evide11ce that the Hur1-gario..n Corom1.1nist pa.rty deviated 

frotn tlJ0-.' Soviet bloc's ideological princ:Lples on Zionism and Israel. 

Whenever it defined Zionism, that was in line witb the others by de­

scribing it as reactionaxy and anti-Socialist. Tbe official Hungarian 

evaluation presented the Middle East as a bat.tlefield between imperial­

ism and the forces of na~ional liberation, with Israel slotted into 

the role of an imp0ri~list outpost. \VhP-re the Hungarian Comro1J.nist ap­

proach diverged was in the style and the tone of tbe public expressions 

of these viewso To some extent even in its theoretical journal, the 

Ta1"s2-dnl rni Szeml e_,, but most certainly in the SzE:bad l~e.12., the rart~r• s 

off'icial dii~ly newsfa})er fo.r• a v1ider rendei;ship the aim appeared to 

be to avoid ha.xsb wo~ds, the language of tension building, in short, 

the elements of creating a confrontatione The castigation of the 

Israel j_ regjroe was t empered by appreciatio11 for the population's 

genuinely progressive i:1s ticts in order to bl1.mt fu e edges. · 

94 A f ew examples: A. report on the United Nations Political Commission 
proposal that Hun3ax·y and thirteen oth:er coun·t:r·ies should be ad.mi tted, 
said: ''Twenty -011e co~ntries supported tbe pr·oposal (the Soviet Union, 
the Ukraine, Bjelorus sin, Poland, Czechoslovakia, the Asian COUlltries, 
.A.rgentina , Israel, Sweden, and o·t}lerst' (Sza,bad lTep, Januar'y 26, 1952;. 
Israel was thus singled out Tii th only seven other countries - five of 
them Commu.nists - f~rom the twenty-one which supported H1.1ngary I s adrni.ssion. 
Reporting on Arab peace congres s in Cairo, tbe Szabad Nep (February 5, 
1952) praised tbe ''progressive f'orces'' in the Arab COllntries as well as 
Israel, thot1gh Israel was nei tber an Arab cow1try nor a participant of 
the co11gress. An exceptionally g ood exa~mple of· ''writing between the 
lines'' was the presentation of t wo br:iff~ news j_tems, next to eacl1 otller, 
in the Szaba.d Nep (1Pebrum1;>r 14, 1952). The first reported that the 
tria,l of tbe First Secretai7 of· the Commu11ist Party will soon open 
in Transjordan, and the second, the public celebrations in Israel of 
the fifteenth anniversary of the Israel Communist Party's official 
nev1spapero 

.._ 
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Tbe explanation can be fow1d in the party leaders ' consistent, 

tactically motivated approach to the presence of Jews in Hungarian 

society. The fact t hat many of them were of J ewish origin was a ma jor 

determini11g f actor . The Hunga:rian Comm1mists bad to operate in the 

shadows of the 1919 Commt1nist Republic, or rather, of the intensiv·e 

indoctrination by the antisemitic and increasingly pro-Nazi regime 

which followed its f all. This regime encouraged the deepening of the 

population' s l atent anti-Jewish f eelings , and at the same time, in its 

anti -Communist propoganda , identifi ed Communism with Jews . ~he 9ost-war 

Co;nm.1nist leadershj.p was a striking illustration of t his allegation. 

The four rt1en wb o in effect controlled the Hungarian party - Rakosi, 

Farkas, Gero, and Revai - were all of Jewi sh origin. Tbe party 1w a t­

tempt t0 ,ignore tbe existence of any specific Jewish Pl'01)lems, and 

even ·the presence af J e71s in the society was largely to diver't atten.., 

tion from this fact. 

This consideration remained valid after the assumption of com­

plete Communist rule in 1949. JUthougb a numerical growth in party 

membership enabled Rakosi to reduce gradually the proportion of Jews 

in the lower and midd1.e ra11ks of the party machinery, the origi11al 

qt1a.rtet of J2aders retained its powe1-iful posi tj.on and man:>,. of the 

keJr func·tions r emain ed in the hands of their most trusted collabor ... 

ators who, for historic r easons, happened to b3 of Jewiah origin- On 

the Central Corr.mjttee elected by the first congress of the MDP (tbe 

new party crea ted f rom the amalgamation of t be MJ{~ and tbe SZDP) in 
95 1948, almost 30% of the members were of J ewish origino Their pro--

portion ~as even higher among ~be k ey functionarieso They occupied 

almost one third of the places on the Poli tbu.reau, cons·ti tuted half 
~ 

of the Secr etariat, almost half of the Organisation Committee. The 

party's ge:i:1eral secretary was Rakosi; one of ~tbe tb:ree deputy general 

secrataries was Farkas, and the editor-in-chief of the party's prin-
~ . d R • 96 clpal pro1)aganda organ, the daily nev1spape1~ §zaba N_e£., was eve_,1 • 

------------- ----------------------------... ·----
95 Of the 79 full or deputy members, at least 20 were of Jewisl'l 
For list of Central Commj ttee members, see Szabad Nep, June 15, 

• • origin. 
• 

19480 

96 
Szabad ·Nep, June 16, 1948. 

• 
I 



• 

• 

206 

J ewi s11 participati on declined in the rttling bodies whicl1 were 

elected at the party• s second congress in 1951$ In the Central 

Commi ·Gtee it d.I'opped to j1lst o,.,.er 200/o a11 d in tbe Poli tbureau to 

less than 25%. Rakosi retai ned llis pOst a s general secretary, and 

the editorship of t h e · party r£ wspaper, s,l t hough cl1anged, remai11ed 

in the hands of a J ew , Oszkar Be·lile110 The decline was the larges t 

in the Organi sat ion Committee , where only two of the eleven members 

were J ews. The proportion on t h e Secretaria ·t remained the same, with_ 

the member s of t be origi nal quartet - i.e Rakosi, Revai, Farkas, and 

Gero - occupying four of the eight places . 97 

The variati on bet ween t he sizes of reductions in t he differ ent 

party organs r efl ected t be way in which t he l eaders were trying to 

free the par ty from a dispara,te ,Tewi sb particj __ pation witliout endang­

ering their own hol d on power . The l ar gest reduction in the propor­

tion of J ews was made where t he party was more closely related to 

i t s gi--ass r oot s , tr1 e Cen t r a l Commj ttee and· the Organisation Commj ·ttee. 

Nei ther were r eal policy-making bodies , but both were in intimate 

toucb with t he l ower r anks of t be party machinery where Jewish parti­

cipation was propor t i onat el y l ess than at higher level. The composit­

ion of tl10 Cent:ral Coromi t t ee i ndi ca t ed clearly t ba·t a weeding out aX 

J ews f rom the l eadership was i ndeed i n progress. The 1951 Central 

Commlttee sh owed a small increas e in member ship over 1948, ~ut tbe 

actua l idaJre of r1ev1c 0Illers was l arger. In 1948 abou·t 011e third of the 

Cen·tr a l Committee co11si sted. of members of t he former SZDP, but most 

of t hem were pur ged before the 1951 congress. From an estimated 25 
to 30 new comers t o t he 1951 Cent r al Committee only t hr ee were Jews. 

The overall proportion of J ev1s on the Cotnmi ttee r emained higher only 

becaus e Rakos i r e t a inec1 a bBJ:•d core of Mos cow-trai11ed Cornm·unist 

ans - hi s ~ost r eliable allies - and many of them were Jews. 98 
.l.. vever-

------ ------•-•CTL-••----------------------------
97 Szabad Nep, March 3, 1951. 

9S In 1948 t wenty of the s eventy- nine Central Committee members were 
Jews J i n 1951, si xteen out of eighty-nine o Of the thirteen J ews who 
were members of both Central Coromittees,twelve were Muscovites • 

• 
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.A. similar tendency was noticeable in tb0 party's two most powerful 

policy-maki11g a11d executive bodies, the Poli tbu1~eau and the Secretariatc 

None of the PB's ten new members in 1951 were Jews, while the fiva Jews 

who retained their places from 1948 were the members of the leadership 

quar te ·b (Rakosi ~ Gero, Fa.rkas, and Revai), and one of their closest 

Muscovite collaborators, Zol·tan Vas. It could tbus be concluded that 

in spit~ of a reduction in the proportion of Jews in the par·ty leader­

ship at J.a.rge, tl1e effective rulers l.'emai116d those of Jev1ish origino . 

Therefore their ea.rlier efforts to .. divert attention from this by playing 

down matters r elating to Jews - either on local level or in regard to 

Israel - remained valido 

• 

, 
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CHAPTER SEVEN t TB F; SLANSICY TRIAL AND THE DOCTORS' PLOT 

• 

The H1mga.ria.n Comm1.mist leaders' - a,nd primarily Rakosi 'a -

carefully n'l.,lXtured and almost unfailingly auatained policy to avoid 

any open and public confrontation with Jews, Zionism and Israel 
• 

came to a crucial test in 1952. The challenge arose as Stalin's 

identification of his principal enemies was gTadually undergojng 

a change. The unfolding of this process could be distinctly gauged 

in the development of the Communis t party purge in Czechoslovakia. 

The initial steps were made concurrently with the 1949 anti­

Titoist show trials in Bulgaria and Hungary. The basic aim was 
, 

identicali the inc1,imination of ·the Yugoslav leader. Rakosi, who 

forged ahead to please Stalin by proving in a court of law that 

Ti to l:1ad not only devi.a ted from Marxist-Leninist ideology, but was 

an outright imperialist agent, offered the evidence that bad been 

concocted in th e inires tiga tions in H1.1ngary . foJ:- sj roilar purses in 

Czechoslovakia . 1 Durl ng the slow prepara,tions for a show trial in 

Prague, the twists and tu.ms in the accusations reflected Stalin's 

changing identifica·t,ion pf hisdprincipal enemies. The outdrawn pre-coincid-e 
J_j ,mi narJr investigatio11s / with a cooling off of the drive against 

Tito and the emergence of an anti-Jewish and anti-Zionist concept~2 

lz:arel Kapl an , a Csechoslovak historian, disclosed that in a lettoo:-. 
to tbe Czechoslovak party in September 1949, Rakosi bad namedsixty 
pe1--sons as agents of· American j mperialism; including several victims 
of later purges, aucb as V.Clementis, LoFrejka, E.Lobl, E.Goldstucker, 
and A.London o Radio Free Europe Research, Czechoslovak Press Survey, 
Noe214-7, December 9, 1968. 
2 • 

A Czechoslovak analyst, in the light of the disclosures of the 
details of the Czecboslovak l)urge during the 1968 ''Prague Spring'' 
period, gave the followii-1g 0:>:planation: ''The deterioration in 
Soviet-Israeli rela.tions set j,n when Amei)ican influence ga.j necl 
the upper ham in I srael where the progressive movement failed 
to achieve any notable success. This change in one aspect of Soviet 
foreign policy and strategy had its :r•ef)~ections now in bome policies, 
with a growing mood of suspicion and outright repression djrected 
against certain J ews . The political and security jmplications of the 
Jewish question began to receive more attention. Theories emerged about 
the bj_g paxt played by Jews i11 a world j inperialist plot, and in ideolo­
gical and politj.:cal su .. bversion throughout the socialist cotJntries. As the 
(Czechoslovak) trials were prepared and conducted tba emphasis on Zionism 
and 011 the Jews as a whole 1;ecame more prono1Jncede 11 Pelikan, p.4.9 • 

• 
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The gradual ahift from an anti-Tito to an anti-Zionist line reached 

i ta .Peak in tl1e Czechoslovak t.1~ials in 1.9520 There -- on Sovie·t in­

sistence - prominence was giv-en to the Jewish Communist leader, Slansky, 

because by '1,hen "Zionism was regarded a,s a lll.B.jor weapon in the imperial-
7. 

ist conspiracy against the socialist camp. 11 :> An analyst of this period 

has put the date of the switch :i.n Soviet strategy to the spring of 1951, 

wh0n Soviet security advisers, working on the preparation of a conspi-• 

racy trial in Prague, began to change the ideological basis of its 

plot from "bourgeois nationtllism11 to'Zionism" and subsequently Slansky 1s 
name began to appear in the depositions of the detajnees.4 

It COllld be safely assl11ned that Rakosi was aware of this Soviet 

shift in enemy identification, at least from the spring of 1951, never­

theless the Hungarian party's policy remained virtually unchanged. The 

anti-Yugoslav measures and the propaganda had subsided somewhat from 

its peak reached just before the liajk trial in September 1949, but re­

mained substantial and at the centre of the party's attention. Yugo-
. 

alavia was repeat edly depicted as representing a direct military 

'threat to Hungary's seourity. 5 It was accused frequently of frontier 
6 violations Bnd of cunning attempts at dest;ructionJ Ix1Soslav.· dip.lomats 

3 Ibid, p.102. 

4 Len~v~i, 1971, p.251 • 

5 Mihaly Farkas, the .Minister of Defence, and one of Rakosi 1s closest 
collaborators, told tbe party's second congress in the spring of 1951: 
''Today in Yu.gos lavia almost 750,000 people are in a1.~mso This means tha:'~ 
Tito is keeping more than 50-% of Yugoslavia 9s potential armed foroes in 
arms ev·en in peace tjrne. OnJ_y a government with offensive jntentions , 
keeps such an arnzy in peace time.'' Szaba .. d Nep, February 27, 1951. In 
the trial of a Catholic AJ:,c11bi shop, Joszef Grosz, later that year, a 
witness confessed that they wanted to take over power with the help 
inter a lia of a r-.!lled H12ngarian units in Yugoslavia., He even 1-1B..med a 
former Hungarian Nazi general as head of those troops. Szabad Nep, 
June 26, 1951~ A Yugoslav arJ.ffY officer who defected to Hungary, 
said that in tbt? 1950 manoeuv2'es the occ·upation of two Ht1ngarian 
towns was practisedo Szabad liep, J'anuary 6, 19520 

6 G 
• A Hungarian Note in 1951) protesting against Yugoslavia border viol-
ations clajmed that 111 such incidents had occurred in the last four 
months, and accused the Yugoslavs of shooting at houses on their own 
aide of the frontier, pretendine that tbe Hungarians did it. Szabad 
Nap, November 24, 1951Q Another Note, in 1952, clajmed that the 
Yugoslavs were burning up fields on their side of the border a.nd 
were making it spread on to the Hungarian side. Szabad Nep, June 
29, J_952. There were also al].egations of provocations in air space. 
Szabad Nep, April 20, 1952. 

·-
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were har assod 1 
7 

and in one incide11t, the Yugoslavs were accused of 

having bea t en up the Hungarian Chargo -.i 1Af'faires in :Bal.grada. 8 Wide 

p1.1bl:f~ci ty was gi.ven to stat ements in 1-vbic}ll Y11goslav defectors de­

nounced tb e Tito regime . 9 Yugoslav refugees in Hungary were supported 
10 

an d given pu·bli.c foru.rne Evar1 ·the tone of diploma.tic comnrtmica tions 
d 11 A 

v1a a ru e. s la·te as Aprj.l 1952, the Hunga1~ian go\,.err.llllcnt was still 

roundly rej ecting any r econciliation like a Yugoslav proposal to aet 

up a joint committee for the investigation of bOlrder inoidentso 12 

Tbj_s sustained, ve110ment, anti-Titoist campaign reached its 

climax exa ctly at tbe s ame tjme as tbe nevJ anti-Zionist policy of 

the Soviet Unj,on came to its peak j.n the Slansky trial. Just a few 

days before Slansky was to appear jn a Prague court, the only public 

political trial of 1952 opened in Budapest. Tb(;1 six defendants were 

accused of trying to kidnap YugosJ.av poli .. tical refugees and of attemp­

ting to s e t up a centre in Bt1dapest for tbe eljn1J.na.tion of ru1ti-Ti to 

Yugoslavs and for the lllurder of Hunga.rian Co1un1unist J.eaders, i11clua.ing 
--13 · 

Rakosi~ This, the so-called ''kidn.a_pperc' trial'' was clearly des:tgned 

to compromise the YtJ.goslav diploma tic mission in Budapest
9 

to put tbe 

frequent border incidents iJ1to a~ sj.niater conte_xt, and discredit t l1e 
\ 

llungarian na tionals who bad oscaped to Yugoslavia. 14 Completely dis-

regarding the new Soviet line, the trial was exclusively anti-Titoist 

and not even th0 11ames of tbfJ def~enclant s ind.icated any possible Jewish 

origin. 

-----------------------------------~•-• -•-P~n-..,-wg;c -..c. 

7 The Charge d 1Affairs was expiled from. Hungary in June 1951. Szabad 
Nep, June 6, 195le 

• 8 Szabad Nep, April 3, 6, e; 1951. 

9 Szabad Nep, April 21, July 24, December 6,1951 and February 10, 1952. 

lO The publication of a Yugoslav emjgree new.spaper was reported in 
Szabad Nep on May 1, 1951. 
11 

The following official communique appeared i .n Szabad Nep on April 10, 
1951: ''Autbori ta tive quarters have authorised the Hungarian Telegra1)hic 
Agency to state tbat this announcement by the Titoist news agency is, 

• from the fjrst letter to the last, a pack of :ties." 

12 Szabad Nep, April 19, 1952. 
• 

l3 Szabad Nep, November 16r 1952. 

14 For reports Qf the trial, see Szabad N~p, November 16,17,1952. 
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Simultaneously with this remarkable consistenoy in the identifi•• 

cation of the principal enem;y, the Hungarian regime showed hardly any 

response to the shift in Sovi8t policy by increasing its anti-Zionist 

and anti-Israel propaganda even as a supplementary issue. Trade relations 

with Israel continued normally until September 1952.15 In the spring 

of 1951, the Hungarian media refrained from such vicious attacks as 

were then made by Polish and Romanian officials on Israel over the 

negotiations for West-German compensation of Nazi victimo. 16 Although 

the represen tative of the Israel Communist party painted a depressing 

picture of Israel's economjc conditions when she addressed the second 

congress of the MDP in Budapest in March 1951, press reports of her 
speech contained neither any reference to 

nor any critical romarks about Zionism. 17 
the West-German compensation, 

In fact after a noticeably 
long absence, the first critical press reports about Israeli life 

18 staxted appearing in the party press only in April 1952. Taking 

into account the cust-omary Communist stylo ·of making policy statements 

by jroplication , an incident in April 1952 should be noted . .A.ta time 

when the preparation of the SIE~nsq trial - on an anti-Zionist and 
\ 

anti-Israel ljne - must have been already in an advanced state, a 

message of cong:ratu7.a.tion from Israel's acting President on the anni­

versary of Hungary's liberation in 1945, was the first one published 

in the S~abad ~eg, apart from sjmilar goodwill greetings from Communist 
countrj.es and India. 19 

15 
According to Israeli sources in the January-August 1952 period, the 

volume of Ht1ngary' s trade wi tb Israel amou.u ted to £1,228,000 and in the 
o·ther direction to £1~5,000e JTA~ February 16, 1953. 
16 

Jewish Chronicle, March 16 and 30, 1951 . 
• 

11 Szabad Nep, M.arch 3, 1951. 
18 

On .April 41 1952, Szabad Nep quoted a report by Tass, the Soviet news 
agency, that food prices in Israel were rising by· 17 to 50%. On April 26 
1952, tbe same paper 1--eported tl:1at 10,000 Tel Aviv wo1~kers had demonstrated 
against the go·vernment I s pro-.A.merican policy. On Jt1ne 4., 1952, Szabad Nep 
published a Tass report on the congress of the Israel Communist par·ty, 
wbicb called for the liberation of tbe country from .American jmperialist 
oppression~ 

19 April 4, 1952. ( 
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The real watershed appeared when the Hungarian party was obliged 

to r espond publicly to the Slansk.-y trial in November 1952. Apart from 

clashing bead-on with the Hungarian party's policy to avoid direct in­

volvement in speci£ically J ewish issues , the trial touched a particul­

a.rly sensitive point . as far as Rakosi and the other three top leaders -

Farkas , Gero, and Revai - were concerned. The fact that it was Slansky 

who was the principal defendant represented a challenge to the loyalty 

and reliability of Communist leaders of Jewish origin. The Prague trial 

appeared to prove that the ties inherent in a person's Jewish origin 

were strong enough to tm.·n even such a party veteran as Slansky into 
a traitor of the Communist cause. 

It raade evident that the only Jew in the highest heirarohy of 

the Czechoslovak Communist party was a traitor because his committ­

ments to J ewi sh causes were stronger than those to Communism. A 

comparison with the four Jewish leaders of the Hungarian party was 

far too obvious. If the devious Slansky managed to penetrate the 

highes t echelons of the Czechoslovak party despite the presence of 

Gottwald and other non-Jewish leaders, it would not seem inconceivable 

that Hungarian Jews might have done the same, particularly as they 

were holding the four commanding keJr poai tions i11 the party. 

Rakosi must have been considerably certain of Stalin's personal 

support, otherwise he would not have dared to ignore the shift in 

Soviet policy by maintaining his anti-Tito priority. His stand might 

have been justified also by Hungary's long border with Yugoslavia, 

which could have presented a real and j.mmediate threat to the country's 

aecru.'ity. All the evidence of several years of frontier violations and 
• 

border incidents could belp Rakosi's presum&d- argument that Hungary 

was genuinely endangered by its southern neighbour and therefore en­
titled to give it priority. 

Having thus s ecured himself against attacks from Moscow, Rakosi 1 s 

main concern in regard to the Slansky trial, was to lessen its impact 
1. , 

on the H11ngarian party and the V"-blic. He had at least two tactical 

alternatives. He could either duplicate the Czechoslovak purge by 

producjng his own Hungarian Jewish a.nd Zionist scapegoats, or play 

down the -Zionist and Jewish aspects of the Slansky case. The first 

co~ld have led bim on to a dangerous path. He would rave bad to match . 
the Czechoslovak model with an equally high-ranking Communist of Jew-

ish origin; in other words he would have had to sacrifice one of his 

• 

• 
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• 

closest and most trusted collaborators. In view of his long association 

w:i.tb au of them, the choice of either of the three could have resulted 

in the eventual inc.:rimination of Ra.kosi him.self, :particularly as they 

all shared a common factor, their J ewish origin. At the same time, 

there .might also have been another danger. ill three were veteran 

Muscovites with their owh personal contacts in the Soviet party, and 

if' those forces were to be allowed to act, Rakosi 1s personal position 

in StaL\.n 's favour might have been weakened or even erodedo 

The actual Hungarian response to the Slansky trial indicates 

that Rakosi followed the second alternative. The coverage of the 

trial in tbe t-w o principal daily newspapers, the party's own Szabad 

.. Ne,E and tb e _1'1epszava~ tbe officj_al organ of ·the completely Communist-­

-domina t ed National Council of Trade Unions, was relatively brie:f, 

rema1')rably short on origi11al comments, and with the emphasis on the 
20 defendanto ' 1--ole as American agentse Both papeJ."'S confined ·them-

selves to r -·1ports by MTI, the officiaJ.. Hungarian news agency and 

nei tber had their O\"?n correspondents a.t the trial. Apart from straight 

trial reports, the Sza bad N~' e first comroen·t appeared or1 the sixth 
21 

day of th e hearing, and even that was only an articl e taken from 

Pravda , which dealt exclusj.vely with the American Administration's 

support for espionage activities. The Fe£szny~ supplemented its 
22 trial reports with a r eview of the Czechoslovak press, but none 

of the articles quoted were dealing either with Israel or with Zioninm. 23 

2° For comparison, see Jewish Chronicle report (December 12, 1952), on 
an anti-Israel article in tbe official Polish party paper, the Trybuna 
Ludu and another Jewi sh Chronicle r eport (December 26, 1952) on a 

• 

Polish government Note accusing the Israeli Legation in Warsaw of espionage. 
21 

November 26, 1952. 

_22November 23, 1952. 

2
3 One s.5'!ticle stressed the de:fendants 1 aim to murder Klement Gottwald, 

the other reported t11at workers baa. responded to tbe trial by working 
harder. 

..... 
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Both newspapei"s made their first origi11i comn,e11t on the CEtse 

at the conclusion of the trial. In a fair-sized editorial of some 

25 inches, tbe Szap~~-~N~
24 did not mention Israel at all, and made 

only a single reference to Zionism: 11Tbe American imperialists util­

ised their various ag0nts, including the Zionists." The rest of this 

editorial attacked the Americans and the Yugoslavs. Tbe proportions 
were similar in the ll~Ps~av~ editorial$ 25 

In a lengthier and more analytical assessment, the party's 

theoretical journal nevertheless maintained both the same propor-

tions and attitude.
26 

In a brief section on the Jewish and Zionist 

aspects of tbe trial, the author said that the Zionists wanted to 

destroy the people ' s democracy from within, then rej ected at a little 

greater lengtb Western accusations that the trial reflected antisemitism. 

Two further aspects of the Hungarian response should be noted. 

One was an attempt to avoid any relevance to Ilungaryo Although the 

Szabad Ne~
27 

reported the confession of tbe Israeli defendant, 

Mordecbai Oren, tba t he ''had since 1945 bee11 engaged in espionage 

activities in various people's democracies, including Hungar.y, and 

was trying to fj nd collabora tars, particula.rly amo11g the Zionists,'' 

it made no comments about it. Rad the party been intei'ested j_n PU.I·­

suing an anti-Zio11ist line, such a golden opportunity would. not have 

been missed. The other aspect was the Hungarian attitude to the Jew­

ish corunraJ1 j ty t s reaction to tb e Slansky t:rial. While in I 1ola,nrl and 

Romania officials of the Co1nmur1ist controlled Jewish organisations 

attacked Zionism and Israel, 28 
tbe JJj Elet_, the journal of the national 

.Bureau of Hungarian Jews, made no reference at all to tbe Slansky case 

or the issues it was concerned v;i tb. As the Na·tional :Bureau wa,s con­

trolled by the Government, such an ommission could not have been made 

without the regjme's consent. 
------------------------------------------24 ~ 

Novembar~1952. 

25 November 28, 1952. 

2 6 
Os zkar Bet l en i ";;;;A~S.....;;l;..;;.;a.~n __ s.~_.l:i,,,Y.,.,_~ .... f ...... e_l __ e_o_s_s_z_e_e_ .. s_kt_l_v_o_b_an ___ d_a_~_o'""""l_,:,. Tar sada.lmi Sz emle , 

Val.VIII., No~l, January 1953. 
• 

27 November 23, 1952. . . 
• 

28 
See a report of a violently anti-Zionist and anti-Israeli speech by the 

Romanian Chief Rabbi, Dr.Moses Rosen in Jewish Chronicle, December 12, 1952, 
and another of ap article in t;he Yid~ish journal in -Poland in Jewisl1 
Chronicle, December 26, 1952. 
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The Doctors' Plot 

Tbe public announcement in Moscow in JanuaJ1•y 1953 of a "conspiracy" 

by ma inly Jewish doctors to illurder the leaders of the Soviet Union, 

reprcE~ented ·the f)SOalation of tte Com,mt1nists 9 anti-Jewish a11d anti­

-Israel campaig~. Links between the accused doctors and various Jew-

ish organisations - primarily tl1e American Jfjwish Joint Distribu·tion 

Commi.ttee (the Joint) - were claimed to have been established and the 

roots of the 11 conspira.cy11 were traced to Israel, which was allegedly 

acting as agents on behalf of Western imperialism. Tbus the shift in 

enemy identification, which had apparently started in 1951, reached 

its peak. The cs.mpaign ascended from proving Jewish-Zionist infilt-

ration into the leadership of a satellite country, Czechoslovakia -

to the height where it ,, as declared as powerful as having been able 

to penetrate the heartland of Communism, Moscow itself. 

Such widening of the campaign's dimensions must have - on the 

face of it - deepened the dilemma of Rakosi and other Hungarian 

Communist leaderso Tbe full weight of the Soviet Union was so ob­

viounly tl11lown j_u against .. Jews, Zionists, and Israel, ·tba.t RakoBi 

would .l:ave fo1.1ud impossible to maintain ·the H1rngo.ria.n pa.r.ty 1 s care­

fully sustained deta.cbme11t from a direct confrontation with the 

Jewish isst;_e. ~voidi11g it to the ex·tent he had done it in tl1e case 

of· the Slansky trial and givine contj_nued priori·ty to anti-Ti toism 

would have amounted to an open revolt against Soviet policyo Rakosi's 

attitude regarding tbe Jewish issue appeared to have been caught in 

the trap created by the,~ew Soviet line which now clearly identified 

Jews as ·the prj.ncipal and most active agents of imperialism. 

Tbe J.\1oscow doctors' plot and tbe Slansky trial were bowev·er dif­

ferent in ona vital aspect, and this in fact enabled Ra.kosi to opt 

for an acceptable compromise. In the Kzechoslovak purge the pre­

dominant role was assigned to Slansky to prove how bigh the Jewish 

conspiracy could xeach. The culprits in the Moscow plot came from 

much lower party ranks. That particular implication of the Slansky 

trial which was the most embarrassing to Rakosi - -tbe challenge to 

the reliability o~ Cow1nunist leaders of Jewish arigin - therefore 

did not apply to the Moscow plot. On the contrary, the composition 

ot the defendants in Moscow gave Rakosi an opportunity to clear out 

the middle-ranks of the Hungarian party on the pretext of adapting 

tbe Soviet experience. As many leaders of the security police were 

Jews, Rakosi cou.ld exploit the conditions created by the Moscow de­

velopments for the decimation of this organisation which, through its 

( 



• 

216 

role in the purges since 1949 and its direct co11tact wi t11 its Soviet 

counterpart, bad grown into a power-base within the par~ty and thus 

into a possible challenger to Rakosi 1s total authority. 

The Moscow announcemen·t on the t'discov~ry-- '' of the plotting 

doctors
29 

was followed swiftly by the arrest of G-4bor Peter, the 

head of the security police, hjmsel~ a Jew, and others of its lead­

ing officers.
30 

The extent of the purge in the security police was 
-somewh~t concealed by the fact that a number of the detainees appeared 

to be officials of other dopaxtments, though in fact they were seo~ 

urity police officers assigned to work in other fields. Hungary's 

luinister to Austria, Tamas Matrai31 for instance, was placed to the 

Foreign Office by the security police to supervise it on its behalf. 32 

The reported arrests of the physicians, Dr. Iatva11 Balj_nt, and 

Dr.Istvan Lowi - both Jews - gave the impression tha~t; the pu.rge was 

merely a duplication of the Moscow b11nt for doctors, thol1gh in fact 

t,he former v1as the obief medicaJ_ officer of tl1e secttri t~, police, and 
7. -

the latter an eye specialist for the same force 0 J) The removal of 

Gyula Decai, the Elinister of Justice34 suggested a government pmrge, 

whi+e in fact until his mjnisterial appointment a few months previously, 

Decsi was one of tbe highest ranking security police officers who was 

involved in the conatrt1ction of tbe cases a.gains ·t leaders of vru.'io11s 

chu.rcheso 

Rakosi's purge was not confined to the security police. At least 

one veteran Jewish communist leader was arrested - Istvan Szirmai, 

former head of the party's organisation department and in 1953 head 

of the Hungarian broadcasting authority - and three were demoted: 

29 It was reported in Szabad Nep on January 14, 1953. 

~The arrests were not reported in the Hungarian press but from Western 
sources it can be assumed that tbey took place in Januaz-y, 1953., See 
Uj Kelet, February 3, 1953. Vali. (p.68) too places it to the same time . 

3l His recall was reported by the Observer, London, February 22, 1953. 
32 Szasz, p.29. 

33 Their arrest was reported as early aa February 23, 1953 by Uj Kelet • 

and later (March 25, 1953) by tbe New York TLmes. 

34 Uj Kelet, February 3, 1953 . 

• 
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Zoltan Vas, the bP.ad of the National Planning Office, who spent si:x:te-an 

years in prison in the 'inter-war period for Communist activities and 

was released to the Soviet Union in 1940 together with Rakosi; Zoltan 

Szanto, a Muscovite, Ambassador to Washington, and Dr. Emil Weil, the 
Ambassador to Franceo 35 

The particular reasom why Rakosi chose these people have not 

yet been satiflfactorily established. Szirmai, in bis early youth, 

was apparently briefly associated with the Zionist movement in bis 

native Transylvania,
36 

while Vas was related to Dr.Benedek, a Com­

munist l eader of the Jewish community in Hungary. Not even such re­

mote association with J ewish or Zionist causes is known however of 

the otber two. It should be noted that all - except Weil - ea.me to 

bold important offices during the Premiership of Tmre Nagy - an 

oppon~nt of Rakosi - in 1953-54, and were closely associated with 

him du.ring the 1956 revolution. It is however unclear whether their 

sympathies for Nagy l ed to their stricturing by Rakosi or their dis­
missal turned tbem into Nagy's followers. 

The purge indicates that Rakosi wanted to imitate the Moscow 

doctors t plot. A1l estimated 30 dootoi"s were arreoted in the firs·t; 

few IJ1or.tbs of 1953. 37 They included the Jewish head of the party's 

medical clinic a11d .3ana. tori11n1 on the cha1.--ge of - echoes of Moscow -

having had obtained party secrets by the u.se of drugs from hj_gh 

officials under bis care. His t wo non-Jewisb chief medical assistants 

were only dismissea.
38 

Also arrested was Dr.Laszlo Benedek, the dir­

ector of the Jewish Hospital, who was the principal inatigator of 

bringing the Jewish communal org~nisations under Communist contro1. 39 

3
5 These incidents were not announced officially in Ilungary at the time, 

though ·they were rei:>orted in the vVestern press ( on Szirmai, see New York 
Times, J11arch 25, 1953; on .iche others, Survey of events etc, p.58) .. Vas's 
transfer to tbe directorship of a new steel ~orks in a remote part of 
the country Tias fairly widely known. But he disappeared from the public 
view until Rakosi was replaced by Imre Nagy as Prlme Minister in 1953, 
and Szaba.d Nep (1,[ovembei" 7, 1954) .. reported th~t Vas was head of the 
Premier's secretaria.,to Szanto' s removal was only s,nnounced during the 
Nagy era, when he was appointed head of the government's Infonnation Office 
(Szabad. lie_p , 1Viarcl1 28, 1954) . .Also W~il 's recall and appointment to a 
university post was made public only after Rakosi's dismjss4]. (Szabad Nep, 
August 18, 1953). Szirmai, after his release, became tbe editor of the 
officiaJ_ daily newspape.r of the Buda.pest party organisation. 

36 Interview witb Dr.Y.Marton. 

37 JTA, April 6, i953. 

38 JTA, April 2, 1953. 

39 JTA. February 9, 1953. 
,r 
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The only j_ndication that the party considered a serious anti­

-Jewish :::iurge, octn be found in an m1corroborated Western press report. 40 
. , 

This stated ·that .A.rpad F..azi, the non-Jewish head of the party• s control 

committee ffid deuanded at a meeting of the central committee, the dis­

missal of all Jewi sh party officials. After a long debate, the committee 

decided that the J ewish officials on the list provided by Hazi sbouJd 

be closely examined to ensure that they were not tainted with Zionism. 

This incident might be typical of the contemporary climate, but the 

fact nevertheless remains tha t the anti-Jewish hunt within the party 

affected only security police officers who were personally inconvenient 

for Ra.kosi, a few, higher of.ficials selected at random~ and a handful 

of doc.torso Without Stalin's death so soon after the beginning of the 

purge, the consequences might have however been qiii te different of 
cou.rseo 

In spite of such a restraint on the anti-Jewish purge, there is 

evidence that the regjme was at least contemplating an anti-Zionist 
. 

show trial incriwinating Israel, and linking it up to some of the 

purged aecuri·ty police officers. Dr.Denes, one of tbe principal ds­

£endants in the 1949 trial of ~ionist lead9rs, was held intexned when 
• his three-year prison s entence expired in 1952, and in early 1953, 

other former prominent Hungarian Zionists were arrestea. 41 Denes 

himself later found bis conti11ued detent ion logioali ''After all, ill 

the trial under pr eparation they needed Zionists, physicians (Denes 

was a physician - GoG), and _preferably a Zionist physi oian. 1142 

Althoue)l the authorities had lmown - through an informer - of the 

existence of a small illegal Zionist youth circle since 1949, some 

of its members were detained only in February 1953, obviously alco 

in preparation for a show triai. 43 The international character of 

the impending case would have been assured by the involvement of 

:n-r •• Ilona Benoschofsky, bead of the Hungai--ian section of the \Yorld 

40 Jewish Chronicle, February 13, 1953. 

4l Tbey were Henrik Galos, who was general secretary of the MCSZ at 
4 ~ 

the time of its dissolution in 1949, and Abraham Kornitzer, a Iormer 
leader of the religious Zionist movement. World Jewish Affairs,December 
17, 1953. 
42 ·nenes, p.335 . 

. 
43rnterv:bew with A.Kendio 
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Jewish Congress, who was arrested in January 1953 . .A.t the end of 

th,;.t mo.oth, Julia Steiner, a Hungarian employee:! of the Israel 

Legation - she was the receptionist and switcbboard operator - was 

also arrested.
44 

Her interrogation indicated two intentions: on the 

one band to impiicate the Israel Legation in espionage activities, 

and on the other to obt~in evidence for collaboration between the 

Legation and some security police officers, particularly those most 
closely associated with its former head, Peter. 45 

Lajos Steckler, the president of the National Bureau of Hungarian 

Jews - which had faithfully collaborated with the regime - was arrested 

on Js,nuary 8, 1953. 46 
The only other Jewish communal leader whose 

detention could be reliably confirmed was Dr.Benedek. llis occupation 

~s a physician and bis party membership could have been the decisive 

f actors in the action acuinst hjm. The selection of Steckler is open 

to speculation. What might have prol(fted the regime was bis background 

(be was a S!!l.all:~time manufacturer before 1945) and the fact that since 

the dep.::irture of the last American director in May 1951, Stockler 

- obviously becs.l1se of bis :t'eliabili ty - v:as entrusted with the con­

trol of the distribution of Joint funds and with maintaining contact 

with the American organisn,tion. 47 In view of the Joint's incrimination 

in the Moscow plot it seemed logical to arrest the person who nominally 

represented the oxganisation in Hungary. It might also be considered 

that by arrestin& its president, the regime would have wanted to· 

f1:igh ten the Jewish community. 

44steiner l ater emig:;:-ated to Israel and got married. Information obtained 
from her is ma-rked1 Inter·view Yaron. 

45 Interview with Yaron. 

4
6 

Although this r.as announced in Szabad Nep only on January 17, for 
the actual date of the arrest see Duschinsky p.483e 

47 The Joint made sizeable contributions to Hungary right up to the 
cessation of its work there in the wake of the Moscow disclosures in 
195 3 p Joint aid to R1ingary in 1951 111as $2,754,783.11, and in 1952 
$2,107,766el3 (Deposition by Katzki)t Tbe 1953 contribution is not 
specified in the same deposition, but the Joint's reported budget for 
1953 was $3,821,000 f'or the relief of 4-0,000 European Jews incluc~g 
30,QOO in Hungary (Jewish Chronicl.e, January 30, 1953~.A. ... l~rg~ pro­
portion of the b1J.dget was thus earmarked for Hunga:ry, buv 1 t 1s utlknov,n 
how much bad ,3,ctually reacl1ed the r.-0U11try before the discontinuation 
of Joint operations was a~11nounced . 

.... 

-
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The public treatment of Stockler 1s detention however elimina t es 

this last possibili ty • . Yfere it designed to unnerve tbe Jewish popul­

ati,,n , it would hs.ve had to ba made known to the onminuni ty . .But the 

National Bureau I s official journal the RJ }Q;t;_e,t_ , in its Js.nuary 1953 
issue, did not mention Stockler 1s arrest. 48 As for the general public

5 

Steckler I s arrest was even mor·e clouded over. The Szabad Uep when 
4,.,,,.. , 

reporting i ·t , ma de no reference to his communal post, and the Ne,12szava 

did not even report t he inoident. 49 The press coverage of Stockler's 

arrest was characteristic of tbe regj me ' s public response to the 

doctors' plot and tbe Soviet Union's subseqtient breaking off diplomatic 

1.·ela tions \7i ·th Israel o The factt1al measures - the purging of the 

security police and the party , the arrest of the doctors, the pre~ 

parations for an anti-Zionist trial - were not disclosed to the publio, 
t;Q with the sole exception of Decsi ' s dismi ssal from the gove:rn1nent. _, 

It appears that Ra.kosi Tias cunningly trying to s~ua.re tbe circle, 
i.e to toe loyally the 

at tl1e same time co11tain it 
new 1 openly anti-Jewish Soviet line, while 

domestically within such confines that it 

would not e1"upt into a ,-vitch bm1t, of wl1icb Rakosi bimself could become 

tl1e eventual targeto On the one hand , ruthlessly exploiting the new 

climate, be purged the party from potential challengers who were 

ga tb0ri ng around the emerging nev, po,ver base , the secu:ri ty forces~ 

while kcepong at hand the element s of an anti-Zionist show txial, 

shoul d such Et public decl ara tio11 of his trustworthines s become u.navoid­

able. On tbe other hand he manipulated public opinion to react with 

only litt l e l ess slusgishness than a t tbe time of the Slansky triale 

• 

48 
rt was brought to th e community 's notice in a. roundabout way, when 

after Ste"lin's death , in its }!~a6y 5, 1953 i ssue , Uj Elet announced the 
election of a new president, witbout explaining though, how the post 
had become vacant. 

49 A singl e-column news item in Sza.bad Nep (Janmry 17, 1953) said: 
'
1The police have arrested La j os S·tockler, former facto:ry owner. A 

. l arge amount of dollars and Swiss :f1--ancs v1ere found hidden in his flat.'' 

50 This was reported wi thout comment in Szabad Nep, February 8, 1953. 
-

• 

( 
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Al tbougb the Sze.bad N_2-,£ dflal t wi tb the Moscow doctors I plot 

and i·Gs related issues extensively, it showed again a. remar·kable 

lack of original comments and a disinclination to elaborate on the 

relevence of tJ1e evj.dence pres t3nted j_n Soviet a11d otl1er .Gomn1unist 

sources. The pnper 1s original comment - as in the SJ.ansky case - was 

again limited to a ·single editorial, though unlike on tbe previous 

occasion, it no lo1jger felt~ it possibJ.e to concentrai;e on tbe anti-
. -imperialist and anti-Titoist elements with a one-s&ntence reference 

only to the anti-Zicnist aspeotno The editoria151 laid the blame 

S½f.uarelJt on tbe .A.merican ar)d English imperialists, but drew atilention 

to the "role wbicb the Joint, tbo Zionists, the Jewish bourgeois . 

nationalists play in the imperialist scbemes. '' It went even f'urther 

by rela:ting the case dir.)ec~tJy to Hu11ear:r~~ The party paper said: 

"Ue too bad ex1)c·riences in th.i.s cunnection. I.G.Jacobson, the dir­

ector of Joint .i..rl Ilunga .. ry ha (l to be arrested and ezpelled in December 

1949 for espionage. 1152 rn· con~lusion, th0 Sze.bad NeP pointed out th:-1. t 
... ~-~--- . =- -

the danger was e,reater in liungary tba~n i r1 the Sov·iet Union beca1.1se ,,the 

Joint conducted 111 F.ungB~ry t-1 ,1icler ar1d more diverse 01)eration. '1 Ita 

recent expuls:lon did not cJ.imi.1·1a t-e all traces of its '~work'', the paper 

saicl, a11d Llecla.r ed tha:t :;tbe ro:Le of i;be J'oint ir1 the direction of 

the murderous gang is an added TiarniJ:g to take stronger action against 
5~ bourgeois nationalism, Zionism." The JLep_s~~v~ ;J used similarly strong 

language :1..n denouncing .:J.J!lperialism, and partictllarly the Joint, ''tbis 

international Zionist espionage a.gene:)'~ :t .But when drav1ing its con­

clus.:tons, this paper confi11ed i i;self to generali tiest ''The peo_ple 

draw tba conclusion from thj.s blood-cu.rcllj~ng crime and defend with 

increaeed vigilance the cause of peace~'' Omitting ·thus any specific 

refei"'ence to Hu..ns e~y, it als o :refr~ined from na.mi~ng Zionism among the 

hostile ideologies. 

r;1 
..,, Szabad Ner,, Jay1uary 15, 1953" 

52 
See p ·.15O. 

• 

53 January 15, 1953. 

• 
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The I~est; of the coverage in these ·two 11e,~1spapers consisted 

only of factual reports a.nd of articles tra.i1sla ted from Soviet and 

other foreign Communist publications. It was - particularly in the 

,P,za.ba::J. Ne£ - an intensive campaign, wi tb almost daily references to 

this issue. The intention of keeping a low profile was however un­

mjstakable. The attack on the Soviet Legation in Tel Aviv was reportea54 
in the vitriolic language of a Tass (the official Soviet new~.agency) 

comrotque, but' only in two modest columns on the back page, and without 

any comment. The Soviet Union's breaking off of diplomatic relations 

with I srael bad a sin1ilox tmcommen·ted, Tass-ba.sed treatment. 55 

Analysis of this event was confined to a translated Pravda article, 56 
while in such obvious places as the paper's regulax columns - "Foreign 

policy notes '' and ''International Survey'' - there was no reference to it. 

Propaeandistic observations remained confined to translations. 57 The 
58 pepszqva dis~layed the same reticence on original comments. The 

party's theoretical journal, the Tarsadalmi Szemle, in January 1953, 
published a Ilu1)ge.ris.n author r s assessment of the Slansky trial with 

only a brief reference to its anti~Zionist aspects, and in February 

r eprinted an essay from the Ger1nan-language Soviet journal, 1teue Zei t, 

with a clear indication of the source. 59 

54 Szabad Nap, February 12, 195.3. 

55 Szabad Nep, February 13, 1953. 

56 
Szabad Nep, February 15, 1953. 

57szabad Nep on :Pebruary 18, 1953, contai:Oed an article from the 
Sovjet newspaper, Trud, on tbe Joint, and OL February 21, 1953, one 
.from Literaturnava Gazetta, on b'ov1 Washington dictated Israel's 
policies. 

~ 

58 
On January 16, 1953, it publ~sbed a brief international press 

suxvey, on January 17, an abbr~viated version of an Izvestia aTticle, 
on ] 1e bruary 8, a Pravda article, and_ on ]'e bruaxy 15, the same Zhtlk:ov 
ar.ticle from Pravda, which appeared in the Szabad Nep. 

59v 0Minajev: "A.z ameriY--:13-i keII\s~_oJJiala~ ciO;Dista __ u~oksegE:_," Tarsadalmi 
Szemle, Vol~VIII, 1Io.2, February 19530 
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The perty's deliberately low public profile was best illustrated 

by the§~~~~~ Ne2 '~. response to a specific incident. On January 24, 1953, 
the paper quoted the D.'1ily Worker, the organ of the :British Uommunis t 

Party, that 
111rhe Jo·i nt maintained contact with the head of the Runga:::-ia.n 

clerical rea ction ( Cardinal 1\tindszenty) and tolerated even his anti--
·ti n O J ~ semi .smo n an1.iary c..7, 

that I.GoJacobson , who was 

pulsion in December 1949) 

it .PllbJ_isbed another Daily Worker report 

the Joint director iu Hungary until his ex­

told a meeting in Toronto in April 1950, 
that "he was proud of bis connections with the Hungarian underg3:1ound 

movement." . Jacobson was reported saJring that l1e had saved many Jews 

and had sent them to Israelo Some of those returned to Runeary to 

participate in illeeal activities. Jacobson reportedly admitted that 

Cardinal lm.ndszenty, t Tio weeks before his arrest, bad sent bjm a 

confidential doc11ment proposing the over·throw of the government within 

fourt ee11 do.y s G 

The ~z~~~d N~~ merely reported 

att~ibution to the Daily Worker and 
these ala.iegations with prominent 

. 
without any comment or further 

elaborationo Had the regime been interested in stirring up anti-Jewish 
• 

feelings , it could bavo certaj_nly used this golden opportunity which 

l1nked tbe Joint to the often proclaimed arch-enemy of the Hungarian 

peoHle, Cardinal Mind~zent;-. The Daily Worker allegations contained 

also evidence of J ewisb collaboration with known antisemites in a 

conspiracJ'· against tbe ordi11arJ' people's power, and of Israeli ci ·t­

izens' participation in attempts to overthrow the People's Democracy. 

Although tbe allegations wore apparently inaccurate, 60 supporting 

evidence could have b9en fabricated and presented to the Eublic. 

Nei tber this , 11or even an official confi:r'Illation of tbe Daily Vlorker' s 

allega.tions wore made, and tbis clea,rly indicates that Rakosi bad no 

intention of widening the anti-Jewish campaign beyond the necessary 

minj m11m. 

Tbis ettitude was also evident in the treatment of tbe Israeli 

Legation in .Bu.dapest. While behj.i1d the scenes an anti-Israel show 

trial was being prepared, in public the anti-Israel measures were 

kept to a mere formality. Tbougb Israel expec·t;ed the breaking off 
• 

of diplomatic relations and its diplomatic staff was preparing for 
- 61 

the closure of the Legation in Budapest, tbe government only expelled 

60 Deposition by. Jacobson. 

61 Interview with Galor . 

• 

_,. .__, -
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a relatiYely low-ranking Israeli diplomat, and did. even this mainly 

for propaganda purposes, without seriously disrupting the Legation's 
62 structure a;r work. The §~b~~ .. NeJ.2. dutifully repcrted th..a t the Htmg-

aria.n government had declared Joszef Walter , the Israeli cultural 

a.ttache _p_e!'spp~ no_n _e:?;?:,~j;1:_ , because "abusing bis diplomatic privi­

leges he conducted e&pionage activities. " Walter, said the report, 

left Hungary pn the day of the announcement. In f act, the Israeli 

gc>vernme11t had recalled Walter some months previously and he was 

granted an extensi on only to finali se l egal procedu.res in connection 

with his marriage to a Hungarian girl. With 11:rs .Walter already abxoad, 

e. day before the Hungari an ann-'Juncement, the I sr aeli Charge d 1.Affair a 

notified the Hungarian Foreign Ministry that Walt er was ready to 

l eave the country and required the issue of tbe necessary exit doc­

uments. Instead, tbe Hungarians declared \/alter ~ersona po~ grata. 

Of tte about five or seven Hungari an employees of the Legation, 63 

one - J11li.a Steinei" , the receptionist ... was arrested-. Another, Ga·bor 

Freund and bis son were shot dead while apparently trying to cross 
the border into Austria 

and ar1~ested . 64 

TJring Ug Loose }2r!.9-_s _ 

illegally. His wife and daughter were wounded 
\ 

The political c}langes which took pla ce in the Soviet Union after 

Stalin's death in March 1953 also affected developments in Hungary~ 

While in the Sovie t party it was probably the lack of sufficient 

power by either of Stalin' s closest associates which led to the 

temporary introduction of collective leadership, moot of the sat­

ellite countries t oo bad to adopt a simila.r division of authoi"lity. 

At tho same tjme tbe new Sovi et leaders were determined to stop some 

of tb e dangerous policies of the dead dicta tor both in the Soviet · 

Union and its dependent states . a 

62 February 4, 1953. 
63 The number was 01:lained in an interview with Galor • 

• 

64rnterview with Galor. The incident was also reported in the New York 
Tjmes, April 3, 1953° 
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In Hungar y Moscow was looking for a person l ess tainted by 

Stalinist methods tha:u any of the four l eaders: Ra.kosi, Gero, Far.k-.as, 

and Revai. They sel ected I mre Nagy, al so a Muscovite, but a long­

- standing opponent of Stalinist excesses , .rarticulA.rly in agricul­

tural policy. In the spirit of the new "collective leadership", they . 
order ed Rakosi t o give up t he Premier shi p to Nagy, while be was per-

mitted to remain Fir~t Secret ary of the party. 65 

The reforms which Nagy , the new Premier, announced in Parliament 

on July 4, 1953 ) wer e mainly of an economic nature; excessive indust­

rialisa tion must cease; more emphasis mus t be l aid on the development 
--of light indus try to provide consumer goods and_ on food ~roduction at 

the expense of heavy industry ; more at t ention must be paid to agri­

culture ; t he excessive pace of agricultu.ral collectivization bas to 

be abandoned and i ndividual farmirg supported; more opportunity must 

be given for priva te enter pris e, particularly i n s ervice industrieso 
• 

In the political field the new Fremj er pr omised greater tolerance in 

matters of religion; pledeed himsel f to t }1e ''consolidation of legality '' 

:in oth er words, s t ro11ger j_rlberence to t he law. He promised t he abol­

ition of inter nment camps , amnesty for minor offenders, and the re­

vision of sentences a gai11at ttpeople who ba d been wi~onge:i. '' 

These r eforms were far reaching indeed in this jmmediate peat­

- Stalini s t period , but implcmentatioD was seriously hampered by the 

power st r uggl e betv,een t be Pr em:i er, Na&;y and Rakosi. The latter, 

still bead of t he party, used its apparatus and his own faith~~l 

foll owers in varioUJ3 government agencies to preserve the Stalinist 

system and hia owh authority. Rakosi was particularly concerned with 

covering up the i].legali ties (impris onments and even executj.ons) that 
' bad been comitted under his regime. 

~ 

liagy ' s era - which became known in Ru..ngaria11 history as the 

New Course - had some jmmediate advantages for a considerable section 

of the Jewish population. The abolition of deportations and tbe more 

liber al attitude towards private enterprise benefited directly the 
ft 60 

largely middle-class Jewish elements, • aLd a grea ter tolerance of 

______________ .,..,.. ____ ,_ ______ . __________ __ 
65 For assessments of these events by Hungarian historians now in the 
West, see Vaili, p.93-97, and M.Moln~r, 1971, PPol7-21. 

661n July, already some 2000 Jews, who had been deported from the 
capital, were allowed to return to Budapest. Survey of events eto, p.S8c I I 
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religious observance brought about a speedy restitution of communal 

activities . The offices of the National .Bureau of Hungarian Jews, 

which had been closed down in January, were re-opened in late l{i.a.::i;:_,cb, 

and its general secretary, Miksa Domo11kos, who bad been arrested two 

days before Stalin's death, was released. 67 Some limited contact with 

organisations abroad could be renewed. The National :Bureau was per­

mitted to re9eive r elief - particularly medical supplies unobtainable 

in Hungary - from the ultra-orthodox and non--Zionist Agudatb organ- 1 

isation, whicb was also allowed to send Hebrew textbooks 1p Hungary 
for religious classes . 68 

Dr.Benjamin Schwarcz , the president of the National Rabbinical 

Council, was permitted to send greetings for the Jewish New Year to 

the J ewish Chronicle news_paper .i.n London. 69 The conununal leadershi:p 

which was destroyed in January with the arrests of Stockler and Dr. 
Benedek was allowed to be re-establisbed.70 

. 
Rakosi was still powerful enough to obs truct rectification of 

illegal prosecutions which had been carried out und~r his rule.71 

This l ed t o a curious situation, .A.lthough the victims of the Moscow 

doctors ' plot were released in the Soviet Union as early as April 1953, 
in Hungary, the prosecution continued of the Jews who bad been arrested 

in its wake . Steckler and Dr.Benedek were sentenced to eight yea.i•s and 
'l2 ten years jJI1prisonm.ei1 t; on Decemb8r 8, 1953~ though the latter ,,as 

relea sed a. few months later. 7J There are no details available on the 

char ges against them, but information on the proceedings in other 

cases of Jewisl1 detni nee s indicai~e how the prosec1itors aa.apted them­

selves to tbe post-Sta,lin con(li:tions .. 
~•z-~--•......,.,._-•-------•-:a u:...&.------•·-., -------------------------6

7 The Observer, London April 5, 1953. 
68 

JT.A., October 14, 1953. 
69 

Survey of events, etc. p.58~ 

70 '11b e Nati anal Bureau I s offi cia'i j ourna1, U j Elet s reported on May 5, 
1953, tbG a.p1)ointment of Dr.Lajos Reves a.s tbe 11e,v presiclent. 

-
7l The Hungarian party 1 s official history stated: "Rakosi, Farkas, a.nd 
Gero, who were primarj.ly :re~J1 011si ble for the fact tba t loyal comrades 
and ot}1er innocerlt people bad fallen -vic·t:tms to grou.11dless acm:tsations, 
were afraj.d to face 1.-1p to their rcspor1si.bj-li -ties. They endeavoured to 
postpo:qe t be r evis j~on of tbe )crj.als, they t1~ied. to eJvoid a comr)].e ·te re­
babjQli ta tion wi tb am.b;igi.1ous me,~sures and various ma11O0uvres. '1 A 1Iagyar 
Forradalmi etc, J?.553. 

72 Survey of events etc, p.60 

73 • • , 1" • ~ 19~4 rep· orJ1,·e~d bjR re] cas e .Jewish Chronic..te , )1110.rcn ::.>, _ J , . .,;;i · "' • ~> • 
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The ariti--Zionis t e .. spect \Ya.s retaim d b·ut most of the defenda!l·ts' 

were treated. lenient;ly. DroDenes, a pbysici.an, could no longer play the 

anticipated key role in rm an,ti--Zio11ist do0tors' tria.l O The secu.ri·ty 

police tried to change the accusations to industrial espionage,74 but 

he was eventually acquitted in Februr-try, 1954 for la .. ck of· sufficien~t 

evidence.
75 

The other two defendants in his trial (Galos and Kornitzer) 
,vere also a.cq·ui tted. 76 

Julia Steiner, the former receptionist at the Israel Legation in 

Budapest, wbo was arrested in January 1953, was first accused of es­

pionage for Israel. This was subsequently replaced by a purely crim­

inal charge of currency speculation and by another, Zionist agitation. 77 
She was sentenced tc four years imprisonment in December 1953, but 

obtained imnediately an eip.·hteen months remission. 73 A number of 

other Jews were also sentenced, but only the cases of two former 

Zionist youth leaders - Jeno Ratz and Gyorgy Shay - could be confirmed 

reliably. Tl1e forn1er v;aJs imprisoned in 1954 for four years and the 

lR tter i n Decen1ber 1953 for fj_ve yearso 79 
. 

Al tbou.{.;b these defendants riere undou1t~dly stiJ.l the victims of 
l 

the Stalinist illegalities , this was not recognised even by the new 

regjmG of J.mre Nagy. \~1ile victires of the Rakosi era's fabricated 

prosecutions - or their surviving relatives~ were subsequently re­

habili ta -t~ed both legall3r and financ:ially !l tl1ese Jewish defenda.nts were 

never relieved of their ''crjmj nal records'~. rr11e more JA~tberal clj1nate 

of the New Course certainly contributed to the leniency of their 

sentencas, but the l ack of rebabili tation indiCEI,tes tJ.1at even then, 

Zionj_sm wa.,s regarded as a~ crimj_na .. l off en<..~e a,nd its punishment not an 

excess of legal codeso 

74 Denes was interrogated about his knowledge of Hungary's largest steel 
works at Csepel and abo11t an electx·ic comJ)Onents facto1·y in Ujpest. His 
wife worked i11 the l a·tter after Denes' i rc.j;)risonrnent in 1949. He ,vas ev-­
entually cb8 .. 2"ged with l1aving supplied co:Clfid·e11tial information, mair1ly 
about tLe textile i11dustry, to Palestinian emissaries in 194~6-4 7 o Denes, 
PP, 34s ... 3Ll 9 o 

75 Ibid, · p. 366. 

76 JTA, February 11 and 17, 1954 . 
• 

• 

77 Sbe dEt tccl the change as Jru1e 16 t 1953. I·t v,as tl1en tba·t she Tias ci1-lled 
for a nj.g.bt-·t~e in·terrogation ai.1d told tr1a·t the police had discovered that 
she ha#d Jcold t hern a J.ot 0£· lies o ! -• ~-✓e 1nu:::;t s·tai .. t now from scratch,'' ·the sec­
urity police office1-i saJid. Iler p:re·viou.a co1,fe2sions c-tbout aspior1age were 
scrapped o Intervic-:w witl1 Yaror1. , ... 

78 • Interv·iev1 with Yaro11. 

79'1'be c11rj_tJtian Scioncc1 ],ioni to.r,. Decerr1bo1:· 15 ~ J.953, and Jewish Chronicle, 

JUJ>J r: 7 '1 c· 56 - ·- 1 ~ ) • ,') 
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Cl!A.Prm EIGHT& CONCLUSIONS 

• 

Dra1vi.ng the C0i1clusions of this 8tua.y on the Communis·t party• s 

policy towar~s Jews and Zionism in Hungary between 1945 and 1953, 
the three principal characteris·tics of, and the major developments 

wi tl1in the throe components of i;his triangle could be summed up as 

follows: 

:~0~ws..... Two histori.c factors of late 19th century Ht1ngary contributed 

decisivoJ.y to the development of its Jewj_sh popula tj.on; ·the urgent 

need to replace the feudalistic economic system with capitalism and 

tbo ov·ervt'belming desi1:·e to establish Hunga:r·ia.n hegemony over the whole 

of tl1e ''historic'' l and which wa-s then populated to a considerable extent by 

rational minoritioso 

The roles assigned to the Jews by the ruling regime in regard to 

both, encouragod their rapid and total assimilation with and integration 

into the Hur.16l~ria.11 bol1rgeois sector of the populatio1:1. In the process 

firm fOUJJdatio1)s .. ,r;ere la.id fo:r· the Jewish community's affluence, in­

fluence, and sociuJ integration. When, with the removal of the national 

minoritie s in tbe l)eace treaty at the end of the First World wa.r, the 

political usefuln0ss of the Jews ceased and anti-Jewish discrimination 

became the official policy of tlle inter-v:ar regime, the oo.mmunity ·was 

already strong and weal thy enough to pro,ride for the new needs· fi~orn 

i ta own r&sources. This, together wi tb the continued strong a ssimil-­

ationist tendency rrade it unnecessary to maintain close links with 

Jewjsb oormnunities ab~oad, and enabled the community to retain 

jmo1unity from the ne·\,, trends and attitu.cles prevailing in Jewish circles 

beyond t11e borders of Hungary·. 

The destructions caused by the ijecond World War in gene~al, and 

by anti-Jewisb measures in particular, decimated Hungarian Jewry num­

ericall_1r, red.ucod its weal.,cb considerably f and created doubts in the 

advis~bil1.ty and reliability of~total assimilation. The need of mater­

ial a.,ssis·ta.nce from Jewish comn1uni ties in ~tbe West forced Hungarian 

Jewry out of its pre-war isolation, and widened the door to the in­

creasingly popular idea of Jewisµ national identification, i.e to 

Zionismo Tbis fell on fertile gTound in some disillusioned minds, 

while r111at others f·ou.nd attractive was the escape it was offering 

from t~e tightening economic restrictions of the emerging new Comm-
' 

unist reginle. --

• ' 
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The overwhelming majority however remained in Hungary .. They did 

so partly because of the usual reluctance to tear up roots, partly be­

cause of the physical dangers and difficulties associa·i:;ed. ,1ith illegal 

emigration, partly because the traditional inclination to asi:dmilate 

atill pr.;::vs.iled, and partly because some Jews bec.9JD.e genuine suppo.rters 

of tbe Com,nunist ideas and practiceso All i.h ese feelings were supple­

mented by tbe recognition that the Communists did not tolerate racial • 

discrimin£1~ tion,, 

After the Communists take-ovor, Zionism was outlawed, other 

obannels to world Jewry were sealed off almost hermetically, and 

Jei;ish religious educational, welfare and cultural institutions were 

given a precisely confined place in the new system. With practically 

all the devoted Zionists already out of the country and with religious 

observance traditionally rather shallow among the overwheJming majority, 

the remai,1dor of Hungarian Jewry found integration into the new econom­

ic and social structure concei~able~ particularly as it contained no 

discrimination against them on ptu·ely religious or racial grounds. 

Throt1(sb a rapid, tlJougb possibly somcbo·v, superficial integration 

by the end of the subject period, i.e by 1953, the Jews by and large, 

adapted tbe1nsel"\"es to tbc oonditions of Communist ruleo With the ex~ 

ception 01' a fow remaining Zioniots, and a smA.11 section of strictly 

orthodox 1~eligious obseJ·\Tants, J e1'1s had no ill feelings towards tbe 

CoI11111u11ist :r.Jt3'iui0 specifical.ly because they were Jews, only in common 

wi tb others because of the economic and SClcia.l restrictions which 

this StaliI1ist system had imposed on the cou.ntr3r e 

• 
-

Zionismo Zio;1j .sr:1 proved to be a brief passing phase in tbe history of 

Hungarian Jewry, By 1953 it disappeared almost without traceo Befor0 

1;11e end of the First World War, tbis new conc;ept of Jewish national 

identity couJ.d not compete successfu.lly wi·th the officially encouraged 

and well re'\',a.rded assiroila tionisi.; ·tende11cies in Hungai .. y o Only shortly 

before --the Second Wo1-ald \7a.r coulcl tl1e Zio11ists broaden their support f 

because of an influx of devoted and experienced Zionist leaders from 

the the11 newly a~nz1exed -'cerri torieo i.n Slova,kia and Tra,11sylvania, and 

beca1..1se the increasingly severe anti-.. Tev1j.sb restrictions enabled the 

Zionist movement to play its customary rescue role. 

Af··ter tl1e war, the Zionists r;ere the or1ly j.deologic;a,lJ_y som1d, 

discj,.plined and ·organiEed sectior1 of· the HlingariajJ J e11ish communi t:_v-e 

• I 
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Ex.p:J_oiting skilfully the chaotic conditions of the immediate post-war 

era, they obtained a number of key por:itions in those communal insti­

tutions which they wanted to influ~nce. The disorientated Jewish com­

munity 1ecame more rec0ptive than ever before to the Zionist ~laim 

that Jews could live safeJ .. y only in their OW11 country~ 

The Zionists j_n Hungary met ..,chen only minimal 1--esistance by 

the ass~:IDilationist communal leadership whic~ bad been gravely dis­

·Ol"edi ted by its j_neffec·tiveness j.n saving tl1e Jews from the Nazi­

-Hungarian annihilation a~tempt in 1944. Also, they found little 

ope11 opposition from the new coalition go,vernment which was 1~e1uctant 

to seek a confrontation 1.vith Je,~,s so soon after the holocat1st. A-b 

the same time they were strengthened both through financial assis­

tance by western Jewish organisations and struc~~ally through the use 

of experienced Zionist v1orkers pro,1ided by the J e1visb tigency o They 

made Y01"io11s inroads into the Jewish com.rnunal institutions and -~ere 

pa.rticulm.'ly successful in attra.c ti11g the yomJger generation. 

In the J.945-48 pcr·iod, tbe Zionist movement as a whole was on 

a v1orld-v1ide offonoj.ve, dems#ndiJ1g the cre8,.tion of e, J·ewisb state in 

Palestine~ ~t took advantago of the guilt f eelings the western public 
I 

had o,rcr tho Allied po\vers t in0ffective1.1eso j_:r.1 prev"'er1~ting the mass 

murder o.f European J e1rry by the Nazis. I·ts claim -rtas also supported. 

by the S01,ia·t Uuion which :regurcled the Zionist s·c:r1iggle as a. mea11s of 

wen.koning Bri t:lsh inf'luence in 1:;bo Middle East . 

In B'1mc;ary the Zionist l eaders tr·ied to make the most of ·tl1is 

ambiguous Con1munist policy. They suppli0a. ·the fighters in Palestine 

wit}) a1 .. mn a1Jd n1anpower up to the moment wtten ·the consolidated (!om~ 

munist r·e[sime banned Zionist organisatior1s 0 This ba n n18an·t tl1e a]._most 

complete liquiclation of the b1~iefly flourishing Zionj_st moveme11t ir1 

Hungai .. y. Faced wi tb the danger ~ herent in the fact that ·orgarJis~d 

Zionism J.1ad been ou·~lawed and with most of' the Zionist lea.ders al-

1~eaay s .. broad or in pJ:ison, the shallow sympa.thie 8 for Zionist ideals 

dj_ssipated fuxther and only ineignifica,11t pockets of su_pporters remained. 

It was indicative of the small impact which Zionism had made on 

IIu.nga:cian .. Tev,ry tba t when, after t;be 1956 1·evolu:t:Lor1, ·tbe cou~try' s 

border~ wer·e open and many western states offererl hospi tali·ty· to the 

r~fueees, only very few of the Jews -who had escaped chose to settle 

in Israel~ 
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.£~!¥!,U?,i_st.~. The Communist party in Hungary between 1945 and 1953 

was Stalinist in its structure, policies, tactics and commitments. 

Modelled on the Communist party of the Soviet Union, it was co111pletely 

centralised, tbe leadership rested solely with its ~.rat Secretary, 

Rakosie The pirty's policies adhered rigidly to 1'iarxist-Leninst-
, 

-Stal.inist doc·trines in the restructuring of tbe economic and social 

system, in its attitude to non-Communist ideologies and ideals and 

in its rela·tionship with 11ational, 1 .. eligious and ethnic minorities. 

It followed the Stalinist tactics in itw moves to achieve hegemony, 

and was commi~ ed to subordinate Hungarian national interests to those 

of the Soviet Union. Only on one issuo did the Hungarian party deviate 

from Stalin's policies - in its atti t-u.de to the Jewish popuJ.ation and 
to Zionism. 

This diversion was not made by an unusually deep concern for the 

economic and social welfar8 of the Jews after the devastating effects 

of tbe lTazi~Hungarian annihilation attempt_ of 1944. On the contrary, 

too partJ,, officially, did notbi11g to rectify such regulations a.bout 

recompensa tion and reintegration which the Jewish comm11ni ty ha.d claimed 

to be inadeg_uate. Nor did the party rebuke with any . exceptional force 

manifestations of antisemitism. Ideologically it was opposed to all 

f orma of discrimination on 1..,eligious or racial gro11nda. In pi-iacti.ce, 

it subscribed to the l)Olicy of the post-war coalition government ·that 

antisemitifrn was intolerable and punishable, but did not help with any 

particular en-l-;busiasm in the implementation of that policyo 

This atti"tude had i ta roots in the party' a needs in the 1945-48 

period of power struggle. Following StaJjn's instructions to achieve 
• 

hegemony through parliamentary mean~, the Communists had to compete 

for public support with political parties much better established than 

theirs. As the liberal, democratic and Eocial democratic sectors of the 

population were during the war already attached to one or the other of 

the older and more established parties, the Communists sougbt support 
~ ... 

amor1g those working arrl lower mj.ddle class elements which had supported 

the Fascist regime mainly because that made them the main beneficiaries 

economically and socially of its anti-Jewish measures. Therefore, aiding 

J'ewish clajms fully to recover their lost assets and social sta t1ls 

could have antagonised the Communist party's new supporters. 

Regarding Zionism, tbe party was ideologically committed to oppose 

it. Offic.:i.ally· the par·ty never accepted any ju.stification for j.ts exis­

tence tbou.gh some functionaries, for personal reasons, occasionally 

• 
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helped in Ztonist endeavours. The Hungarian party assisted Zionist 

activities in Runeary, like the recruitment of soldiers and the supply 

of RJ'.'llls only to the extent of Soviet support for the Zionist fight 

against the Bri·tish authorities in Palestineo Wi.tb the new S·tate of 

Israel, the Hungarian Communist regime maintained a diplomatically 

correct, but cool rela·tionshipe Practical conta,cts were almost en­

t1.rely confined to negotia·tions about the Israeli government's rec;iuest 

that Jews should be permitted to emigrate to Israel. On this question 

the Hungari an regjme - bargained harder tban any other East European 

government, conceded the least, and made the most in financial gains& 

A hint of possible deviation from tbe Soviet lj_ne over the at­

titude to Jews and Zionism was noticeable throUf)lout the subject 

period, but only emerged with some clarity in ita last phase, in 

conn~ction with the Slansky tr;_ al and the Moscow doctors' plot. It 

was rooted in Rn.kosi' s deterio j na·tion to keep the _party away as much 

as possibJ e from inva1remen t with Jewish issues, even to the extent 

of pretending that neither such problem nor Jewry aa a commu~ity 

existed rt allo This atti tuda served the j_nterests at~ the party, 

but se1·v·ed Rakosi t s p0~sonal interests too. 

The Hungarian Conim1mistEJ bad to live with tbe damaging effects 

of tho 1919 Soviet Republic. That short-liv0d regime carried out tbe 

functlons of a proletarian revolution and dictatorship, using the 

methods of the 1917 Russian revolution~ It was tactlessly direct in 

declaring its airns and identifying its enemies, and violently fight­

ing them. It sbould be noted that the Comrounist dictator, Bela Kun, 

as well as many others in the l eadership, and significantly, many 

of those in charge of the oppressive agencies, were Jews. 

The inter-war regime of Regent Horthy pursued a passionately 

anti-Communist and systematically anti-Jewish policyo It found it 

emjnently convenient that the strong Jewish involvement with the 

-IIl.1ngarian Commu..nist movement could be exploi·ted to discredit both. 

Twenty-five years of sustained indoctrination left its marks on the 

mentality of the population.' It left them witb the impression that 

the interests of Jews and Communists were identical and the Communist 

p~rty, wben it entered the political arena legally, at the end of the 

Second WorJ.d Wr-1.r, was a striking exa.mple of that contention. Its 

highest leadership - the quartet of the Muscovite Rakosi, Gero, 

Farkas, and Rev~i - was exclusively.Jewish, and Jews played a pro~­

inent part in tbe party's cent1 ... a,l institutions as ~ell as in the 
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Communj_s+.-domina. t ed political police, which !'>..ad the task of hunting 

down the ob'viously non-Jewish war crjminals and othor prominent sup­

porters of tbe fallon Horthy regime, In a deeply antisemitic country , 

this could be a. cons iderable disadvange to the Communist party, P.nd 

a pers o11a l risk to Rakosi. 

In rec.:ogni tion of this danger, together with the tac·tical con--A 

sidera.tions ~ reci-r-ui tment as mentioned previously, the 601nmunist 

party, under Rakosi 's direction, adopted an attitude of complete dis­

interest in issues and problems concerning Jewso This could rightly 

be claimed to have been in the best interest of the par·ty under ·the 

specific conditions in Hungary. Its dogged pursuance may not bave 

a.mom1ted 1o gi ,,.ing priority to specific Hu.ngarian national interests 

over those of the Soviet bloc, but it was a potential point of con­

flict, dep~.11ding on .iGhe extent of Rakosi's dete1~minra,·tio11 to follow 

this policy. 

The day of r eckoning arrived j_n the ea1~1y 1950s, when Stalin's 

openlJ' anti-Je·Rish and anti-Zionist policy culminated in the Slansky 

tria l and tbe Moscov, doctors t plot. The SJ~ansky trial was pai,ticul­

orly dangerous f or Rakosi, because it ques tioned the reliability of 

Co~JD.unis t leaders of J ewish origin. Tbis danger was apparently strong 

enougp to wake Rakosi devi ate slightly .from the Soviet line by playing 
• 

down for internal consumption - t be significance of the Slansky case 

and concealing its anti-Jewish and anti-Zionist essential message. Rakosi 

survived this defiance and found himself in a much easier position when 

he bad to fallow the line of t he doctors' plo·t. This at least, as it 

developed until Stalin's death ,.only diacredited lower-ranking Com­

munist officials, particularly doctors, and therefore represented 

no personal danger to Rakosi. 

It remains an open question wbat would have happened bad Stalin 

not died at tbe height of this new anti-Jewish and anti-Zionist campaign. 
' 

Although a hypothe si s , it is not , an inconceivable one, that the net 0£ 

suspicion might ba,ve widened in the Soviet Union and -'che East 11\:J.ropea.n 

countries also to cgtch bighe:r ranking pa:r,~ty officials of Jewish origin. 

Such a deve].opmen·t would have followed logically the Slansky trial. -
Stalj_n's a.eatb probably sa-c1ed Ra.kosi from a dilellJf)a, similar to that 

• 

caused .by tbe Sl&nsky case, but more serious because of its direct 

Moscow ori.gino \ 

.. 
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The strength of Ra.kosi 1
f.l determination to keep the party detached. 

n'om ~r ewisb issues for his own personal safety, even if it meant de­

viation from the Soviet line, thus never ct;1.me to tr1e test. It remains 

• p1.,.1 .. e spectia tion therefore, whether Rakosi r s J ewj.sb orig;lm would event­

ually have made a basic impact on his political posture, particularly 

on bis, until tben, almost unblemished loyalty to tbe Soviet ITniono 

Another question also remains unanswered~ What would have been 

the consequences of Rakos j ... defying St;alin t s line? Would it bave led 

to a repe·t,i tion of Ti to I s 1948 desertion of tJ1e Soviet bloc, or to 

tl1e replacement of Ralcos i t s regj me ,vi-'cb a non--~Jewish leadership 

spurred into an anti-Jewish witcb h11nt? 

Disregarding however these hypothetical considerations, the 

conclusion is cloaro Tbe party's at~~tude to "tbe Je,vs a,,1.1d Zionism 

did not affect its domestic policies, though it contained the pot­

ential of a defiance of Soviet ins1:r11ctio11s0 I.n fact the party·•s 

un,1averiJ1g 01)posi tj_on to antisemi tism, particularly after the take-o,ler 
• 

of power in 1949, motiva ted considerably by Rakosi's personal interest 

in it, made it easj~er f or Ht1ngarie.,n Jews to integrate into tbe com1try' s 

new economic and social system and to obtain positions according to 

their abili tier.~, without the hi11d1~ance of d.iscrj,mj natj_on aga.inst theme 

• -
\ 

• 

·-
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APPENDIX 

. . 
g~~~ .. 1-.Q_TrIE l!IOST ... ~lTXJrTJiY u,s.~m_NAl'lES OF IlillIVIDUAIJS ~}ID ORGA1,rISP ... TIOtIS 

C J =<a n :U«Jjpc-MIP .... m 11,1 ~·••- •~•---•------

J3en~e~., Dr.LB.szlo, director of the Jewish Hospita l in Budapest 1945-53; 

the leading Communist in tbe PJJI; was imprisoned in 19530 

l3entsur, Shmuel, Transylvania.-bo1ln, Hungarian apealdng Zionist; Jewish 

Agency emissary to the Ichud-11apa,i Zionist party in Hungary 

1947-49; Consul-General of the State of Israel in Hungary 

Denes ,. 

(tbe highest ranking resident Israeli diplomat) J.949-51. 

Eela, cbai:r:·man of the Ichud-Mapai Zionist party 1945-49; 

vice-chairman of the MCSZ 1945-49; vice-px~esident of the PIH; 

j.mprisoned in the first 11Zionist trial'1 in a'une 1949 and re-

leased i11 195 3 C> 

Farkas, M-i.baly, one of the closest collaborators of Rak:osi; 1.~oscow­

-trained member of tl1e 11:&:P Poli tbw.:·eau 1945-53; held various 
• 

leading party posts 1945-49; Minister of Defence 1949-5}. 
Gero , Er1lo 1 one of the closest collaborators of Rakosi; Moscow-

reter, 

-trained member of tbe MT{P Politbureau 1945-53; Minister af 

Trans1,01'"'t 1945-49 ; bel.d several other MJ.nisterial posts until 

19530 
Gabor, I.1.oscow-trained member of the MKP central commi 1~tee 

and head of the S·tate Security Police from 1945 until bis 

ax·x·es t in 195 3 o 

Rakosi, Matyas , 11os cow-trained head of the MKF (with the subsequent 

titles of general-secretary and First Secretary) 1945-53; 

member of the government 1945-53; first as Minister with~~t 

Portfolio, tben as Deputy, and eventually as Prime Minister. 

Jozsef, one of tbe closest collaborators of Rakosi, Moscow­

-trained member of MKP Politbureau 1945-5~; ·editor of Szabad 

Nep, the party's official daily newspaper 1945-49; Minister 

of Arts 1949-520 4 

Salamon , Wdbaly, president of the MCSZ 1946-48. 
Sas , Endre, journalist, member_of tr2 Communist group in the Pm, 

regular contributor to its journal, Uj Elet. 

Stocklcr,Lajos, president of PIH from 1945 until his arrest in 1953. ----
s • • Is+-an, Transylvania~born former Zionist, pre-war Communist, z irma.1 , 1.1 v 

MJ(P official, and member of its central committee. 
.... . 

V Zoltan~ Moscow-trained Communist, · member of MKP Politbureau, as, , 

for Vltrious periods between 1945 and 1953; tbe party's leading 

econo~~ic administrator. 

l 
l 
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.A.bb:re,;riation of Allam v<:idelrui Hatostig (State Defence Authority) 

'the political police 1 later the r:iecuri ty services, Communist 
' 

conti"olled f:r·o1n 1945. 

Abbreviation of Filgg0-bl eu Kisgazda PB.rt , (Ind~pendent Sma.11-

holdo:rs Party), small landowners - based poli tical party; in 

opposi·~ion d11xing th e i11ter-war Hortl1y regime; invited into 

the :post-war coalition gove:rnme11t; the largest pc,rty in the 

fir·st elec·ted post-war parliame11t; main target of MJ<P in the 

str1.1.ggle for power. 

J_QJ;N!, Abbreviation of American Joint Distribution Committee, major 

Jewish relief organisation wbicb operated in Hungary until 1953e 

MCSZ, Abbreviation of Magyar Cionista Sz~vets~g, (Hungarion Zionist 

Federation);disbanded in 19490 

MxP , Abbreviation of ~~r Ko~muni sta Part (Hungarian Communist 

Pa~ty); changed to .Ml)~ (Magyar Dolgozbk Ph-tja ) when amalga-
mated with the SZDP in 1948~ 

111'1', Abbreviation of Nemzeti J?3,ra.szt P~n.·t (National Peasant Party).; 

establi8hed by viJ.l age-or·iented ~,.11-'cel:J_ectu:~:11s in 1942; peasant 

based, strongly infil t:r·a ·ted by Communists, part of the post-v,a.r 

coali. ti on . 

Pm, 

SZDP, 

• 

.A.bbrevietion of Pesti I 7.iraeli te. lij~t kBzs~g (Cpng-:i:Aega,tio11 of 

Israelitc0 in Pest ); the larges t Jewish religious organisation 

in Hungary" 

Abbreviation of Szocialdemokra·ta Peri (Social Democratic Party); 

merged with 1& in 1948u 

, 

, 
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Leading member of Hashomer Hatzair Zionist movement 1944-47• 
Officer of Hungarian State Security Police,1945-46. 

Palgie, Arie, Tel Aviv, iiovember 2, 1971. Leader af Hashomer Hatzair 

Zionj_st youth movement, 1949; defendant in ft,rst ''Zionist 

trial'' in BudaNest, lune, 1949 • 

• 

• 
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Rosen Yonah , Tel Aviv, November 4, 1971~ J ewi sh Agency emissary in 

charge of illegal emig:eation operation centre in Budapest, 
1945-46. 

Rosinger, Mrs.A. Jerusalem, October 19, 1971. Secretary of the Icbud-Mapai 

Zionist party in Hungary, 1945--4B ~ 

Salamon, M. Tel Aviv, October 31, 1971, President of the Hungarian Zionist 
Federatiou 1945-480 

Schwarcz , Dr.B. J erusalem,16 Oc tober 19710 A leader of the General Zionist 

1novement in Hungai-✓, 1945-4-9; a defendant in tl1e first ''Zionist 

• trialr' in 1949 . 

Talmi, Y, Tel Aviv, rrovember 1, 197lv Jewish !iency emissary dealing 

wi tb illegal emi gration 1945-4.6; bead Of illegal operation 

centre in Budapest. 

Ya.a.ri, a. Givat Ha.viva , Israe:l ~ November 3, 1971. Jewish Agency emissary 

to Rashomer Hatzair Zionist movemen·t in Hungary, 1946-48. 

Yaaron , !1.rs. J. J er11 sal em , Oct a ber 14, 1971 1 under l1er m.aiden name Julia 

Steiner. Receptionist at the Israeli diplomatic mission in 

Hungary 1949-53; arrested and imprisoned in 1953 . 
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