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The Communist Movement in Hungary, 1918 -L944'

The Communist movement in Hııngary was continııously under üe irıfluence of üıe Commmi§t Party d üıe
Soviet Union. Thıough is agenç üe Comintern, and thıough üe so-called Moscow commiree of the Hungarian
Communist Paıty üıe Soviet paıty set down the iıieological uıd ıacücal line of üe Hııngarian Communist Prty,
assumed responsibiüty for its organization and reorganization, aııd at critical p€riods even chose is leaders. The
Soviet party took tiıese actions wiüout panicular regard for üe pol.itical and social corıditions in Hungary c,
indeed, for the opinions of Hungarian party leaders. Such behavior suggests disdain for a party thaı was weak
and renl by factionalism, a condition which simply reinforced iıs depeııderrce on üıe Soviet party. It is ttıerefae
remaıkable üıat Hungarian Commımists on occasion asisted üe implunenıation of Comintern directives.
The development of the Communist movernent in Hımgary may be diüded ino tiıree period§. The fiıst, ftom
the founding of üıe paıty in November 1918 through the foıırüı months' cxistencc of the Hungarian Sovict
Republic in üe şring arıd summer of 1919, proved to be the high point of üe movemenl Dııring ıhe second
period, fıom 1919 o üe early l930s, ttıe party sougııt o establish itself on a soüd strucuıral fourıdation and
become a sigrıifıcarıt force in Hungarian poliücal lüe by following its revolutioııary, Bolshevü legrcy. The üird
and fınal period was üaped by üe paıty's attempts !o Fin socialist and oüer parties and groıps in üe latter
l930s in forming an anü-fascist popular fronı and dııring üe Second World War in creating a broad-based
"independence and liberation" moyement. Alüough offıcial hisoriography accords üe Hungarian Communist
Party a prominent role in these celitions, üe party in fact had few members and only ıhe skeleon of an
organizaüon. It did not become aıı important player in Hungarian poütics until after the arrival of Soviet
occupaıion forces in 1945.

1. Hisıoriography: Soıırces and Secondary Works

The Communist movement in Hungary ıpceived ütıle scholry aiteııtion until after the Secoıd Wcld War. It was
ill"g.l" aııd since it was üıs forc€d ıo operaıe mainly undergıoıın( iıs role in public affair§ was margiııal In
the 1920s and 1930s üıe aueııtion of historians and saial thinkers was directed primarily towgd issues of
national identiry and national self-fulfilmenı and Huııgary's poütical and inallecnıal relation§ wiü Central aııd
Western Eıırope. Alüougü üey by no meaı§ ignced ıhe ıırban workiııg class as an appropriate zubject of
study,ı üıe peasanry rcceived far more atı€nıion, aııd alıhough lviarxi§t philosophical and social üought was
hardty absenl broad Europearı cuırents and üıose focısing şecifically on Hungarian üought prevailed.2

The systernatic suıdy of üıe Communist movement in Hungary dates from üe fouııding of ıhe Institute
for the Wokers l\ı[ovement in Hııngry (Magyar Muııktnııozgalmi Inı€zeı) in 1948, which came to be known
after 1956 as üıe Irısüote for Party Histoy (Pdrııörtğıuti lu4zcı). Since orıe of iıs chief responsibilities wa§ !o
support üe party's prçaganda actiüües aııd since it was diıtcüy reşponsible to üe party's cenual committee,
many of is publicaüons, particularly in üe eaıly yeaıs, lacked objecüvity and were intended !o serve oüer than
scholarly aims. Nonetheless, üe lnstitute's considerable output of monogıaphs and published sotırces for over

'I *oish to thank G6bor SzĞkely for letting me read material he had prepared on the subJect of
this paper.

ı For example, a represenıaıive selection of articles analyzing various aspects of üving and working
conditions in urban areas in üe interwar period may be found in György Litvdrı (&), Magyar muıılüsszoci-
o gr dfiök, ] 8ü - 1 9 4 5 (B udapesı L97 4), pp. 243 -37 2.

2 For an overview of üe first half of üıe ıwenüeth cennıry one may consult P6l S6ndor, A ııııgyar
ftlozöfia ıörı4nete, 1900-1945,2 Vols. (Budape.st, |973). A magyar Jiloz6fiai gondolkodös a klı vildghöborü
kizött (Budapest, 1983) emphasizes üe importance of Marxist thoughı
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four decades ig e§§eçtial for üe study of üe commurıist movement in üe interwar period.3 The lnstiuıte's
journal, Pdruörığncti Közleınlnyek, published quanerly since 1955, has served as a baıometer of poüticaı and
ideological change and has provided an overview of curıent reseaıch aııd pubücaıion.

Alüough a comprehensive bibliography of üe Hungarian Communist moyement is lacking, a number
of general bibliographies of Hungarian hisory provide a valııable guide o the main pubücations.a The Insü[ıte
for Party Hisory po§s€§ses the mosı extensive archive on üe Hungarian Communisı movemenl

The InsüOıtp for Party History had pülished üree collections of §oıırogs, which ogeüer cover üe
period between l9l9 and 1945. They mı§t be used with cautiorı, since the material§ they contain aıe inıerıded
to §ho\y üe Communist P8rty in üe most favorable üghı possible and tend o reflect the party's ideological
stance al the time of pubücation. ln these collecüons exoerpts from the contempoıary Communist pess abounğ
but Communist pamphleıs, the minutes of party meetings, and offıcial govenıment documents aıe also
rep,resenıed. Panicularly comprehensive aıe ttıree volumes covering üe period betıveen the founding of üe
Hungarian Communist Party aııd the collapse of üe Hııngarian Sovieı Repubüc.5 Two other coüecüons çover
the interıvar perioü The firsf reflects the poütical arncphere of the early 1950s: M{tyıls R{tosi (1892_197ı),
the leader of üe Hungarian Communist Perty in the decade aftcr the Secoıd Wold War, and Salin are
significant presen@s, but Bğla Kun (18861939), üe most prominent Hungarian Communist in the intgırar
period, is largely ignored; the Communist Party is accorded leadership of the workingülass aııd üe anti_fascist
and war-time resisance movemenğı, while the Social Democraıs aıe denigıated as collaborators with üıe
governmenq and üere is only praise fo the soviet communisı paıty, while its domiııance of the Hungarian prty
is passed over in silence. The secorıd collecüon offers a somewhaı mge ballarrced treagnent of men and eventsJ
Useful supplanens to ıhese collecüons are volıımes of daumens on the orgarıizaıigı and activities of
Communiss at the county level, which, unintentionally, reveal the relıuive insignificarıce of the Communist
Paffy.t

There is no biographical dictionary of Hungarian Communiss, but ıhe InsdnıE for Party Hisıory has

3 For a descripüon of the acüviües of üıe Instinıte for Party History see Henrik Vass, "A Pdrttörtğneü
Int6zet odomdnyos munkılj6ı6l", P&rtıErığıuti Közlcntnyek (hencefctiı, PııQ, Vol. 22, No. 3 (1976), pp. 3_
35. On üe hisoriography of üe Commuııist and,foating-class movemenı ıhere is Tibor ErĞnyi, "A
mımtdsrrıozgalom törtğıeıe kutatğsdııak negyelszAzad{, Pıı(, Vol. 19, No. 3 (1973), pp. 3-18. To be
coıuulted also becaıısc it plrces üe hisoriography of ıhe Communist morçment in üıe broad context of
historicat ııniting after ıtE Second World War is }iolger Fischer, Politik ıııü Geschiclıısııisseıısc@ı in
Ungarn. Die uııgoisclıe Geschichıe wn I9I8 bis zıır Gegenwoı in der Hisıorbgraphie seiı /956 (Munictı,
1982).

n A magyar töftlııetf,ıdoııün! vdlogaıoa biblbgrfüja, 1945-19ü @udapesı, 19l), pp. 497498,5L2-
5l3, 574-579; Ünıdes Hisariqıus Hongroises /98J, Vol. 3: Bibliographie ctıoisie de la science hisıoriqııc
lıongroise 1974-1984 @udapesı l98O, pp. 128-13l, 145-148. Since Budapest was üe main center of the
Communist movement, eşecially useful aıe: Jdzsef Z,c,ltfuı (d.), Bııdapesı mııı*irmozgalııa 1919-1945.
Bibliogröfta,3 Vols. @udapest, 1959), and Bııdapesı ınıırıkaınozgalnüııak völogaaıt irodalıru, 1919
auguszıııs 1-1945 febrııür /3 (Budapest 1965).

5 A magyar rnıııMsıııozgalom «)rtğneı4nek völogatott fuhnıennıınai (hencnforıh, MMTW), Vol. 5: 1917
november 7-]919 mörciııs 2/ (Budapesı, 1956); Vol. 6, paft 1: 1919 ıruirciııs 21-1919 jünius // (Budapest"
1959); Vol. 6, part 2: 1919 jüııiııs 11-1919 augıısztııs / @udapest, 1960).

' Dokwııentuıııok a ııuglar pdrttörı€net toıııılıünyozüsülıoz,YoL.2: 1917 november-L9L9 aııgıısztııs
(Budapest, 1954); Vol. 3ı 1919 augıısztıLsüıöl 1n9 EszEig @udapest, 1954); Yol. 4: 1929 okıöber€tö 1939
szeptember6ig @udapest, 1955); Vol. 5: 1939 szeptember4ıöl 1%5 dprilisdig (Budapest, t955).

7 Dokuıııentuıııok a magyar forrafulmi mıaılüsmozgalom törığneığb\l, Yol. L: 1919-199, Yol. 2: 1929-
]935, Yol. 3: 1935-1945 (Budapest, l964).

t See, for example, Vdlogatou dohımeruıııııok a Györ-Sopron megyei muı*üsmozgalom törtğneteböl
(1929-1945) (Gy6r, 1982). Much of the material consists of poüce reports and excerpıs from üe local press.
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published a historical dicüoııary of ıhe world working-ctess movenent, which is an indispendable refereııco tool
for üe study of üe Hungarian Communist movem€nt.g Iı conıains entries on leading and secondary figrıres,
insünıiorıs arıd organizations, aııd newspryenı and periodicals. Adorngraphs and aııüologies of writings and

şeeches of a number of Communist leadcrs dııring the poiod of the Hungarian Soüet Repülic of l9l9 and
in the interwar peıiod have been pülistrcd in the psı quıırter-centrıry. Bğla Kurı, followiııg his rehabilitaıion
afıer 1956, iıas received most attention. Two biographical snıdie.s, one center€d on his leadcrship of the Soviet
Repubücıo and the oüıer a general account of his caıeer,ıı r€veal his suengüs aıd shctcomings as a poütical
staıegi§t uıd orgarıizer. He has also beer, üe subject of a bitter-sweet meınoiı by his wile.ız There aıg two
anüologies of his writings and şeeches dııring the Soviet Repülic,ı3 another covering üc period 1913 to
1936,ı1 arıd, most ıeceııtly, an exhaustive bibüography of his works.ıs There aıe also useful süıdies and
anthologies of writings of a number of othcr pıominent Communiso: Jçıı6 Laııdler (1875-198),ı6 a Sciıl
Democıaı befoıe 1918, a propqıent of üe fusion of üe Social Dernocratic Party of Hungary (Magyarorszügi
Snciülfmobaıa Pürt; MSDP) aııd üe Hungrian Commurıist Party in 1919, aıd in üıe l920s the main
challenger to Bğla Kun's leaderstıip of üe Commıınist rbrty; Tibor Szamuely (189Gl9l9)," oDe of ıhe most
extreme proponenr of Bolshevik-sğle revolutiorı in üe Hungarian Soviet Repubüc; Gyulıa Alpdri (1882_

l944),ıt anoüer Social Demarat who joined üe Communist Paıty in 1919 and look an acüve part in the
internatioııal Communist moyement in the 192Os and l93G; aııd Fereııc R6zsa (19061942),|9 a parqy acüvist
in the l930s and secrcıary of üe cenral commicee in Hungiary in l94l.

orıe of üıe chief meanı which the Commıuıist Party used to şpread is messago arıd mobilize its
supporters was üe newspap€r and periodical p,ress. A comprehensive hisory of the Hıuıgriaıı commıuıist press
has yet o be writıen, but a useful inuoductioıı o üe subjecı, describing pıülications, edilors, and ideological
cıuTent§ in Hungary and ahoad, was publistıed in 1975.20 It may be sup,plemented by sndies arıd anüologies
of individual newspapers: Dolgozök Lapja (the Workers' Pryer), which was publistıed in Pragıe between April

9 Muıılüsmozgalomıörılneti leikon (Bdapasç 1972).

'0 Rudolf L. T6kğs, B€la Kun and tlıc Hıngariaıı Sovieı Repııblic (Sıanford and New Yok, 1967).

ıı György BorMııyi, Kun Bğla. Politilui €letajz (Budape.st, 1979).

ı2 Mrs. Bğla Kun, Kun Bğla (Emlğkızğsek) (2nd enlarged ediüon, Buüpest, 1969).

ı3 Bğh Kun, A Magyar Taıücsköztöısasögrdl @udapesE 1958); Bğla Kun, Szocialisıa fonadalom
M agyaror szdgoıı (Budapest, |979).

ı1 B6h Kwı, Völogaıou trdsok ös beszğdek,2 Vols. (Budapest, 1966).

L5 ZoltAn Ripp and lvIrs. Istv6n Varga (eds.), Kuıı Bğla miıeveinck bibliogröfröja @udapest, 1986).

ı6 Agnes SzaM, Landler Jezıö (Buüpesı |974);Jen6 Landler,Vdlogaıoıı beszğdek 4s trüsok, edited by
B6la Gadanecz and Agnes Szab6 @udapest, 1%0).

ı? üdrs. S6rıdor Gdbor, Szanııuly Tibor (Badapest, 1974); Tibor Szamue|y, Összegyüjıöu trdsok 6s
be szödek (Budapest, l95).

" Gyul,a Alpdri, Völogaıott frdsaı @udapesl 1960).

ı9 Istvdrı Pintğr, Rözsa Ferenc. Eletajz ğs dohıınenıuınot @udapest, 198 D.

D György M^il, Üj mdrcius htrnıjle. A tihotı mııgyar pdrtsajtö törtğneıe, 19]7-1945 (Budapest, 1975).
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1937 and June 1938,a and Szabad N€p (Fren, People),z foıır issues of which appeared in Budapest berweerı
Febrııary and lvtay 1942 under üe ediorstıip of Ferenc R6zsa

Alüıough no comprehensive, criücal hisory of ıhe Communist Party betıveeıı 1919 and 1944 exists, a
survey has been pubüshed by üe Instin]ı fc Party HisoDf whiçh divide.s üe hisory of üıe party ino five
periods: üe "reorganizadon" of üıe party üıring the early years of the "@ııııtetıEvolutioııary regfune" (19ı9_
1923); the "revolutionary struggle' dııring üe consolidation of üe consetvative Bethleıı govemment (lc1.2A-l9p);
üe party's efforts !o rchieve a 'revolutioııary solution" o the problems caıısed in Hııngary by tiıe world
economic crisis (1929-1933); üe suuggle agairst fascism and for a popular front (1934-1941); uıO üe party's
leadership of üe movement to extricarc Hungary ftom the war against üe Soviet Uniorı and to achieve "national
independence and democracy" (1941-194* i. As üıese headings suggest, üe authors overestimate üe imporarıce
of üe Communist Party. The eight volume of the ten-volume history of Hungary published under the auşices
of üe Hungarian Academy of Science# provides a corrective by devoting a relatively small number of pagas
ıo üe Communist Party, üıus placing it in a proper historicat contexL Two geııeıal hisories of üıe Hungarian
Communist Party by Hungarian ğmig!ğs provide ample coverage of üıe interwar aııd wanime periods.ğ They
art more critical of the paıty's policies and activiües and of its leaden and deat mce openly with such deücate
issues as the party's relaüons wiü üe Soviet Communist Party and the Cominorn üıan their colleagııes in
Hungary. Serious local hisories of üe wcking*lass moyement, such as üe mmograph on the souüern Tisza
region,E also allow the reader to judge üe modesı iniluence of üe Communist Party outside Budapest and o
compare its role wiüı üat of the M§DP. Since Budapest had a paramount role in political and economic life,
it was the center of the Communist movemenı and has received şpeciat atıention.'

2. Tlıe Founding of ılu Hungariaıı Coıııırunist Poty

According to most accoun§ of is histcy, üe origins of the Hungarian Communist Paıty are to be sought in two
§oıırces: fiı§t, üe working-class aııd saialist movement, which had its beginnings in the 1860§, and secorıd,
small gıoups of radical social thiııkers, who came to the fore in intellecuıal life after 1900. The lefı wing of üıe
Social Democratic Paıty, which had been foıırıded in 1890, eşeciatly üıe aııaıcho-syndicalist faction led by Ervin
Szabö (1877-1918), the party's leading ıiı€orist, provided üe Communist Party with numcroıs adherenıs. So did
üe most influential of ıtıe ıadical inollecnıal societies, the Güleo Cırch (Galilei Kör'1, which had beeıı formed
in 1908.8 Yeı despite üis indigenous heritage and, in prticular, the disillusionment of left ş6ıçialis6 61ğ

a Mrs. Iswdıı Friss and lvirs. Lajos MArton (eAs.), Dolgozök Lapja. A Kommuüstök Magyoorszügi
Pürtja (a Kommunisn Inıerıacioıül€ szekciöja) lüzpnti lapja (1937-/938,1 (Budape.st 1955). A facsimile
ediüon was recently published: Dolgozök Lapja 1937-1938 @udapest, t988).

;: '-Aszl6 SvEd (ed.), Az illegülis Szüad Nğp (Budapest, 1954).

B A magyar forrafulmi mıııküsmozgalom ıörtğneıe, Vol. 2 (Budapest, 19i7).

r Magyarorszdg ıörıöneıe, i'oı. 8: 191E-1919,1919-1945, edited by György R5rıki @udapest, 196).

I Bennetr Kovrig, Coıııııunism in Hungoy. From Kuıı ıo Küdür (Sanford, 1979), pp. 2|-|49; Mkl6s
MolnAr, De Bğla Kun d Jönos Kddlr. Soixınte-diı ans de coııırnıuıisme lıongrois (Paris, 1987), pp. 26-J.E.

6 Ferenç B6ı6rıy, A vilwrsarki muıılüsınozgalom az elkğonfulmi reııdszer elsö {vtizedğbeı @udapest,
1982).

' Ede Gercl yes, Bııdape st muııt ösıııozgalma 1 9 1 9 - 1945 (Budapest, 1982).

8 On the Social Democratic Party before the First World War see Keiü Hirchins, "Hungaıy", in }vtarcel

van der Linden and Jiirgen Rojahn (üs.), The Formation of Laboıır Movemenıs, 1870-1914, Vol. 1 (I-eiden,

1990), pp. 347-3«. On the radicat intellectuals in general consult György Fuk6sz, A Magyarorszöğ polgöri
radilcalizmus törığneığlıez 1900-1918 (Budapest, 1960), e.specially the chapt€r on radicalism and socialism,
pp.2|6-296, and on üe Galileo Circle in panicular, Zsigmond Kende, A Galilei Kör megalahılösa
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radical intellectııals wiü üe middle.of-üıe-rmd leadership of the M§ZDP, üe Hungarian Communisı Party did
not come ino being as üe result of a şüt within üe socialist movernent in Hungary, as had hapıpeııed in other
Euıopeaıı countries.

The principal initiative for the creation of ıhe Hungarian Qg66ıınis[ Party came tıom among üe
nıımerous Hungarian prisoııen of war in Rıssia Before and especially aft€r üıe October l9l7 Revolution üe
Bolsheviks assiduously recruited Hıuıgariaııs for üeir cause aııd converted a significaııt number O üeir üeory
of revoluüoııary scial change. Imprassed by the miütary and oganizational conuibuüons which the Hıuıgariaıs
were making to üıe consoüdaıim of üeir regime, the Bolsheviks were persııaded that not only Germany but
Hungary, !oo, would become a focal point of üe impeııding Eııroıpeaıı-wide proletaiaıı ıevolution-a orı ly{rch
U, |9I8 in Moscow üesc "internatioııalist" rtctrııits created a central ğganization, üıe Huııgarian Group of üe
Communist Party (Bolstıevü) of Russia (Oroszorsögi Koıııınııııisıa [bolsevik] Pdrt Magyar Csoporıja), whose
primary task was o cocdiııaıe the rctivities of all Hııngarian Communists in Russia In tvtay the Groııp became
a member of the International Federation of Foreign Groıps of the Communist Paıty (Bol§ıevik) of Russia
which was cturged with recrıriting foreign memben and bringing ıhem ino the projected Thinü or CommunisL
Intemaional.

Bğla Kun played a key role in all these rctiviıies. As a prisorıer of war in Tomsk in l9l7 he became
increasingty diseııchanted with ıhe, lack of ıevoluüonary ferrıor on üıe part of üıe MSDP at home aııd was
graduatly won over ıo Lerıinist üıeaies of revolutionİ rlls commitment o revolution was noted by his Bol-
shevik menlonı, who brought him oPerogıad in Deoember l9l7 where he worked in the People's Commissariat
for Foreign Affair§. Aided by §zarıuely and others, hc ıook tip lead in recruiting Hungariaııs for üe Bolshevik
cause and in coordinating the activities of various prisoner-of-wğ gıoupsi services ıvhich egrıed hirn tip
prasiderıcy of the International Federation of Foeigı Groups. Dııring üis period, üe spring and summer of 1918,
his faiüı in üe imminence of aEııropearı-wide revolution hrdene43ı and his stock wiüı üıe Cenral Committee
of the Bolstıevik hrty rose accoıdingly.

The Hunguian Commı,nist Group in Moscow ook the lead in founding üe Hungarian Communist
Pafty.3z It held a pretiminary meeting on October 25, aı which Kun, üıe group's chief ideologisı, insisted upon
immediaıe acüon.33 He was now certain thaı as the war goıırıd to an end violenı ctıange was ineviable, since
üe boıırgeoisie would cling to power at all co§t and üe proleıariat would respond by arming itself, seizing
power, and forming a dictaıorship, aııd üıen carry üe socialist revolution o completion. He had no doüt that
event§ in Western Eıırope aııd Hungary would follow üe sane coıırse as in Rııssia. Thus, he rgııeğ ttp creation
of a Communi$ Pany based on the Bolsiıevik model was imperaıive if Hungarian revolutionaıies were to take

@udapest, 1974). On the left şgcialis6 and ıadical intellecuuis in t9l7 and 1918 see Gyorgy Milei, A
Kommıuıisıa Magyarorszögi Pürtjöııü megalaktıüsböl @udapest, 1962),pp.649.

D The extent of the participation of Hungarian Communists in revoluüon aııd civil war in Ru§§ia
benyeen 1917 and |922 is revealed in a comprehensive collection of documens assembled by a joint Soviet-
Hungarian team of ediors: Vengerskic iıııerıwısioıulisty v Okıiür'skoi Revoliwsü i grazhfoıskoi voiıu v
SSSR, 2 Vols. (Moscow, 1968). See also Antal J6zsa and György Milei, A reııdtıluteılen szüzezer. Magyarok
a nagy okıöberi szocialista forrafulombaıı Es a polgdrlıöbrüban @ıdapst, 1968).

'o György Milei, "A leninizmushoz ve,zetü üt kezdetğn. Kun Bğla az oroszoszdgi fonadalmaiüan 1917-
1918", PıK, Vol. 33, No. 3 (1987), pp. 58-100.

" His own writings aıe revealing: Kwı,Vdlogaıotı trdsok ğs beszğdek, Vol. 1, p. 67-|75. A selection of
Kun's articles which appered giginally in Pranda, in Mmcow, between April26 aııd July 24, 1918 were
published in English trarıslaiion by üıe Briüsh Sociali§t hrt5n Bela KW Revolutbnary Essırys (london,
n.d.). Several of üese pieces aıe absent from the above Hungarian edition of his worts.

32 The activities of üe groıp aıe described in György Milei, "Bor'ba vengerskoi grııppiu Rossüskoi
Kommunisticheskoi Partii (Bol'siıevikov) v l9l8 godu za obrazovanie Kommunisücheskoi Partii Vengrii", in
Velilrıia akiabr'skaia Sotsialisticlıeslcoia Revoliutsüa i Vengriio @udapest, 1959; = Studia Hisorica Acade-
miae Scientianrm Hungaricae, 17), pp. 67-85.

33 Kun, A Magyar Tanöcsü)zıörsasdgrAl, pp. L32-|33.
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advantage of the opporonity üut lay open before üem.a The gıoup hetd a second meeting in Moscow on
November 4 at which they proclaimed tiıe establishment of üıe Hungarian Party of Communists (A Kommunistük
Magyarorszdgi Pdrıja; KMP), a designation inıerıded o emphasize the fact üaı üe new party was a brarıch of
the international Communist movemenLı'Tlıe new party chose a niııe-man provisional cennal commitıee and
elected an External Buıeau (Külföal lroda), which was o remain in Moscow ıo serve as a liıık between the
Bolsheviks and Hungarian Communiss in Russia and üe Communiss in Hungary.s

Two to tiııee huııdışd Communists ı€nırned fcthwiü !o Budapasq where they played a crııcial role in
organizing üeir new party. Kıın, who arrived on November 17, used atl hi§ pow€rs of persııasion and üıe
enonnou§ prestige which he arıi his colleagues had acquired ürough their association wiü the vicorious Bol-
sheviks, to bring radical intellectualc uıd disgnınüçğ sgçialis§ ino üe provisional cennal comıniüee. A series
of hastily convened meetings resulted in a urıion of the various factiorıs aııd the election of an uılarged central
committee on November U, tfu generally accepted daıe fa üıe foıırıding of üe KMP.37 Ttıe group from
Moscow, led by Kun, who was üe chainııan of the new cenral comıniüee, was primarily responsible for tiıe
şeedv orguıization of üe new party, but it had, nonetheless. !o rely upon üıe supporı of wo gıoup§: üe radical
intellectuals of üıe Galileo Circle, among whom weıp Ottö Korvin (l8%-t919), the nooriou chief of secıırity
duıing üe Hungarian Soviet Republic, and Imıe Sallai (1897-1932), a Communist actiüst in Moscow aııd
Hungary in the l920s who was executed by Hungrian authorities, and üe left Social Democrats, notably üe
disciples of Ervin Szab6, one of whom, Jdzsef R6vai (1898-1959), became a leading party üeorist dıuing ıhe
intenvar period.3t Kun was convinced that only with the support of such groupc could he creaie a party
committed to immediaıe revoluıion, for he had given up all hope of gaining control of üe regular MSZDP
organization. His conternpt for is leadoship aııi üeir moderate poücies were to remain wiüı him üroughout
his career and weighed heavily in his opposition o a popular frorıt in üe l930s.

In üe next foıır months the cental commiıee waked feverishly o organize üıe new party and attract
new members.39 condiüons seemed ideal: Austria-Hungzıry had collapsed; a new Hungarian goveınment headed
by Mihıily kğıolyi had been instrlled in Bııdapesı on ocober 3l; and rapid poüücal and social charıge had
created general confusion and uncertainty. [n such a heady, revolutionary aunoşhere Kun eagerly promoted his
own conception of the ideal prty - a highly cenralized body wiü a membenhip timited o committed
revolutionries. But the çental commiuee found iı impossible to build paay membenhip upon such a ııaırcw,
'Bolshevik" foundation. Even üıo"gh commımisı recruitcrs gave special attğıtion o oganized woıters in
Budapest aıd rnaİır provincial indusrial @ntenı, they had only modest sırcıcessı, for üıey coııld not overcome
the Social Democratic leadership of tho tade unions. They were also active among young workers and studerıts
and succeeded in ıaking over direction of üe National Associatiorı of Young Workers (Ifiılıııınknsok Orszögos
Szövets4ge), rvhich had been founded on Noveınber 30 urıder Social Democratic auşices. They also gained a
few adheren§ among radical inollecuıals such as the philosopher George Lıık6c§, who joined he party in

g 
"Jegyzökönyvi kivonaı a Magyar Kommunista Csoport 1918 oktdber 25-1 6s november 4-1

Erakezletir1|" , Tdrsadalmi Szemle, Vol. 13, No. 11 (1958), pp. 92-93.

'5 György Milei, 'Az OKO) lrtagyar Csopoıtja a KMP megalakul6s6€,rt (1918 okt6ber-november)", PıK,
Vol. 10, No. 2 (1964), pp. 16Gl71.

36 Kun, A Magyar Tandcsüiztürsasögröl, pp, 133-136.

" György Milei, "Mikor alakult meg a KMP?,, PııK, Vol. l1, No. 3 (1965), pp. |?ıl-L4''. Bğla Kun's
own account of üe founding meeting, which he wrote in |Y26, is published in "Összehivjuk az atakul6
,ı|6st",Törsafulmi Szemle, Vol. 13, No. l1 (1958), pp. 9G98.

3'On üe contribuüons of üıese two goups to üe estabtishment of the KMP see György Milei, "K isıorii
sozdaniia Vengenkoi Kommunisticheskoi Partii', Acta Histoica, Vol. 7, No. 34 (196l), pp.32|-354.

39 A succinct ııccoıınt is Mrs. Sdııdor Gdbor, "A Kommunist6k ivlagyarorszğgi P6nj6rıak megalakulAsa",
in Tibor Erönyi and Sdrıdor Rikosi (e.ds.), Lesyözlıeıetlen erö (Budape.st, 1968), pp. |3-26. For contemporary
source§ see MMTVD, Vol. 5, pp. 349-363, 4|5437,464U.
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December 1918f But some ükely caııtidaıe.s resisted conversion. Deşite üeir enüusiısm for revolutioq lajos
Kassdk (1887-1967), üıe avantgaıde poeı aııd the contributoıs o his review, Ma (l&y), found üe ideobgy
and discipline of Communist pacüce incompaüble wiü anisdc creativity. The Commıınists enjoyed sienifrcant
finaııcial §upport from üıe Russian Bolsheviks, wiü whom üıey were lirüed by a regıılar coıırrier serııice between
Moscow and Budapesl4ı As a resulı of all üıese efforo üe marıberstıip of üe party rose from aboııt 10,000
in Janııary 1919 to between 30,000 arıd 40,000 in }viaıch l9r9.12

The KMP was intent from the beginning upon seizing pow€t, if necessary, by the violent overthrow of
üe Kdrolyi goyenımenl The fınt issues of the party org;an, Varas Üjsög (the Red Gazıts),on Deceuıber 7 and
l1, 1918 made üese interıtions manife.st by declaring Hungary ripe for revolution arıd by soııımııning the wort-
ing class to build a neıwork af courrcils, or sovie§, in peparatiorı for üe seizııre of powerf Using poıpagaııda
and organizaıional techniques üey had leamed in Russia, üe Communisıs sougtıı o undermine the goverıııııeııt
and weakeıı üıe MSZDP and üıeıeby arogate to themselves leadership of the dissatisfied and disanfuarıchi§ed
But when üe party tried o seize power in Febrııary üe Kdroly govenıment responded vigorously by aresting
some fifty Communists, includiııg Kun. YeL Kıuı aııd his colleagııes werc tre.aıed as political prisğıenı, a $anıs
which allowed them o continue their oganizuiorıal acüvities from prison.

3. Tlıe Huııgarian Soviet Repııblic

On }vlarch 20, 1919 üe K6rolyi goverııment collapsed under the weighı of gıowing internal discontent and
pressıırs from üe Western Allies, who were €ngaged in malcing peace in Pais, ıo ecaü,a demarcation line with
Rumania unfavorable o Hungary. The interests of the ma}ırity of Social Democratic leaders, feaıing ıhe descent
of üe country ino anaıchy, aııd of üe Communiss, bııoyed up by üıe trospect of immediaıe revolution,
momenıaıily converged, uıd they agreed ıo unite arıd stıaıe power. Yet, their commiunent to one another was
faı from wholeheartoü Negootions had been going on in prisorı for some ten days between Kun aııd re_
prasenatives of the MSZDP arrd had been marked by acıimony and the refusal of both §ides to compromise.
Kun demarıded accepıance of ıhe Communist interp,reotion of hisory aııd the ap,plication of his party's extr€me
poüücal and ecorpmic programİ a cballenge which led the moderao Social Democratic leaders o deııouırce
Communisı negotiators as "adv€nüııers" and their followen as a 'tiny rabble"§ Alüough ıhe moderarc Sociat
DemocraB expressed a readinqss to form a govenımenı by themselves, they came to ı€alize that ü woııld
probably not last fc lorıg wiüouı Communist suppoıL Buı Kun sğenuı not !o have bıdged from his erüer
uncompomising position becaııse, encoııraged by expecıaüons of Russian financial aııd miliıary §wpğt, he
üought thaı üıe Social Democraıs needed him more ıhaıı he needed them. In any case, his meeting with the left
Social Democrat Jeıı6 Laııdler oıı ivfarch 2l proved to be crucial, for out of it came not jus cmperation betweeıı
two parties, as üıe moderate §ocid Deınocrats had pıoposcğ but fision, which Kun wanted. As he explaiırcd
laı€r, had üis agreement not be€rı made, üıe whole revolution would bave collapsed"6 The ıuıited party which
thııs came ino being on lviarch 2t took the provisional name of Socialist Party of Hungary (Magyarorszögi
Szocialisıa Pdrt) and adopted in essentials üe Communist Party progam: adhesion to the Third lnternational

0 KAroly Urbdrı, "|ııkAcs György a ınagyar muk6smozgalomban (1918_1930)", pK, Vol. 31, No. 1

(198r, pp. 51-54.

1ı Mrs. G6bor, "A Kommunist6k lviagyarorszAgi P{nj6nak megalakulfsa", p. 17.

n2 Molner, De Bğla Kun d Jdnos Küör, p.32.

o3 MMTVD, Vol. 5, pp. a03405.

* Kun, Vdlogaau trdsok 4s beszğdek, Vol. 1, pp. 19O197: Letter to lgn6c 8o96r, March 11, 1919.

n5 On the course of the negoıations benreen tr,Iaıch 13 and 20 see Tibor }Iajdu, Az 1918-as ruIgyar-
orszdgi polgöi demobatilaıs forradalom @udapest, 1968), pp. 3M-359.

* Kun, Vdlogaau trdsok ğs beszEdek, Vol.2, p. 75. The negotiaüons on March 2| are described in
Tibor Hajdu, A Magyarorszögi Tanöcsl«iztdrsasög @udapest, 1969), pp. 3G45.
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and an alliance with Sovieı Ru§sia, sate control of the means of producüons, üe seizııre of power by ıhe prole-
tariaı and üe creation of a new type of govenıment based ııpon ıhe Bolshevik model of workers, peasarı§, and
soldiers soviets.a7 Imınediaıely üürr üeir union the two parties proctaimed a Soviet Repubüc
(Taıücslüztdısasüg, or Republic of Councils). For üe next foıır month§, until August 1, ihe evolution of the
KMP was intertwined wittı the fornınes of üe Soviet Republic.s

The partnership benreeıı the Communisıs and üe §ocial Democras waı ııneaıy from üe beginning.
Kun and his associates yielded the administraüon of üe united pany üo üe latter, but üey acquired a strong aııd,
as üme passed, a predominant role in üıe new govenımenl The Commuıists and Social Democraş agıeed !o
shaıe power in üe newly creaıed Revolutionary Governing Council (Forrdalmi Kormanyzötalcs) under the
chairmaııship of the Social Democrat S6ııdor Garbai (|879-|Yl7», and they esıabli§hed a rough parity in the
allotment of minisries or people's commissarias. Although only two out of fifteen were headed by Communiss
- Kun in foreign atrairs and lGroly Vllnrıs (l879-l9n), the secrstary of üe Hııngrian Group of üe Rıssian
Communist Party in 1918, one of üe foıır commissars for agriculuııe - many were left socialisu inclined o
cooperate with üe Communists, sııch as Larıdler in interior and Jen6 Varga (l879-I9a», an economist, in
finance, while ten of üıirteen deputy coınmiss:ırs were Communis§, including Szamuely fo defense and Lıık6cs
for culture. The fırst, and only, congrcss of the united paıty, which was held in Budapast on Juıe 12_13,
reinforced the position of üe Communists: five of the thirteen members of ihe neıv central committee were
Communiss, and one or two oüıers belonged to üe socialist lefı In conducting üıe day-to{ay affain of üe
party and govenıment, the Communists and üıe center Social Democras tended o neuualize one anoüer, üıs
allowing üıe left §ocial Democıats to hold üıe balarrce of power. Sirıce ttıe lıatter usually sided wiü üıe
Communists, Kun aııd his supporters were generally able to formulate üe poücies of the Soviet Republic o suit
üeir own revolutionary üıeories.

Besides üe left Social Democrats, Kun also counted upon üe material and morai sııpport of the Rıssian
Bolsheviks in order o bring the proletarian revolution in Hungary o frııitionf Hi§ faiüı in Russia's patronage
of üe inıemaüonal revolution was unshakable, and he saw himself as its leader in Cenral Eıırope. Conscious
üaı üe merger wiü the Social Democraüc Party might appear ıüı a gnıve deviaüon from Communist orüıodoxy,
he repeatedly assıııed t€nin that the left and center Social Democrats had accepted the plafaııı dıafted by the
Communists, ıvhich, he irısisted, was based upon [ıııin's own p[DgIam fg revoluüon. He also boa§tod that his
own personal influeııce over üe Revolutionary Governing Courıcil and among üe mass of üıe population was
so great thaı ttıe success of üıe dictaorship of the proleuriıt was assııı€d.$

Lenin and his associatcs in Moscow judged the events in Hungary o be of cnıcial importaııce for ttıe
succesıı of revolution thıoughout Cenral Eıırqe, and üey treaıed the proclamatioı of üıe Hunguian Soviet
Republic as an encoııraging sign üıat world revolution was imminenı Lğıin a§kd Kun pointed questioıu abouı
üe natıırç of the Soviet Repubüc and whether the alliance with the Social Democras had diluted the Hungarian
party's commitment o rcloluüon. He and oüıer Bol§ıevü leaden kept a constant watch on event§ in Hungary,
and dıııing üe life of the Soviet Repubüc over 200 message§ were exchanged by ıelegrryh mainly benııeeıı Kun
and Lenin aııd Geggi Chicherin, üe Commissr for Foreign Affairs. These olegıams reveal much aboııt üıe
concenıs of üe Bolsheviks arıd how they dealt with üeir Hungarian comrades.sı

17 Molndr, De Bğla Kun d Jdnos Küör, pp. 35-36.

{ General accounıs of üe Soviet Republic are the works by T6kğs, Bğla Kuıı aıü ılıe Hıuıgarian Soüeı
Republic, arıd Hajdu, A Magyuorszdgi Tanöcslözıdrsasdg, already cited, and a shortened Engtish venion of
üe laıter, Tibor Hajdu, Tlw Hıuıgarian Sovieı Repııblic (Budapesı, |979; = Studia Historica Academiae
Scientjarum Hungaıicae, 131).

a9 The views of Kun and his associates on the regime in Soviet Russia are described by Ishtvan

Dolmanosh [Istvıin Dolm6rıyos], "Sovetskaia respublika Vengıii o Sovetskoi Rossii", Annales Universitatis
Scieıtiarum Bııdapesıineıısis de Rolando EöNös nominaıae, Sectio Hisorica, Vo1.21 (1981), pp.259-?39.

50 L6§zl6 R€ı, Lenin Es a ınagyar munlüsmozgalom @udapest, 1970), pp. 130-131.

5' The ıexts have been published n Bııdapesı-Moszloa. Szovjet-Oroszorszög 4s a Magyarorszögi
Tanöcslöztörsasdg lapcsolani tdviraıok tijb4ben, edited by irlagda Imre and Imre Szerdnyi @udapest,
1979). See also Rğti, Lenin, pp. l36-18l.
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Kun strove wiü dl üe meaııs aı his commaııd o traıısform Hungary into a proletarian sarc aıd saıety.
He took as his starting_point üe agıeemerıt which üıe KMP had reached with the Social Deınaraıs on l\4arch
21, and üıs his progam was moıe Bolstıevik üıan social deınocratic. He uıd his supporten wasted no time in
putring üeir üıeory of üıe ücıaıoship of the proleıariaı ıo ıhe test" Between ivtarçh 25 and April 5 they issııed
a series of decrees intended o mobilize all human and maıerial ı€sotutes for üıe rapid bııilding of a new socıety.
To assııre security for üe new regime the country's miüıary forces weıe o be reorgaııized into a Red Army,
a Red Guard was forrned !o ıate over the mainteııance of pubüc uder from üe regular police, and new,
revolutionary tibunals dominated by non-professioııal judges loyal o üıe Communist Party replaced üe old coıırt
system. As fc the economy, indıstial aıterprisas wiü over twenty anployees, mines, uıd raıışort faciliıies
were naüonalized, and banks and oüıer financial instiuıtions were brougİt ıındğ stats conğol. A &astic land
reform provided fg the corıfiscation of laıge and mediıım-sized estaıes, including almost all üe pı,operties
belongıng to chıııches. But üese roperties wer€ noı uırned over !o peasanıs o be inefficierıt arıd unp,rodırtive.
Raüer, üey became agriculnıral cooperaıives subject to üıe control of local peqle's coıuıcilsj2 Education, too,
had a role uı play in the new sciety. All elementary arıd s€cordary schmls became ıhe property of the sıaıe,
and plans were made to reform universities in rccordaııce with üe new proletarian spiriı The goyenıment also
undertook long neglected social reforms - an end o child labor, incıeases in wages, eqııal qporaınities for
women in ıhe work place, and a campaigrı ıo eliminaıe illiorrcy. To give ıhe new regime legitiınacy the
Revolutiorıary Governing Couıril organized elections on April 7-10 fg ıırban and ruıal soviets, which were o
serve as executors of the Couııcil's decrees. Sirıce only one §et of candiütes was offered votlnı, üıe resuls of
the batloting were never in doubLs3

Whatever sucoess Kun was o have in carrying oııt such a radical program depended more ihan he was
willing to admit upon üe support of moderate Social Demaraıs. Dqspite his dynamism and his paraıııount role
in üe Revolutionary Governing Council, at every step he tıad to taks ino account ıhe suşicions and waverings
of üese §ocial Democras and sometimes had o mod§ his poücies accordingly in order ıo eruure their
acquiescence.

The alliance between the nvo parties had always been on shaky gıounğ for pıuists on both sides -
Szamuely and Rğvai ıımong üe Communists and many Saial Demoçras - opposed concessiorıs to one anotiıer.
The ideological gutf se,paıating üıe nvo paıEıer§ w8s strikhgly evident in ıhe press. N€psımv (Ihe People's
Voice), üıe Social Democraı paper before ıhe mcrger of the parties and aftenvards nomiııally üe united party's
offıcial morning agaı pıırsued a moderate line, rvheceas Vörös Üjsög, the Commuııist daily and after ivtaıch
21 üıe afterıoon organ of tirc unit€d party, demandcd the immediaıe and unconditioııal fulfillment of the Com_
munisıs' revolutioııary program. Couol of ıhe radc ıınios was another issue which divided Qqlglunis6 4ğ
Social Deınocras. The laıter wuıted to pre§€rve ıhe radiıkınal relationship benreeıı üe party and ıhe ımiuı§,
which provided for auomuic membership of rade unionisıs in the paıty. They had üe sıp,port of üe uade ıuıion
leadership, which siıunned ıevolution and revolutionaıie.s. The Communists, on ıhe other han4 were anıioı§ o
enlist labor in üıe revolutioıary struggle, but insişed upon zubordinating iı ıo üıe disciplined, elite vangııard of
üe proletariaı A few Communis§ went so fr as to ıırge the aboütion of unios alogeüer aııd their reıplacement
by workers' sovie§.g

Divergerıces wiüin üe uııited party came o a head al i§ congıess in mid-Jure. Biğ€r disputes broke
out over a whole,rarıge of issues. On a change of üe party'§ ııaıne Kun, upholding üe view of üe recenüy
formed comintem, insislp{ ıhat iı be called üe Hımgarian party of communisıs, but üıe majority of social
Democrats argued that such a dasignation in üe popıılar mind would sipify aüıeism and terrorism. A
compromise was firıally reached, and the name, Hungarian Party of Socialisı-Communist Workers (Szocialista-
Kommunisıa Mıııılüsok Magyarorszdgi Pürtja), was adopted. As for üe character of üıe dicaonhip, Kun would

52 For a critique of üıe Soviet Republic's agrariarı program and its longer-term significance see R6zsa
Csonka AgrdrproblEııük, pü*saıfııozgalmü ğs a Komınaııişta Inıerıucionül{ agrörpolitiüja (1919-1929)
(Budapest, 1974), pp. 105-121.

53 Haldu, A Magyarorsz6gi Taıücslcöztdrsasög, pp. 81_134, 3MO7.

g 
Jdzsef Rğvai, Völoguoıt ıörtlnclmi trdsok, Vol. 1 (Budapest, 1966), pp. ü42: "Szakszervezet a

prolet6ıdikıatıir6ban". For a recent discussion of these differences see Pğter Sipos, Dıe Sozialdeıııobaıisclıe
Partei Ungarns und die Gewerkschğıen 1890-1944 (Budapest, 1991; = Snıdia Historica Academiae
Scienüarum Hungaricae, 193), pp. 4045.
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hear of no softening of the campaigıı against all its enemies, while üe Social Democrats urged oleraııce.J5
Alüıough üe Communists mainıained their position in üıe party and government, üey had üoroughly alienarcd
two powerftıl constituencies - üe maiırity of the Social Democras and üe leaders of the trade ıınions _ and had
üııs jeopardizd their leadership of the Soviet Rçubüc.

The collryse of the Hııngarian Soviet Republic caıne on August 1 when üe Revolutiorıary Governing
Council rcsieped and was replrced by several stıort-üved govenıments unül the fulştqllation of a right_wing,
natiorıalist regime under Nicholas Horthy in üe fall of 1919. The SovietRepublic had fallen victim üo the gıow-
ing discontent of almost every seguıent of society, including worters and other group§ which had initially
supported üıe dicıaorship, to the refusal of the majority of Social Democras to continue üeir supıport of whaı
üey had come to see as a pıırely Communist enterpriso, o üe hostility of üe Wesıern Alliaş oward üe
Republic, and o the iınmediate darıger at üıe end of July of a Rumanian occııption of tlıe coımtry. These and
oüer causes of failıırp became ttıe subjecı of much soul-searching aııd acrimony among Commıınist leaders in
the following decsdeİ From exile in }vioscow Kıuı wıote eıt€ıısiv€ly on üe subjecl paıtly !o a$Ny€r üe tıarstı
criticism levelled 8ı him and his colleagues by lınin and partly to influence üıe fuuıre policies and tactics of
üe Hungarian Communist Party. He insisted thaı the Soviet Repııblic had not been fgmed prematıırely becaııse
in lviarch 1919 üe boıırgeoisie had proved itself iırcryable of governing and the Social Democraıs had rçfrısed
to govern. He also poinıed out ıhat Hımgarian Commuııists had been anıious o help the Bolsheviks in Russia
and to şın revoluüon in Central Eırope. He foımd üe ıındertying caıı§e of üıe Sovieı Rçubüc's collapsc in
ıhe Communiss' m€rg€r wiıh üıe Social Dernocratic Party, which, he claimed, "cirçuınstances' had forced upon
üem beforç they had formed a stnong party of their own. Thus, he argued, the Communists had become junior
partrıenı in a refgrrı party and had been thwarted in üeir efforts to carry out the socialist revolution.s? Yeı, ıtıe
legacy of üe Soviet Repubtic which weighed most heavily ııpon Huııguian Commıınisıs was not io collapse
but raüer üıe heights of revolutioııary experience, however brief, which it had opened to them.

4. Hıuıgary between ılıe World Wars

The fornınes of üe Hungarian Communist Party in üe quarrcr-cenuıry following the collapse of üıe §oviet
Republic depended in greaı measııre ıpon pıcvailing social and poütical condiüons and üe mental climate. The
First World War reınained a powerfiıl, and uniıapıpn presence ttııoııghout üe period" The Treaty of Trianon,
signed in June 1920 beıween the Allies and Huııguy, reduced Hungary's t§rıitğy o oıp-üird iıs pre-war size
and populaüon (excluding Ctoatia) ftom l8 millbn o 8 million. As a consequuıce, Hungary lost almost all her
hydroeleric and forest ıesoıııEes and mineral deposi§, except coal, and suffered a disnıption of üe ecqıomic
growü and balaırce rhieved as a partı€r in üıe Dııal tıdonaıchy after 1867. Deeply fell humarı los§e§ also
occurred. The peace tr€aty had, in a sense, senled üe long-sunding nıionality p,roblem in Hungry, §inco, except
for üe Gğrrıans, üe counry no longer possessed significaııt eıhnic minorities. Yet, nearly J million iviagyars
had been incorporaıed ino the sırcassor stııe§, notably Rıımaııia and Czechoslovakia These norphaıEdn

ivlagyars, üe "ampıtaiions" of territtry, and the "wound§" iıaicted on the naıional psyche by the destrucüon
of histcical Hungıry were buming issues for Hunguiıns of all social classes thıoughoıı the interwar period and
nourished intense national feeling and demands for revision of the "unjut and humiliating" 1E&e treaty.

The Hıuıgarian economy and society üıus had to adjı§t ıo greaüy alt€red possibiütias for developmenı
In 1920 roughly 55?o (in |930 52qo) of üe populaıiorı eamed its living primarily from agriculnıre. Although
modest land reform took place after üıe waı, üe rııral economy continued to be marked by stiking contrasts of

55 Haidu, A Magyarorszdgi Taıücsköztörsasög, pp. ?ı47-268. The Ğbates arıd üe prograrrı and staıutes

adoıpted by üıe congre$ı arein MMTVD, VoI.6, wtz, pp. 7-58.

'u Agn.. SzaM, A Koırımunisıök Magyarorszügi Pörıjönü üjjaszervezğse ]9]9-1925 (Budapest, 1970),
pp.45-64.

57 Kun set forth his views in such pieces as "Forradalomr6l forradalomra" (190) and "Mit kell az
ifjüs6$ıak a magyar proleıfrforraülomröl unulnia?" (|9U), in Kun, Smcialisıafonfulom Maglar-
orszdgon, pp. 366405, 42L428. On üe general dğbaıe about the failııre of the Soviet Repubüc among
Hungarian Commımist exiles see Agno Szab6, "Politikai, elmğleü kğıdğsek a magyar kommunista
emigr6ciöban (1919-1920)",Törığıvlmi Szemle, Vol. 9, No. 34 (1966), pp. 368-3%.
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wealüı and poverty. Agricultural production was dominaıed by some 10,000landowners who ogeüerpo§§€ssed
about half üe aıable |an( pasoıres, arıd forçsts of üıe country (1,000 landowners tıad more ıhaıı 500 hecıares
each and formed üe magıuıe class). Aı üe other end of üe scale were 3 million por peasaııts, abouı two_üiıds
of them agricultııral laborers po§sessing ıp moıe than half a trctaıe of land and ıhe other one-third working orrc_
half to üıee hectaıes. Between the rich and ıhe poğ was a small §tratum of middle-sizcd peasanısi who weıe
too few in number to serve as an innovaıive, entrepr€ııeıüiat rural boıırgeoisie. The remaining roughly 507o of
üe popu.btion (in 1930) wero engaged in maııufenıring, mining, raıısportation, and commerce (3O%\, or
belonged to üe gıowing contingent of white-collar employees arıd civil servüııs and to üe überal pofessims.

Urbanization made slow progressı in the iııterıvar period- In 1920 35Eo (n L930 36?o) of the population
lived in cities. Budapest wiüı one million inhabitants in 1930 was by far the largest city wiü L6,6% of üe ool
population of ıhe country and 46 of uöan dwellers; Szeged and Debrccerı were ııext wiü aboııt 100,000
inhabiıarıts eactı Bıdapast dominated boüı political üfe as üe seat of govennent and economic life as üe chief
industrial, commer§ial, and finarcial center of üıe country. It was &om heıe ıhaı üe upper boıırgeoisie, assisıpd
by üe provincial genıry who filled üe rarıks of üıe professioııal army and üe civil service, adminisıer€d üıe
country's affairs. But üıe provirrces remained stongly aüırched to tradition, aııd the modernizaıion of saiery and
mentalities evident in Budapest was timited to isolated plres, rnainly ciües. fu üıe bouom of üe ıırban social
scale was üe pıoleariaı, which experieıred steady growü, from 886,000 n LY?§ ıo 1,160,000 (660,000 of
whom were engaged in industry and mining) in 1930, or roughly 30% of all wa$e-eanE§. Worting coııdiüons
were poor and üe standard of üving low for the majority of workers, who often could not provide eveıı the
essenıials of life for üıeir farıiües.

Interıf,ar Hungary had aparliamenıary sy§tom similar o thaı of Western Eıııopean democracies in form,
but in pracüce it was arıti-übqal aıd aııthoritarian and rested upon a limited franchisc and other elccoral
pracıices which enabled üe governmenı party to domiııate the legislauıre, üe executive, and the judiciary. Under
such a sy§tom the bııreaııcracy and üıe police exeıcised broad discretionary powenıi and üe poütical oppositior1
which was relaıively small, could have üttle hope of changing existing condiıions. Nicholas Hortiıy, who bore
üe title of Regent uıd exercised the powers of head of staıe betweeıı 1920 arıd 1944, pruided over üe §ystem,
and his prime ministers - Istvdrı Beıhlen (1921-193l), who favoıed üe conservative.aristocratic ideas and
institutiors of üe pıe-war era aııd who broııghı od€r after üe nırmoil of the soviet Rqubüc, and Gyula
Gömbös (1932-1935), a natioııalisı and an aııüaitarian uıder whom the extreme right ıose o prominence _ saw
its proper functiorıing. The classes who stood bhind tho system aıd who sougiü o benefit from it weıe thç
aristocıacy, which regıiııed much of the influence iı had cnjoyed befors üe Soüet Republic, and the natiw
lrlagyar middle class, s€conded by üe gentry, which sougbı to solidify ic ecoıpmic and political position at üıe
expeıuıe of üıe aristarrcy aııd the Jewish middle+lass. Besides national seııtiment, anti-Semiıism, which was
directed particularly against Jewi§ı prcdomirıaırce in many braııches of indııstry, banking, and commerce and
in üıe liberal professions, noobly law and medicine, also exerted a strong influence on public üfe.

The poütical system aııd üıe econorrıic an social stnrcnıre of interwr Hungary were ıhus antitieticat
o üıe collectivist and internationalist goals poclaimed by the KMP. When the pıırsuit of Communiss associated
wiü üe §oviet Republic had sub§de( üe KMP was formally outlawed n L92|, and subsequently no Hungarian
govenıment lolerated iıs organizing and propaganda rctivities. The party's dmary consünıency - the indısrial
working class - was relatively small anğ except in Budapest and a few oıher cenıeış, lacked discipline and class
conscioıısness. The majority of peasaııts, ıxı ıııaüer whaı üeir economic sEınıs, sought lard and continued ıo be
influenced by üıe radiüonal pıacüves and mentality of üıeir rııral communities, and üus few reacted sympaüıe_
tically to Communist solutions to üe agrarian problem. But boü ıırbarı workers and peasaııs wer,e reşonsive
to appeals o Hıuıgaıian patiotisırı and stıaıed with other classes a §ense of rıational community, which tıelped
to insulaıe thern from Communist exhortations o poletarian solidarity.

5. Tlıe Organizaıional Strucrure of ılw Hunguian Coınmuııist Parry

Following the resignation of the Revolutionary Governing Coıuıcil on August 1, 1919 Kun, Landler, and a
number of their colleagues fled to Aııstria where they were grarıted political asylum. At home üe government
pursued Commıınis§ and üeir sympaüizers wiü relentless efficiency. Repression and the subsequent outlawing
of the Communist Party had a decisive influence on is organizaıion and ıactics. Throııghout the interwar period
it was forced to carry on much of is woık abrmd, and at home it functioned gssenıially as an underg1ound
organization in order to protect iis members from arrest and present üeir rarıks from being infiltated by
informers. As a consequence, its contac§ with the pubüc were severely ümited, and even goups of acüvists
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were ofıen isolated from one anoüer.
The peısecution of Communis§ aııd oüers who had sııpported the Hıııgarian Soviet Repubüc beg;an

in earnest in üe fall of 1919. Dııring the so-called "whit€ ıerTor" some 1,000 to 5,000 opponenı§ of the new
regime were killed and many moıe thousaııds were imprisorred. It is difficult üo say pıroci§ely how many of them
were Communists. The sinıation became so desperaıe that a number of Communiss, including George LııkAcs,
who had sıayed behind in Budapest ıo prc§erve at least the sernblance of an organization, left üıe counry. The
govenıment carried out new arıd massive waves of arıests n lY26 and 1927, when some 550 Communiss arıd
sympathizers were picked up, and it saged public rials for the moıe important figıııes, notably üvi{ty6s
R6kosi.5E In üe 1930s. s the poüticat right in Hungary became stronger, the govemmerıt intensified its efforts
to destoy üıe Comıı,:;u§ı Party. It pr:claimed martial law in l93l and iınposed the death seneırce on
communists for üe first tiıne since the cnd of the whirc @rıor. Two members of the "home secıeıariat' in
Budapesl Imre Sallai and S6ıdor Flirst (1903-1932), were executed n |932, deşiıe an intemational campaign
to save ıiıem.59 When activists werc dişatched o Budapest from abıoad as replacemen§ üıey, too, weıp us,ralty
arıested. After Hungcy joined the German invasion of the Soviet Union in June l94l yet aııother major wave
of repression struck the paıty. Under such conditions it was impossible o maintain organizatiğıal continuity.
Membenhip fıgıııes for Hungary - only appıoximations are posible - mı§t have been discoııraging o party
leaders. They indicate perhaps 250 activists n |922P about 0,00 in 199,6ı and 300 or 400 in 1942.6ı In
April and lvlay 1942 almost its erıtire teadership waıı an€stod, and some 200 Communists woıc imprisoned. As
a result, üıe party was practically de-stroyed and did not ıEcoyer until aft€r the war.

Atl üis time üe exiled Communiss ried !o re€stabüstı üe cganizational $rucnıre of üe party and
insül in its members boü at home and üroad a seı§e of mission.€ A consunı hinüarıce ıo the efficient
management of party affairs was the lack of a single administıative ceııter. During the intenvar period there were
at least five such cent€nıt and occasionally ttıree were functioning at the same time. tn the 1920§ Vienna was
headquarters for an imporant §egment of üe puty's leadership. Kun and Landler took üıe lead in establishing
a new central commiuee üere, but, ratho than uniting the dişarate factions of üıe party, it became üıe center
of üıe "moderaies" led by Landler and opposed to Kun, who in 1920 established his base in Moscow. Moscow
was always of prime importaııce because Hıuıgarian party lead€rs üerç were in regular, direct çontrct with üıe
Comintern and üe Soviet Communist Party. Unfortuııately, information about thc oguıization and rcüvities of
üe 'Moscow Commiğee' is spane.( For shot pğriods Berlin in |932 and Prague in 19361938 served as
tompcary homes for üıe party's so*alled Eıtemal Commitıee (Krröai Bizottsüg).

The party leaders boıe some of the reşonsibility fc üıe dire sraits in which they fouııd ttıernselves,
because of üıeir consıant infighting. Kun served as a lighteııing rod for much of the contoveny, since he was
preeminent within the party and in general hued to a rigid line ıhat discouraged any compomise with üe
revolutionary principles he had enıııciated dııring üıe Hungrian Soviet Republic. The diffeıeııccs betweerı him
and kndleı concerııe,d mainly immediate questions of tactics arıd orgaııization. For example, boüı gloups aerced

s Documents on ıhe Rıiiosi trial were pubtisiıed arıd its importaırce suesscd in Dohımcııııınok a ınagyar
pdrtıörtAıwı ıaıııılıııtııyozüsüloz, Vol. 3, p. 13614l. The event rcceived less arention in publicaüoru
appearing after R6kosi's for,ced deparnıre from Hungary in 1956.

59 Dolaımentumok a ııııgyar fonadalmi mııı*.lsmozgalom törıEnetğböl, Yol. 2, pp. L96209.

' Agnş Szab6, "A KMP üjjdszervezdse az itleg6lit6s körtilmdnyei közöü. A kommunisia snı-ııezetak
ki6pül6se (1919-1929)" , in lıgyözlwıeılen erö, pıp. 5657.

6' György Bors6nyi, "Kommunista szervezkedds a gazda§ğ vil6gv5ls6g ğs a fasizmus el6retör6se idejdn
(1929-|935)", in Legyözluıetlen erö, pp. 79-82.

62 Istvıin Pintğr, "A KMP az |93Ll.94/.es ğvekben", n Legyözlıeıetlen erö, p. l35.

63 For an overview of üese activities down to the holding of üe first Communist Paıty congress in 1925

see Szabö, A Kommunistdk Magyarorszdgi Pörtjdnü üjjöszervez4se, pp. 7-190.

g 
Katqlin Perdh "Adalğkok a magyarok r6szvğtelğhez a szocializmus 6pft6s6ben szovjet földön az 1922-

36-os ğvekbeo", PtK, Vol. 32, No. 2 (1986), pp. 1l7-151.
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on üe ne€d 0o combat üe Horüy regime in order to prcpaıp üe way for a new revolüioı and anoher rolğ-
arian dicıaorship, and üey thougİıt that üey could skip thc boıırgeoisdemocratic rçvolution since, in üeir view,
it had already occıırred in 1918. But üey differed shuply over üe meaı§ o üıese de.şired ends.

Almost from ıhe moment they began exile Kıın and Iaııdler disag€ed on ıhe imminerce of revolution
in Hungary and in Cenral Eıırope§ Kun sensed üaı it wüı near. Convirped that üe succcssor sıaıes of
Austria-Hungary could not sunıive, because of insıınııoıınıable economiç and eünic problems, he viewed üem
as peculiarly ripe for revolution. As for Hungary, in particulaı, he denied thaı üe ııew poliücal systenı had
consolidated itself. He was üıus certain that vigcoıs revolutioııary activity would be effecüve, ad he insisıed
üat üe KMP inıens§ is sruggle within tiıe couılry in order to pr€paı€ its members aıd the wcking class in
gernral o exercise üeir revolutiorıary respoıuibiliües Such ideas lay betıind his prqosals o ma}c Hııngay ıhe
center of üe party's activities ard to cıeate ü€rc a ınassır but still secreı, party separate from all ottıer parties
and commiued to immediate revolution.Iırıdler and the maFrity of his colleagııes in Vienna however, took
a more moderate and, to them, mor€ r€alisıic appoach ıo parry organization and agitation. They rgud thıt üıe
Horthy regime had formty asüabtisted itser in pow€r anü heııce, the party had to adapt its pırogratrı and trctics
o the requiremen§ of long-term struggle. They wcrc cgıvinced ıhaı to make Huııgary thc main focıs of this
struggie arıd to recruit aııd mainıain a mass organizaıion there was to risL the wholesale aıTest of acüvists aııd
üe disnıption of all worüıwile actiüty. They ıırgeğ insead, ıhı Communists iniiltraıe legal organizations sırch
as üe MszDp and the rade unions aııd use üerı o rchicııe üıe party's goal§.'The kım ard lffdler hctiorıs
üıs enunciated the fundamenal policy dilemma ıhat rent üıe party until tiıe mid-l930s: o indulge in
messianism, that is. o follow a "pure and hard', or dogmıtic and sccarian, §trugglc leading o üe çıeation of
a second Hungariaıı Soviet Rçubüc and a dictatcship of thc p,roletriat, or to acc@ı existing poütical ı€alities
and aim, first of all, at the possible - üe democraıic truısfaıııation of tiıe country.

The ideological high point of the conuov€rsy cüııe in late 1928 when George Lıık6cs submiued a
position paper on goals and tactics !o üe party leadership to be Ğbaı€d in prepaıaıion for the second party
congrcss. Since leaving Hungary in üe fall of l9l9 Lıık6cs had lived in Vienna, where he had been a member
of the party's exıernal committee.o He had ııırinen exrcnsively orı tvtarıism, publishing orp of his master
works, Geschichte uıü KlasseııbewuPtsein, in 1923, and he had become deeply involved in üıe polemics berween
the Kun and l:ıxller facüons. His paper in 1928 ıhıs formed part of üe on-going debate within üıe KMP over
its role in üıe intcrnaıional Cqıımunist moyemenl But Lııt{cs atso tried to üate inıo accoıınt üe shifting
ideological sğmces of the Comint€rıı, particulrly the resolutions of it§ Siıth Corıgıess in June 1928, which
inauguraıed a lefı nırn of üe class struggle and an intcnsification of auacks on ıhe Scial Democras as social
fasciss.

Writing ıınder the pseudaıym, Blum, LııL6cs sct forth a numbg of 'üıes€sn in which he tied o
reconci.le üıe hard line assumed by üıe Cominıem aııd §ııeeğt€d by the Kıın factiorı, and üıe modeıaıe, "ıEaüst"
line repıesented by üıe l^arıdler factiono Thııs, on ıhe oıp hand, he appoved of üıe Hungarian parşı's effors

6 The debate over üis issue among Hungarian Communists is described in Bğla Kirschner, A KMP
sıraılgiai irönyvoııalöııü alahılüsa (t919-192t) (Bııdapesı, 1980; = Ertetezeset a Törtğneti Tudomdııyok
Körğböl, 89), pp. 23-74.

6 SzaM, Laııdler lenö, pp.203-2|0. None of Iaııdler's polemics wiü Kun appear ntııs Vdlogaıon
beşzğdek ğs trdsok, cited above.

o On Lıık6cs's activities dııring üe 1920s see Michael l.öwy, Georg Lıılücs - From Roınanticism ıo
Bolsheüsm ([ondon, 1979), pp. |45-20|; Kdroly Urbdrı, "Lut6cs György a magyıır munk6smozgalomban
(1918_1930)" , PtK, Vol. 31, No. l (1985), pp. 65-85; and Ferenc L. Lendvai, "A messianisztikus szekiiss5g
jegydben (Luk6cs György 1918/t9-1930", in A ııagyar filozöfiai goııdolkodds a klt vildglıiborü kiütt, pp.
48-8t.

s Excerp§ from üe "Blum üıeses" have been pülished in Georg Luk6cs, Schrifıen zıır lüologie uıü
Politik (Neuwied arıd Berlin, 1967), pp. 290-322, which represent a trarıslation of üıe Hungarian text
published in PtK, Vol. 2, No. 3 (l95O, pp. 75-94, under üe title: "T6zistervezet a magyıır poütikai ös
gazdzsfugi helyzenOl 6s a KMP feladatairdl". The complete text in Hungarian was published by Agnes Szab6,
"A Blum-tğzisek", PrK, Vol. 21, No. 4 (1975),pp.154-207. See üe analysis of the "Blum ıhesas" by Miklds
Lack6, Vdlsögok-vdlaszıdsok, Törtğııeıi tanulmönyok a kğı Mboni közöui Magyarorszdgrdl @udapest, 1975),
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ıo estııblistı a second proletarian dicıaıorship and endorsed üıe smıggie of 'class against class", but, on üe other
hand, he made his central thesis the creation of a "d€mocratic dicıaıorsiıip of üe proleariat and peasarıtry" wiüin
the framework of bougeois society. As he saw it, ıhe primary gol of üis dicaımstıip was !o replace üe quasi-
fascist Horthy regime by a type of democracy that would leave üe bourgeoisie in possession of the means of
prodırction, but would gıanı a part of its poütical power !o üe working class.O Not surprisingly, this contra_
ücory stance brotıght Lukdcs ino conflict wiü Kun aıd ıhc Comintern and left him almost completely alone.
He recanted, arıd alüougİı he participated in the second congıesıı of the KMP in 1930, he wiüdrew ftom acüve
party wort

Party congresses wer€ inıended primariiy o reorganize and rejuvenarc the party, but in fact üey
accomplished neiüer ıı"k The fırst congıess met in Vienna orı Augusı l8-2L, LY25 wiüı nventy-two delegates
present.7o It appoved a new organizatiorıal structııre for Üıe party and ried o draw io scaıtered uniıs closer
togeüer by making the cental committee ıeşonsible for managing dl prty affairs between congrcsses and by
mandaıing the appoinunent of party offrcials &om the op, buı factiorıalism penisted and party auüority remaiırcd
dispersed. The üıirty-nro delegates o the second congıtss,7ı which meı in Aprilovka, some 150 kilometers from
Moscow, on February 25-28,1930, adopted yet anotlıer elaborate cganizaıional blueprinı and spoke hopefully
about üe party's fuune. But in the following year üe Cominteın abrııptly replaced the entire central committee
which the congxes§ had chosen and in 1936 simply dissolved üıe party.

Thıoughout üe intenvar period üıe organizational stucnıre of üe KMP tpsted on anyüing but soüd
foundations. Forrıidable on pper, in practice iı fuırcüoned iırf§cienıly and fifrılly. In order !o oveıcome üıe
üsrupüon of iıs activities caused by goverrıment ıepression aId to wideıı its inflggngg in pubüc affairs party
leaders tried to e§tablish a viable legal poüıicat organizatiqı. Aı first, in accordaııce wiü stıifts in the posiüon
of the Cominterıı,?ı üey decided to iı,filtraıe üe left wing of the MSZDP ard taıısform it ino a seperaıe
paıty.7l In üe spring of 1923 let:f Iıııdler senı several acüviso from Vieıına o Budapest to mobilize
Communists and gain convert§ anong Social Democıaıs for ıhe new initiative. A small secret organization
emerged, and at the oongrcss of üe MSZDP in Apil 1924,is adhererıts put forward a prognın which challenged
üe very foundaıions of democratic socialism. Social Demaratic leaden reacted immediately and undertook o
neutralize and remove the inrcrlçers.

A number of left Social Democıaıs finally s€ceded from üeir paıty in April 1925 and formed ttıe
Socialist Workers' Party of Hung;ary (Magyarorszdgi Szocialista Mıııılüspör,,; MSZN,!P).?1 ALhough it presented
iself as indeperıdent, iı was in fact created and mainained by the KMP, in accordaııce wiıh directives from üıe
Comintern üıat Coınmunisüı mu!ıt formulatc its program aııd direct iıs activities. The new puty, which had about
1500 members in June 1925 aııd about 9500 a year latcr, tried to gain a sigıificant placç in poüücal life by
running carıdidates in elections, by cooperaıing wiüı üıe M§ZDP, by seeking recognition at the congess of üe
Second International at }vfarseille, and by inıensive recrııiting in frcories ard in rural areas.75 But üese effots
were ıo litıle avail, as is communist affiliation was ş,ell Lnown to boüı the MszDp, which rejı*ted all overtıres
at cmperation, arıd üe govemment, which subjected its members !o hara§sment and arresı The rial and
imprisonmenı of party leaders in February 1927 brought a pracücal end o its existence as üe only legal Com-

pp. 171-193.

69 Luldc§, Sclvifıen zır lfuologie ııııd Politik, pp. 305-319.

'o The documents have been published by Agnes Szabö and Magda Imre (eds.), A KMP elsö kongresszu-
sa (Budapesç 1975), pp. 47-196.

7ı IV[rs. 7ı,liAIı Horv6ü, A KMP ıııösoük kongresszıısa @udapest, 1964), pp. 36-69.

7ı BĞl^ Kirschner, A KMP sıratğgiai vonalönak alahılösa 1919. augusztus-Igzs. augıısztıts CBudapesc
1985), pp. 159-176.

73 Mrs. Ervin Liptai, A Magyoorszdgi Szocialisn Muııklspürt ]925-1928 @udapest, 1971), pp. 5-49.

74 lbid,, pp. 67-95.

75 lbid., pp.96_150, 178_185.
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munist party in üıe inıenvar perid
The Social Democratic hrty maintained iıs predominarıce in ıhe orguıized labor movemenı76 The

KMP failed to esablisb a pcrrnaıı€ot and signifıcarıt trade-uniqı moyement of its own. Thc caıscs were ıııany:
b$ides goyernment penı€cutiorı aııd üc opposition of radc.union leadcrs, the üifting policies of the Comintem,
and ambivalent aainıdes wiıhin üe KMP itself toward üe organization of seprate, "R€d" trade ıınions aıd their
role in üe revolutioııary movemenlz Eşecially striking was üe Communisu' imbiüty to t8te advanage of
üıe severe economic crisis in Hungary in 1929-1933,7l everı though they madc special efforts o organize the
unemployed. For exaııple, toward üe end ot 1929 they fonrıed ıhe Natioııal Uniry Committee of tie Unern_
ployed (Mı.ııl(qıllhzliek Orszögos Egysögbizousdga), whicb held soeet dernonstations aııd other proıgst
meetinş, the largest of which drew a crowd of 3,000 in Budapest in Janııary 1930. Buı the Communiss coııld
not maintain momentum under consıaııı poüce pressıııe, and the comıninee was dissolved" In üe fall of 1931
the KMP brought ogether a number of miliıant labor factions ıuıder an umbıella organizatior\ üe United Trade
Union Opposiüon (Egesülı Szüszemezeti Elleıağh ESZE), which made numerous deınands on behalf of üe
worketrs, but could ütract no more than 200 or 300 memben dııring iıs stıorı eıisıerıce. It al§o served üe
Communisı Party in üe laıter's att€mp§ in 1934 o inorpst Social Democras iı creaıing a unified woıters
movement o combaı üe Gömbös regimeJg But in üıe following year E§ZE ceased o eıist when the Comintcrıı
changed iıs poücy of sıpporting §eparate Commurıisı trade unions, ard tip KMP, in keeping wiü Comintern
diıectives o form a popular fronı wiıh hoadly democratic for§€s, largety abandoned is own organizing actiüties
and sought coopğaıim wiüı Social Deınocratic rade unioıu.

The KMP proved ııııable io develop a clear and coıısistent policy toward üe peasarıtry mainly becaııse
is leaders could not docide on wbaı place üıe peasaııtry should occupy in ıhe rpvolutionary struggle aıd üıe
proletarian dicataship.s Consequently, ıbe party's recrııiunent and orguıizing activities in the countryside were
sporadic, and whatever succAsses it achieved were short-livedtı For example, in üıe early 1930s, dııring üe
height of üe depession, Commıınist tried to establistı a union of agriculnıral laborers in üıe region betweeıı the
Danube and the Tisza, but activiss quickly became discoııraged with the meager re§ults of üeir campaign. Party
leaders at§o debaıeıl üıe meris of forming a legal party in ğdğr to erüance üeir appeal in üe rııral aneas, but
üey dropped üe idea A wave of arrests in 1933 almost completely destroyed üe few fragıle peasaııt

'6 Peıa;r Sipos, Dıc Sozialdeıııobuisclıe Partei Ungarıs ııııd die Gewerksc@ıen 1890-1944, pp. M4\
50-5I,74:16, 104. The same conclusion may be dıawn from an overııiew favorable !o the KMP aııd critical
of ttp Social Democrao by A. SzaM and I. Pintğr, Lcgal aıü Uıfurgrouıü Laboıg Movemenı in Huııgary
1919-1945 @udapesı l98Q = Snıdia Histgica Academiae §cientigum Hungaricae, 168).

u For a discussiqı of these issııe.s see K6lm6rı Szakdcs, "The Trade-Union Politics of üe Hıuıgarian
Party of Communiss (August 19l9-0cober L944)", in E. IQbo§ and A. ZsilAk (eds.), §ıııdıes on ılB Hisıory
of ıhe Huııgarian Tradc-Union Movemenı @udapesı, |977), pp.96-|22.

" The Communist Party's rctivities aıe presented in a favorablc üght by György Bors6ııyi, "A KMP a
murıkanğlkiiliek követelğseiğn a gazdasagı vil6gv6t9g ğveiben (1929-1933)", S§ Vol. l0, No. 2 (1964), pıp.

29-55. But the same aııthor has litıle to say ahut the Communists in a later piece, György Bcs6nyi, "The
Great Depression and üe Organized Working Class in Hungary L929-|933", in tQbos and Zsildk, Studies on
üe Histon, of the Hungarian Trade-Union Movemenl pp. 153-181.

79 Piıoska ÖrdOgh, A szakszemezetek aııtifasiszıa ıev4kenysLg a Gömbös-korıüııy idejfln (Budapsç
|977), pp. LL2-L37.

80 Bğla Kirschner, "Stellungnahme der Kommunistischen Partei Ungarns zu der Frage der demokratischen
DikaUır der fubeiter und Bauern zwischen L9r4-|927", Annales Universiıaıis Scientiaruın Bııfupestiınnsis
de Rolando Eönös nomiıuıae, Sectio Hisorica, VoI.5 (1963), pp.207-?5|.

" K6lmdn Skak6cs, A Kommunisıa Pdrt agrdrpoliıi6ja, 1920-1930 (Buüpest, 1961), pp. 109_118, 144-
154.
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crganızations üe party had managed ıo crearc.t2
Hungariaıı Communists in Moscow were also corrcerned with üe agranaı question. In 1935 the muter

came up in discussiorıs of üe party's new inıerest in creaıing a boad political alliance of democraüc forçes and
how the peasantry might be included in iı Those who rejected simplc agrarian reform and favoıed an agrarian
revolution subordinate ıo the poletarian revoluüon caıried üe day,t3 but üey stıowed litüe undersunding ot'
üe aspiraüoıs of üe majority of peasaıııs.

Intellectuals represenıed anottıer potential corstinıency for ıhe KMP. Yet, party leaders never succeeded
in reconcüng the aesüetics of literary creativity with ttıe practical ıequiremens of poütical sruggle. On üıe
whole, üe party's approach ıo literaiıııe in üe interııar period foüowed the same natTıow, sectarian line which
Kun uıd his faction repesented in pany atrair§ in geneıal. The influence of üe proleıarian cultııral current
emanating from Moscow, which would laıer be known as socialist realism, exercised a decisive ffiuence on
Hungarian writers in exile, for they were anxious o formulatc a new coıception of literauıre üat would ıeconcile
üe national tradition wiüı a lit€ranırğ subordiııarc o a socialist ideology.r The debaıe became paniculaıly
animated dııring üıe ecoıpmic depression of üe early l930s when a number of writers aııd editors ıvers moved
to question üe value of "pıııe literanır€" divorççd from "social r€alities".s Sırch reviews as 1a09o, a legal
Communist cultııral and üterary monthly published in Budapest (|Y27-1930),' and Goııdolat (Thoughı;
Budapesı l935-193Dn offered a moıE open fonım fc the expession of opinion ıIıarı Sarlö 4s Kalapöcs (Sickle
and ilammer), which was publistıed monthly in Moscow (|Y29-|937» and promoted ideologically_chaıged
assessmen§ of üterary cuTenıs aııd writers.r In ıhe final analysis, Communist kty teaders failed to appreciaıe
üe nanıre of individııal oeativity. In§tea( ıhey persisted in jııdgıng lioranııe priınarily aıı a weapon in üe class
struggle. Such an aaiude helps o explain why the gifted poet Attilı Jdzsef (1905-1937), who felt a genuine
sympaıhy for üıe worters and iıiııed the KMP in 1930 to promote üıeir caııse, was alierıaıed by the harstı
criticism of his work by party officials.tg

In üe mid-l930s pressure increased on the rrty !o form a poputar front wiü üıe Social Democraıs as
a means of combating üıe advance of fascism in Eıırope. But üıe KMP was ill*quipped to pıırsue üıe popular
front in üe lauer 1930s because afıer the Comintem's dissolution of üıe party in 1936 it had no organization
in Hungary until 1939, when Fererıc R6zsa at the behest of the Prague secretriaı, foırıed a committee to

t2 Relatively ücle attention has been given to üis pıoblem, but see Kelm6ıı Szak6cs, "A KMP falusi
szervezeti tev6kenys4g6r6l a 2. kongresszustdl 1933 rıdjuğig', Pıı(, VoL 14, No. 3 (İ!}68), pp. 78-108.

t3 l(6lmdrı Szak6cs, "Vita a KMP-ban a ndpfrontpolitika n6hdrıy kğrdğsğıöl a Kominterrı 7. kongresszusat
megel6z6 hetekben", PıK, Vol. 10, No. 1 (1964), pp. 67-98.

* Magda K. Nagy, "Irodalmi hagyomdrıyaink az LV2O-as ğvek Kommunista pubücisztikrj6ban, Pıı(, Vol.
18, No. 2 (1972),pp.84-|22.

85 Magü K. }:agy, "Vit4k, vdlemdnyek az irodalom €,s a poüıika kapcsolatdröl. A szocialista irodalom
elvi követelmdnyeırdl (lY29-|933»" , PıK, Yol. 22, No. 4 (1976), pp. 44-89.

t6 A history of üe review and an anthology of articles aıe presented by Ataddr Tam6s, A 1007o. A KMP
l e g ülis fo ly öirata 1 927 - 1 9 j 0 (B udapest, 1977).

fl Ern6 Gondos, "A 'Gondolat'-r6l", in Miklds Szabolcsi and l-6szl6 nHs (eds.), "Iöjj el, Szüadsüg!"
(Budapesı 1967), pp. 44047l.

't Ferenc Botka "A Sarl6 6s Kalapdcs (|929-|937)", in Szabolcsi and Illğs Gns.), "Jöjj el, Szabadsdg!",
pp.250-3ü2.

89 Jdzsef s relations wiüı the KMP benreen 1931 and 1937, particulaıly the question of his expulsion
fıom the party, ııre discussed by György Vert6s, Jözsğ Aıtila ös az illegölis Koırımıınisıa Pdrı (Budapest,

1964). See also Miklös Szabolcsi, "J6zsef Atüa ğs az illegdlis Kommunista P6rt viszonydrıak kğrd6sğhez",

Pıi(, Vol. l1, No. 4 (1965), pp. 3046.
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coorürıarc party activiıies in Hıuıgary.go Its effectivenqss was severely limite( becaııse of govemmenı
persecution, which inıersiiied aftcr Hungary's entı]ance inıo üe war againsı ttıe Soviet Union in June lgtl. For
the next üıee yean üe organizational hisory of üe KMP became intertwined with ıhe arempıs by op,ponens
of üe Horüy regime and üıe war to crcate a united ft,onı

6. Tlu Role of tlw Comintern

Hungarian Communisıs ook an active part in the work of üe Comint€rn. At is congıesses ıhey were often u
üe center of debaıes over ideology and acdcs. Aı üe Third Congıess in 192l, for exarıple, üey even foıınd
theınselves taking çposite sides on üe issue of how best ıo achieve Communisı objectives and gain adherents.
Kun ıırged "pıırity" and miliuncy, wheıeas laııdler uıd Lııkğcs favoıpd a gradıul campaigp o win over ıhe
working class aııd cooperation with such poteotial allies as the poc peasarıry.9ı Hungarian Cgımıınisıs also
performed a variety of tasks for üe CominıernP For eıample, larıdler ıuıdertook missions in Western and
Cenral Eıııope, and Jeı6 Varga was a leading ecoıpmic adviser o üıe Comintern. The mosı promineııt
Hungarian in üıe Cominıern was Kun, who, deşite his occasional flashes of independerrce, enjoyed gıeaı prestige
in üe Comintern ard the Soviet party as üe "historic leadğ" of üe Hungarian proletarian ıpvolution of 1919.
After holding a number of pcts m ıhe Cominıern appaıaiıs, he reac,hed ıhe high point of his caıeer in ıhe
internaüorıal Comınunist movement in 1928 when ıhe Sixth Congress of üıe Cominıerıı elected him a mernber
of its executive commitıee alongside Salin and Bııtharin. But Kun also owed his downfall, ai least in some
mea§ure, to his deep involveınent in Cominıern poütics, for he had atlid himsğlf wiüı Grigui Zinoviev, who
was to perisiı in üıe Salin puges in 1936.

The Cominteın interveııed continııously in every aıea of KMP affair§ from its organizational stnıgnıre
to its ideological sund on criücal issues. Examples abound A committee of üıe Comintcrn supervised üe revival
of the KMP n |9U aııd arruıged üe holding of its fırst congı€stı in 1925, and anoüer corımiüee, headed by
Dmitri Manuilsky, üıe secretary of the Cominıern's execuüve comıniüee, oyenıaw preparaıions for the second
congrcss in 1930. As for şecific policies of üıe KMP, üe Comintem sought, for exarıple, to use its staıd on
irredentism and the naıionaliıy question in a way thaı would beııefiı the §ovieı Union and the internatiorıal
Communist movemenl Thıs, in the late 1920§ the KMP, becding Cominıerıı direcüves, insrırctd is acüyi§§
ıo maks certain thaı üıey lirıked worters' calls for a ıevision of thc Treaty of Tiianon and self{eıerminaıion fg
Hungarians in üe sırccessor sıaıOs to ths need o defend the Soviet Unions from üe imperidi§t powers.$ A
decade lateı ıhe paıgy clarified is position on üe nationality que*ion in rccodance wiü new diıectives fronı
ıhe Sevenü Congıess of üıe Comintern on üıe ıırgent need for all Cgımımisı pardaı to cıeaıo an arıti-fascist
popular frronL It üıus üaııdoned is previous revolutionary or "pıoletrian ısvisionist" policy on Hungarian and
other minorities, and in 1937 it ass€rıed üıeir right o self{etermination.x Subseqııenüy, iı reftısed o recogıizc
üe tgriorial gains made by Hungıry beweeıı 1938 and 1941 üüı the aid of Nazi Germany and rciteıated is
commitmerıı o selfdetermination, inclııding secessıion, fu Hııngary'§ now large Rıınaııian, Slovak, and
Ruüıenian minqities, a position it mainüained thıoughouı ıhe Second Wald War.95 Tlıis sund on revisionism
flew in the face of sruıg Huııgarian natioml feeling and ıındoııbtedly cost üe party suppct among Hııngnrians
of all social classes.

A constant source of concern o Cominıgrı leaders was ıhe biuer factiorıalism wiüin the KMP, which,
in üeir view, prevenıed it from taking fuil advanüage of its revolutionary opportıniües. After its own Third

90 Pint6r, Rözsa Ferenc, pp. 82-118.

9l Kirschner, 
^ 

KMP stratğgiaivoıulöıak alahılösa,pp. 107-117.

9? Kowig, Coırımunism in Hıuıgary,pp. 113-114.

93 L6szli6 K6v6g6, A magyar Kommunistdk Es a nemzetis0gi Hrdis @udapest, 1985), pp. 195-20/..

91 lbid., pp.2|6-225.

95 L6szl6 K6v6g6, "A KMP a revfziördl ğs a nemzetisdgi k6rd6sr6|, L936-I942", PK, Vol. 28, No. 2
(1982), pp. 48-80.
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Congress üıe Comintem souglht to reconcile üe Kun and larıdler factiorıs and to set a urıit€d, reinvigoraıed party
on an ideological clear paıiı When its admonitions continued o be igrıored, it took dıasüc acüon in ıne spring
of. |9D,, appointing on iıs own authority a new ceııtıal commitree fc üıe Hungriaıı party which excluded both
Kun and landler.96 But üe srife continued. The Comintem felt obliged in üe fall of, L929 tio entğr üe
controversy over üe "Blum üıeses". At iıs behest Kun and Jözsef Rğvai drafted a new statement of principle
which provided üe subsunce for üıe Cominiern's "Open Letıer o the Members of the Party of Communists of
Hungary". Declaring üe goal of üe Party o be the dictaonhip of the proletariaç rejecting üe notion of a
democratic raıısition to socialism, denoıııring üe Social Democras as social fascists, and urging tiıe creation
of sçarate, Communist tra& unions, it roundly condemrpd the "Blum theses".İ The "Open l;tt€r" fıtred in
wiü the left qırn taken by the §ixth Congress of ttp Comintern aııd the tenth plenum of its execurive commiuee
in üe summet of L929 uıd üus signalled üe riıunph of üe hard line long advocaıed by Kun. In order o put
an end to dissidence in üe paıty's leadenhip and üus eıısurp compliance wiü its directives the Comintern itself
selected the membgs of the party's new central committee after is second congrc$ı in 1930.

In üe early l930s üe immediaıe cause of rcnsion wiüıin üe KMP and üe issue which brought it ino
conilict with üe Cominterıı was the cıeation of a populr fronı First of all, üe Cominteııı's r€peated calls for
a united struggle against fascism by all poletarian patias requiıed Hungarian Communists o embrace the Social
Democıats, whom üey had reguJaıly denounced as üe sworn enemies of Communism. Sııch cooperaıion also
required a series of ideotogical and tactical adjusıemens, which for Kun and his §upport€rs eşecially weıE not
only distasteful but incompehensible. In 8 §eııse, üe party was captive to its pa§L Iı had alıeady experiaıced
the dictatorship of the proletariat in 1919 in üe Soviet Republic and could not noş, accçt a poütical acdc which
had as is goal a democratic rçubüc, for thaı sig!ıified a r€tre8ı.

The corıilict between ıhe Social Democratic and Communist parties was rmted in their üvergeııt
auitudes oward üe prevailing potitical order in Hungary and üeir bitter competition for support among üıe
working class. Dııring üe 1920s and early l930s the Communist Party repeatedly cordemned the Social Demo_
crats for üıeir accommodation with Bethlen and his successorfı and ırged allout combat against ıheir
leaders.99 The latter replied in kınd. Fıırüermore, üey avoided cooperation with üe KMP out of concerıı that
any association wiü Communisu might jeopardize the legal sanıs of üeir own party and thıs cıırail is abiüty
to inflııence public oppinion aıd government policy thıough the pıess and parliamenı

Noneüeless, by 1933 presıure on ttp KMP for a mort flexible appruch o üıe Social Derrıocrats had
begun o build. tn }viğch ıhe Comintern instnıcted meınbcr partiqs to cıEate united anü-fascist fronıs wiü oüer
proletarian panies and to cease forming §eperaıc Communist trade ıııions and, instcağ begin worting within
legal (in effect, Social Democratlc) organizatiğrs. At üıe saırıe time wiüıin üe KMP itself the rift wideııed
benveen the pıoponents of a hard line uıd moderaıes.ıo Tte maprity of party lead€rs held o üıe idea üıaı üe
recommendatiorıs and the experiences of ıhe internatioııal communisı movement could not be apıpüed o
Huogary, because of the şocial conditions prevailing ıhetp.ıo Yeı, a couııt€r-cıırı€nt advocating cooperation
wiüı .Jıe Social Democıats gained stneııgtlt Is adhereııts helped to foıınd a new joıırnal, Üi Harcos (The New
Militaııt), which appeared briefly in Budapesı in t933 and had as is primary gel the cıeation of a political and
ideological aunoşhere necessary for a united strugge againsı fascism. It was here thaı Atrita J6zseı published
his aıticle "Az egysdga,ont kffill' (About the UniıEd Fronı), in which he ıırged the nvo parties o seı aside üıeir
opposing strategic goals in üıe interest of mobilizing ıhe worken to combat üeir common enemy - fascism. The

96 Borsfiıyi, Kun Bğla, pp.262-?f,3.

9 Mrs. Horvdth, A KMP ıüsodik kongresszıısa, pp. 33-36.

9t B6b Kirschner, "A Komintern IV. kongrasszusa 6s a KMP stratdgiai vonala", PıK, Vol. 26, No. 2
(1980), pp. 12-22.

99 Istvdrı Pintğr, "A KMP 1932. m6jısi pl6num elOzmĞnyei 6s hatğıozaıai", PK, vol. 3l, No. 3 (1985),
pp.27-55.

ıO Istv6ıı Pintğr, "A munk6segysdg köriili vita a KMP-ban 1933 els6 felğben", PtK, Vol. 32, No. l
(1980, pp. 1847.

|o| Ibid., pp.23-24.
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KMP rejected his ideas and subjected him to harsh criticism. In the summer of 1934 Kun insisted that no change
in ttıe Communists' policy owaıd the MSZDP was necessary, excep! perhap§ üe elimiııaıion of üe epiüel
"social-fascist", from their propagarıda The spirited debate witiıin üe KMP over wheüer genuine unity of rction
was pssible between a legal party and an illegal one operating in secıet continııed wiüıout a consensus being
reached, and in üe fust six monıhs of 1935 relatiors with üıe social Democraıs deteriorarcd frırther.ı@

The dpcisioıs taken at the Severıth Congıess of üe Comintern in July arıd Augusı 1935 aboııt üe need
O defend üe wcking class uıd, in effect, evoı boıugeois demarrcy against the tide of fascism by political
alliances wiü üe Social Democraıs had a powerfrıl iniluence on the KMP's auinıde owaıd ıhe popıür fronı
But Kun and his associates confaırıed only reluctantly. The Comintern applM more pressure, arıd in Janııary
1936 Kun finally actnowledged errus in dealing wiü the Social Democraıs, aııd the cenral committee ıırged
all party meınbers o do üeir utmosı to bring about an aııti-fascist nlliqnce.ı@ But the conflict within üe prty
could not b *,r"grd' aııd in üe şring of 1936 it had become so acute ıhat the cenral commiuee was ımüle
to carry out üe poücy dictaıed by üıe Cominterrı.ığ The Cominıerı, ıhooughly eıasperaıed by ıhe delay,
dismisse«i üe entiıp ceııtıal commioee of the kMp and instnıcted 7ııltAı szğrıt6, an associate of the comintern's
executive comrıiree, to forrı a provisiorıal §ecreıariatr which would then carry out üıe new Eptic and arrarıge
for the holding of a congıess o recganize üıe party and elect a new centıal commicee. At ıhe same time it
ordered üe dissolution of the party in Huııgary and the closing of üe Vierına office. No congıoss could be held
wiü üıe party in such disarray, arıd a provisional secretariat establisipd itself in Prague later in 1936 arıd became
a provisional cerıral committee committed o carying out üıe popular front directives of üe Comintern.

These sweeping organizatiorıal changes coincided wiü the beginning of the gıeat pıırges in üe Soviet
Union, which deciınaıed üıe raı*s of Hungarian Commurıisu. ivtaııy of the party's founders and üıe leaders of
üe Hungarian Sovieı Republic perisiıed. The most prominent victim was Bğla Kıır1 who was arrested in 1937
and executed in 1939.16

The Cominterrı's position on üe popular front also conribuıed to a chaııge in the KMP's a$inıde towud
üe populiss, whom it had denounced with almost as much feıııor as üe social Democırats. For communists,
üe gıeat sin commiued by üe Poptıtists wa§ to deny üıe inevitability of capitalism 4ğ 56çialisp and to insisı
upon üe viability of a "üird way" of development based upon indigeınus, agrarian taditions. Buı after 1936
Communist interpreıations of Populist darine becaıne more moderaıc. The ıııriıings of Jdzsef R6vai" one of üe
priııcipal üeoreticians of Hımgarian Communism alongside Kıın aııd Lııkğcs and in 1937 and 1938 a member
of the provisioııal ceııtral commiuee in Prague,ı6 were clıaracteristic of ttp new mood. |n Manizmııs ğs
nipiessEg (lvlanılsın and Populism). which he ıınote in 1938 in hag, he displayed a subtle understanding of
Populisın, and when şeaking of Huııgarian §ociety after üıe overtiııow of fascism, he pedicteıl that it woııld
be neiüer boıırgnois{emocıaıic u corıpletely socialislıo

The fragile raprochemenl between Q6xaalunie§ and Populiss assumed aıı instinıdonal form thıough
üe creation of üe socalled tıdarch Fıont(Mbciısi Frow) in 1937. University snıdents and young intellectııals,
eşecially in Debreceu many of üem new recruits to ıhe kMp or sympaıtıetic !o it, serııed a§ the link between

ı@ Isıvdıı Pintğr, 'Üıkeresğs 6s megtorpaııds a KPM-ban 1934 mdsodik fel6ben", PıK, Vol. 32, No. 3
(1980, pp. 35-?5; tstv6ıı Pintğr, "A KMP egysdgfront-politikijdııak pıobl6m6i a Komintenı VII. kongıesszu_
sa el6esğ6ıı", PK, VoL 33, No. l (ı987), pp.346.

ı@ Bdlint Szab6, "A kommunista p6rt politikai ir6rıyvorıalAnalc elnkulfsa a KI 7. korıgıesszusa ut6n ğs a
mdsodik vilAgtüboni 6veiben", Pıı(, Vol. l0, No. ı (ı964), pp.4142.

'ğ Istv6ıı Pintdr, "A KMP-n beltü kiizdelem a ndpftontpolitika elfogaddMĞrt 1935-1936 fodul6jdıı", Pıı(,
Vol. 33, No. a (t987),pp.27-79.

ı6 Mrs. Kun, ı(ız B€la,pp.488494.

'6 On Rğvai'§ carcer and writings during üe interıvar period sec P6l Sdııdor, A ııugyo filozöfw
törtğneıe 1900-1945, Vol. 2, pp. 332-351; Miklds Lg,lK6, Vülsögok-vülaszıdsok, w. |94-297; and A ıtugyo
Jilozöfiai goııfulkoüs a lüt vildglıdborü kizött, pp. 373418.

1@ Jdzsef Rğvai, Marizmııs, ıüpiesslg, magyarsüg (4th edition, Budapest, 1955), pp. 2974ff.
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Communiss and Populiss.ıG Their acuvities represeııted one of the more successtul underıakings of the
Hungarian Communisı Young Workers Association (Koıııınınisu lfjılmıııılcdıok Maglarorszdgi Szöveu€ge;
KMSZ), which had its beginnings dııring üıe period of üe Soviet Republicıo and suffered &om üe saıne va-
garies as the paıent party unıil it was dissolved by the Cominıem in 1937 as part of its drasıic recganizaıion
of üe KMP.ııo

The initiaüve for the founding of the ivtarch Front bclonged to Poputist writen aııd left-wing sfudents
in Debrecen who used the annııal commemoration of üıe poet sendor Petdfi and other heroes of the Hungarian
Revoluüon of l&48 to issue a twelve-poinıprogam for democratic political and social reforms. They were soon
joined by a number of Communist intellectııals, notably Fererıc Doıı6ıh O. 1913), who had joined üe party in
1934 and had been one of the leaders of üe uıition-reform movement in üıe universities.ııı The communiss
were eager to nırn üe Front ino an organizeü disciplined poüücal parğ, but the Populİsts preferred a "şiritıul
movement'ı. Never mce than a loose coaliüon of intcllecnıals and lacking ideological unity and, heııcg a clear
direcüon, üıe Front dissolved itself in 1938.

The KMP in Hungary continued to §€ek alliances with democraıic prties and gıoııps dııring üıe §econd
Wgld War. But it had difiıculty following the wists aıd tıırns of Soviet foıeign poücy and carrying out
Comintern directives.lı2 At fiıst, between 1939 and the şring of l!Xl, üe paıty's popular front strategy wı§
primarily anti*apiatisı Alüıough üe Soviet€crman pact of August 1939 had beeıı a shock to many Hungarian
Communists, üey noırcüeless geırcrally ıefrained from overt aitacks on Nazi Germany as long as the best
inıeress of the Soviet Union ıequiıed such forbeaıaııce. But as relatiors between üe nyo countries dercrioıated
and especially after the German invasion of üe Soviet Union on June 22, L94l Communist leaden placed
increasing emphasis upon appeals o Hıuıgarian pariotisnı aı a means of auracting §upport for its popular ftıont
policy. It eventııally adopted the warchwcü "natiorıal iıdependerıce" aııd sought to ent€r inıo an alliance with
all panies and gıoups who were hstile to Nazi Germarıy. Accordingly, n |942 it participaıed in the annual
tvtaıch 15 celebration of the heroes of l&48, which had been oganized by üe Hungarian Historical Memorial
Commiııee (Magyar Töığıulmi Emllkbimısög), an umbrella goup regesenting divene political parties and
cultıııal group§. The main pıırpose of üis year's demonstration was !o awaken the consciousness of the public
at large !o past struggles for independence and in this way to arouse a new sıırge of patriotic feeling to opose
German domination of üe counry. The Communiso soughı to uJm the Hisorical Memoriai Commiuee ino a
political alliaııce üıat ş,ould organize and diıect üe inde,peıdence and anü-war movemğıt, but a new wave of

lc [stv6ıı Pintğr, "IIalad6 egyercmi di6kmozgalmak 6s a Mdrciusi Front (1935-1938)', n A lıaladö
egyeıemi ifiılsög ııozgahıui Magyoorndgon, 1918-1945, €dited by Henrik Vass (Bııdapest, 1978), pp. 259-
352:PEtg P6l T6ttı, "A debreceni egyetemi hallgaıdk baloldali kommunista szerııezkedğse, l93Gl938", Prf(,
VoI.26, No. t (1980), pp. ll1-13l.

ıO L6szlö Svğd, "A Magşar Kommunisıa ffjüsdgı mozgalom kezdetei", PıK, Vol. Z, No.4 (1978), pp.
348.

ıı0 A coınprehersive history of KIMSZ has yet to be written. University snıdenıs have received particular
aüention. The association's activities in universities in ıhe l930s is well coverpd in P6ter Sipos, "Kommunis-
ta szeweıküs a magyarorsz4gi egyetemeken az 193Gas 6vek els6 felğben", n A laladö egyeıemi ıİjılşös
mozgalmai Magyarorsügon, 1918-1945, pp. 20l-?57. But üıee aıticles on the l920s in the same volume
have little o say about KIMSZ, an omission which suggests a weak organization and relative inactivity.

ııı Istvdrı Pintör, 'A KMP ğs a M{rciusi Fıont", PıK, Vol. 22, No. 4 (|976), pp. 343, argues that üe
Communists played a major role in the formation of the lvtarch Fronı Balarrced and detailed ist the suıdy by
Konrdd Salamon, A Mdıciusi i'rozı @udapest, 1980; = tİrtekezğsek a Törtdneti Tudom6rıyok Körğbol, 92).

ıı2 A usefull collection of soıırces, selected to emphasize üıe leading role of üe Communist Party, is
contained n A ııugyar nipfront ıörtğııete. Dohımenoııııok (1935-1q7q, Vol. 1 (Budapest, 1977), p,p. 251-
48l. There are two works by Istv{ıı Pintğn Magyar Koırıınıııistdk, a Hiıler-ellenes nemzeıi egysEg€rt

@udapast, 1968), which covenı the period fıom June 1}l1 to L,larch l9t4, and Magyar antifasizııuıs Es

ellenallds @udapest, 1975), which incorponates the fust volume arıd adds chapters on the period between
March arıd üe fatl of LgM. A shortened version of üıe later has appeared in English: Hungariaıı Aıııi-
Fascism and Resisnnce, 1941-1945 (Budapest, 1980.
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ıuTes§ carried out by üe govemment caısed üe Commiuee to dispeıse.ıı3 All ttıese activities emphasizing
patriotic soüdarity fitted in wiü üe cıııTent straıegy of üe Soviet Communisı Party and üıe Comintern to ratly
support for ttıe war agaiıst Germany. Alüough Hungrian hisorians have emphasized the KMP's role in sırch
undertakings, it is doubtful that its would-be partners considered the CommunisS as signifıcant players. The party
had no more than several hundıed members and lacked a viable political strucüJre aııd strong rade-union and
youü organizations.

The influence of üıe Comintern on Hungaıian party affairs dııring üese years seems !o have been slight
becaıse üe war had severed diıect communicaüon wiıh Moscow.lıa Noneüıeless, üıe Cominrcrrı was imporunt
to Hungarian Communists as üıe sraegic center of the international Communist movemenl Thus, its dissolution
by Stalin in ivIay 1943 was a severe blow o their morale and led üıem o quesüon their funııe role in the
international Communist movemenl They declared their party dissolved, and a few weeks later, in June, ttny
announced üe formation af the Peacc Parry (Blkprr\.ıu Thirteen years aftcr üe event J6ıps lğddr, who in
1943 had been secretary of the party's central commitree, wrote thaı üe party had not in fact been dissolved and
üat üe announcement to ıhat effect and the change of name had been int€nded to give üe party time to consider
new way§ of carrying on its wort.ıı6 Such an explanaıion has some meriı Because of üıe prty's uttğ disaıray
and failure to e.stablish regular links wiü leftist and democraıic parties, K6ür and his colleagues may have
hoped üıat a de-emphasis of the Communist character of their party might persııade oüers thaı ıhey were ıeady
for genuine cooperation.

The Communists and other paıties did not begin serious collaboration until afıer the occupaıion of
Hungary by üıe German army in L,Iarch |9M. In ivlay Communiss joined other parties aııd gıoups in
proclaiming üıe creation of a united Hungarian Ftont (Magyar Fronı) o cocdinate üıeir oppcition moverıı€nt
wiü üe advancing Soviet armies.ıı? As üe lauer drew closer to Hungary Communist leaders in Septeınber
announced the revival of üıeir party under is old name and declaıed their immediaıe goal o be a "democratic"
Hungary and üıeir ultimate objective "socialism".ll' They also prepared o rejoin üıe intemational Communist
movement under Soviet patronage.

ıı3 Pint6r, Magyar antifaıizıruıs ğş ellenallös, pp. 62-9l.

ı" Monographs and published collectiorıs of soıırçes have litüe o say about relations between üe Sovieı
and Hungariaıı parties benreen 194l and ttıe fall of L944.

ıı5 Pintğr, Magyar antifasizııuıs ğs ellenallüs, pp. 193-196. A few documents aıe available ın A Magyar
Front, edited by Gyula K6llai, Istv6ıı Pintğr, and Aıtila Sipos (Budapest" 1984), pp. 98-103.

"5 J6nos i{AdAı, "A Kommunistdk lvlagyarorszıigi P6nja feloszlat4sa körtilmdnyeinek ğs a B6kep6rt
munk6j6nak n6h6ny kğrdğ§ğr6l (1943. jünius-|944. weptember)" , PtK, Vol. 2, No. 3 (1956) , pp. 20-?6.

|l7 A Magyar Front, pp. 190-195.

||8 lbid.,pp.212-224.
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