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Intervieyer's introductory remarks: Hesnondent who

wes the writer Pal Ignotus said during the prelimine-

ry conversetion that actually hat he has to say he

hes uritten about extensively. lle mentinned in prrticular

the srticles he wrote about his nersonzl story in the

French nazazine Demain, in the llanchester Gusrdien,

for Voice of imerica, and in a Hungarian magezine en-

titled Jojjetelz, published in the lletherlands. About

his prison experiences he referred to his articlééhf

written for Illanchester Guardien, about interrogations

to his article in the Demain, furthermore on vnroblems |
of literature »nd politics he referred to his artic- 1
les in Encounter and in TFigaro Litteraire. In Figaro

Tittersire he sald he dealt alsolwith the Jewrish aue- \
stion. On the events lesding to the Revolution in er-—
ticular about the natisnal unity he wrote in the

Preuves na;azine. On the Revolution itself he refer-
rcd to his articles in the Lsprit, France Observatcur,
end a fortheoning article in the magazine 20th Century.
I'inally he rcferred to his contribution in the book
edited by "‘elvin Lasky "The Hungerien Revolution.
Interviewer told resnondent that in svyite of resnondemt's
extensive writing on the subject there may be a Tew

questions which in the course of the interview respon-

dent could further clarify. End of Interviewer's intro=-

ductory remarks.
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(First I have asked respondent to explain why and how did he de-
cide to go back to Hungary in 1949:

I wes appointed press attaché of the Hungarian legation
in London in November 1947. To exnlain my attitude to-
werds the llungerian regime I would say that I preferred
to be the Fungerian régime's prevagandist ebrozd to
bein;. in opposition to the regime at home. I was a social
democrat and my position becam: incressingly difficult
after the liquidetion of the focial Denocratic Party.
I came under criticism & the Hungarian Communist press;
the Szabad lep ettacled me sereral ties. However, in
spite of the increcasing difficultics I was o1 the opinion
thet not everything is lost yet. I was tryin; to save
whet I thought still could be saved. I represinted the
regime snd defended its actions by teking what ¥ wonld
ce1l a third traveller's position. I was neither e
Communist nor an anti-Communist, I ﬁas a Socialist gnd
teking this third traeveller's road I believed that -
am doing a service to my country. I may say today th.
all this was self-delusion. Defore going home ia June
1949 T was fully aware of the dangers. As a matter of
fact, several of my friends warned me against these
dangers. Among them was the minister, the Hungerian
minister to Jondon, my friend Janos Eros who was & meri-
ber of the Comuunist Party but he was as much a Com-
munist as I have been. le told me once:"You knov, who
traitor
steys abroad is a zmhkakkex, who joes hove is & sry."

Ile warned me also by confiding that the Communis:s
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consider me the evil spirit of Michael Karolyi. Another
friend of mine Andras Revay told me that Rakosi con-
giders mec a British agent. In spite of these warnings
and in spite of my own feelings of danger I decided to
go home. There were 2 nmain reasons for this deeision:
first I still believed that I could ease the situation
et home by my presence, in particular I believed that

I cen be helnful to my friends who have gotten into
trouble. 3econd I went home, beczuse ny father was
~revely i}l and his death was imminent. Ta show you

how much I was aware of the risks involved I could

tell you that before leaving London I left a letter for
my sister which wes to be opened in case I would not
return. imong others in this letter to my sister I

made the following statement: Theggnigagbggé possibility
that T will come back, there is a fsmkkx$xpos:ibility
that T will be arrested, there is 1% possibility that

T will be hanged, and there is 5% possibility that in

caese I am sentenced to prison I may survive.

(Fext I have asked respondent what he thought he could achieve by
returnin; home.)

I have requested the government to go home for repor-
ting. “hat I wanted to achieve was this: First I wanted
to see clezrly how ¥ far I could go in my role as a
third traveller in resprementing anrd defending the
regine abroad. 3econd I had the intention also to tell

the government that unless they allow me certain lati-
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tude in my activities abroed it is impossible to speak
on ﬁh%?half of the regime or even remalin on speuaking
terms with the Vest. Everything worked out, howevsr,
differently then I have anticipated. After my retirn
home I was not even able to speak to the governme:t
leaders I lrave wented. “hen I expressed my desire “o
return to my post in London there was procraatinatizh.
Neither did they tell me that they will not let me 1o
go back, nor did they allow me to go. I received a
gund1y jobs in the [finistry for Foreign Affairs
bﬁt no lecision on my return to London had been made.
In the meantime my father died s&nd a few days after his
funeral I wes arrested on Septenber 5th, 1949. The
accuse-ion ageinst me was that Iwas I was & spy in the
services of the British Intelligence. I wes cherged
also by forwarding instructions from the British Labor
Perty. Spy instructions, that is to Arpgd
Szak1sits, the former leader of the Sociel Demoerstic
Party. The chcrges against ne were evidently serving

che purvos: to discredit the Social Democratic rarty

_ objectives
in Hungary which was one of their chief ;@i dsstaxns &t

thaet time,

(Next I asked resmondent to whet extent did he change his oninions
e -

on the Hungarian regime at the time of his arrcst.)

¥

Even xf had they let me return to London I could not

Have continued my errlier activities as a third traveller
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in defending the regime..Until then, I maintzined the
position which I have described a little while ago,
that I preiferred .
namely kxwaksmmek to be the pronagandist of the iung-
arian regime abroad, to being in opposition to the
regime &t home. Hed They let me return to my vost, I
could not and would not have continued in this role.
I would have opposed the regime I would have defied it.
Very soon after my return I heve reélized that the si-
tuation Bt home has changed radically, since my last
visit to Hungery. This was %ggxxr the beginning of the
terror end how far this terror had gone I became
aware of it very soon, whereas in 1948 when I last vi-
sited Hungary people were anxious to meet me and they
were anxious in general to meet people cominy from the
viest. Now they avoided meeting me, they turncd away
with horror from me and from e7eryone else who cime
from the liest. They were afraid gé talking to people
coming from the ‘est. In the llinistry of Foreign Affeirs
whenever I said something which wes not in line with
the Party inwtructions for the cay, people turned

awey from me in silcnce and evicent fear.

(Fext I have aslked resnor’ent what changeﬁ did nis oninions under-=
go during his arrest and trial end imoprisonment.)

Letually no basic changes have undcrgone. I heve

_ gtress, - g 5
changed 1 wigh to/ ™Y ©opilnions before ny arrest.
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(¥ext I have asked respondent about his experiences followirg his
relecsc from prison in 1956.)

YYhen I was released in the spring of 1956 the situsation
in Hungary wes very different from what I have know
at the time of ny arrest in 1949. There was a great
chenge in the mood of the country. Peonle were talking
freely &nd expecting a radical change. They were ei-
necting above all the return of Negy to »ower. I remem-
ber salking to peasants in the summer of 1956. They
reveatedly asked me when will Imre la_y return to pover.
I had the feceling that they were not actuslly rnationel
Comnmunists, but they leid great trust in Inre lLagy.
As for my position fillowing my release I did not tuke
active pnart in pudblic life, I was watching the events
rather then teking vart in them. On the basis of iy
that
observations I am of the view/until October 23rd the
overwhelming mejority of the Hungarian people would
have excevnted a sd>lution along the lines which Poland
hed achieved under Gomulka. There was a great nostal-
gia enong the people to return to some traditional
forms of Hungarian life. In particulcr I think there
was & longing for returning to Parliamenterism and
to small=scale capitalism. But I felt no desire on the
part of the people to return to the system of big
estetes, of Wig industry, big banking or for that
matte:>1 did not feel that the people would like to
see the kingdom§§§£§§§%§ in Hungary. I felt that the

People are realistic enough to know what kind of
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system would be feasible, possible under the circum-
stences. The system they thought possible was a kind of
niddle road solution. Had free elections been held this
mood of the country would have expressbd itself by
suprorting the middle road parties, in perticular the

Smallholders and the Social Democrats.

(Next I have asked respondent what kind of rovernment in his opi=

nion would heve been formed in Hungary in cese the Revolution

would have stabilized itself.)
I think it would have been a coalition government,
composed chiefly of the Smallholders Party and tie
Social Democrats. Also a strong Catholic Party would
have been in the coalition, although I anticipated in
such a situation a sv»lit within the Cetholic party.
A split between the followers of Mindszenty end the
democratic republican minded Catholics. There would have
been also a peasent party end a liberal bourjgeois
radical perty. A1l these parties I have mentioned
probably would have participated in the coalition. As
for the Communists Imre Nagy p»robebly would have remain-
ed the leader of a smgll Comunist Party, an enti-Sta-
linist-Com unist Party, that is hed the old Stalinists
tried to bolt the Communist Partyﬁg£ﬁ¥ycould not have
geined more followers than mmskimﬁﬁmq@# in Bngland.
Finally there would have been a sort of Neo-Fascist
Party with strong nationalistic and peyigionistic

tendencies., But I don't think that it would have gain-
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ed much support among the Eungarians.

(Neit I have asked respondent abdut his opinions on anti-Semitism

in Hungary.) : ;
During the Rekosi era enti-Semitism in lungary wes very
strong. The peonle regerded the Communisf dizxfatorship
28 a Jewish dictatorship and in view of the {reat num-
ber of Jews in leeding positions, this point ¢’ view
wes, to a certain extent, justifiable. The regi:e of
ReXxosi strengthened anti-Semitism in 2 ways. l'irs:, by
putting their picture in the whow-window, &s I like to
speek of it jokingly, second, by fostering anti-Semitism
and this second point I am going to explain in detail.
The regime was aware of exisling anti#Semitism and wes
anxious to take advanfago of it by promoting its own
ends. The way the régime wes trying to manipulate with
enti-Semitism was this: They were anxious to divert
anti-Semitism directed against the regime by turning it
against the Jewish enemies of the regime. They have
fostered anti-Semitism against the Jewish capitalistsi
ageinst Zionists, against Jewish bourceois cosmopoli-
tan elements. IFor instance, thelgeneral practice of
the regine in fostering this anti-Senitism ageinst the
so=-celled enemies of the neople was thet whencver a Jew
was sentenced for crines against the regime his former
name was displayed as sn indication of his Jewish ori-

gin. In brief, they thought they cen steal the thunder
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of anti-Semitism. The reaction of the public to this
policy was not what the regime had expected, the nttL
Semitic hatred sgeainst the regime did noi sudbside.
Rather, the people thought that the Sewish leaderg of the
regine are mad ot those Jews who sre n0% like tuhe vews
sunporting the regime. This wans the szme rezction the
people had to the trials of sone Communists. Loy re-
lieved namely that the Communists zre made o those
Communjsts‘wao sre not willing $o follow blindly the
Communist dictatonrship which meznt the Dicuad reiin of
the Soviets. I can illusirste oy & little story how far
the Hungerizns identified the Comnunist regime wita
the rule of the Jews. Ttis is the story of ir. 3zaboky,

g Smallholder menber of the Perliament who was srrested

.
e
@®
H
@
!

and sentenced to life ir 1949. After his.and m
leazse in 195¢ I héd 2 revealing conversaiticn with him.
Ee told rie how he defended rinself sgzinst the charges
thet he wes en enemy o1 the pecple. e sinmly defonded

himself by geyiag that he was not and never has been
y g2y :

an enti-Scmite. To prove this he argeed that elready
in 1915 during the first Communict dictetorship in
Hun.ary he saved the freasury of the fliisnce larsel.

1

8§ was of ns avail, he comnented, and te crrcluded

'_I-

“ut thi
if o Jow wans not enouch of & Jew for fthe regine, then
what on eanrth could I heve dore. Tow this 1ittiec ztory
T believe illusirates very well, how the Hungarisns

even liberal-riinded Hungssrians like lir. 3zaboky tnought
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of the regime. A very il"‘l‘,JOI‘.'tE!.ﬂt aspect of the regime's
anti-Semitic policy was that they employed a great

number of former Fascists in the AVO. They let these
Fascists rage asainst the Jewish opnonents of the

regi:e. This wes a classicecel exsnnle of the regime's
intentions to steal the thunder of anti-Semitism.

I would like to stress, hovever, enphatically that during
the Revolution there were no anti-Semitic excesses

worth mentioning.

wxbeotkesx 1 have heerd about snoradic cnti-Semitic
excesses in the countrycide, but in Budapest during the
entire period of the Revolution there wewse no such

acts at all.

REFEXGDEEX The reasons for that I could sum up as follows:
First it is irnortant to keep in mind that the majority
of the writers who sunnorted I-re Nagy were Jdevws.

Second the Jews behaved well during the Revolution. Third
there was a grest avercness of the adverse resctions

any sign of anti-Semitism mey have in the Vest, especial=-
ly in the United States. Now I would 1iké to conclude
this subject by saying a few words about the state of
anti-Semitism under the present regime of FKadar. Yo

doubt there is greet anti-Semitism today in llungary.

The Xader regive is not continuing the former anti-Semi-
tic volicy of the Rakosi regime, which I have described
earlier. On the other hand, it is true, that the public
at large is anti-Semitic. The recsons for that I could
sum up in the following points: First, the morzl purity

of the Ruevolution which prevented the outburst of

Anti-Semitism is not working anymore., Second, zlthough
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among the too leaders are no Jews today, in the middle
and lower leading positions the overwhelming Jewish
dominance continﬁes. Third, there is nnd alwcys has
been & counter—revol;ﬁonary anti-Semitic element in the
Fungerian society. It wes temporarily only, that the
Revolution has silenced these elenents. Incidentally

to what I have said about the Xader regime's policy to-
werds the Jews I would like to a2dd this. It is true,
that they are not continuing the anti-Semitic policy

of the Rakosi regime., Nevertheless there are sins thet
they are indulging in some sort of anti-Semitism. For
instance, Mr. llarosan repeatcdly exnressed the opinion
that among the sectarians whom the Communists holc £%
partly responsible for the Revolution..%%ese secterians,
llarosan repertedly seidgwere mostly Jews. As for
Kader's regime I would like to répeat whet I have

seid so often: Rakosi had the maess support of the

Sadists whereas Kadar has no support ¢t all.

(Next I have asked respondent to elaborate a little more in de-
tail his views on the present situstion.)

It is an accomplished fact that the most active part
of the population behind the iron curtain had been
brought up vnder Communist educstion. This does not
mecn necessarily thet these people are fond

of Comrunisme. ¢n the other hand it is true that
Connmunism for them is somgthing natural. Even though

they are against Communism, in a certain sense, they
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are Communists. This is why & Polish-like, Gomulka-

like soiutioﬁ‘in Hungery would heve a genuine support,

not to speak about the fact that under the given cir-

cumstances in my opinion a sort of national Communism

is the most natursl solution for the countries in the

Soviet orbit. The Parliamentary system is no doubt the

best, but for the time being it is hard to see how

anything else or more could be achicved than what the

Poles hove achieved for themselves. s for nyself, if

I were a Pole, I would be supporting Tomulka through

thick end thin. And I think many Hungsriens feel the

same way as I do. What is the next ste» from a Goiwlke

type national Communism in the Soviet orbit this is

gnother question. If the iron curtesin wculd cease to

Exist,.d'newfsitgatibn would arise in tle countries now

in the Soviet or%itnbehind the %ronlcuriain.

last thought " This is what he/
(Continufrg this kiméxofxxdot I hewe esked resrondsnt. | o
xRxKEEEXKE/about the fubture.)
sald

Ls far as I can see, there is a willirgness in Russia

to create a situation in Tastern Europc which would be

acceptable both to the West and to the neople themsel-

ves in the countries of Eastern Eurove. Such a settle-

ment of the Xast Buropean question could be attained

however, only onagagﬁggg_b?sis. I think symething could

have been achieved on thisgﬁiﬁ%&m basis. Already during

*'ﬂ' m i
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the period of = Destalinization I think It was a great
mistake thaet the /est did not appreciate this new
course of Soviet policy. But in essence the situation
is no dif€erent todey from what it was belores
A do ut degitustion still exists and on this basis
séjgg;;;;—;ould be achieved. The ‘Jest above all has to
abandon the idee of transforming Hungary or any other
country of the present Soviet orbit into a NATO country.
If Tast and West could agree on some sort d0f security
system ir. Europe, I believe the Russizns vould be
willing to make concescsions in Ilungary anc elsewhere
in Bastern Eurovne. In Hungary perhaps ther would be
in particular willing to nake corcessions because as
thinzs stand now Illungary is economically & burden for
the Soviet Union. It is for the first time perhaps
that the Hungsrians succeed in exploi®ing thé Russians
econonmically. Of course, politically tco Hungery is
a &t burden for the Russians. It %s ¢ constant
source of irritation and unecsiness ﬂ%rth Russiens,
the framewnmk
How if an Dast-West settlement within 77 of
achlevei
en Burowean security system could bedgéh¥wd, I znti-
cipate the following Russian conces:iunsa F.rst, that
they would give amnesty to all hrre,tegﬁsentﬂnced
Second, theat they would accept the systcn of workers'
councils, Third, frce elections enﬁ governne:ts formed
on the basis of such elections. Fourth, t1e recognition

of the
of the 5ocial Democratic Party which I believe is one
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hardest things for the Russians to do because the
Socialist are the chief rivals of the Communists. It is
ExxgX easier for the Communists to acknowledge She
existence of a peasant or even bourgeois-liberal Party,
than the existence of a Social Democratic Party. In
brief, I envisage any solution of the Last Luroje:n
question within the framework oi & coexistence pat-ern.
After all the alternative is worl? war III. Of cours,,
I would not exclude the possibility of such upheavals
in Russie and this I am saying esw&cially in view of
the currcent events in Russia which would crecte an en-
tirely new situation. A new situation in which Russia
would %gﬁgk a new leader in the person of a military
figure, & Buonaparte Napoleon. Now this nilitary
figure may resemble in many respects to & Vestern
military figure, except that he mey be lewst willing
to make concessions the VWest is arxious to sec Rusmia
to meke in Eestern Furope, namely territorial con-
cessionsj coneessions that would give up Runsien mili=-

tary control over the East European territories.,

(Interviewer's note: In conclusion resuondent referred repected-
ly to his articles written on the subject which he has zlready

at t?e beginning
listed'of the interview.)

Interviever's rating: Ranport, franikness, cooperetive=

ness wes excellent. No sign of comnliance or flatiery.
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Respondent throughout the interview was evidently of
the view that he has written so nuch that there is
hardly anything he wonld like or would be willing to
sey on these questions., Nevertheless, it is my feeling
that in the course of this interview perhaps res. ondent
elaborsted on a few aspects ond threw some light on
sorie details which his articles do not cover and tﬁat

therefore the interview was worth making.




