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Introduction.

It is not easy to anyone to write in an impartial
manner on any topic involving one's own country., One is guite
liable to fall victim to his own prejudices, pre-conceived
opinion, likes and dislikes, and, -to use a liarxist concept,
to be influenced by one's own social and economic background.

This task, however, becomes even more difficult if we consider

thet the present Hungarian regime and its official organs abroad
never are overanxious to publish the truth. iloreover the history
of Hungery, and especially the history of the Hungarian Labour
mvement is, from time=-to-time, re-written according to the
psychological demands of the current political order. Consequently,
it would not be difficult for an effort such as this to fail within
a very short itime after its conception.

However, the primary sources, a&s far as this paper is
concerned, are mostly published. Fortunately, after the fall of
the proletarien dictatorship, the counter-revolutionaries, whose
purpose was to discredit Bela Kun and his regime, regarded as
their primary duty the publishing of all the available documents
concerning that experiment. This task was completed by the
Government of People's Democracy after 1945 in order to commemorate
the resurgence of the hevolution of 1919, documents revealing
Hungarian-Soviet relations were published; and for self-justification

all the previously unpublished Gocuments were made accessible to



the scholars of the Communist "New Class".

The existing works on Hungary, the so called secondary
sources, at first may seem to be confusing., While such a state
cannot be justified, nevertheless, it arises from the extreme
originality of the source-material. For the most controversial
sources, we have the pro-Hungarian and anti-Hungerien writings,
(including) the reliasble and unreliable ones. These, of course,
still lend themselves to further subdivisions: pro-Communist and
anti-Communist, each claiming supreme authority concerning the
evolution of the Hungarian Labour movement., To this, we must
add the numerous journalistic efforts which, written under the
duress of the moment and, of course, almost always with a pre-
conceived motive in view, are invariably elither highly red or
snowy-white. However, instead of criticising, it might be a more
positive and constructive policy to give credit where credit is
due.

In this study the writer will follow the chronological
approach., The advantage of this approach is that it shows the
unbroken line of development of the Labour movement. At the same
time, the writer is aware of its disadvantage, in that it can
never be exhaustive, or coinciding events would lose their meaning.
Therefore, thers will always be points distorted, to a degree.

The best one can do is to try to reduce the number of such points
as much as possible. That is why the writer re-introduces at
various places, already mentioned references, without which the

whole study would look unconnected. Another inevitable result of



this approach is that the Western Labour movements will receive
greater emphasis because they exerted greater influence on Hungary
than the Eastern movements. Indeed, the writser has attempted to
present in every period those motives which he thought were the
most characteristic, This may also explain the relatively small
place allotted to the early Russian Labour movement in connection
with the Hungarian one. Otherwise, it is far more a generszl than

a national movement,



Chapter 1.

The Foundation,

The Hungarian Labour movement was influenced by the
ideas of the trede unions, western Socialism, which, in turn,
originated in the Industrisl Revolution and in radical political
ideasl. The Communist revolution of 1919, in Hungary, was the
result of the blending western social democracy coupled with that
of Soviet Bolshevism.

The historians of modern Europeasn History generally
describe Hungery as the wesker partner in the Austro-Hungarian
Dual-Monarchy., As a country, basically similar to Poland and
Russia, it was an agrarian society which showed the beginhings
of industrisl development. Even her asgriculture, on which the
country's economy depended as part of the Habsburgs' policy before
1867, was backward, thus making the country only a supplier of raw
materials to Austria. While the few industrial centres somewhat
resembled those of modern Western European counterparts, the
agrarian society was as primitive as it was in Southern Europe,
and just a little better than in the Balkans<.

Hungary, having preserved its medieval institutionms,

was dominated by a great and powerful aristocracy which, in turn,

R, Seton-Watson, The Pattern of Communist Revolution, (London,
1953), p.l.

2A. Mod, Loo Ev Kuzdelem az Onasllo Magyarorszagert, (4Loo Years
of Struggle for en Independent Hungary), (Budapest, 1954), p.
299, (in Hungarian).




further hindered any effective development. During the Kevolution
of 1848, however, this class lost much of its power, thus signal-
ling the beginning of the breakdown of the ancient social, economic
and political order. Although a great portion of the aristocracy
was impoverished but, at large, they remained politically powerful.
To escape total disaster, Lengyel writes, this backward nation
"...turned toward industrislization and related activities, the
expansion of credit facilities, improved transportation and
commmication. ..l Teleki, who himself belonged to this class
explains that the Magyar ruling classes did not comprehend the
importence of this situation. Instead? the nobles, who had sl-
ways been interested in politics, became the administrators of

the country. The leading positions in industry, commerce and
banking were left to another strata of the Hungarian society,
primarily to the JewsB. The situation was further complicated,

again writes Lengyel, with the problem of nationalities. As soon

IE. Lengyel, and J. Day, 1,000 Yesrs of Hungary, (New York, 1958),
p. 155.

2p. Count Teleki, The Evolution of Hungary and its Place in
Buropean History, (New York, 1923), p. 89.

3p, Szende, Der Staatshaushalt und das Finanzsystem Oesterreichs
und Ungarns, Handbuch der Finanzwissenschaft, (Tubingen, 1928) ,
pp. 250-75.
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as the nobles found themselves thrown back on their government
Jjobs they could not very well allow the nationalities to occupy
the places promised to them in the 1868 Nationality aetl, To
justify their intransigance, the Hungarian bureaucrats created the
illusion that the non-Magyars were not dependable and were even
dangerous. This was the theoretical foundation of the "Magyar
Monrce Doctrine"™ with its "...admonition to the nationalities:
Keep out and stay out of government..."2

The subservient role of Hungary, in comparison to
Austria, hinéered the development of industry and the development
of an industrial working class, The Customs Union3, retained
after the "Restoration of 1867"4, further delayed the development
of a national indﬁstry. Although the government sought the rapid
expsnsion of industry, the progress was slow, forcing many indus-
trial workers and aéricultural labourers to find employment

abroad.

lrhe Law of Nationalities was adopted by the Hungariesn Parliament
on December 1, 1868, In general, the provisions of this Law
ensured thet any Hungarian subjJect could use his native tongue
in the course of his dealing with the Stete or with his fellow

subjects.

2L, Mocsary, The Balance Sheet of the Dualistic System, (Budapest,
1902), p. 232. (in Hungarian).

30. iggzi, Dissolution of the Habsburg Monarchy, (Chicago, 1929),
D. .

bpfter the Austro-German War in which Austria was defeated the
Emperor-King felt the necessity of a reconciliation with the
Hungarian nation. The Compromise or Restoration of 1867 was an
agreement between Austria and Hungary, in which the two countries
formed a political union, commonly known Austro-Hungarian Empire,
or Dual-Monarchy.




4 substantial growth began towards the end of the
sixtiesl. The wide-spread introduction of agricultural machinery,
which was being developed into sn independent industry, coupled
with a centrally orgasnised transportation network, had created
great demand for industrial manpower. This expending industry,
together with the increased number of industrial workers, in turn,
laid the foundation of an independent working-class. And thus
forming the "...last and least regarded ones of all social classes..."
explains Macartney, they sutomatically replaced the peasantry at
the bottom of the social pyramid.

The great majority, of this newly created industrial
manpower, were unskilled workers with a standard of living compared
with that of the poorer stratas of peasantry., "Not only were they
materially poor and exposed to exploitation by their prospective
employers®, writes Seton-Watson, "but they suffered from the mental
and emotional bewilderment that resulted from the loss of one social
environment -village life- which was not yet been compensated by the
absorption in a new society..."3 This dependent status of the early

Hungarian worker, after 1867, resembled the life of the British

worker early in the 19th. century.

15, Daniel, "Towards the Economic Revolution of Hungary", Huszadik
Szazad, (Budapest, 1909), No. 5, Vol.I, p. 225.

2c.A. Macartney, Hungary, (London, 1934), p. 252.

3The Pattern of Communist Revolution, p. 5.
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Since this available domestic, industrial manpower
was sufficient neither in quantity nor quality, Hungsry opened
up her labour-market to skilled foreign labour. To this basic
group of displaced agricultural workers was added a new element
-skilled imported labour. Sbme of these were foreigners attracted
by good wages and choice positions, others were expatriots who
had emigrated to Western countries in search of work, and re-
turned to the homeland with their newly sacquired technical
skills,

Although the idea of organising the workers into a
union had emerged well before 1867, it proved impossible to ad-
vance it, For Austria, during the Reign of Absolutismz, along
with stamping out national liberty, also stemped out social
liberty as well. The organisation of a workers' union, thus,
had to wait till 1867, when the constitutional rights of Hungary
and of her subjects were reinstated. The transitional period
and its results, though anticipated, was swift and strongly in-
flusnced by the previous experiences of other European countries.

The Hungarian Labour movement had the same body of
doctrine as the Western labour unions - Socialism, more or less
derived from Marx. But in practice, the differences, in the condi-
tions outlined above, resulted in a mixture of the different

European movements. The North, expecially England, contributed

1 As the aftermath of the unsuccessful Revolution of 1848-49 the
period of 18,9-67 is called the "Reign of Terror" or the "Reign
of Habsburg Absolutism",



the idea of workers leadership, There, the Labour leaders were
themselves usually workers and the enemy forces were the capital-
ists and their various supporters, The field, in which the struggle
was fought, was parliamentarism for general suffrage and trade
union rights. The British workers' hard fight for these social,
political and economic advancements, and their success were the
inspirstions of the Hungarisn Labour movement.

The Eest, psrticularly Kussia, where the leaders were
usually "professionals” also exerted some effect on the revolu-
tionary elements of the Hungarian Labour movement. This how-
ever ¢id not amount to anything substantial because on one hand
the kussian Labour movement itself was weak, and on the other
hand there was no class similar in Hungary. "...the class of
professional revolutionists never existed in Hungary...", noted
an historisn of the Hungarian Communist Party.l

France gave indirect influence to the forces that
were shaping the early Hungarian Lsbour movement. It was not the

present but the past, the Great Eevolution$ the Revolution of 1848, and

Luwrvp., vol. I, p. 291.

2F. Funck-Brentano, Die Bastille in der lLegende und nach historischen
Dokumenten, (Breslau, 1899).
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the experiences of the Paris Commune,1 that made the Hungarisan
workers realize their might, that the force of the proletariat is
capable of overthrowing the whole structure of the existing social
order, all existing hierarchies, all existing values, and creating
either an anarchy or a civilization entirely of their own.?

While Great Britain set the "ideal", Germany rendered
the practical examples to the movement., The German movement was
larger, more advanced, and better organized than that of the Hun-
garian, It was, on the whole, a workers group led by workers,
but one in which the intellectuals played an important role, and
for that they were well respected. Since both countries suffered
under extreme absolutism, their social institutions and their sims
were rather similar. However, the German movement had brilliant
theoreticians and the Hungarians lacked them. It was, therefore,
logical that the hurt, irritated, and persecuted German intellec-
tuals such as Karl larx, Ferdinand Lassalle, Edward Bernstein,
Karl Kautsky spoke not only for Germeny and for the German workers

but for Hungary as well,

1S..Eckhardt, A Francia Forradalom Eszmei Magysrorszagon, Budapest,

1924.

2E. Yaroslavsky, "Marx and Lenin in the Proletarian Revolution",
The Communist International, (London, 1929) Vol, VI, Nos. 9-10,
pp . 313"15 .
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These controversial theories and practices of the

European movement gave an excellent but also dangerous example for
the shaping of an Hungarian one. Thus, the private interests of
rivalry and the ideological differences, soon turned out to be
irreconcilable. They divided the new class into those who pursued
bourgeois aims and those who strictly wanted to create a Western
type of political group.

The first group, who called itself the "Budapest
Workers Association®™ and was to follow Schultze-Delitschl, bears
minor importance. The idea, behind this faction, was to develop
it into the sphere of Capitelism. They simed to advance all their
members, applying the principles of mutual economic aid and assis-
tance, from apprenticeship to independent craftsmen. On their side,
besides workers and petty bourgeois, were represented manufacturers,
white collar workers and intellectuals, Within this Associstion,
the gap between the various groups inevitably grew intolerable and
finally reduced it to a mere "sick-aid" agency. Therefore, this
faction, weak from its foundation, soon failed.

The other faction showed more promise for the future,
Its nucleus were the workers who came from Western Europe, who
were already acquainted with labour-theories. This faction stood

on a more advanced level than that of the Budapest Association,

k., Hunter, Socialists at Work, (New York, 1908), p. 335.
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and, because it had a clearer vision of the future from its
beginning, it was sble to advocate the unification of all wage
earners,
Under the direct influence of the early unions, as
early as 1861, says lacartney, and with the intention of taking
a stand for all, they, therefore, called their faction the
"General Workman's Association".l Its Charter (1869) 1is the
turning point in the history of the early Hungarien Labour move-
ment, for 1869 is the date when the Hungariasn workers, with the
aid of the Germans, came into contact with the First International,
Ferdinand Lassalle?, whom Liebknecht called "the man
in whom the modern organized German Labour movement had its origin“B,
gave the theoreticel foundation of the Hungsrian Lebour movement,
His theory of Democrady, expressed in a letter called "Macht und
Recht", states that in "...Democracy alone dwells right and in

Democracy alone will might be found..."s This program, aimed at

lMacartney, Hungary, p. 259.

2A.N. Holcombe, "The Life and Work of Ferdinand Lassalle", The
German Classics, (New York, 1914), Vol. X, pp. 3£2-395,

3Social Demokratische Partei-Tag, Protokoll, (Breslau, 1895),
p. 66, cited in 3.P. Orth, Socislism and Democra cy in Europe,
(New York, 1913), p. 148.

41assalle expressed his social ideas in an address April 12, 1862
which later was published under the title "The Workingmen's
Programme”, It was followed with an "Open Letter to the Committee
for the Calling of a General Convention of German Workingmen at
Leipzig", dated March 1, 1863, This letter was published under
the title "Macht und Recht® in Zurich, 1863.
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those who did not have any right at all, found warm and eager res-
ponse. Thus the Lassallian ideas, theeconomics of State subsidized
co-cperatives, butl especially his plan of a workingmen's party
fighting for universal democratic rights, became the core on which
the young Hungarian Lebour movement launched a political struggle
which only ended with the Revolution of 1918,

As long as the movement was orienting itself on Western
examples, centering around materisl interests, wasges, working hours
and the best orgasnization of economic life at large, the Authorities
were more than sympathetic to the movement. This amigble relation-
ship sbruptly came to & halt as soon as the movement, under the in-
fluence of Lassalle, felt itself strong enough to challenge the
parlismentary system, that is the Franchise right. This newly
changed and hostile attitude of the Government was due to the
political structure of Hungary, which was something between French
and English parliasmentarism and Russian autocracy. The country,
being an equal member of the Dual-Monarch, as far as public law
was concernedl, chose its own parliamentary representatives. In

Austria the parliament was elected by universal suffrage; in

lTeleki in his "Evolution of Hungary and its place in European

History" gives a detailed account concerning the political
relationship between the two countries. He says, that although
both countries were equal, in reality Hungary's share was purely
nominal, for no time did the number of Hungarians in the "common
services" exceed 33 per cent, in fact, this ratio was seldom
reached,
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Hungary it was restricted to an extremely unrepresentative
franchise. The Electoral Law of 187/, which was "...,one of the
most curious pervertions of Franchise which it is possible to
imagine..."l limited the right of ballot to 6 per cent of the
population in such wsy that only Hungarian property owners were
included, completely outleaving industrial workers, who were con-
sidered "dangerous",

The Government's stubborn opposition to the movement's
demands for universal suffrage lies deeper than in not trusting
this rising and basically dissatisfied class. It was rooted in
the problem of nation minorities. The Western European states
were primarily populasted by homogeneous racisl groups, and though
they were constantly engaged in national conflicts, their nature
was entirely different, The Austro-Hungarian monarchy, as the
Russian Empire, was a multi-national state, with privileges en-
joyed by Austriens and Hungarians. The problem, furthermore, was
complicated by the differences in cultural levels. While Austria
was more advanced than Hungary, the Hungarians, in turn, were more
developed than the Slovak, Croat, Ruthene and Roumanian minorities, but

they had one thing in common, all of them sought national independence.

lC.J.C. Street, Hungary and Democracy, (London, 1923), p. 17.

2Lengyel, 1,000 Years of Hungsry, p. l62.
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The minor nationslities, under direct control of Hungary, were
naturally, barred from parliamentary representation. The Hungarian
prime ministers were the personal choice of the Emperor, thus re-
ducing the supposedly independent Government to being the mouth-
piece of the Court of Vienna. Under these circumstances it was
obvious that a restricted and selectsd electoral body was needed
to guard the hegemony of Austria at the top of the multi-state
hierarchy. The parliamentary representation of a class, which
basically was anti-monarchist in its struggle for power, would
have used the issue of national independence, backed up by the
dissatisfied nationalities, This chance no government or ruler
could be allowed to take. Its struggle was the theme of the Hun-
garian Social Democratic movement, as the demand for universal
franchise-reform coupled with the demands of national minorities
and their distrust in Hungarisn politics eventually led to the
Communist Revolution of 1919,

In the meantime the movement rapidly expanded. At the
time of the French Commune there was an organized Social Democrstie
movement in Hungary. Its initial success, apart from the close
connection with the German movement, was partly due to the close

relationship with the Central Committee of the First Internationall.

1Mod, 400 Ev..., po 326,
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Already in 1868, the General Workman's Association established con-
tact with the Congress of Brussels, and under its directives was
able to shape its programme. Through personal connections the
Hungarian movement was well aware of the Parisian events. The
masses of the proletariat were sympathetic but, at the same time,
observed those events with horror. While Marx greeted the Revolu-
tion of 1871 with joy and regarded it as the advent of a revolu-
tionary current in Europe, the public reaction of Hungary completely
failed his anticipations. And so its defeat did not reslly distress
the masses. There were sympathy demonstrations with scattered
strikes over the country but, in general, they had neither
ideological nor practical connections with that of the Commune.

This rapidly expanding Hungarian Labour movement, drawing
its operating principles from the German Social Democratic Labour
Party, took special Europesn aspects into considerestion, The first
part of the programme, that of stimulating the political and class
consciousness of the workers and of building political parties, was
successful in the major Buropesn countries before the end of the
19th, century. The trade unions, which had already been organized,
now began to accept llarxist theory and to enter the field of poli-
tics, Socialist and Social Democratic Parties were formed in
Germany, France, Italy, Austria and Russia. The British Labour
Party, although repudiating the philosophy of Marxism, represented

g similar combination of forces.
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The attitudes which these working parties began to
develop were, however, disconcerting from a Marxist viewpoint.
Parkes quite rightly explains that in Kussia, which was an auto-
cratic State, the revolutionary ideas were supported. But in
Western Europe, while there was still support for revolutionary
pfinciples, the trend was shifting toward legal and parliamentary
reforms with considerable success. It was belisved, furthermore,
that a bourgeois-democratic State was not merely an instrument of
capitalistic domination, but 2 system under which it was possible
for the workers to win reforms. Although the working-classes con-
tinued to suffer from unemployment and low wages, nevertheless,
their conditions, through trade union pressure on the governments,
coupled with social legislation enacted by the State, were an im-
provement compared to earlier conditions, The result, and this is
what the orthodox Marxists could not understand, was a steady
weskening in the tendency towards revolution.1

These were the ihfluences of the West on the Hungarian
Labour movement. Although it was unanimous desire of both factions,
of the Budapest Workers Association as well as of the General
Workman's Association, to raise class-consciousness and to organize
a Social Democratic Party, they differed totally on the gquestion of
leadership and of ultimate aims, The majority of the workers sought,

upon the example of the "Western brothers®, economic and political

lparkes, Merxism, sn autopsy, (Boston, 1939), p. 11-2.
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reforms. They demanded strong parliamentary institutions,
governed by the people, better living, equasl social and political
acceptancse, and non-Communist revolution,

The second faction, which we have already mentioned,
was a utopist one. They believed, including the above mentioned
reforms, that in due time every apprentice will be & small shop-
keeper and thus will be promoted into the sphere of the middle
class. |

The third faction were the orthodox Marxists, who rep-
resented the "fanatical Left-wing". These men did not accept any-
thing but the principles of revolution.,

Despite the confusion created by these controversial
factions, the period from the First to the Second International is
also the period of the failure of the international Communism to
get foothold in the Hungarian Social Democratic Labour movement.
The First International ended with the Paris Commune. However,
before its termination Marx dispatched one of the executives from
the Central Committee to revive the movement of international
Communism in Central Europe, The man he had chosen was a native

of Hungary, Leo Frankel.l He belonged to the Left-Wing of the

1Leo Frankel was a prominent figure of the early Hungarian Lebour
movement. In his early youth travelled all over Europe and be-
came acquainted with Western Socialism. In 1860 he fought in
Germany with Bebel, Later met Marx in London and became his
disciple. During the French Revolution of 1871 he was elected
to be Minister of Labour. He was in constant connection with
Marx who gave him instructions., After the defeat of the Revo-
lution he escaped to London where became Austris-Hungary's
correspondent for the International and thus became a member of
the Central Committee. M. Aranyossi, Frinkel, leo, (Budapest,

1952) .
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Paris Commune1 and was regarded by the partisans of international
Communism as ",..one who understood the true meaning of the
Commune“.z Frankel arrived in Budapest with full understanding of
the International and, in turn, was well received. The movement,
which stood on the principles of Western Socialism as early as
1869 was in a complete chaos, Weak and opportunist leaders, pur-
suing their private interests, weakened the once vigorous General
Workman's Association into a mere pipeline of the Government.
Against disorder and internal fight, Frankel represented order and
unity of the Western movements, that is, the International. Ageinst
opportunist self-interests, he represented a complete self-denial
for the "ideal", The "...remote and once detached French Revolution
at once became flesh and blood..." wrote s contemporary Communist
writer.3
The yet disinterested masses saw those events in a new
light, for he was ready to fight for them as he had fought for the
French proletariat. But Frankel being a faithful disciple of Marx
intended more than he actually said. For he, being a professionsal
revolutionist, adopted en impersonal view of the national charac-

teristics of the Hungarian movement, He forced Tancsis, his

1. Marx and F. Engels, Correspondence, 1846-1895 (Selection),
(London, 1934), p. 312.

2Bol'sha;a Sovetskais Ent'siklopediia, (Moseow, 1936) Vol. LVIII,
p. 385.

3uMTVD., ibid., Vol. I, p. 351.




predecessqr, out of the movement and openly attacked Kulfoldy
and Csernyi, leaders of the Kight-wing, as agents of the Government.
He aimed to isolate the Left, the ™true Socialists", from the
"fellow travellers™, and eventually put under leftist control the
forming independent Social Democratic Party. While in London, he
had been in contact with Farkas, first correspondent to the Inter-
national, With him he tried to organize the most radical elements
into an inner circle and the years that follow are the history of
that internal struggle of the movement.1

This period is also the time of the tremendous growth
of the Hungerien industry. The movement kept the pace and, besides
increasing its membership, was able to awaken a certain class-
consciousness in the workers., Hitherto, the idea of forming an
independent party was only the desire of a few but, from now on,
it was requested from all stratas of the Association. Against such
pressure Frankel could not hold back and, in 1879, was forced to
consent to the unification of the two associations. The fact that
he was forced to give up the isolation of his group was the first
defeat to his tactics and, to retain control, he adopted the slogan
of the need of an independent party. He suffered his second defeat
when the First Congress of the Hungarian General Worker's Party,

officially adopted as standard policy Lassallisn ideas against Marx's

1,. Mod, 400 ev..., p. 358.
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Gothe Prog;ammel, In spite of the demand of his group, the

Party rejected the idea of Communist revolution and instead em-
barked upon a peaceful struggle for equal socisl rights. With
this outspoken rightist victory in the foundation, and furthermore,
the policy of the new Party, Frankel's popularity began to fade
away. He, being a Marxist, coﬁld not comprehend the peculiar
social, political and economic situation of Hungary. What he
gained in fighting for better economic standards he lost in his
insistence for revolution. However, he did not sccept this change
in ideas. Instead he tried to transfer the blame to those who were
elected as the new leaders. He continously challenged Csernyi,
Ihrlinger to step aside, giving him the power even after it was
clear that he should leave, After a Court-ordeal, having been
charged with high treasonz, his collaborators forced him to resign
and leave, in order to save the remaining leftist faction.

The root of failure is to be found in the idea Frankel
represented and the time he had chosen. The storm of revolutions
had passed over EuropeB. Its slogans were replaced with the slogans

of peace. He was popular while the revolutionary fever lasted and

1. Kautsky, The Dictatorship of the Proletariat, (Manchester, 1919),
Pe 42,
2In 1881 Frankel was charged with high treason on the ground of

organizing muting in the ranks of the Army and of among the working-
classes against the Government. (Aranyossi, Frankel leo, p. 182)

BMMIVD., ibid., VOl. Il, pp.4.22"3|



while the economic conditions of Hungary more or less gave
justification to iiarx's theory of class antagonism and of the
pauperisation of the working-classes. But the evolution of the
Hungarian Labour movement ran directly oppnosite to those views.
While the leaders of the various factions soon realised that by
depending only on their own power they gained less &nd less,
Frankel sought isolation, He was bound to fail, for he repre-
sented an alien and fallacious theory to & class which had no
revolutionary ideas whatsoever against the more and more popular
and organized Social Democracy.

Ever since the Great French Revolution, the idea of
revolution had always been a practicel issue inside the Labour
movement, With Bebel's death the German Social Democratic Party
lost one of its most able leaders. The intellectual leadership
then shifted toward the less developed Socigl Democratic Party of
Austria, and toward France. From the Communist point of view Bela
Kun argues thet the parties of the Second International, at the
time when Germany reached the peak of Capitalist development, in
theory and practice, became opportunist and reformist,l Indeed,
on the one hand the unions and parliementary parties carried out
large scale activities on a peaceful basis; on the other hand, the
orators of the parties used strong language against the political

regime giving the Continental Lebour movement a misleading

lBela Kun, "The Communist Party of the 3oviet and the Communist
International®, The Communist International, (London, 1929),
NOS. 9-10, Vol. VI., p- 3270
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revolutionary flavour. Against this paradoxical notion, Bernstein
and Adler spoke their views but Jaurés expressed it more definitively
when he challenged the Lsbour movement "...,to make words agree with
facts, to appear as it was".1 According to his opinion the move-
ment should disregard the idea of a proletarian revolution and in-
stead, concentrate on the graduasl directing of society towards
democracy and socialism. This theory was appealing to the Right-~
wing of the Hungarian Labour movement because it was pesaceful,
relatively easy and, therefore, safe in its struggle for recogni=-
tion. To declare loyalty to the Crown, it was assumed, that the
workers were improving their conditions within the framework of

the existing society, and that the recognition of the Class par-
liamentary rights were under way. Thus the Kight urged the Left-
wing for collaboration in an united front.

The founding of the General Worker's Party upon the
pattern of Western Trade Unionism clearly indicated that Hungary
once again sided with Western Sociaslism. With Frankel's leave the
connection between the movement and the Left-wing of the Inter-
national completely broke down. The Left dissolved itself into
the new Party and soon, without leadership, ceased to be important.
The new Party totally rejected the ides of revolution and, for the
sake of an urhampered Social Democratic development, was ready to

co~-operate with the government.2 Even the Second International,

lpranz Borkenau, The Communist International, (London, 1938), p. 30.

2MMIVD., ibid., Vol. I, p. 565.
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the Congress of Paris in 1889, noted that Hungary had totally

slipped awsy from varxism.l The leader and representative, Ihrlinger,
confirmed these views. He stated that the task of the Hungarian
movement was to co-operate with the government which is the security
of national welfare, This policy was in line with that of the new
Internationel., "...Paying lip service to Marxist orthodoxy..."2

the Second International, in practice, professed a new version of
Warxism, Accordingly, this International was, also, a loose feder-
ation. And in fear of a split, which was considered to be the

worst evil, it paid to much importance to formal unity. Although

the Hungarian movement belonged to the western sphere, its connec-
tion with it was rugged. In order to live up to its principles

and to draw the Hungarian movement closer to the West, the Interna-
tional sent P, Engelmann, one of the leading representatives of the
Austrian Social Democratic Party, to Hungary to strengthen that
movement. There was another related reason: the movement had

swung too much towards the bourgeois parties and, although the left-
wing was wiped out, it was still strong enough to file its com-
plaints and to request supervision from the International.3

The revived Hungarian Labour movement meant advancement

11bid., p. 564.

2
Seton-Watson, The Pattern of Communist Revolution, p. 16.

3A. Mod, 400 Ev..., p. 377.



25

from that of the revolutionary era. However, it was not towards
Marxism. The Second International was anti-Harxist, led politi-
cally by the German Social Democratic Party, and theoretically

by Kautsky. Kautsky and his followers influenced the International
to subordinate revolution to the economic requests of the growing
trade unions, and to fight for eguality of rights within the bour-

geols democracies.t

While Kautsky, in theory, accepted the
lrarxist's notion of the proletarisn class struggle, in practice,
he sbandoned the idea of revolution. Engelmann could not, under
such circumstances, bring anything new into the Hungarian movement
as his ideas had been practiced beforse, but what he did was to
carve these ideas into the workers' consciousness, promoting them
to be part of the International. This led the Paerty a step for-
ward, and he was able to charter it as the Hungarian Social
Democratic Labour Party. In complete agreement with the Inter-
national, the Party Congress of 1880 accepted Lassalle's economic
and political ideas, again rejecting international Communism.2
The characteristic of the end of the 19th. century
was that of a slow evolution., The 20th. century, on the other

hand, announced itself 'as one of revolutionary change, because, as

KNacartney beliwes, ".,.savage repressive measures wers taken by the

1F. Borkenau, Europesn Communism, (London, 1953), p. 29.

2MMTVD., ibid., Vol. I, p. 411.



Government when the agitation spread to the provincds."1 During
the period between 1890 and 1905 the Hungarian working-class in-
creased in number, end, as the result of their peaceful struggle
for economic betterment, they became relatively prosperous.? In
the meesntime, in 1903, the Social Democratic Party was reorganized
with new statutes and a new programme which enabled it to match the
Government's intentionally elastic laws on Labour associations,
meetings, and strike movements. Since the movement stood on
Lasalle's and Bernstein's doctrines, the 1905 Hussian revolutionary
attempt was observed by some emotionally, but generally, the feeling
was of indifference. There were numerous strikes and sympathy
demonstrations, But, as during the French Commune, they were
aimed to extract further economic privileges but not to overthrow
the Government.

The Hungarisn Labour Party shared the belief of Western
Socialism that no social revolution was possible in the West, there-
fore, it concluded, Hungary should not follow the Kussian example.
The Party felt itself weak against the Government, and it felt
still weeker before the people. HRevolution being incompatible with
their policy of peaceful evolution, they opposed any attempt for an
open fight and blocked all lLeftist elements who wanted to stir up

public sympathy. The strikes and sympathy demonstrations were thus

lMacartney, Hungary, p. 260,

21’106, @O EV..., po 4130
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turned into demonstrations for universal suffrage and social wel-
fere. The Communist idea of a revolutionary working-class movement
was gtill a fallacy. In fact, it never came into being for the
Hungarian Revolution of 1919 was superimposed as it did not have
any deep roots in the history of the movement,

The period between the russian Hevolution of 1905 and
the First World War is one of unhampered Social Democratic develop-
nment, In the theme of peaceful co-existence, the Hungarian Social
Democratic Party, as a member of the International Workingmen's
Association,l engaged itself in political struggles for economic
improvements and for parliamentary representstion. However, to
achieve these aims, thevParty was forced to make compromises with
the Authorities., This is the reason why, as Macartney rightly
points out, the Social Democrats supported the conservative
cabinet of Baron Fejervary, who ruled in defiance of the historic
parties of 48's and 67'3,2.in the hope of a promise of franchise
reform.3 But we get the final answer from Hunter, who writes:

", . .again nothing was done...when the elections
of 1906 took place not s single candidate could

be found...however, it was soon apgarent that the
people had again been betrayed..."

lOrth, 3ocialism and Demoeracy in Europe, p. 71.

2The Independence Party of 1848 and the Liberal Party of 1867.
3

liacartney, Hungary, p. 260.

AHunter, Socialists at Work, p. 336.
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Another characteristic of this peaceful development was the cen-
trally organized strike-movements. A great number of these-took
place with the common aim of iﬁproving the economic standards of
the masses.

llarx had prophesized the concentration of wealth in
the hands of a few capitalists, accompsnied by increasing misery
of the masses, This prophecy however had not materialized in Hun-
gary. Before the First World War the standard of living of the
workers relatively improved, and there was hope of further improve-
ments. Moreover, the middle cless and the peasantry slso remained
numerous, influential and prosperous. Under these circumstances,
the Left-wing interference could not raise more then a negligible
opposition to the programme of the Social Democratic Party.

Along with these tactics, the Party expelled Alpary,
who was leader of the extreme Left-wing, Although he accepted
ltgrxist principles he was not a revolutionist. As the leader of
the left-wing, more by circumstances rather than by his beliefs,
he could not accept the ideological leadership of the Second
International nor could he fully adopt the Bolshevism of Lenin.
To save the "movement from reformism® of the West, Alpary made an
attempt to introduce Syndicalism into the Hungarian movement.

The period before the First World War was also the

period of the revival of the Syndicalist movement. It is difficult



to classify Syndicalism writes Orth, because:

"...it refuses to be called Anarchism, repudiates

the leadership of Socialism, and scorns to be merely

trade unionism...tl
This nevertheless was just what Alpary wanted., Upon these doctrines
he feverishly opposed any compromise and collaboration with the
Government and bourgeois parties and, thus developed inevitable
conflict with both the Social Democrats and the Authorities., His
accusation of trade unionist reformism against the Social Democratic
Party and its leader, Garami, with betrayal of the cause, resulted
in his expulsion from that Party. The close relationship with the
Second International is shown in the latter's verdict sanctioning
Alpary's expulsion.2

The Alpary incident clearly indicates the reformism of

the Hungarian Labour movement before the First World War., His
faction had to be eliminated because the voice he raised against
the opportunist and revisionist party policy was becoming uncomfor-
table to the Government and its associated Social Democratic Party
leaders. However the expulsion of Alpary was a loss as the move-
ment had no resources to replace him. It could not draw its leaders
from the bourgeoisie which would have been logical as it wes the

case in Russia. Therefcre it remained weak, and was an easy prey

Isocialism and Democracy in Europe, p. 107.

2P»ﬂod, 400 Ev..., p. 448.



to the Government. Since its beginning the movement had always
depended on outside influence. The example of the West was
always copied conspicuously. When it was revolutionary so was
Hungary and when the Vvestern movements were reformist so were the
Hungarian. The difference was that the Hungarian movement was
more extreme, in either direction than that of Western,

The movement befors the War, unable to carve out its
own independence, depended on the mercy of the Government. The
Social Democratic Party was, according to its leaders, "...fighting
an enormous battle..." with the Government for general franchise
reform, thst is, for the right of parlismentary representation,
This "fight", however, was a peaceful one. The Government had not
any real objection against the Party's co-operation with the Inter-
national., In fact, the Government did everything to enhance the
movement's co-operation with the West. This was the movement's
tragedy. The "fight" was not really a fight as the Authorities
had it under control. Before the War, the s5ocial Democratic
Party's function was to keep the masses under control. In turn,
the Government promised them universal Franchise and parliamentary
representation.

Had the Hungarian 3ocial Democratic movement any other
choice? The answer is "No", The solution should have come from
the FRast but the Hungarisns were culturally alienated from it.

Neither the West nor the East understood each other and the
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Hungarian movement was itrapped between them. Lenin could have
been the leader but he did not perceive the basic characteristics
of the western movementsl. His theory of a narrow authoritarisn
leadership was incompatible with the vast democratic veto of the
masses. In the end he was rejected, and the European movement
became dominated by the ideas of Kautsky and Bernstein who could
not supply the final answer sither, but at least their idesas were
acceptable.
Under these conditions the outbreak of the First
World War, writes Borkenau, did not take the Socialists by sur-
prise.
", ..the congresses of the 3econd International had for
several years discussed the possibility of a war, the
fight against its danger, and the measures to be taken

in case a war should come despite the opposition of
Labour. . ."?

When war came the collapse was st its worst in Germany. Iilost of
the German Socialists, with the exception of Liebknecht, Losa
Luxemburg, Hasse, Ledebour, Bernstein, and a few others, supported
militarism. They shared the responsibility not only for the dec-

laration of war but also for its prolongstion as we11.3

1Borkenau, European Communism, p. 51.
2

Borkenau, Communist International, p. 57.

BH. Eberlein, "The Foundation of the Comintern and the Spartakus
Bund®, Bhe Communist International, (London, 1929), Nos. 9-10,

VOl. VI, Pe 439.
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The German example was not without effect on the
Austrian and Hungarian Socialists, who had always looked to the
German Lebour Party for guidance and copied its tacties conspic-
uously. Thus they too regarded war as an opportunity to overthrow
the bourgeoisie. However, it was only a verbalized idea to the
Westerners, and it meant even less to the Hungarians. Sinece the
Hungerian Labour movement was reformist and its leaders oppor-
tunist, the Social Democratic Party, at the outbreak of the War,
not only rejected the opportunity of a political take over but
even gave up its fight for "franchise-reforms".1

When war finally broke out all these resolutions were
forgotten., For, as Street aptly expresses it, "....the clamour for
war in July 191/ was nowhere louder than in Hungary..."2 It was
one thing to vote for revolution but it was another thing to carry
it through. A possible opposition did not worry the Government
becau;e the Social Democrats were not against, but for the war,
The only reason the Party did not vote for the War Credits, writes
Garami, was because "...we had no parlismentary representation.“3

The outbresk of the War meant the breakdown of the

lMod, A,QO EV:.., p' 453-40

2St.reet, Hungsary and Demogracy, p. 9.
3

Ernest Garami, "The International and the War", Socialism
(Budapest, 1914-15), pp. 447-48.
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traditional Social Democratic poliey for the "national® feeling
proved to be stronger than that of "international®, This wave of
patriotism ruled almost till the end of the War and this feeling
was shared by all the belligerent countries. However, the Hun-
garian situation differed from the Western in the more unique
enthusiasm of its members and leaders. The leaders never turned
against the Government and the members never failed to trust the
leaders. Enthusiasm, naturally, declined but their patriotic
loyalty or, in the language of the revolutionists "betrayal of
Socialism and Revolution" remained until the end, It further
proved thzt 2 revolutionary proletariat never existed in Hungary,
To complete the picture of Social Democratic
"patriotism" in connection with the War, there were less impor-
tant factors. The Party, in its struggle for the hetterment of
social and economic standards, was forced into an unspoken snd
practical compromise with the Government. In this pact, the trade
unions were free to organize the masses in the major industrisl
centres providing they kept out of revolutionary activities. As
a result, the few strong trade unions were able to secure the
highest wages in the country for their urbain proletarisn members.
Therefore, it would be wrong to assume that these "privileged" workers
were bribed by the bourgeocisie, itself wesk economically and

politically. UNor had the theory of "workers!' asristocracy™ anything



_34-

to do with these relatively high = wages. They were already
garning the highest wages, and they intended that this practice
continue in the future. Illoreover, they had a basically loyal

and patriotic nature which logically supported the government-in-
power, who was defending their country and their privileged
position,

Another important argument for the policy of national
union, in those days, was the question of an underground movement.
To hinder military operations would have brought asbout government
actions against their movement, and for that the Social Democrats
were umprepared, The only action they took was to fight for the
day-to-day interests of the workers., Also, the national patriot-
ism was so high that even the idea of underground preparations for
revolution would have meant the betrayal of nationalism., While
western movements were torn between the voluntary choice of active
or passive support of the War, eventually choosing the active one,
this was never a question for the Hungarian movement.

The reformism of the movement and loyalty to its leaders
were an odd combination, This loyalty, practised by the masses,
was the result of the relative improvements the Social Democratic
Party obtained for its members through decades of struggles. If
the Party was destroyed, either by the police or by the defeat of
their country, these gains would have been either seriously menaced

or completely lost, Thus men's interests, joined with their
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loyalties, produced their obvious course of action. The only
serious alternative would have been Lenin's theory of working for
the defeat of one's country. This, however, could. only have been
done, writes Borkenau, had Farx's theory been true that "...the
workers have no Fatherland..."l The theory had worked in Russia,
where the conditions were so intolerasble that a national defeat was
preferred to the existing political regime, but certainly it was
incompatible with western Socialism, And against all Communist
accusation, it certainly did not work in Hungary.

| The vote of the Soclal Democrats to help and support
the government was not incompatible with therr earnest desire to
meke peace at the first opportunity. The Party did not claim
theoretical independence neither from the Western movements nor
from its own Government, The peace offer of the Gentral Powers on
December, 1916 and President Wilson's note of December 18th
", ..crossed and arose out of the same idea...", writes Burian, the
Foreign Kinister of the Dual lionarchy. Nevertheless, he believes
that Austria-Hungary's peace offer ".,.neither restrained the
President from his peace move nor influenced it..."2 These efforts,

being inspired by humanity and political goodwill, however, turned

1gorkenau, European Communism, p.-59+60.

2Gount 3. Burian, Austria in Dissolution, (London, 1925), p. 206.




-36-

out to be unsuccessful. The 3ocial Democratic Party remained
faithful to the Government, and sought coalition with the Opposi~-
tion only when even the bourgeois perties, upon Karolyi's sugges-
tion, formed a "Franchise Coslition®.l

Karolyi believes that the failure of the peace negoti-
ations and the general weariness of the masses for War were the
immediate causes of the shift to the Left in the Socisl Democratic
Party. To counter-balance this shift and, furthermore, in order to
maintain control over the masses, the Party returned to its pre-war
tactics of fighting for parliamentary representation., The country
was half beaten, the masses were in poverty under forced labour but,
once sgain, they believed their leaders and their government. This
was & crucial point, and the Government failed it., The Government
could have reduced, or even avoided the catastrophy of 1919 had
justice been given to the century demand for universal political
rights. The social structure of Hungsry was also in decay. The
Govérnment was corrupt and absolutistic., The ruling dasses, while
the masses were starving, were still living in the glory of the
past, the pomp of the royal court. They failed to see the poverty
and the weaknesses of the Fatherland., With immediate and effective
reforms, the Government could have won the support of the bypassed-

masses, including the nationelities, but apart from vague promises

1M, Count Kaerolyi, Fipghting the World, (New York, 1925), p. 159.
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to their demands nothing was done in this direction. The parlia=-
mentary debates did not console the overworked and famished
proletariat. They demonstrated their discontent by engaging in
strikes and demonstrations which eventually pushed the country

into Communist revolution., While during the year 1917 these move-
ments were negligible, the beginning of the year 1918 found Fungary
in the midst of a very serious crisis.l The long drawn out War

had exhausted the resources of the country, and the discontent,
caused by economic evils and menifold privations, was assuming

ever wide proportions,

Meanwhile important events were taking place in the
world which, apart from having any immediate influence on Hungary,
were tremendously significant for the future fortunes of the coun-
try. At the end of 1917 Bolshevism had won Russia, and the rule
of the Soviet had been established. No one at that time had any
clear idea what Bolshevism and the Dictatorship of the Proletarist
meant, for Kussia was sealed off from the rest of the world. The
little information that reached the West, howesver, was enough to
excite the already heated imagination of the masses. A4lthough
there was not any class in Hungary, in which the theories of the

Soviet could take permanent root, nevertheless, many saw in the

1c.k., Gulick, Austria, from Habsburg to Hitler, (Berkeley and
Los Angeles, 1948), p. 41.
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victory of Bolshevism an event which might inflﬁence the course
of war in their favour and bring them nearer to peace, order, and
- the end of all pain,

The first sericus attempt to loosen the social struc-
ture, and undermine the forces of the State, was a general strike
on Januery 1€, 1918, which broke out first in Vienna and then in
Budapest.l The stirike was an economic one but it was inspired by
political motives, as it was admitted by the Nepszava, the official
orgaen of the Socisl Democratic Party. Although it collapsed, a
decay started from which the government could not recover.

After this first major strike disturbances rapidly
followed one another. It was at this time that a conspiracy was
discovered which aimed at undermining the discipline of the Army.
The participants were members of the "Galilei Society"2 which
stood on the.principle of anti-militarism and Syndicalism. They
set up a secret printing press, smuggled pamphlets into the mili-
tary barracks and called on the soldiers to disobey orders. From
this Society grew a new one, the "Society of the Twenty-year-olds"
which later constituted the intelligentia of the Communist revolu-

tion of Bels Kun?

llt meant to be a solidarity strike against the unjust demands
made by the Central Powers at Brest-Litowvsk,

2The "Galilei Society" was a student organization with socialistic
tendencies in which the Jewish element played an incressingly
predominant role.

3O. Jazzi, Magyarians Schuld, Ungarns Suhne, (Munich, 1923), p. 27.
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The strike movement, spontaneously initiated by the
industrial workers of Hungsry, reached its culminstion in the sum-
mer of 1918, For in June, snother major strike broke out which
threw a glaring light on the concerted activity of the hidden
forces behind the Social Democratic Party. This strike, which had
broken out in the machine shops of the Hungarian Centrsl Railways,
was organized by the Communist underground with such ferocity and
perfectness that within two days the whole country was paralysed
by it, and only with the assistance of the armed forces could order
by resclved.

After the termination of this strike, although a
superfieisl form of order had been restored, the population of
Hungary remained restless. In order to retain the confidence of
the masses, the leaders of the Social Democratic Party had no
other choice but to request the resignation of the Government.

The front was also in a state of collapse. Under these conditions
the country had only one way to go, the forming of a Hungarian
National Council. Hungary was caught in the ferment of

revolution,




Chapter II.

The October Revolution of Michael Karolyi.

In mid 1917 it was obvious that the Central Powers
lost the War, and that the only reasonable policy would be to con-
clude peace at all costs. Professor Bibl, the eminent Austrian
historian who was loyal to the former Austria and represented the
best of its tradition, said:

",..the death struggle of the Danube Nonarchy

has come to its end. She was -we have seen it-

gravely sick_for a long time, sentenced to

collapse..."
This is correct, confirms Professor Jaszi. "The ﬁabsburg Empire
was no longer capable of life, it had became an anachronism”.? The
leaders of Hungary, the Mancien regime", however, saw things differ-
ently. Torn between pro-Germanism and the idea of a possible sep~
arate peace with the Entente Powers, Czernin, Foreign Minister of
the Austro-Hungarian Empire, could not percieve the extreme serious-

ness of the American intervention and, disregarding Karolyi's

information on the capacity of that Power, made no adjustment in his

foreign policy.3 Tisza also pressed on blindly with his traditional

lV. Bibl., Der Zerfall Osterreichs, (Wien, 1922), Vol. II, p. 558.
2. Jaszi., Dissolution of the Habsburg lonarchy, (Chicago, 1929), p. 23.

3Karolyi was in contact with one of the British diplomatic agents, Hr.
Middleton Edwards, in Geneva who was acting as Consul there during the
War, and such observed the activities of numerous consulates of enemy
Powers who were residing in that city. WNr, Edwerds in that capacity
was able to supply concrete evidence snd stetistics to prove that
America's intervention in the War was not an empty bluff as the Press
of the Centrsl Powers called it, but a terrible reelity of which that
time Continental observers were not sble to percieve its full dimen-
sion and impact. éHichael Karolyi, Memoirs of i{ichael Karolyi, Faith
without Illusion, (New York, 1957), pp. 73,8%6.
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policy of the maintainance of Duaslism and, by all means, that of
German-}agyar supremacy. Being the most powerful in Hungarian
polities, he was incaspable of either lifting himself sbove the narrow
class interests or looking beyond the immediste future. Lukinich
described well Tisza's fundanmental outlook, saying that only within
the existing system of Austria-Hungary could the racislly isolated
Hungarian landowners retain their land, "...against the enchroachments
of the S5lavs, the Wallachisns and the Germans..."l

This controversial attitude of the Hungarian politi-
cians could no better be illustrated than by quoting the semi-official

newspaper, Budaspesti Hirlap, which stated the following:

", ..we proclaim in the face of the whole world
that on no part of the earth's surface are the
problenms of nationality trested with greater
patience, loyalty, and human liberality than
in Hungary...

Let us now investigate what Tisza had to say on this subject. His
opinion regarding the national minorities was somewhat different.
He not only rejected the Memorandum written by the Yugoslav National

Committee just before the collapse of the Fonarchy, but insulted

lI. Lukinich., A History of Hungsry, (Budapest, London, 1937), p. 213.

*Budapesti Hirlap, (Budapest), June 20, 1917, p. 1.




them highly by shouting:
",..it may be that we shall go under, but
before we go, we shsall sumTon enough power
to grind you to pieces..."
A few months before the collapse of the Empire,
despite the King's command to introduce a new franchise reform, he
deceived the common people by delaying this action and also deprived

the nationelities of their rights.?

At this moment when universsl collapse was imminent,
these men-in-power, blinded by class pride and gpprehensive of limita-
tions of their absolute rule in the HMonarchies, did not care what
lessons the War might hsave taught. Their whole policy was concen-
treted upon securing for themselves the best nossible terms and the
possession of the largest possible areas. Szilassy tells us, in his
Memoirs, that in these days of dissster the Hungarian political
leaders even turned ageins their "beloved" King in order to block
any change either at home or in foreign policy. He writes:

", ..Everyone, with Tisza, Andrassy, snd Wekerle
at the head, violently opposed the slightest
territorial concession, Some even went so far
as to remind the Honarch thet st his coronation

he had sworn never to infringe the intggrity of the
domain of the Crown of St. 3tephen..."

IR. WMachrey., The Little Entente, (London, 1929), p. 79.

2Lengyel, 1,000 Years of Hungesry, p. 193; also Karolyi, Memoirs,

p. &1

3J. Baron Szilassy., Der Untergang der Donaumonarchie, (Bern, 1921),
p. 308,
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In the face of this reactionary movement the democratic forcest
proved very weak, especislly since the leading Socislists were
unmoved by the confused and oprortunist nolicy of the government,
Among the seversl Hungarian political parties there
were only three groups which realized the seriousness of the situa-
tion: Micheel Karolyi and his associates, the radical minority of
the Socislist Party lead by Sigismund Kunfi, and & small group of
radicel intellectuals. The views of these groups were expressed,
in so.far as the censorship permitted, in various articles and
speeches. The most important was a memorisel written by high
officials and university professors, submitted to the King in

October, 1918, under the title, The Situation in Hungary: a

warning from a group of anxious patriots who stand aspart from the

politics of the daxf Although it reached the King, this pamphlet

had no result. However, its content is important as it reveals the
antecedents and causes of the October Revolution.

The theme of this Memoriasl was: a request to intro-
duce "...immediste 2nd far reaching social reforms..." in order to

avoid ",,.disaster in which not only Hungary but the dynasty would

lgrwin Szabo, the well know Marxist, who had left the Social Demo-

cratic Party, exposed the opportunist tactics of the Soclisl Demo-
cratic Party in the columns of a bourgeois paper, "Vilag". He was

also known es a fanatic of the "class-War" theory, a hater of parlia-

mentary compromises, a pioneer of the idea of "direct-action®,

2Nepszava (Budapest), 8 October 1918, p. 1,
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parish as well", For it was felt and exvressed, "...the danger arises
not from the external loss of the War, but internal, of the conditions
within the country...The public now is convinced..."continued the
Memorial, "...,that the llonarchy is not only willing to satisfy their
just demands but is incapable to do so...thet it is unprepared either
to grant democratic liberties or the right of self-determination...
that it is a feudal and militarist organization, forcing itself upon
mllions of unwilling subjects...This situastion is all the more
dangerous.." it was feared, ",..because behind this public distrust
in the Government are the ideas put forwerd by the Entente Powers,
causing more harm than their arms", As a result of these conditions
it was concluded, "...public life in Hungary has thus reached its
critical stage...The new Government..." which in 1917 had introduced
a limited Franchise and created a Welfare Hinistry, "...was not
able to sclve these acute problems, but on the contrary, it allegedly
drove people toward revolution and then tried to diseredit them" .t
The Hemorial then prescribed the political and social
conditions of Hungary. It stated: ",..the needed and long overdue
reform attempts hitherto are deliberately blocked by the dominant
oligarchy...While the common people are in poverty having scarcely

any opportunity to work for themselves, the land is owned by the

Livid., p. 1.




landed aristocracy leaving nothing to the peasants". Since
", ..industry is not developed enough to be able to sbsorb the landless
masses, this system of land distribution may be regarded as the cause
of the enormous emigration from Hungary, unparalleled elsewhere in
Europe.“1
It was plainly foreseen by the authors that the mein-
tainance of the "ancien regime" after the War ".,.will be difficult
and also dangerous". It was feared that "...the returning men will
not be the same ignorant, submissive, humble peasants of pre-1914.
The war has taught them to think..." and therefore, "...they no
longer will accept the domination of the aristocracy." The ®,,.01d
electoral system..." that Tisza desires to preserve, it was expressed
", ..also makes it impossible for the country to recover and to con-
solidate itself...It stands in the way of progress...Hungary will
be able to cope with the intolerable burdens of the War..." it was
concluded, if *,..she will have a greatly increased productivity, a
just taxation policy, an honest administretion, a broadly planned
policy of re-population and social reforms".. In short "...a policy
to which the present oligsrchy will not agree."2

In regard to the guestion of national minorities,

livia., p. 1.

2ibid., p. 1.
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it was suggested that only the ".,.democratisation of the country
can heal the existing ill-fated relastionship." The people of Hun-
gary lived "...in peace for centuries with the nationalities..." and
now, because of the ".,,ruthless, exploitation and oppression..." of
nationalities by the Hungerian aristocracy, they had to seek outside
relief to their grievances., Under these circumstances it was
"logical®™ that these nationalities ".,.turned to the Entente..."
who [or their assistance in the War against the Central Powers,
", ,.promised them the right of self-determination....If the Law of
Nationalities,.." which was brought forward half a century ago,
",..had been carried into effect, it would have sufficed to reconcile
the differences which exists to-day"., It was made clear that
1, ,..unless universal suffrage is introduced at once, the peripheral
Hungarian territories, inhabited by other nationalities, will remain
in unrest and will defeat every constructive effort."l
Continuing this was equally true to the relation be-
tween Austria and Hungary. "...The feudal conditions of Hungary
obstruct every corresponding effort of the other nations in the

Monarchy -Czechs, Jugoslavs, Roumanians...Nothing but the democratisation

of Hungary can create an atmosphere in which the llonarchy could fufill

livid., p. 2.
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its historic mission." To avoid both the "Scylla of Pan-Slavism®
and the "Charybdis of Pan-Germanism" the creation of a League of
Nationsl was suggested which was to be based on the ",..free co-
operation of people living in the Danube-valley.“2

The lemorial concluded: the failure to introduce
universal suffrage coupled with the termination of the present
regime "...will produce revolutionary outbresks among the GCzechs,
the Serbs and the Roumanisns." It was belived that even if a revo-
lution does not break out, the Peace Congress after the War will not
recognise the Monarchy whose very existence ",,.is hated by the
majority of its peoples." The solution would be, ",..,to replace
the obsolete Dualist constitution by & free League of Nations, which
the Entente would accept as a good equitable solution“.3

Although this Memorial crested great expectations
nothing had been done in regard to these reforms. The King showed
himself weak and resourceless against the pressure of the Austro-

Hungarian Camarilla, and when he finally appointed Lammasch* it was

lBefore the collapse of the Dusl-Monarchy, Karolyi's conception con-
cerning the future of the Danubian and Balkan States was essentially
in sgreement with Louis Kossuth's well-known programme of Danube-
federation. In this plan Kossuth urged slliance and co-operation

between Hunﬁarians Czechs, Koumanisns, and 3Jerbs against the imper-
ialism of the Habsﬁurgs, (Karolyi, Memoirs, pp. 41-2.

2memoriaI, op. cit,, p. 2.

3ivid., p. 2.

4professor Heinrich Lammasch, well known Austrian pacifist. It was
proposed to entrust him with the formation of a government in the
hope of influencing Ententeopinion. Wwhile he did actually form one
in October, 1918, it was however too late.
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too late to solve these problems. FEvents followed one esnother too
fast. Klofsd declared, in esrly September, "...the Bohemian question
has already passed beyond the stage at which it cen be dealt with by
negotiations with the Vienns C—overnment".1 In the meantime the
national minorities were organizing revolutionary "National Councils"
and were setting up new sovereign States?., On October 7, 1918, the
Czech and 3erb revolutionary leaders published 2 joint menifesto
declaring "..,the Hahsburg government was not competent to make
peace proposals in the name of the Slavs"B, In the same month, the
Deutsche Volksbund also commenced activities demanding & German Austrisa.
There was indeed csguse for concern. On the inter=-
national scene, in mid-September, the Allied Powers broke through the
Bulgarian front and from that moment onward the resistance of the
Central Powers was weakened steadily. This situation was reflected
in the American notes which re jected the peace proposals of Germany
and Austria-Hungary. The American reply clearly indicated thet peace

negotiations must be subject not only to the Wilsonian principles4

1o, Jaszi., Kevolution and Counter-Kevolution in Hungary, (London,
1925) ., p. 15.

2H. Machrey., The Little Entente, (London, 1929), p. &1,

3Jaszi, Revolution and Counter-revolution..., p. 1l6.

4pUsFR, (ed. 191€), Supplement I., Vol. I., p. 12.
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but to the ",..notion of destruction of every arbitrary Fower
anywhere that can disturb the peace of the world",l

Under these pressures and in conjunction with the
Allies! answer, in which they insisted on the recognition of the
independence of Czechoslovakia and Yugoslavia, Emperor Charles made
a fingl effort to save the Monarchy. In & memoriszl to his ",,.loyal
Austrian peoples..." he invited them, under their right of self-
determination, to form National Councils for the purpose of trans-
forming Austria into a Federal State., Karolyi in his Memoirs wrote,
",..this Venifesto was received by the Hungarian ruling class with
horror..,." for they felt %,.the federalization of Ausiris would mean
not only the end of the existing regime in Hungary, but the end of
the basis of their existence..."? They were guite justified from

their point of view:

n,..The truth was of course..." (writes Karolyi) that
neither ",.,the German people nor the Hungarian
people would have suffered by this change, but 3
only their oppressors, the autocratic ruling classes..."
It is evident that the Hﬁngarian politicians were not interested in
the fact that Eungary, after centuries of struggles, had realized her

independence without further danger of bloodshed., They continually

lA.R. Carrie, A Diplomatic History of Europe Since the Congress of
Vienna, (New York, 1958), pp. 353-56.

2Karolyi, Fighting the World, p. 366.

3Fighting the World, p. 366.
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demanded appeasement, writes Strong, and after much insistence, had
inserted a clause into the Hanifesto which stated:

", ..the integrity of the territory belonging to the
Hungarian Crown shall in no way be affected...®

These internasl and externsl circumstances were the
", ..unmistekable signals of the beginning of the end..." of the Dual
iMonarchy, and an indication for the organizstion of an independent
and democratic Hungary, which had become @ necessity‘2 Within the
sphere of the progressive elements, it was agreed that the crisis
in the Dual pHonarchy, and more so in Hungary, would be more severe
and dangerous than it would be in Germany. It was felt that the dis-
harmony between the nationsglities, the great poverty, and the enormous
lack of education would inevitably end in anarchy unless the democratic
forces could, in the last moment, succeed in organizing these ele-
mentel mass movements.

In spite of this the Hungarian Cabinet remained distant
to the political situation. Instead of calming the menacing masses
with the appointment of & popular government, and immediately announcing
a series of real and substantial nationzl reforms, the regime, even at

its end on Uctober 22nd, vetoed Count Karolyi's proposed Bill for a

Ip.r. Strong, hustria, Transition from Empire to Lepublic, (New
York, 1939), p. 95.

2Carrie, 4 Diplomatic History of Europe, p. 353-56.
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Declaretion of Independsnce from Austria.l In this tragic
situation the Government lost its control over the country. The
Army, which temporarily remained loyal to this fallen Government,
was repidly becoming revolutionary. Therefore, the members of
the forming Mational Council, although enjoying the confidence
of the public, lived in a constant fear of this regime. "...It
was a political game...", but the responsibility for it should
have concerned the Government and not the nationalists, as Pro-

fessor Kaas tries to explsin in his Bolshevism in Hungsry. The

credit should belong to those ",..who at thet time..." before the
revolution of October 30, "...risked their heads, but it waes a
risk worth taking, for the stakes were high..that is national
independence“.2

The forcds of progress doomed the "ancien regime®
of Hungary. Public opinion demanded the establishment of a
popular government, and although the regime did everything to
persuade the King not to appoint Count Karclyi as the new Premier,
they could not hold back the masses in proclaiming the Republic.
These frantic efforts of the reactionaries had fatal results.
Had Karolyi been appointed a month earlier the events in Hungary

most likely would have taken a very different course of action.

lpiohting the World, pp. 371-5

2A. Baron Kaas, and F, de Lazarovics,, Bolshevism in Hungary,
(London, 1931), p. 39.
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With the proclamation of the Social-Democratic
revolution of October 30, Hungary opened up a new chapter in her
history and at the same time, unknowingly, began her death struggle
for national existence. Among the enemy forces of the new Eepublic
were the members of the M"ancien regime" who attacked the new national
Government from all directions. The Hight-wing leaders of the Social
Democratic Party, pursuing private interests discredited the Govern-
ment in its every action, pushed Hungary into the arms of the
Communists.,
Examining the evolution and the immediate develop-

ments of the Hungarian Social Democratic Labour movement, as we saw
it was opportunist. The Party from the outside, undoubtedly seemed
strong, well-organized, end one which carried the spirit of revo-
lutionary movement. DBut this was not the case. The Socialists
leaders did not represent the interest of the working-class. Karolyi
in his Memoirs writes:

n,,.I was ungble to understand, and am still what

it was that united Garami sc closely with Vazsonyi,

the msn who had destroyed the franchise coalition,

sabotaged and wrecked the franchise-reform, and

began a violent agitation against the most outspoken

of the suffrage leaders..."<

Today it is obvious that the Kight-wing of the Social Democratic

1Vazﬁonyi, leader of the bourgeois Democratic Party.

2Karolyi, Fighting the World, p. 319.
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Party had little to do with the creation of the October Revolution,
except to fllow the course of events, In fact, the confusion
created by their inexperience in political matters was such, Kaas
writes, that the "revolution" which broke out on October 30, 1918
",..came as a surprise event tc them, having been planned to teke
place two or three days later".l The Socisl Democratic Party
had great men, But théy were either pushed into the background
or were driven out of the movement by the opportunists.
In this 1light it is obvious why the events of October

30 were spontaneous. The Sociagl Democratic Farty, the leader of
the industrial proletariat, was incapable of taking the initiative,
therefore,

W, ..without any plan or unity, mostly on their

personal initistive, the revolutionaries seized

the General Post Office, the Telephone Central,

the hailway Stations and the military buildings,

...the troops refused ohedience and rushed out
into the streets...?

While this was happening variaus parties of the National Council,

isolated from the outside world, were engaged in endless arguments

lpoishevism in Hungary, Pe. 39.

2ibid., p. 39.
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concerning the question of leadership., This absurd situstion is
well cited in the writings of Bgron L. Eatvany:

",..8t 5 in the afternoon we were still in complete

ignorance of the great events which were to happen

in the course of the night..."
It is a well known fact, that while the delegates of the lational
Council were trying to reach a compromise on a leader, the great
public of Budapest, bypassing the Socialist spokesmen, procléimed
Karolyi, an asristocrat, as Premier, Fate was finally catching up
with the Socialists, All the progressive elements, regardless of
origin, repudiated the KHight-wing of the Social Democratic Party
as well as the M"ancien regime"., This distrust toward Right-wing
Socialism was not without foundation., From the beginning of the
rev@lution they had hindered every action of the Government, dis-
credited its members, and finally, when the entire political, sociel,
and economic system of Hungary was in ruins, had sold out to the
Communists. Why the Hungarian Social Democrstic Labour movement
fail to fulfill its historic mission, the answer is simple, I think,
The Socialist avant garde in Hungary neither bore compsrison with
Russia's Communist leaders; nor had the organizing capacity of

the German Social Democratic Party.

1L. Baron Hatvany., "Egy Honap Tortenete", (History of a llonth),
"Esztendo® (Budapest, December, 1918), p. 65.
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The progressive groups, long before the October
Revolution, had foreseen that a new Hungary which formerly had
been excluded from all legislation, administration and jurisdiction
would come to power at the end of the Wer., Erwin Szabo worked, from
the beginning on a plan of uniting &ll progressive forces, and on
the eve of the revolution urged Socialists, Radicals and Karolyists,
to unite into common organization. From such a union, he expected
a new government programme, as soon as the oligarchic regime was
defeated.

During this orgenizational period, these progressive
elements were also very well aware of their shortcomings. They saw
that the greatest weakness of their revolutionary movement was the
insufficient number of men with practical experience. Knowing the
corruption of the old administration, they were aware that the
revolution could only succeed if it relied on new men who could be
appointed at a moment's notice. It was felt that a committee, rep-
resented by all progressive parties, should be formed and entrusted
with a 1list of all the experienced officiasls, intellectual workers
and officers of the reserve on whom the revolution could rely. It
was a gigantic task, further obstructed by the criticism of oppor-
tunist elements who ridiculed it as an impractical plan conceived
by doctrinaires and theoreticians. After the fall of the Hevolution,

however, it was generally believed that one of the mein reasons for
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failure was the lack of this panel.l Due to this lack of organiza-
tion, which obstructed the Karolyi Government in every phase of the
revolution and eventually led to Bolshevism, the National Council
could not be formed until the very last moment, when the soldiers
and students were slready building the barricades. Had the National
Council been formed a month earlier, it would not only have been
better prepsred for the work of government, feels Professor Jaszi,
but in expressing public opinion it could have influenced the King
into granting independence.2 The responsibility for the mortal
delsy of constituting the National Council, rests chiefly upon the
Right-wing Socialists, who for private reasons blocked the forma-
tion of this gll important organ.

The Kational Council, the foundation of Hungarian
democracy, in its constructive work of the revolution could have
counted on various organizations.3 Among them, the social Demo=-
cratic Farty was most important as it was the best organized
group in the Hungarisn democracy. In the process of dissolving
the "gncien regime" and in orgasnizing the worker-classes, during
the critical dsys of the revolution the Party however showed its

greet defects. The combination of bureaucratic tendencies and

1Revolution and Counter-revolution..., p. 20.

2ibid., p. 20-21.

37.4.8. Zeman, The Break-up of the Habsburg Empire, (London, 1961),
D. 241,
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opportunism marred the movement., The Hungarisn Social Democratic
Party, writes llacartney,

®,..had nothing like the influence, even over

the industrial masses, possessed by the sister

parties in Austria and Germany..."
Even the overwhelming revolutionary spirit was unable to overcome
the moral indifference of its leaders and the tendency to place
personal interests before the welfsre of the Labour movement. This
is the reason why, at the time of its formation, a substantial num-
ber of Communist Party leaders were men who could not accept the
policy of the 3ocial Democratic Party or who had quarrelled with
its leaders. It also included the narrow iarxist intellectuals who
had not been in the 3ocial Democratic Farty because of their con-
tempt toward it.

Neither could the Independence Farty of Karolyi

serve gs a firm foundation for a democratic regime. Apart from its
leader Harolyi, whom Zeman describes as "noble political statesman™",
and a few close associates, the Party was neither a true middle
class nor a peasant party but z mixture of them, including all
sorts of political malcontents and adventurers, who as Karolyi writes:

",..many of them were quite obviously out for
no more than a quicker rise in the world.. "2

Hungary, p. 263.

2Fichting the World, p. 152.
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Cole agrees the Karolyi Party was quite unable to contribute to

the revolution a sericus and organized popular front, united on a
clearly defined economic programme.l

The Radical, bourgeois, Party was not only weak but

was lacking initiative of organization as well. The Party included
the st extireme elements, the ones which could not fit into any
other group. One exlreme was the Right-wing of the Party, composed
of the representatives of trade and industry, who favoured an enti-
feudal policy and sought radical land-reform. At the other extreme
were the Marxists and "free-3ocialists"., The llarxist 3ocialists were
the ones who could not jJoin the Social Democratic Party either for
tactical or moral reasons alresdy mentioned, or because of their
social position. The "free-3ocialists™ advocated Socizlism but they
were aware of the errors and inadequacies of ilarxist orthodoxy. They
disagreed with the Social Democrats in placing the prime importance
on the development of an intellectual group, in the land system, in
free co~operation and decentralization in opposition to State Social-
ism and finally in the disapproval of class war. They were the
nearest to the programme and ideals of the Labour Farty in England
but, in a sense, they were more radical.

To complete the survey of parties in Hungary, it is

1G.D.H. Cole., Communism and Social Democracy, (London, 1958), p. 244.
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necessary to mention the ones which were not "progressive® but in
an indirect way had a certain influence on the revolution. Such
was the Democratic Party, which was expressly concerned with Jewish
denominational interests, and slightly concerned with the economic
and social questions. The Peasant Farmers' Party of Szabo of
Nagyatad had hardly arrived at a clear realization of its opposition
to the big estate system, when its unreliable leaders already be-
trayed the masses of peasantry to the "Latifundia® and the %“ancien
regime", The Christian Socislist Party was newer able to free
itself from the influence of the higher clergy, the Court, and the
clerical landowners. The revolutionary National Council consisted
of parties without organizing capacity and the Social Demo-

cratic Party, which had opportunism as its aim.

This review of the political forces would, however,
be incomplete, without a mention of certain independent organiza-
tions. Remaining away from party politics, these organs were
unconcerned with individual class interests, and were able to
exercise great influence over the change of popular feeling which
nourished the two revolutions. Among these organizations was the
Sociological Society, which had grest influence, though only over
a limited circle. It played much the same part in the intellectual
life of Hungary as the Fabian Society had played in England.

From the younger members of the Sociological Society

emerged the already mentioned Galilei-club. The importance of this
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club was that the intellectual strsta of Hungsrian Communism was
drawn almost exclusively from this group.l

Finally, to this survey of revolutionary forces belong
a group which rose fast, and that is the Kungarian Bolshevist
group, During the last year of the War, the doctrines of Kussian
Communism steadily penetrated into Hungarian public opinion whers
they exerted a powerful influence on the starving and war-disturbed
intellectual classes. Iliore effective than any indirect propaganda,
were the actions, the spesches, and the radio messages of the Kussian
Bolshevist leaders., MNany of the young journallists of the bourgeois
Press were soon adherents of the Bolshevist doctrine, They were
nevertheless scattered and unorganized, and became 2 force only
when Bela Kun and his comrades arrived from Russia.

The final act of the revelution was carried through by
the masses because it became evident that the activities of the Social
Democrats might never culminate in revolution. Their demané was for
the constitution of a Naticnal Council, and its direct association with
the Hungarian Army, while the universal desire of the public was a
soecially progressive, free, and independent Hungary. It was believed o
that the King would give way under the pressure of this cemand. It
was because of the incompetency of the National Council and the
stubborn opposition éf the "ancien regime" against popular demand

that the hysterical masses and soldiers threw themselves into the

1
E. Andics, "4z 1919-es HMagyar Proletarforradalom Elotortenete®, (4

Story of pre-Events of the Hungarisn Proletar Revolution of 1919),
"Szazadok", (Budapest, 1949), Vol. I-IV., p. 47.
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affairs of politics and, with violent actions, commenced a social
convulsion., The revolution was, therefore, in the first instance
military, and not until later did it become a socisl, then a Socialist
and finally a Comnmunist one. |
The first government which emerged from this convulsion
was the Socialist Cabinet of Karolyi.l Its task was difficult, and
this was clearly realized by the first proclamation of the National
Council, issued on October 26, 1918.2 The reforms outlined in this
proclamation - nationalvindependence for Hungary, universal suffrege,
friendly allisnce with neighbouring states?and equal position for
the yet exploited industrial znd peasant masses under the leader-
ship of a genuinely creative intelligentis. These were the funda-
mental principles sought by every strata of the public, the ones
thzt the corrupt Social Democratic Farty could not teckleé
Socisl conditions, however, were already beyoné repair
when the Governgent came into power. There was hardly any

possibility of stopping the process of social dissclution and

lﬁarolyi had always opposed the War and had made himself known as a
friend of the Entente. Fe accepted and welcomed President Wilson's
14 points and thus shaped his policy accordingly. Although he was
not a 3ocial Democrat he wished to introduce full civil liberties,
social reforms and liberal political institutions.

2Jaszi, Dissolution of the Habsburg l‘onarchy, p. 23.

3The National Council at the ssme time also greeted the newly formed
Polish, Ukraine, Czech, Jugoslav, and Austrian states, snd empha-
sized the necessity of co-operating with them very closely, both
economically and politically.
(Opoensky, ., Konec monarchie rakovsko-uherské, Prague, 1928).

4 Jaszi, kevolution and Counter-revolution,.., pp. 35-6.
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revolution, and still less, of guiding it. In this situation
the leaders of the revolution could not fully master the situ-
ation. Karolyi was confronted with demands of the new 3tates,
and the challenge of the great masses of returning soldiers,
who were partly Communists.

The idea of Communism, from the beginning, hung over
the Karolyi Government. It had for its intellectual foundation
the "Galilei society™ and the society of the "Twenty-yeasr-olds",
The prisoners of war returning from Hussie led by Bela Kun shaped
its revolutionary foundation, and the progressive intellectusls of

-the Hungarian society gave moral support. These forces, working
together, brought about the formation of & Soviet type of State
in Hungary.

In this heated atmosphere, although there was apportu-
nity for work, no one wanted to attend to it, which further excited
the masses, During the first weeks this turned into violence and
looting. Since the October Hevolution was primarily a military
one, these irresponsible elements pushed the country into anarchy
bafore they were brought under control.

The social convulsion, which led to military anarchy,
was one of unforeseen problems the Government had to solve. It
was neither possible to prevent the dissolution of the old military
nor the rebuild an Army on whom a national democratic Government
could have relied. That is why, on the third day of the revo-

lution, the ilinister of War was forced to declare the now
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infamous, slogan that "...I do not want to see soldiers any more..."l.
Not having any other choice, the Army was disbanded to such an ex=-
tent that Francis Gondor, a member of the National Council wrote:

",...we had not a single patrol, not a single
soldiers at our disposal..."

4 young national Government was ﬁeeded desperately since the order,
of the whole country, was dependent on moral force alone. Behind
the estrangement of the Army from the Government. were the leaders
of the Social Democratic FParty, the pre-dominant partner of the
government coalition, The Socialists were against the preservation
of the old Army. Led by Joseph Poganyi, later a Commissar in the
Proletarian Dictatorship, they pursued a systématic propaganda at
the railway stations to win over the returning soldiers, disarm them,
and send them home, While the dissolution of the old Army would not
have been peculiar in itself, it became more serious and fatal
because the National Council could not replace it with a new one,
thus leaving the Government defenseless against an attack from the
outside or a coup d'etat from the inside. The Government's pro-
posal for the organization of a small, reliasble defense force by

voluntary enlistment of the peasantry was opposed by the Social

1Teleki,'The‘Evolution of Hungary and its place in European History,
p. 137.

2F. Gondor, Vallomasok Konyve, (Book of Confessions), (Vienna, 1922),
p. 22., (in Hungarian).
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Democrats on the ostensible ground that a peasant forece would

be unreliable and counter-revolutionary. In fact, they were
afraid of a solid base behind the Government. The winning of
the revolutionary allegiasnce of the peasentry, with an immediate
"Land Reform"l, was prevented by the Socislists. In the end, the
land question coupled with the military inevitably resulted in

the fall of kerolyi that is, the national Government.

In addition to the social end military guestions,
there appeared a third and totally unexpected constitutional
problem - that of the Hepublic - further undermining the position
of the Government. When it came to the point of swearing in
the new Government, the 3Socialists quickly aroused vublic opinion
so high that unless itimmediately denounced the Dynasty, the
stability of the Cabinet might become endangered. Karolyi stood

on the assertion thet the lNational Council, as it was composed

lland distribution of pre~-1918 Hungarys
Large and medium estates 54./ percent of the whole territory
./5 of the population had less than 20 acres per capita or
nothing. 324 big landowners owned 20 percent of the land with
an average of 41,000 acres each; the three largest - Roman
Catholic Church, 1,000, Prince Esterhazy 570,000; Count
Karolyi 25,000 of forest, 35,000 of meadow and arable land,
Karolyi regarded the question of land reform as one of central
tasks of his Government., He began to solve this problem with
handing out his private estate to the peasants. (Karolyi,
ilemoirs, p. 46).
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was not competent to meke a final decision in the matter of pro-
claiming Hungary to be a Republic., And in turn he proposed to con-
voke the National Assembly as soon as possible, precisely what the
Socialists did not want. While Seton-Watson is right to assume
that behind the impossibility of convoking the National Assembly,
and through it to legalize the Government, stood the detached fron-
tier regions,l - it was not, however, the primary reason. As in
Russia in 1917 the Bolshevists did not let the Provisional Govern-
ment consolidate itself, so in Hungary the Socialists were also
afraid that a nationalist Constituant Assembly would give a solid
base to the Karolyi Government. They forced the issue of the Repub-
lic, end compelled Karolyi to convoke the so-called *"extended
National Council" at once, which on November 16, 1918, proclaimed
Hungary to be a Republic.

Graver than any of the difficulties of the revolu-
tionary Government already mentioned, were the developments in foreign
affairs on which the Karolyi Government had not counted before the revo-
lution. It was assumed that the Entente would recognise Karolyi's efforts
against the Central Powers, and the national minorities would recog-
nise the loyal character of the Government's peace policy.2 It was

soon proven that both of these anticipations were pure illusions.

lrhese frontier regions, detached by the Armistice Agreement, were
regarded as part of the Hungarian State, They were, however, either
annexed by the Succession States or under Entente military occupation.

2Jaszi, Megvarians Schuld, Ungarns Suhne, (Munich, 1923), p. 59.
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The Government could not be held responsible for the failure to
make peace since the Entente, through General Franchet d'Esperey,
was narrowing the territory of Hungary, and taking away districts
which were pure llagyar in race .1
Another disillusionment which undermined the moral

prestige of the Karolyl Government was provided by the national
minorities. Benes, in his lemoirs gives justice to thege efforts.
He writes that Karolyi's policy of ",.,.racial justice which caused
grest dissatisfaction and alarm amongst us..." failed. He failed
because he and his assoclates,

",..who, amid the welter of revolution, were

desperately endeavouring to save for Hungary

what at that t%me nobody else could certainly

have saved...!
Thus the policy, which all hoped would recognize the equal rights
of all nationalities and would secure the development of their
national autoﬁOmy of the "Swiss-model® against the "Mitteleuropa®

3

scheme as Jaszi wrote, came much too late.

1Borkenau, Communist International, p. 112.
25, Benes, dr., iy War Memoirs, (London, 1928), p. 473.

3professor Jaszi saw the solution for the nationality problem, in
view for their future relationship with the Hungsrisn State, in the
crection of an "Eastern Switzerland". According to his "Swiss-model"
all the independent and yet oppressed national minorities living in
the Danube Basin were to confederate on the principles of Liberty,
Justice, Equﬁlity, and Friendship, During the course of War the
Germans also came forward with a plan, which however was entirely
different from Jaszil's "Swiss-model", After their finel victory,
they believed, Austria will depend on Germany. This in turn will
rive an opportunity to their interests to penetrate and annex the
Central European and Balkan States to the German Empire. In the
end although the idea of "Mitteleuropa" never advanced beyond the
idea of "Eastern-Switzerland" it nevertheless created a great deal
of anxiety among the peoples concerned.
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It was impossible to compromise between ‘fagyars and
non-Kagyars anywhere within the Hungarian Stete., 7The nationalities
were, on one hand, "attracted" and "forcednl by the prospects held
out by their "liberating"2 kinsmen on the other side of the fron-
tiers, desired to Join with their parent countries: 3erbia, Bohemie,
and Roumania. These people, fully supported by the Zntente, rejected
Jaszi's every appeal.3 The cause of Hungarisn Democracy was the
concern of no one.

In describing the events of this time Jaszi wrote,
in addition to these “ifficulties soon wers added ",..evils which
perhaps might have been avoided". These evils resulted from the
essential difficulties of the Karolyl Cabinet. These ",..faults
and defects...", which characterised the individual members of
that Cabinet were partly & natural result of the political situs-
tion, The coalition of three parties had brought together men who
differed exceedingly in their actions, their views and their out-
look. Nor was the Government eble to convert the olcd, corrupt ed-

ministration into a modern minded and trustworthy one. The intended

reforms failed because once in power the Social Democrats lacking

lseton-Watson, Eastern Europe between the lWars, (Cambridge, 1946),
v, 186,

2Jaszi, hevolution snd Counter-revolution..., p. 57.

3

Oscar Jaszi as an opponent of the pre-1914 liagyarisation poliey and
as a friend of the non-lagyar nationalities of Hungary, during the
October Kevolution, and even before that time, time-to-time made
severzl appeals to the nationalities and to their parent countries
respectively.
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competent persons filled the offices with political adventurers
and demag@uges.l

This confusion and disunion was accelerated by the
disorganization of the propaganda. It was a matter of grestest
importance for the Uctober Revolution to secure popular approval
of its ideas and efforts. But in this it failed. ot only did the
Social Democrestic Farty carry out an extreme Leftist, quasi-
Bolshevist propaganda, but under their control the Burezau of
Propaganda failed completely to advocate the common aims of the
coalition. Instesd, it published a meaningless and most varied
selection of irredentist, chauvinist and anarchist literature.

It is a widely held opinion that the most fatal error of
the Karolyi Government is its failure to carry out, or carry out in
time, the reforms which it stood for. This inevitably led to the
Communist revolution., Concerning the responsibility, however, the
opinions differ.? The impertial critics hold the opinion that the

responsibility for the failure cannot be attributed to the Government

1Jaszi, Eevolution and Counter-kevolution.., p. 61.

2In this conrection Karolyl writes: "...I have often wondered if
it would not have been wiser to refrain from keeping cown the
passions of discontent during the first weeks and let them loose,
as victorious generals allow their armies to run wild for a couple
of days. The peasants would have been firmly linked to our new
order, This would have avoided the regime of 3ela Kun as well as
the Counter-Revolution. We chose instead the roed of legality and
order, discarding that of social justice..." (Hemoirs, p. 127).



of Karolyi but to 3ocial Democrats end their rising Communist
rivals.1 The fact, however, remsins thzt the attempt failed and

ere remained on one alternative het of an upheavsal.
th ned ly 1t t s thet of h 1

1
Borkenau, F., World Communism, p. 112; Macartney, C.A., Hungary,

p. 335-6; Seton-Watson, K.W., From Lenin to lialenkov, p. 60;
Street, C.J.C., Hungary and Democrascy, p. 199.




Chapter III.

The Struggle for Equilibrium,

During the last months of the October revolutionary
era, Hungary lived in a state of national exasperation. The period
was characterized by the total breakdown of all social institutions
because the Karolyi Government was much too weak to withstand the
greatly increased Communist assaults. Hungary was the best soil for
Bolshevist propaganda in kBurope. To the Communists, victory was also
important, for, "...Hungary was admirably situsted to form the focus
of the World Levolution." The country was éurrounded with states
also exhausted by the War. They were suffering under the impact of
both revolutionary spirit and that of the hardships of national re-
construction,

",..Let Bolshevism but gain a firm foothold in Hungary,
and it could not fail to'spread until it covered the
face of Furope.,.."

The Hungarian Communists led by Bela Kun, however, were
not theorists of Communism., They instead preached practical violence
and the use of force in order to get into powsr. They believed that the
Bolshevist control of the JState, the transfer of industry and landed

property to the proletarist, would solve every problem and from then

1C.J.C. Street, Hungary and Democracy, (London, 1923), p. 102.
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on there would be bread and work and general prosperity for all,
Events, however, took a different course. After the Revolution
of October 30, the population of Budapest, composed of refugees,
soldiers and other mixed elements, doubled and the city became the
contre of econfusion. And as the economic life of the country
suffered and collapsed under the occupation of foreign troops, as
the transit and commerce broke down, unrest and unemployment grew
and the Communist propaganda became more irresistable to the popu-
lation.t

This propaganda grew even in countries of age-long
culture with firm democratic institutions. In Hungary, where the
Labour movement was weak, these uncultured, and illiterate people
were suscevtible to propaganda and could freely set the old order
in flames destroying good with the bad. Within a few days there
began a long series of disorders and sporadic acts of terrorism in
the nation, The Communist tactics were simple: whatever the Govern-
ment promised or did, was denounced as a worthless "crumb of reform",
and in plece of this, the Communists promised: universal freedom
and prospsrity. The Communists also promised a new form of govern-
ment in the interest of the working people. Their idea was to

transfer the burdens of the working classes to the capitalists and

1D.H. willer, iy Diary at the Conference of Paris, (With Documents),

(NGW YOI"k, 1924), VOl.IV, ppo 6-8’ NO. 218"200
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landowners, but to retain all the power in their own hands accor-

ding to Lenin's idea of the revolutionary elite.l
Sacrifices in blood and money counted little to the

Communist propagandist. "...the money came from Russia..."z,

claims Street, and the lives of a few thousend men, compared to

the millions who perished in the War was a cheap price to pey for

the "liberation" of humanity. The Communists regesrded this fight

as "...change of front in the war where not nastion fought against

nation but the exploited classes against their bourgeois exploiters."3

The mutinies in the barracks of the First Honved Infantry regiment

and in Faria Theresa barracks, the mutiny in the prison on Hargaret

Blvd., the riots and bloodshed in SalgotarjanA, the attack on the

offices of the Socialist Party organ, and the disturbances week after

week, were clear evidence of the inereasing hold of Communism,

The followers of the Social Democratic Party were

indifferent to these disturbances. Therefore, the core of the

IMOd, @O EVo-o, po 4810

2Hungary end Democracy, p. 102.

3p. Nemes, A Magyar Tanackoztarsasasg Tortenelmi Jelentosege s
Nemzetkozi Hatasa, (The Historical Importance and the International
Effects of the Hungarian Proletar Dictatorship), (Budapest, 1960),
p. 7. (in Hungarian).

4y mining center in North Hungary.
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revolutionary masses was drawn, at first, from the strstas of the
"lumpenproletariat". It was drawn, secondly, from smong the young
and energetic enthusiasts who saw only the "splendid idea" of Com~
munism snd were not aware of its controversies, Communism taught
these men that the transition to Communism is an inevitable process.
They were zlso taught that morality, religion, and justice were merely
bourgeois conceptions, ergc it is the task of the proletariat to des-
troy them, This theory was responsible for the alleged misinter-
pretation of the Uctober Kevolution., These were the tactics of
these young Communist idealists, who accepted the Proletarian Dic-
tetorship as the beginning of the "World Revolution".l

In this dangerous situation, where the 0ld order was
caught between the revolutionary mob and the enthusiasm of young men,
all seeking for an undetermined change, "Order" could not be upheld,
The "forces of tradition" were put aside, On the one hand, the people
refused to side with the old parties which for decades had abused
power in the interest of the great landowners, of the Koman Catholic
Church, and of the usurers. Un the other hsnd, even the progressive,

the Independence Party of Karolyi, and the kKadical Party of Jaszi,

lIn this connection it is interesting to note the metaphysical stand-

point of these young men. Their philosophical approach to this
problem was a unigue mixture of materislism and idealism, of mysticism
and the belief in violence. On one side fed by ilarx, Lenin, Trotzky,
and Bucharin. On the other side by Fichte, Hegel, the mild Liukert
and Windelbond, Kierkegaard, Husserl, even the medieval mystics.

B. Fogaras, Logiks, Budapest, 1953, p. 107.
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failed to influence public opinion consistently. There did not exist

a bourgeoisie in the Western European sense., The middle class was dis-
counted since it always had been content to remein in complete subser-
vience to feudalism and clericalism,

Between the Light and Left, the balance of nower was held
by the Social Democratic Party. During these months of crisis, the
Socigl Democrats proved to be the ornly organized political force in
the country. It was the only party with & large end disciplined mem-
tership. Thus the fate of Fungery was vested in it. All this resulted
in a dubious outcome, At once the guestion arose - was there another
way? GCould this party use a wise moderation? Could it avoid the
abuse of the almost dictstorisl power given it by the collapse of the
feudalistic State? Could Eungary, escaping both the "Red" and "White"
terrors, grow into & solid workers' and peasants'! republic? ihen the
Social Democratic Party neglected the consideration of these possibili-
ties for an equitable solution, it failed its mission which was the
preservation of Hungary's national integrity.

5111l less was the party asble to work in another direc-
tion which derived from the specisl condition of Hungary. The Social
Democretic Party had no leader enjoying the absolute confidence of the
masses such as Adler or Bauwer in Austria, In addition to his talent
and purity of character, Adler risked his life during the War for the
cause of his people. Bauer shared with his people all the harships of
the trenches and of imprisonment in Lhussia. l.o one could accuse such

men of opportunism or lack of courage when they set themselves against



the popular demagogues. Whereas in Hungary, the leaders of the
Social Democratic Farty were inferior both morally and intellec-
tually to these Austrian Social Democrats.
Therefore, under these circumstances, the Social
Democrats could only have held off the encroachment of Communism
and saved the country from totsl destruction had they not taken
full advantage of their unrestricted power over the masses. The
Social Democratic Party failed to realize that it could not rule
the country alone, They must allow eqgual weight to the peasantry.
Since they could not destroy the middle class they, therefore,
should allow its organization in progressively minded parties.
The Social Democratic Party applied none of these
alternatives thus the October kevolution inevitably slipped
away from tie path of a democratic coalition. The Socialists
soon realised ",..that the more they claim the more they
get, and perhaps everything".l But on the other hand, as
the Farty's capacity for restraint, loyalty and tolerance
diminished, its followers under Communist influence, began
to denounce its feeble, opportunist and corrupt policy.

The accusations directed against the old leaders

lyilag, (Budapest), October 2, 1918, p. 2.
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of the party increased and a demand was made for their expul-
sion from the Farty. When they were removed they were succeeded
by Communists, instead of, honest 3Jocial Denocrats. 7This inva-
sion of Bolshevist spirit, in turn, resulted in the submission
©f the Government to the .dictatorship of the Social Democratic
Party.

As soon as the Karolyi government had taken power,
it announced its intention of holding new elections for the
liational Assembly., The 3ocisl Democrats, in their determina-
tion to win absolute mzjority resolved to use all nossible
methods. They provoked violent conflicts with the Chris-
tian Jocialists, obstructed the election campaign of the
Smell Farmers' Party, and through threats forced out a coa-
lition with the bourgeois parties in which the Social Demo-
crats had the upper hand, Their organ, the Nepszava, openly
stated, "...if the new elections did not bring them the major-
ity they desired they would disperse the National Assembly

by force of arms".l Thus grew the spirit of dictatorship in

1
liepszava, (Budapest) , October 9, 1918, p. 1.
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the Social Dewocrastic Party, proving that there was no
longer any distinction between Communism and 3ocielism in
Eungary.

Under these disturbing conditions the Govern-
ment did not have much time to devote to the glready under-
estimeted land-reform. Although this would have been the
central problem of the revolution, its solution was more and
more postponed. While there was no danger from the counter-
revolution, since feudal interests were cuiet for the time
being, the disturbance came from the Left-wing of the sSociel
Democratic Farty. The Left demanded, on one hand, introduc-
tion of a new taxation system on land-rent. On the other
hand, they desired, upon Kautsky's zgrarian theory, to save
the large estates st any price since they regarded the pea-
santry as a reasctionary clsass.

In regard to these controversisl theories,
the Karolyi Government held a different view. Jaszi pointed
out that Hungary had no time to experiment on social theories,
that unless hunger for land of the peasantry is satisfied

there will be no escape from another revolution. He also



pointed out, in vain, the extraordinary dangers hidden beneath
this Communist demand for the Socialisation of the land, and
of the impossibility of setiing up "“producers co-operatives"
with 2 backward pessantry. And that the slogan of Socialization
could save only the existing lstifundia. It was also stated
that Lenin, who was at least as pood a Communist as Bela Kun,
and who also was a politicien with insight and intuition, kad
not hesitated despite 21l his Communist fafaticism, to practice
the partition of the land estates among the Lussian peasantry.l
But the Hungarian Communists saw things differ-
ently, While they were modeled on the Lussian example, they
interpreted it in their own way.2 They believed that if Lenin
was able to achieve Socialism in a backward country, they
surely could cdo the same thing in Fungary. DBut while they
accepted the "idea" ot the same time they rejected the Kus-
sisn method of allowing the peasants to re-claim the land,
Hungary, they concluded, will set the example to the world
that in the West a proletarien dictatorship could and wiil

go forward without and in spite of the peasants.

lRe olution and Counter-Revolution..., p. 84.

2V. Kolarov, "hevolutionary Alliance of the Workers and Feasantry",

The Communist International, (London, 1929), Nos. 9~10, Vol. VI,
p. 439.
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It is one of the paradoxes of the Hungarian Labour
movement that Lenin, the father of Bolshevism, took sides with the
Karolyists against this dubious sgrarian policy. The Communist
propaganda, however, was masterfully applied. The Left, through the
Propaganda Bureau and its M"agents-provocateours", stirred up the
hatred of the already hysterical proletariat to the point of vio-
lence against the government's proposed Land Reform,l If they had
say, the Communists claimed, they would turn the land over not to
the ".,.isolated, stupid, reactionary peasanﬁry but to the powerful
Red Producers' co-operatives".2 In the end, this lack bf care and
contempt of trade-unionists toward their natural allies, the pea-
santry, sealed the fate of the October Revolution. And the Land
Reform, which was meant to 5e one of the greatest achievements of
the revolution was rejected., ™"...the responsibility for the failure..."
howsver cannot be laid on the government of Karolyi writes Borkenau,
but on "...both, Sociel Democrats and on their Communists rivals".3

With the Communist pressure, the Social Democratic
Party lost not only its self-discipline but also its self-reliance.

The order of the day was socialisation and by December it was clear

114 was proposed by the government that the extreme limit of exemption
from expropriation should be 500 joches. (1 hectars - 2.4 acres;
1 Austrian joch - 0,575 hectares or 1.42 acres).

“evolution and Counter-revolution..., p. 84.

3Communist International, p. 113.




that disaster was inevitable. Neanwhile conditions were growing
critical because of the Communist enforced Social Democratic policy,
which in turn curbed the government's actions. ",...The political
course of events...", writes Seton-Watson, ",..was simllar to that
in Russia under the Provisional Government“.l And the Government's
reshuffling, in December, was preceded by the resignation of two
conservative ministers who were exemplified in the Petrograd events
of liay 191’7.2 In further connection with the Hungarian problem
Kaas tells us:s

", ..this Cabinet crisis unfolded the fact that a strong

faction had gained a footing in the Social Democratic
Party, which was thus placed between two millstones...

n3

The so-called "moderates" although fearing the spread of Communism,
declined to take any steps against it, for they desired to preserve
the unity of the Social Democratic Party. They were confronted with

the dilemma, that the orthodox iarxist-Socialist has to face some

time or another, of having to define his stand towards Communism.

|—‘

Seton-Watson in his book, From Lenin to Malenkov, (p. 60) gives an
interesting comparison between the Russian Provisional government
of 1917 and Karolyi government, He, with actual examples, demon-
strates that the Hungerian events had been preceded a year earlier
in Russia and thus the tactics of the Hungarian Communists were the
exact copy as the one applied by the Lussian Bolshevist Party.

2ibid., p. 60.

3Revolution in Hungary, p. 64.
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In evaluating the roots of failure, both the leftist
Bohm and the rightist Garami in their respective books,l attributed
great importance to this problem, They blamed the Communists andthe
Radicel intellectuals as the ones who had paralysed the Karolyi
Government.,
The Radical Jaszi, however, had a different opinion,
The Communists could not have won, he believes, had these Socialists
been determined to support the Karolyi Government. Karolyi himself
agrees with this. He writes:
",..The Socialists could not carry out their programme
because they did not have a majority. We were prevented
from accomplishing our land reform because the Socialist
Ministers sabotaged it. We could not create the people's
army, recruited from the peasantry, for the Socialist
Ministers regarded the peassantry as a counter-revoclution-
ary elsment and threatened to resign if we proceed with
it..."
Seton-Watson also supports these arguments. In his
analysis of the failure of the Hungarian Labour movement, he draws
a parallel with Kerensky and Tseretelli of Russia. He proves, that
in both cases the Social Democrats were reluctant to consider their

3

Communist "comrades" as enemies.

lw. Bohm, Im Kreuzfeuer Zweier Revolutionen, (Munich, 1924); also
E. Garami, Forrongo liagyarorszag (Hungary in Ferment), (Vienna, 1922).

2Karolyi, jemoirs, p. 145.

3

Seton-Watson, From Lenin to Malenkov, p. 60.
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The public did not have to wait for long to find out
the real tactics of the Sécialists. At the time Hungary was pro-
claimed a Kepublic, they, trusting in their finel victory, declared
their intention of transforming the nastional revolution into a
socialist one,l The Socialists' conduct towards the Communists was
benevolent and tolerant. B3ut the Communists soon outgrew this
"patriotism™. They begen to attack the ranks of the Social Demo-
crats, who in turn felt the need of self-justification. The 3Social-
ists in their self-defence =zgainst both the masses and the Communists,
published sn ihfinite number of party propaganda.2 These, however,
aside from their immediate psychological effect, if they had any,
had no other value. 3ince these publications were to serve the fur-
ther purpose of bridging over the gulf between the Second and Third
International, the Kussian Bolshevists naturally took them at face
value. They assumed that the Hungarian Social Democratic Party was
performing its historical mission: i.e., its fight for the imminent
"World Revolution'", Expressing his satisfaction and wishing it

3

further success, Lenin greeted this Social Democratic Farty.

Iyepszava (Budapest) , November 16, 1918, p. 1.

2J. lyiri, From Karolyi to Bela Kun, The Truth about the Revolution
in Hungary, (Ilford, Clarck, C.W. ard Co., 191%).

3V.I. Lenin, Valogatott Iuvek (Budapest, 1953).
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The Voros UJsag began violently toetack the moment
it appeared in print. "...The time had come..." it wrote, "...,.to
work out to their utmost consequences the ideas of Socialism".l This
article, written by Dela Kun, was directed against the leaders of the
Sociel Democratic Party and their party orgsn, the Nepszava. After
this it was not long until there flamed up a bitter warfare between
the two papers. "...A ruthless and unspeckaeble battle of Words, , 12
describes Kaas, which respected neither moral nor trédition.

", ..0rganize your Red Guard..." wrote‘thc Varos Ujsag, . "...the most
urgent task before us is the equipment of the Proletariat with pro-
per servicable weapons.." for, it continued, "...the Communist or~
ganizations must be developed so that at any moment they may be
ready to take over the power."3

Thus commenced Communist propaganda in the year 1919,
At the beginning of the revolution, the Government's position to-
ward the Communists was, that no limit should be set on their pro=
paganda so long as they used the accepted medias of political con-
troversy. The events of these days prove that the Communists were

well respected as the pioneers of a great, though unrealisable, idea.

Yoros Ujsag, (Budapest), December 7, 1918,

2Hungarv in Revolution, p. 69.

3Voros Ujsag, Jenuary 1, 1919.
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On the other hand, it was also felt thst energetic steps should be
taken against those who rejected lew and morality, those who advo-
cated anarchy even’resorting to force, robbery and murder., It was
clear that these elements should be imprisoned, for it was better
to keep them in custody, and show the sincerity and responsibility
of the Karolyists, than to shoot on the unfortunate, misguided
masses., It was also believed that this measure would be effectual
if it was adopted at the outset, provided that the Government ini-
tiated energetic revolutionary reforms by an immediate settlement
of the land question,

It is possible that ",,.it was too late to block
the Communist advance", believes Jaszi, but he is certainly right
saying that ".,.the Government chose the worst tactics to do 504411
At first there was no interference with Communist propagenda since
the movement was underestimated. But when the situation became so
acute that the Communists, influenced by the "July-days" in Petro-
grad, attempted to seize power by force? accompanied by vioclence
against the Egp_g_ggy_a_,B the Government had no other choice but to
arrest all of the participents. This action two months earlier might

have saved the situation. But by this time, the Government had lost

;Eevolution and Counter-revolution..., pn. &7,

2Seton-’ﬁatson, From Lenin to Malenkov, p. 60.

3o szava, (Budapest), February 22, 1919, p. 1.
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its popularity and only aroused resentment, Jaszi expresses this
well when he writes that:

",..the extreme brutality of the police, the manly
behavious of Bela Kun in the face of his persecutors,
i@mediately attrac?ed the iympathy of evervone to the
side of the Communists..."

Aside from the public sympathy toward the Communists,

a firm action taken by the nationalist Government was also prevented
by other factors. Among the most importent was the hostile attitude
of the Entente representative, Lt. Co. Vyx, who threats and in-
sults undermined the Governpenti's authority. A&s the attitude of the
Entente grew worse the humiliated people of Hungary turned away with
"disgust" and "hatred" from the Wilsonian doctrines. In the end the
only alternative remasined: Communism, This feeling spread to the
ranks of the Army where the Soldiers' Council showed especisl sym-
pathy. The patriotism of the Kussian Bolshevists were held up as

an example, as the ones who were destined to save their country
from the predatory imperialism of the Entente.

The hold of Communism was greatly strengthened
throughout the country by the increase of the disturbances created
by the old regime, It was evident thast both aristocracy and bourgeoisie
were recovering from the initial blow of the October Revolution and

were organizing and awesiting to strike back. In the midst of this social

lRevolution and Counter-revolution..., p. &7.




whirlpool, created by counter revolutionary demonstrations, the
public was scared and irritated. When the Government showed hesi-
tation and undecidedness in the face of the "Whites" as it had shown
to the Reds, it was felt that this Government was no longer able to
save the reforms of the October Kevolution, and if a choice had to
be made between White or Red counter-revolution, the Led was pre-
ferred.

Into this flood of anger and embitterment, increased
by hunger and wnemployment, national humiliation and unscrupulous
demagogy, there now came a new Allied ultimatum.l Dealing with
Central Europe, Professor Benns traced this ultimatum to the pre-
agreements of the Paris Peace Conference:

", ..a88 the executor of the Habsburg estate;
Czechoslovakia, Bland, Roumania, Jugoslavia,
Austria, Hungary, and Italy were the heirs, and
by the time they assembled in January, 1919,

they had already divided the territories of

the Habsburgs in a rough, provisional fashion..."2

In this connection Lengyel puts forward another in-

teresting argument:

", ..the peace makers in Paris were now thinking

of making war on the Soviets...in support of this
new war they wished to secure the rear of Roumania
(therefore) ...ordered the Hungarians to withdraw
behind & neutral zone..."

Irt. Gol. Vyx in the name of General de Lobit, on Harch 20, 1919,
delivered this ultimatum to the Hungarian government.

2F L. Benns, Europe since 1914, (New York, 1930), p. 112.
3Lengyel, 1,000 Years of Hungary, p. 198,
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However this "neutral zone" meant a fresh and worse line of demarca-
tion and cut off some purely lMagyar distriets. Adding insult to
injury, Lt. Col. Vyx verbally stated that this new line was not to
be regarded as merely an armistice line, but as a definite political

frontier.l

The Karolyi Government could not accept these demands,
especlially since it was felt that these demands were in contradiction
both with the letter and that of spirit of the Belgrade armistice
agreementg The patriotic feeling, expressed by all stratas of the
Hungarian people held the notion, that this new demand not only robbed
Hungary from her age-long nationasl possession, but completely prevented
the economic restoration of the country as well.

Under these circumstances the rejection of this Allied
note was inevitable. However, with a good counter-solution neither
the Government nor the political perties could come up. There was

only one person, writes Macartney, who came forward with a new

lywrvp., ibid., Vol. V., pp. 677-9.

2A1though the Monarch as a whole signed the Padua Armistice to
General Diaz, only Franchet d'Esperey had the authority to deal
with Hungary. Had the Karolyi Government not signed a new Armis-
tice with the latier, foreign troops would have marched on Buda-
pest. The Belgrade Armistice, however, was a military and not a
political one, Clause 17 guaranteed that the occupied territories
will remain under Hungarian legislation until the Peace Treaty.
PUSFR., (ed. 1942), Vol. II, pp. 183-85,
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proposal of how Hungary could be saved and that was:
".,..the little Bolshevik agent Bela Kun, who
said, thet "if he were given the power, Russia
would join forces with Hungary and drive the
Roumaniens back..."l.

Thus the Vyx note brought the October Revolution to
its end, What happened at that last crucial meeting of the Council
of Ministers could again be best described with the own words of
Karolyi. He writes in his Memoirs:

",..The Ministers of the Karolyi Party had tendered

their resignation, not having the courage to accept

or refuse the Ultimatum. I, therefore, proposed that

the Cabinet should resign, after which I would charge

the Social Democrats in conjunction with the Communists

to form a new government..,"?
They further agreed that Karolyi, President, would appoint a new
Premier the next day, who would then communicate to him the desires
of the Premier's Party. However it was concealed from Karolyi that
while the Socialist ministers had agreed to these resolutions they
already had concluded an agreement with the Communists wherein the
two parties were to unite and were to form not a Social Democratic
but a Soviet type of government.

Later, when the Dictatorship culminated in anarchy,

both Socialists and Communists tried to disclaim responsibility.

lMacartney, October Fifteenth, A History of Modern Hungary, 1929-1945.
Edinburgh University Press, 1956, Vol. I., p. 22.

%Karolyi, Memoirs, p. 154.
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Borkenau believes, the contention was not the proclamation of a
Soviet Republic, since it was obvious that this was the price for
the collaboration of the Communists. But the argument was based
upon the cleim of both parties thst each had insisted on this uni-
ficztion, At this point, to search for a scapegoat would he point-
less since both parties bear the responsibility for unification.
Jaszi claims thet the responsibility for double dealing lay upon
the Socialists, They, he says, "...joined in government with the
very people who for months had abused them in every conceivable
way."l Borkensu gives the same interpretation on the Socialist
rolicy. Although Lenin was against the merger with the Social
Democrats and, instead, insisted on the organization of an
independent Communist Party, Kun and his associates disregarded
the warning.2

But this ceme later. It is easy to see thet both
parties wanted this unity on their own accord. This is proven by
the fact that the negotiations, which were being held in the prison
cells of the Communists, lasted less than half an hour.? This af-
forded them only time enough to form a pact, thus excluding the

possibility of any serious talk ebout its content. Koreover, the

lJaszi, Revolution snd Counter-revolution..., p. 96.

2Borkenau, Communist International, p. 118,

2mw., ibid., Vel. V., pp. 688-9.
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reason to merge was obvious. There was either the choice of
fighting or combining. In principle, the Communist parties could
not tolerate peaceful co-existence with any party, but, in reality,
they were too weak to assume power alone. Kun must have realised
this, If this is so it partly explains his defiance of Lenin,
An open fight with the Social Democrats would wreck his Soviet ex~
periment at the outset. But on the other hand, the Socialists hoped
that the merger with the Communists would put an end to the violent
attacks brought against them, especially within the trade-unions,
The truth however was, that neither party had any choice, for none
of them was strong enough to teke over the government alone.
It has been asked meny times by the writers of the

Hungarian revolution why the Karolyi Governgent could not have
attempted to continue. From the Hungarian point of view, Karolyil
at the last meeting of the Council of linisters gave this answer:

", ..the existing coalition Government could not

continue, since the deep humiliation of Hungary

robbed the bourgeois parties of all moral support..."
He felt that ",,.,none bul a purely Social Democratic government can
maintain order..." since ",..the actual power has indeed for months
been exclusively in the hands of the organized workers. . 2

Karolyi in his speech, further admitted that his

western orientation, i.e. his policy of reliance on the Wilsonian

lKarolzi, liemoirs, p. 154.
2ibid., p. 154.



doctrines definitely failed. In regerd to this problem he said this:
",...BEungary needs a fresh orientation which will
ensure the support of the International Labour
movement ., . "l
lie felt thet another coslition, or a bourgeois government, with its
lack of moral and social unity, woudl make matters worse.
From the Communist point of view, whether it would
have been the Communists' responsibility to force the Government to
carry on, hosa Luxemburg gives the answer, She had encountered the
same situation in Germany and unlike Kun, rejected it. Discussing

the chances of the German Communists she said that:

", ..The Spartakus-bund will not accept power for
the mere reason that all other parties failed...m

She felt that only a safe msjority within the working class could
win and hold powers. But Kun was not a ‘“arxist in the true sense
of the word.. He was bewildered as well as carried away by his com-
paratively easy successes, The possibility of an sasy capture of
power, resulting from the crisis of wounded national pride was
evident, He, therefore, took advantage of the situation and seized

power.,

1
ibid., p. 154; also PUSFR, (ed. 1945) Vol. XI, pp. 134-35.

. Luxemburg, Kritik der russischen Revolution (Budapest, 19.46),
Pe. 57.

3Borkenau gives an interesting character study of Kun. According
to him, Kun came into contact with Communism while he was a pri-
soner in Hussia. And while Lenin who was a splencid psychologist
concerning Kussians, completely mistook and so entrusted him with
the task of carrying through the revolution in Eungary.
(Communist International, p.114).
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The Communist leaders also confirmed the fact that:
the Communist coup d'etat was the immediate result of the Vyx note.
At the meeting of the Workers' Council under the leadership of If.
Garbai, on iarch 21, 1919, they procleimed the formstion of a Soviet
Republic.1 Also at this meeting Garbai gave vent to these emnotional
feelings:

", ..Entente Imperialism inscribed on its banner

Democracy and the Right of Self-determination but

now thet it is in & position to carry these principles

into action it belies them..."

", ..we placed our trust in the intention of the Entente

to aim at a just pezce. Our trust is entirely destroyed

by this new ukase,.."

"...The new policy for us must be to look to the East

for which the Kast has denied us..."<

There is a general tendency to attribute great his-

torical changes to the last link in the chain of a long series of
causes, The Vyx ncte thus was not the real cause of Hungarian
Communism. It was preceded by a long historical process: the cen-
turies of class domination, the poisoned nationalities poliey, and
the socisal policy of the past half century. The violence and corrup-
tion of the Tisza era, the five years of war, and the anarchy followed
closely upon the disintegrstion of the army., These and many other

correlated factors finally led to the Dictatorship of the Prole- -

tariat.

10. Rutter, Kegent of Kungary, (London, 1939), p. 161.
2

I“TI"-T.PVD.’ ibid., VOl. VI.’ Part I, po



Chapter IV,

The Communist Kevolution of Bela Kun.

Communism made a dramatic entry into Hungary in the
Spring of 1919. This resulted from the defeat of the Central Powers
and from the impact of the 3oviet revolution in the East. However,
this Soviet type of republic, which lasted only five months, has
been dismissed by most historians as only a passing episode in the
turmoil which swept over Central Europe. Yet the leaders of 3oviet
Fussia, during that time, considered it to be of equal importance to
the Kussian pevolution. Even Lenin, who was more apprehensive,
considered it as an event of greatest importance to the Communist
cause,

The importance of this Communist revolution was
recognized by the leaders of the Third Internationsl. As soon as
they learned the true neture of the Bela Kun regime, that it was
truly a Communist revolution, and not just a Socislist, & pseudo-
Communist one, these "professionals" proclaimed it to be the begin-
ning of the World Revolution. The one which they hed anticipated.

In connection with this, the Pravda commented:

ly.1. Lenin, Valogatott Muvek, (Budapest: Szikra, 1953), Vol. XXIX,
p. 616,




", ..the proletarian revolution has made

one big step in the very middle of Central
Europe....The Hungarian revolution will
quickly come $o life in the neighbouring
countries..."”

The gquestion was asked by many: did the Communists
really believe in the possibility of a world revolution? An answer
to whether they really belisved in it or merely wanted the general
public to believe in it, is unimportant., Their ultimate aim was
the revolutionising of-Europe, and they believed, one of the means
to this end would be the extension of the Communist front into Hun-
gary., To this end every Hungarisn newspaper carried comments about
Austria's imminent union with Germany; the victory of the Spartakus-
bund in Berlin; about riots in Paris; of the dangers that menaced
the old constitutional traditions of England. From Italy they
announced a general strike, and from Belgrade the outbreak of Com=-
munism. According to the Communist papers, the French proletariat
had decided to join the Third Internationasl and France faced a finan-
cial collapse, Most importantly, Soviet troops of reinforcement

2

were advancing toward Hungary.

Jubilation over the Hungarian Communist revolution
was based not only on the morale factor of having another Communist

State but also on the fact that in Hungary the bourgeois government

lPravda, (lioscow) , 25 March 1919, Editorial.

2"Magyarorszag a lasodik Szovjetkoztarsasag", Voros Ujsag (Budapest),
23 March 1919, p. 1.
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had voluntarily, in the interest of national self-preservation,
given up its power to the Communists and appeared to gupport them.,
Also, Hungary wes a more advanced country than Fussia, and being
geographically situated in the middle of Europe, revolution could
easily spread from there throughout Central Europe and the Balkans.
In spite of this overwhelming enthusiasm, Lenin took

a more cautious attitude. While he considered this Hungarian revo-
lution to be a ",,.world wide historic revolution...", he did not
share the optimistic hope for its success of Zinoviev and the other
leaders of the Third International.l He repeatedly warned:

n, ..the difficulties of Hungary, comrades are

great., It is a small country in comparison with

Russia and can much 5Dre easily be strangled by

the imperialists..."
And he again advised Bela Kun that:

", ..the bare imitation of our Russian tactics

in all details in the peculiar conditions of

the Hungarian revolution would be a mistake,

Against these mistakes I must warn you..."3

The enthusiasm of the Russian leaders materialised

itself in the chronological events of the Hungarian dictatorship.

1V.I. Lenin, Speech to the lMoscow 3oviet on April 3, 1919, Sochineniia,
(#oscow-Leningrad: Party Publishing House, 1932) 3rd. ed., Vol. XXIV,
p. 218,

2Report to the closing session of the VIII, Congress of the Commumist
Party of Kussia, ibid., XXIV., p. 178.

3Telegram to Bela Kun on March 23, ibid., XXX., p. 183.
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These events, as they affected men and things, showed that the
revolution, in its first weeks was not only popular among the
masses of the proletariat but. also among the middle class and
bourgeoisie, This popularity was founded, on one hand, on the com=-
plete ignorance of the classes in matters concerning economics and
polities. They were carried away by the prophecies about the dawn
of a new era which was to alleviate poverty and extreme weslth.
The future state, it was believed, would shaps its policy to pro-
vide the best for all the working classes. This enthusiasm nat-
urally prevented the masses from comprehending the full signifi-
cance of Communism and the dangers involved in this experimental
State.

On the other hand, it was demagogy which dwelt on
populer chauvinism, The masses, having suffered the humiliation
of the Entente, were an easy prey to those demagogues who upheld
the promise of Soviet military help ageinst the %"imperialism of the
Succession States", This enthusiastic readiness for revanche was
slso the secret of the initial successes of the Hungarisn Led Army
which lasted until Bela Kun gave way to Clemenceau's ultimatum and
abandoned the recovered Hungarian territories.

In gpite of this initial feeling of popularity, it
was the view of gll the clear sighted Socialists that this Communist

adventure was doomed for disaster, and that it would destroy all

the cultural and democratic gains of the past quarter century.
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The one reason they took pert in this Government, therere, was an
attempt to preserve the integrity of Hungary. And, perhaps, to save
the Labour movement from its final destruction.

The Redicals had the same theoretical reasoning, as
the Socialists, in cooperating with the Communists, They had the
vague understanding that they would be accepting neither moral nor
political responsibility for the Communists regime, However, on no
account, would they attempt to copy the sabotage of the Russian in-
telligentsia. It was further understood that since there was abso-
lute hopelessness of opposition, they would leasve politics aside
and, instead, would assist the new regime in administrative and
economic fields,

These progressive elements were intrigued by the
success of Communism over the hussisn masses - success which is
attributable to Lenin's complete exclusion of any possibility of
devistion from his interpretation to snother concept of Socialism,
They felt that the Liberation of humanity has no other choice but
to go through the ordeal of this practical experience, If it
succeeded, they thought, it would open the way to a new world
order. If it did not succeed, they argued, then at the price of
terrible sacrifices, the Kussian and Hungarian examples would free
hunanity from the dogma of ifarxism, This theory, st that time,

had been discrediting every other concept of liberating the human

race.,




However, in the end, neither of these theories
materiglised., These illusionists soon found out that they over-
estimated the good sense of humenity. The facts had no bearings
on the ones who carried them out.

", ..the monstrosities of the Russian and Hungarian
experiments had hardly any influence on the ideas of
those vho were carrying them out. Instead of cor-
recting the theories to bring them into correspondence
with facts, the facts were twisted to fit the theories..."

Ostensibly, the Dictatorship was exercised by the
people. But in reality all the power was concentrated in the hands
of the Revolutionary Governing Counecil, or rather, in those of Bela
Kun and his associates. These men, in turn, formed a "dictatorship
within the Dictatorship", governing through their tools, the politi-
cal commissars,

Following Lenin's example Bela Kun kept for himself
the Commissariat for Foreign Affairs., He established and developed
an alllance with Russia . He directed internsl affasirs and trans-
acted all government business according to his own wishes., During
his imprisonment in Kussia, he observed the technigue '~ of Bol-
shevism, and from that concluded this threefold assumptions
(1) Agrarian revolution, (2) Fight against the "reformist", (3)

Peace negotiations with Capitalist states. ¥From this Bels Kun seems

to have drawn the erroneous principles that the land should not be

lJaszi, Rewlution and Counter-revolution..., p. 11l4.




re-distributed among the peasants; that war, in view of the peeace
of Brest-Litovsk, was profitable; and, at the decisive moment, a
revolutionist must form an alliance with the Social Democrats, and
denounce it later as reformism.l

Apart from the chaos and wild confusion created by
violent meetings, demonstrations, and high flown oratory, the Reign
of Terror inamgurated on March 21, 1919, was well orgsnized. Every-
thing had been prepared by Bela Kun and his associates before and
during their imprisonment, They had nothing to fear from elements
professing extremer views than themselves frr such did not exist.
And for the suppression and intimidation for the bourgeoisie they
had only to follow the 211 too successful exemple of the Russian
Revolution,

Then on the morning of March 22, two sets of posters
announced the Dictatorship of the Proletariat. One was addressed
to the people of Hungary, the other to the people of the world.
These proclamations, bearing the title "To A11"2, heralded and
apostrophesized an uncompromising halt of all further cooperation
between proletariat and the bourgeocisie. They were, on one hand,

a threat egainst the former ruling classes of Hungary and on the
other hand, they were a challenge to the diplomacy of the Western

States,

1Borkenau, Communist International, p. 114,

2ypVD., Vol. VI, part I, p. 7.
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Among these States, the Hungarian Communists were
especially concerned with the resction of the Austrian Socisl Demo-
crats, Since Xun had intended to liberate the territories occupied
by the Czechs and Roumanians, it would have a matter of great im-
portance to secure a maximum degres of influence over Austria, that
is, Austrian industries and the stores of arms she possessed. In
order to achieve this goal, from the very beginning, he began pre-
paerations for a coup that would proclaim the Dictatorship of the
Proletarist in Vienna.l The Austrisn attitude was expressed by the
Central Executive Committee of the Workers' Councils where they,
apart from granting a trade-agreement, refused to cooperate in
that direction.? The Austrian refusal was based on their dependent
position on the Entente regarding the needed food-supplies which
would have been stopped automatically in the event of close alli-
ance with the Hungarian Communists.> Furthermore, the fact should
not be overlooked that Otio Bauer repudisted this Bolshevik experi-
ment, as he dwelt on the hilstoricel principles of trus Western

Social Democracy.A

Icharles A. Gulick, Austria: From Habsburg to Hitler (Berkeley and
Los Angeles: University of Californis Press, 1948), pp. 73-4).

20tto Bauer, Die Osterreichische Revolution (Wien, 1923), pp. 137-38.

3Quoted in Julius Braunthal, Die Arbeiterrste in Deutsch-Ossterreich

(Wien, 1919) pp. 44-45.

4Protokoll der Verhandlungen des Parteitages der Sozialdemokratischen

Arbeitspartie Deutschosterreich, (Wien, 1919), Vol. X, pp. 31-XI.3.

(Brand and Co.), pp. l44~5; also Dr. Heinrich Benedict and Associstes

(W. Goldinger, Dr. Verosto, Dr. F, Thalmann, Dr. A. Vondruska),
Die Geschichte der Hepublik Oesterreichs, (Wien, 1954), p. 5&.
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Just as Karolyi won the nation by his slogan of na-
tional independence, so the Communists claimed the same slogen of
nationalism in order to stir up the fermenting patriotic emotions of
the masses and, by their help, gain and subjugate the bourgeoisie.
Bela Kun expressed this thought in his other Proclamestion "To All",
aiming at every stratas of the populetion. The Proclamation reads:

", ..The Hungarian proletarian revolution was
produced by two separate forces: one was the
resolve of the working men, the agricultural
labourer, and common soldiers to endure no
longer the yoke of capitalism; the other was
the Imperialism of the Entente.
vessswe place ths revolution of the Hungarian
proletariat under the protection of Internationsal
Socialism, and are firmly resolved to defend its

achievements against every attack to the last
drop of our blood,..ml

Howsver it was clear that none of these patriotiec

sentiments inspired any of the Communists leaders., At a meeting
on March 29 Bela Kun, himself, explicitly declared that he and his
associates did not stand on the basis of the territorial integrity
of Hungary. Later, at a sitting of the Budapest Workers' Council on
April 11, he further confirmed it by saying:

n,..we based our actions? on the prospect of a

World hevolution, that the latter is the only

Fatherland of the Dictstorship and of the
Internstional Proletariat..."

lrﬁ:‘;ﬁTVDo, Vol. VI, Part I, p. 3.

2yith reference to the Entente Ultimetum presented by Lt. Col. Vyx
on March 20, 1919,

JpervD., Vol. VI, Part I, p. 185,
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The Dictatorship subjected everything to the prospect
of this world revolution., Everything from the Soviet Constitution,
the whole governmental system, to the Red Army was used as an instru-
ment for the suppression of opposition and for safeguarding the un-
disputed class rule of the proletariat. On April 2, 1919, the pro-
visional Constitution of the Hungarisn Soviet Kepublic was made
public, It granted the working people legislative, executive and
retributory rights through the Workers', Soldiers', and Peasants!'
Councils.l The supreme dictatorship was to be exercised by a
National Congress of these Councils (Soviets). The Councils were
not, however, invited to collaborate in the drafting of the Consti-
tution, nor could the dictatorship be exercised by this National
Congress which, so far, was not in existence.

The electoral procedure for the National Council was
also an outspoken denial, a mockery of the popular will and public
opinion. Apart from the fact that only those who were supposedly
loyael to the regime were allowed to exercise their Franchise, the
election was a frauwd, The Government further expressed its con-
tempt toward the hational Council when the deputies were conveked

three months after the general elections, on June 14, only to be

dispersed again by Bela Kun's command on June 23, 1919.

1ibid, pp. 100-3, Decree No., XXVI of 3 April 1919; also Decree No.
XXVII of 3 April 1919, (ibid., p. 103).
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The Hungarian Communists unfolded their system with
astonishing clarity, and used the power they had so sudcenly ac-
guired with cold~blooded ruthlessness and determination, The first
decree of the Revolutionary Governing Council threatened with capital
punishment everyone who offered armed resistance to the Dictatorship
of the Proletariat.l A1l the regular Courts of Law, all civil and
criminal procedures were suspenced till further notice. The kKevolu-
tionary Governing Council, furthermore, authorized the Commissar for
Justice to suspend temporarily all judges and public prosecurors and
to entrust anyone, whom he pleased, with the direction of the Law
Courts and the Chambers of Lawyers respectively. In conjunétion with
these decrees, a Revolutionary Tribunal was creasted which was bound
by no laws and no system of procedure., Since its members were chosen
on the besis of their sllegiance to the Dictatorship, consequently,
they were lsymen, primarily ignorment, in several cases illiterate,
outside the legal profession.?

This communistic system made asway with the bourgeois
concept of crime, Or rather it reversed the principles of the
Criminal Law. Everything advantageous to the Dictatorship of the

Proletariat was permissible, everything that mirht be detrimental

libid., ne 5, Decree No, I of 2/ larch 1919.

2ibid., pp. 32-3, Decree No. IV of 28 March 1919, This Decree was
adjusted by Decree No. XLV of © April 1919 (ibid., p. 167); Decree
No. XCIV of 17 ¥ay 101¢ (ibid., pp. 496-8); Draft, of 14 June 1919,
submitted to the Committee of the Supreme Councils by the Commiss-
aries for Justice (ibid., part II, pp. 77-85.




<104~

or injurious was forbidden, Personal safety and individual liberty
ceased to exist; the binding force of the Law was suspended; the
independence of the Judiciary destroyed, and the brutasl club-law
allowed to reign everywhere,

No special judiciary being needed, all examinations

1 and all law examinations at

qualifying for the Bench and the Bar
the universities were stopped.2 "...In the criminal procedure, the
aim of the Dictetorship of the Proletariat in Hungary..." another
ordinance read, "...is to defeﬁd the Dietatorship from all attack
and to safeguard the individusl and legitimate interests of the
working pr:.)letzn“iat'..“3

Special councils were created for the execution of
this ordinance. In all criminal cases begun before August 1, 1914,
the proceedings were stopped. All other cases, where trials and
sentences were instituted in the interests of the preservation or
protection of the capitalistic society, were to be regarded as

manifest injustices.4

This ordinance placed everyone at the mercy of the

lPeople's Commissariat for Justice, Ordinance No, 9 of 25 March 1919.
Library of the Instltute of the History of the Party, Budapest,

2People's Commissariat for Public Instruction, Ordinance No, 7 of
25 March 1919, Library of the Institute of the History of the Party,
Budapest,

BMNEVD., Vol. VI, part I, pp.234-6, Decree No., IXII of 17 April 1919,

4ipid., p. 261, Decrae No. LXVII of 20 April 1919.
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Revolutionary Tribunal since there was nothing which could be
gualified as a violation of decrees of the Supreme Court of the
Soviets. It was solely for this Tribunal to decide what denuncia-
tions were to be regarded as "urgent® in the interest of the Prole-
tarian Dictatorship,

In enticipating public reaction as a logical outcome
of these dictatorial decrees the Government, in the course of the
first days, appéinted workmen's representatives everywhere who were
invested with unlimited power and were bound by no laws, rules or
regulations.l

The Ked Guard which was formed from these Workmen's
Representatives, carried out another decree. As a possible threat
to the Proletarian Dictatorship weapons of every sort were confils-
cated% Detachments of the Red Guard searched every house and
threatened everyone with the Eevolutionary Tribunsl if firearms,
sword, or even an unusually large sized knife were found in his
possession,

Bela Kun based Hungary's foreign policy on the same
communistic principles he introduced in the fields of Justice,
Legislation and Constitution, He did so because the Soviet does

not look on itself as a nation, it refuses to recognise the existence

libid., pp. 40~1, People's Commissariat for the Interior, Ordinance
No. 1 of 30 Karch 1919.

3ibid., p. 6., Decree No, III. of 24 March 1919.
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of other States, and finally it tekes its stand on internationalism.
It acknowledges no government except the Dictatorship of the Prole~
tariat, it has only one objective: +to work for the advent of the
world revolution. From the beginning, this was the ultimate aim of
Lenin and of his disciple, Bela Kun,

The victory of Communism, in Hungary, was also con-
sidered to bhe important for it meant the extension of the revolu-
tionary front. 1919 was the year of the Spartakist struggles in
Berlin and of the temporary vietory of the proletarian revolution
in Munich.l 4t that time, there also was every prospect of an out-
break of Communism ih Vienna and Slovakia. Budapest was, therebre,
an important base of operations for Lenin, Through the Hungarian
Soviet he hoped to gain a footing in Poland and, in case of material
success, to extend his front across Germany as far as the Rhine.

It was doubtful whether France would have then had the moral strength
to resist, Nor would Englard have found a safeguard in the sea,
since the attack against her was planred to take place in Asia.2

Under these circumstances it is clear that the pro-
letarian dictatorship of Hungary served Lenin's interests, and Bela
Kun could not pursue an independent foreign policy of his own.

Hungary, or at least Budapest, was to serve as an outpost and

1Hans Dr. Beyer, Der Kampf der Foten Armee in Bayern 1919, (Munich,

1919) .

Z“A Parizsi Konferencia", Nepszava (Budapest), 1 April 1919, p. 1.
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propagenda center for the preparations of the world revolution. The
role played by Bela Kun in this grandiose and far flung scheme was
but a secondary one, that of pushing forward the front and holding
the position already won.l
The Dictatorship accessed to power with the slogan

that the help refused by the West must be sought in the East. This
slogan meant a rupture with the Western States. It created a state
of constant tension and burst, eventually, into an armed conflict.
It was this situation which necessitated the creation of an army
and, for this end, Communism hed to turn to the slogan of Nation-
alism. Although the People's Commissars never ceased Lo preach and
practice the theory of class war, they adroitly called upon the
patriotic sentiment of the masses to join the Red Army, Consequently,
an army with twofold character had to be created. On one hand, a
national army was needed which would march against the invading
Czechs and Eoumanians. On the other hand, a Communist, an inter-
national one, which was to check the masses assembled in the pre-
vious one.2

The creation of the Hed Army by William Bohm and his
Chief=-of-Staff, Aurel Stromfield, an active soldier, was an outstand-

ing achievement, They created an army from rothing, or rather, less

ly.1. Lenin, Speech at the Sitting of Workers', Soldiers' Council, Valog-
atott Muvek, (Budapest; Szikra, 1953), Vol. XXIX, pp. 270-3.

20mVD., Vol. VI, part I, Decree Ko, XXIII/K.T.E. of 30 March 1919.
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than nothing, for before the Communist revolution the itroops had

been the centre of anarchy. From the returning prisonérs of war,

supported by £Hussian emissaries, they formed an international

Eed Regiment which became the core of the ked Army.l In order to

ensure a class army only workers were enrolled in it. Later when

the need of experts in warfsre became vital, ex-officers of the old

Army were drawn in, followed by z compulsory enrollment for everyone,
During the first weeks of the intervention, the Eed

Army scored victory after wvictory. It liberated Slovakia from Czech

2 A Hun-

occupation and pushed the Koumanians over the river Tisza.
garian victory seemed imminent and the confidence in the Dictator-
ship was boundless, Even Lenin, in a speech on April 17, rated the
Hungarian events sbove the Russian revolution:
» ®,..In comparison with Russia, Hungary is a small country,

but the Hungarian revolution perhaps plays a larger role in

History than the Kussian revolution. In that cultured

country all experiences of the Russian revolution have been

teken into account and Soclalism firmly established..."3

The initial successes of the Dictatorship of the

Proletariat and the Red Army naturally came as an unpleasant surprise

to the viectorious Powers, and placed them in an uncomfortable position,

1"Az Elso Nemzetkozi Zaszloalj", Voros Ujsag (Budapest), 1 April 1919,
p. 1.

2MMTVD., Vol. VI, part I, pp. 305-7, Leport of the Commissariat for
Defense.

3

V.I. lenin, Speech addressed to the factory committees and union of-
ficers in loscow, Sochineniia, (Moscow-Leningrad: Party Publishing
House, 1932), Vol. XXIV, p. 261.
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They could neither deny the sudden extension of the Communist front
nor overlook the rapid spread of Communist ideas which meant danger
to their own nationalistic States. For the moment they could not
do anything sbout it, The victors were &s weary and exhausted as
the conguered. It would have seemed a hgzardous undertaking to re-
mobilize the disbanded troops or to combat, once more, the regiments
stationed on the occupied territories.

Although, at this point, the Entente Powers could not
intervene, the led Army wes stopped by an entirely different force.
The economic failure, at this decisive moment, broke the backbone
of the military advance .,

The Dictatorship of the Proletariat treated the
problems of economics and finance in the same way as it was treated
in Russia, It was promulgated arbitrarily and brought home to the
masses by means of speeches, placards, and articles in newspapers.
By these medias it was conveyed to the public that all private pro-
perty had ceased to exist. That every financial institution, every

business with more than 20 employeesl

s 2ll landed property exceeding
100 yoches,2 all jewslry over 2000 Crowns worth3, were converted
into "“common property". All these were socialised or using the

Communist terminology were taken into "joint possession" on the

libid., p. 37, Decree No. IX of 27 March 1919,

2ibid., p. 114, Decree No. XXXVIII of 4 April 1919.

3ibid., pp. 78-9, Decree No. LVII of 13 April 1919.
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principle that "ewerythihg belongs to the scciety".

These soclalizations were performed as the fulfilment
of the principle of Joviet economic organizetion. Their importance
could be measured next to the belief in world revolution smong the
doctrines of Communism. It was further believed that, by the means
of these processes, the existing social system might be changed and
poverty banished forever from the existence of mankind. There were
many confusing ideas as to the nature of this basic doctrine. Since
there was no opposing Power, the Communists disregarded the plain
fact that it is impossible to immediately break away from an old
established economic system. Socialization is primarily s moral
recasting, a product of education and organization, and not, as some
comnissars naively assumed, a mechanical inventory takingl subject
for experiment. In the lack of these considerations the whole country
was handed over to governmental councils (Soviets) to perform this
transition. They intended to demonstrate that the Marxist doctrines
were practicable and were to be accepted in exchange of the éapital-

istic order of society that had broken down.

176 demonstrate the general misconceptions held up by some Commissars,
we cite the well know Hevesy incident: Four days after the Dictator-
ship of the Proletariat was proclaimed Hevesy said: "...in the
Peoples' Commissariest for Socialisation by working twenty-three hours
a day we have in the past four days organized nearly every section of
the industry. And where it has not been possible yet to complete
taking over the concems, they are already working under the direction
of a Commissariat for Control",

A.Kovacs, Voros Oktober, (Budapest, 1937), p. 295.

A 1ittle later and with a little less optimism Commissar Bohm declared
on April 18 that, ",,.we have the advantage over Hussia that we have
been sble to begin reconstruction at onee, and have succeeded within
four weeks in socialising more than & 1,000 concerns, while the
Russians socialised no more than 5132 in a whole year".

ibid., p. 357.
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Nowhere was this artificial socialization more
superficial than in the agriculture. This wes the field in which
the Hungarien Communists departed the most from the Russian model,
though it was the one in which they should have followed them the
closest., Lenin recognised that in an agricultural State it is im-
possible to achieve the aims of revolution ageinst the will of the
peasantry. Thus, he concluded, their hunger for land must be fully
and immediately satisfied., He solved this paradox with the procla=-
mation of the "principle of common ownership", The lend,was dis-
tributed while the fanatics, who were forcing the dogmas of Communism
upon the rural population, were upheld. The Soviet form of co-
operatives, which on the side were set up peacefully, acted as
examples 1o demonstrate the higher standard of the Soviet system,

The Communist dictators of Hungary, accepting Kun's
theories, chose another method, one which was described by Lenin
as the height of absurdity. These men-in-power, built on their
blind dogmatism and hatred of peasantiry, refused the partition of
the Latifundia and instead converted them directly into "Productive
Co-operative Societies". Yet these societies had nothing in common
with the true co-operatives., They only stirred up ill-feeling in
the small landholders and peasant farmers, in addition to the exis-
ting class-war sgainst the bourgeoisie, the rich farmers, the clergy,
the old army, and the bureaucracy.

Socializetion in practice soon justified the theory

of anti-Communist thinkers that it necessitated a rigid and all
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embracing State centralization., It soon became clear that no limit
could be set to the process of socialization, for the Communist
system tended to swallow up not only the big institutions, but, in
many cases, businesses with less than twenty employees., On March
20th, the Commissariat for Soclalization ordered sll shops, with the
exception of drug, tobacco, books, stationery, and provisions, to be
closed immediately. No goods were allowed to be sold or removed from
the premises without the consent of the Commissar for Socialisation,
This ordinance was concluded with the words that ",.,.all those who
defy this order will be punished by death".l
Trade was paralyzed, however, employers were to fully

pay the sslaries and wsges of their employees, so that:

", ..the employees should suffer no material loss

because of the few ?ays' suspgnsion of work con-

sequent on this ordinance..."

", ..0nly those who work have s right to live..."3
another ordinance decreed, disregarding the fact that with an em-
bargo on all funds and securities; houses, landed estates, shops,
factories, and banks expropriated and socialized, the possibilities

of gaining a livelihood by work were reduced to a minimum,

lMMTVD., Vol. VI, part I, pp. 28-9, Revolutionary Governing Council,
Ordinance of 25 March 1919.

2ibid., pp. 28-9, Hevolutionary Governing Council, Supplementary
Ordinance of 25 March 1919.

3ibid., pp. 38-9, Decree No. XI of 27 March 1919.
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The banks were placed under Covernment control and
an embargo was on all safe-deposits.l Anyone who requested money
for his business or farm hed first to prove his liabilities before
he could obtain from the Commissar for Socialisation a clearance
which enabled him to get from his own deposit the amount required.2

This decree was followed by the introduction of food
cards, An official orcder was needed to obtain these cards and, in
order to get such an order, one had to belong to some trade union.
In this wsy the whole population was categorised and put under trade
union ergp dictatorisl contrc»l.3

The Housing Ordinance, issued during the first days,
was a direct attack on private property, and on the domestic life
of the citizens. All private houses were declsred to be the pro-
perty of the State.% A& rule was established that every adult per-
son was entitled for one room only, while a whole family could have

no more than three.5 Every house had to have its elected Workmen's

kepresentative, who invariably helonged to the lower classes, and

libid., ppr. 39-40, Decree No, XII of 27 iarch 1919; also Decree No,
XXV/K.T.E. of 1 April 1919 (ibid., pp. 77-8).

2MMTVD., Vol. VI, part I, p. 10, Stenographed Protokol of the Kevo-
lution Govefning Counecil, 22 larch 1°219.

3ibid., pp. 309-10, Commissariat for Food Distribution, Ordinance No.
28/KeN of 26 April 1919; also Decree No. LXXIV of 27 April 1919
(ibid LY pp0325-6) .

Aibid., pp. 37-8, Decree No, X of 27 ilarch 1919.

5Tibor Szamuely, "Lakaskeresok", Voros Ujsag (Budapest), 15 April 1919.
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under the pretext of supervision, had free access to every apart-
ment. He was, furthermore, entitled to interfere in any private
affair, The People's Commissars, Vago and Szamuelly issued a
decree statings:..
",..all applicants for lodgings who openly or
secretly foment discontent or disturbances, or
egitate sgainst our soldiers in housing matters
will be punished with death..."l
A separate ordinance was issued to the effect that
all articles of furniture left in the commandeered houses must be
reported to the Central Furniture Distributing Office. Consequently,
purchase could only be made through this office and exclusively by
the proletariest., This Government agency sold furniture on the
"hire-purchase" system, while the original owners were left without
any compensation at all.2
A decree ordered the separation of Church and State,
deciaring religion to be a private affair.3 During the services,
however, soldiers of the Fed Guard were to stand ready to arrest
the priest at his first hostile word against the regime.

4

In the schools, religious teaching was forbidden,

libid., pp. 21/-5, Decree No, LIX of 16 April 1919,
2

ibid., pp. 709-11, Commissariat for Public Housing, Ordinance No, 12
of 17 April 1919; also Ordinance No, 2-3 of 22 April; No, 4 of 24
April; Nepgazdasagi Tanacs No, 39 of 12 June 1919 (loc. cit.)

3ibid., pp. 26365, Commissariat for Religious Affairs, Ordinance No,
947 of 17 April 1919; elso Stenographed Protokol of the Revolutionary
Governing Council, 22 March 1919 (ibid., p. 12).

4:'Lbid., pp. 179, Commissariat for Education, Ordinance No. 14 of 18
April, 1919,
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Nothing, for that matter, was allowed to be taught except what the Hungarian
Soviet Government found pleasing and permissible. The curriculum
was altered to conform with the communisfic ideas end their view of
fostering "self-reliance" and "self-assertiveness®™ in the young. In
the place of religious instruction, which was barred, it wds decreed
that an endeavour should be made to strengthen the ethical values
and the idea of "Internationalism" in the students by "appropriate
lectures and narratives“.l
All disciplinary powers were taken from the teaching

staff znd were bestowed on student-committees. Decisions concerning
expulsion from all schools had to be reported in detail to ths
People's Commissariat for Education.2 Hisconduct during school hours
was not the only punishable offense.

",..8ll utterances and actions in school or outside

it directed against society as a whole, or revealing

a lack of faith, lack of will power, or a deficient

sense for socialistic self-discipline, solidarity,
and collaboration will be punished..."
The tutorial staff of all educational institutions,

which were in clerical hands, were ordered to leave their spiritual

calling or they were to be barred from any school activit.y.4 If

they obeyed and psssed an examination in conjunction with their

libid., p. 111, Conmissariat for Education, Memorandum of 2 April 1919.

2MMTVD., Vol. VI, part II, pp. 58-75, Report, submitted by the Commis-
sarist for Education to the National Council.

3MMTVD., Vol. VI, part I, pp. 313-15, Decree No, LXXI of 26 April
1919; also Commissariat for Educetion, Ordinance No, 27 of 30 April
1919, (Library of the Institute of the History of the Party,
Archives, Budapest, A. II. 7/18).

4ivid,, p. 73, Decree No. XXIV of 1 April 1919.
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soundness in Communist principles then they were allowed to retain
their posts arnd were regarced as "..,.employees of the tutorial pro-
fession"., Furthermore as a reward of their “prompt" and "enthusiastic®
collegboration in the work of propaganda, they would; applying the
scale of szlaries and wages, be awarded the equivalent to the wage
of a master-mechanic.l
The Government of Bela Kun ¢id not hesitete to destroy
the sanctity of family life. The Revoclutionary Governing Council
issued an ordinance which made concubinage ecusl with marriage., All
formalities were abolished, and the parties concerned only were re-
guired to make a declaration of the intention of living in a common
household. This ceused such general indignation that the decree had
to be immediately withdrawn.
As the logical outcome of the Terror which covered
all aspects of society, the liberty of the Press had to be suspended.
The newspapers either gave up the struggle or were "communized" and
thus they were carried on by the conforming writers.? The leading

newspapers, llepszava now the companion-in-arms with the Communist

Voros Ujsag, the Voros Munkas, and the Voros Katona, forced all

newspapers out of print which defied the rising ked S5tar. 1In this

lywrvp., Vol. VI, part I, p. 482, Decree No. XCI of 16 ay 1919.

2ibid., p. 11, Stenographed FProtokol of the Revolutionary Governing
Council of 22 liarch 1919,
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connection a foreign correspondent wrote:

. ..There is, for instance, no such thing as a free press

in Hungary., 411 the newspapers have been nationalised and

write exactly as they are told; all look elike and are alike

uninteresting..."l

Under these circumstiances the more prominent writers

and critics refrained themselves from any literary sctivity, giving
way to the demagogues of the, so called, llarxist experts, These
new arrivals, being ignorant and without any serious moral convic-
tion, were writing phrase upon phrase of vulgar abuse. Even the
Lcademy of Sciences had to close its doors on the charged of non-
conformity to the Dictatorship of the Proletariet. The Academy, by

the People's Commissariet for Kducation, was considered:

",..in its present composition in every respect inconsistent
with the development and preservstion of real Learning..."2

A4s an outcome of these reforms, introduced by the
Dictatorship of the Froletariat, a collapse was predicted. That
time it was generally accepted that a number of the fundamental theses
of HMarxism 4id not stand criticism ~ economic life without markets;
price regulation by government dictation instead of by eguilibrium
of supply and demand; State regulation of production and distribu-
tion. All these in sn economic system of any degree of cdevelopment

is either impossible or possible only in a highly developed omnipotent

1
"The Kkevolution ih Kungary", The liation, Vol. CVIII, (}ay, 1919),
! L46 Lauluoid ’
pe. 737.

ZMI‘\‘?TVD o9 pp. 70"1.
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State, Capitalism, in comparison, would be an idyllic institution.

Secéndly, the inevitable collapse of the Dictatorship
of the Proletariat was based on the economic organization and social
life of Hungary. A country with primitive agricultural conditions,
under-developed industry, poor technical equipment, dominant peasant
character of her population, and low moral level of its proletariate
could not be expected to undergo this rapid transition successfully.

Thirdly, the collapse of this Communist experiment
was based on the Bolshevist experiment in Russia, Although there
were few reliable reports on the experiment of the Kussian-Bolsheviks,
it still could be concluded, that there was no true development to-
ward the Communist "ideal", There was in progress nothing but the
extirpation of Feudalism; the partition of the great estates, and
the abolition of medieval privileges under Communist banner by
methods of dictatorship in the name of the people. Therefore, at
the time of the Hungarisn revolution, the hussian Communists were
performing two tasks: (1) The partition of the great estates among
the landless classes, a pre-eminently individualistic, anti-
Communist act, (2) The destruction of Western Capitalism with the
attempt of replacing it by despotic Socialism, which again was
nothing but a disguised State-Capitalism.

These attempts were the core of the Communist experi-
ment in Hungary. The Dictatorship was, of course, too short lived
to enable its logicsal results to grow into finsl consummation, for

the premature reforms hastened the turn of the tide.
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Chapter V,
The Turn of the Tids.

The optimistic views of the messes did not last
long. On the contrary, every day the gradual change of public
feeling was more visible, Compulsory military service was intro-
duced and the people were pulled, once more, into the sufferings
of the war, The economic condition which grew continually worse,
through the blockade, was further jeopardized by the industrial and
commerical disorgenizstion and the increasing passive resistance
of the peasants, Despite the worsening of the situation, the gen-
uine Communists upheld their optimism, They believed that they
were the complete masters of the situation, The reason behind
this idea was the myth of the imminent world revolution, A1l the
propagenda organs were directed to this prophecy, and whoever dared
to guestion its validity was denounced &s a counter-revolutionary.
The nucleus of this uneriticel revolutionary faith
was a tiny minority group of true Communists. They were boﬁnd
together by personal contact, friendship and comradship. To pre-
serve their moral and intellectual cohesion they isolated themselves
from all outside influence and criticism. To estimate their correct

number is difficult. There were approximately fifty who had
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initiative, However, those who had absorbed the propaganda of
Fussian dictatorship, and conseguently stood in decided opposition
to the old Socisl Democratic Party, are estimated at five thcusand
for the whole country. This tiny minority was the driving force of
the Dictatorship of the Proletariat. They were able, up to the end,
to impose their will over the Socielists, trade unionists, and even
the masses,t

Within this group of leading Communists there were
three slipghtly different factions. The first one was composed of
men who were Leninists. For these men, who knew no doubts and
scruples -whether it was intellectual or rmoral- the problem of
revolution was simple: all private property must be confiscated;
all production and distribution must become the business of the
State; the aristocracy with the middle classes and peasantry must
be ruined both politically and economically; and finally, all
Capitalist Ststes must be set afire by propaganda and by force
-until the World Soviet Hepublic would emerge. They were convinced
that nothing could prevent the realisation of this program., They
believed that the llarxist law of economics would inevitably come

to fulfilment.?

The second group was as dogmatic as the first one,

lf"'Od, 490 EVcoo, p‘ /4-790

2i1id., e 480
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however, they differed in their lack of intellectuslity, They,
being fanatics, were totally uncapable of any comprehension of
the situation and conditions. This group was under the obsession
that messacre wes a simple and rapid method of transition to Com-
munism., If the bourgeoisie were overnight exterminated, they be-
lieved, there would be an end once and for gll of the danger of
counter-revolution.l Although these elements were under the con=-
trol of the more scber ones they, nevertheless, sxecuted and
massacred an estimated five or six hundred reople during the four
ard half months of the Dictatorship.?

Hembers of the third group were in contrast with the
other two groups in that they were brought up on the high ethical
standards of the German Idealists, and were the Farxist philosophers.
They saw neither salvation nor release from the sins of Capital-
ism and war except through the denounciation of that order by the
use of force. Their faith was so strong that to the end they
insisted on the continustion of hopeless offensives, even when
that meant the total desiruction of the Hungarian Labour

movement. It was slso to these elements that the lasts of the

1Before the second loumanian attack an imvediate collapse was pre-
dicted unless a new army could be created. But before that,
according to Commissar Surek, there was to be a task even more
important, Concerned with the extermination of the bourgeoisie,
he said: "...the thing to dois to make hostages of all the bour=-
geols. . citizens, and to send an ultimetum to the Entente de-
claring thet we shall kill every one of them unless they stop
their march on Budapest."
Kovacs, op. cit., p. 425,

%‘.’iod, opo Cj.to, po Aglo



Socialists left the Dictatorship.l
In this stmosphere of fanaticism and intolerance it
was logical that the Communists developed the principle of the end
Justifying the means as one of their dogmas., This principle was
accepled and aroused no protest when azt the session of the Workers!
Council of Budapest, on May 3, Bela Kun declared the new Communist
ethics:
",..I do not admit the distinction between the moral and
the immoral; the only distinction I know is the distinction
between that which serves the proletariat and that which
harms it..."?
Bels Kun further replaced the nationalist ethic of "my country
right or wrong" with the new proletarian ethic of "my class right
or wrong", The former was terminasted in the World War., The latter,
had it e real hold on the masses, would have brought a universal
civil war, His aim was obvious, he wanted to introduce a new,
Communist, moral relativity.
The Communist successess were short lived., The

dictators failed, most importantly, to win the support of the pea-

santry. The Land Law, which was prepared by the Karolyi Government

1Sigismund Kunfi at the session of the Soviets, June 9, said: ",..In
my view the conception advanced by comrades Pogany and Szamuely of
the role and function of the Hungarian proletariat in the inter-
national revolution, amounts to this: that they ascribe to the
Hungarian proletariat the role of saviour of the world, and that if
necessary they will have it bleed to desath in performing its part.
This conception of Hessianic Socialism...l do not share".

mwrvb., Vol. VI, part II, p. 701,

2MMTVD., Vol. VI, part I, pp. 420-3, Stenographed Protokol of the
Workers' and Soldiers! Council of Budapest, May 3, 1919.
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in February, 1919 was overruled by Bela Kun. He did not understand
Lenin's agrarien policy, that of letting the pessants re-possess the
land, On the contrary, he preferred the formation of large Hed
Producers Co-operatives in the place of the Latifundias. Conse-
quently the agricultural labourers instead of becoming owners re-
mained discontented lsbourers, often working for the same landlords
who in turn were promoted to be managers.

In contrast with the socialised big estates the small
farm remained the home of the old order, of private property and in-
dividual initiative. Although the Communists, for tactical reasons,
exempted the small properties from socialization, nevertheless, it
was feared that it would have to go. The firgt reason was theilr
inability to exist aslongside the socialized large farms., Another
reason was the "prudent policy" that was making it impossible for
the small farmer to gst mechinery and raw material, Apart from
this attitude the Communist system of distribution could not allow
the small farmers, as Commissar Hamburger expressed, to freely

distribute their produce:

n,..since half of the agricultural soil consists of farms
of less than 100 acres we cannot permit the owners to
disperse as they choose of their produce, to force up the
price of commodities and possibly inflict hardship on the
industrial population. We must, therefore, place &ll the
produce of the farms of less than 100 acres under_the
supervision of a Central Committee of Control..."l

lMMTVD., Vol. VI, part II, p. 126, Stenographed Protocol of the
National Soviets, 17 June, 1919,
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Yet the Communist dictators, who knew the situation,
were aware that this measure would be of little real effect. The
underlying reason was not the conservatism of the peasants. Nor
was 1t their objection to Communism. It was the fundamental antag-
onism to the division of labour. Since the exchange had ceased to
exist, the farmer was getting less and less industrial products for
-his agricultural produce. When things turned from bad to worse he
was further burdened, He had to accept the valueless "white money".1
Under these circumstances it did not take long before the equili-
brium of the economics completely ceased to funection, Exchange
could only be maintained by the use of force, executed by the
"Lenin-boys" of Szamuely.2

In the end the problem of agriculture, which
partly caused the fall of the Karolyi Government, doomed the Dic-
tatorship. As the months progressed discord between town and
country became more acute, Bloodshed became more and more fregquent,
However, it was not only on account of the economic conflict of
interests., It was, rather, rooted in the moral gulf between town
and country. This situetion got further out of hand when, upon
Bela Kun's plan, unemployed town workers were sent into the vil-

lages. They were to orgenize propaganda work and to help the

lMMTVD., Vol. VI, part I, pp. 653~4, Decree No, CXI of 6 June 1919,

2ibid., p. 288, Revolutionary Governing Council, Ordinance of 24
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requisitions, The villages naturally responded with hatred
against the conceit, ignorance, and above #ll the anti-religious
indiscretions of these Communists agents.l As an outcome, the
propaganda campaigns were in vain, Despite these bad results, and
the warnings of the agricultural experts, the dictators under-
estimated the danger. They held on to their program of social-
ization and refused to admit or believe that they-were heading
into destruction.

The progress of socialization necessarily limited
not only the economic liberty of the country-districts, by com-
pelling them in lipe with the factories, but it soon proved
that the Communist State could not tolerste the existence of a
private Co-operative movement., From his point of view Kun was
right, He asserted that no Consumers'! Co~operative Society
could exist in & Communist order, since it ¢rants privileges to
its members over non-members. Kun, quite logically, included
in his programme the socialization of the co-operatives and

their conversion into the system of Ked Consumers co-operatives,Z2

lmmTVD., Vol, VI, part 11, pp. 123-4, Stenographed Protocol of
the National Congress of Soviets, 17 June, 1919.

2Tt is interesting to note that at a sitting of the Soviets, 28
May 1919, when Kun was criticised b~ an agrarisn expert that his
programme is something like squaring the circle, Bela Kun re-
plied ",,.if that is so, we shall be performing the miracle of
squaring the circle, for the co-operatives have got to be
nationalised,.."
¥MIVD., Vol. VI, pert II, p. 177,
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Inevitably the leaders of the Co-operative movement
began to feel the pressure of the Communist system and consequently
joined the already antagonized stratas of the Hungarian society.
%ext in line to the peasant farmers came the industrizl workers.
They became not only the strongest but the most immecdiate oppo-
nents of the Communist system,

While socialization was in evefy field carried out by
dictatorial decrees it was, however, unsble to solve the difficult
problems of the new economic order. The experiment was injured by
the failure of securing industrial discipline, of the abandonment
of free competition, of old monetary system and [inally of foreing
State control over proéuction and distribution. In practice
these defects were inseperable from one another and were being
felt from the outset in this Communist experiment.

Capitalist society secures industrial discipline mainly
by two means: discharges of the unsuitable workman, and the ap-
plication of a flexible wgge~scale. A Communist society however
cannot employ these methods. While the {irst alternative is pre-
vented by its own principle of the "duty and right"l to work,

the second one come in conflict with the notion that

1MMTVD,, Vol. VI, part I, pp. 38-9, Decree No. XI of 27 Karch 1919.
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it would be an anti-Communistic act to make any distinction in the
reward of lsbour -everyone must work according to his capacity and
be provided for according to his reasonable needs.l In practice
only supply and demand can create the extremely complicated and
shifting wage-scale which ranges from the unskilled workers up to
the workers of intellectuwal capacity. The artificial hampering
of this system soon led to grave injustices. While the centralized
administration could not substitute the free equilibrium of supply
and demand, the bureaucratic division of workers into various
categories burst into an economic anarchy.

In practice this experiment brought the Communists
unpleasant surprises, From the beginning it was evident that in-
dustrial discipline, by lack of insight and leadership, had been

gravely disturbed.2

The workers became masters without the knowledge
of how to make proper use of their dominant positions.3 The members
of the Workers'! Council were unable to maintain discipline. MNore-

over their appointment as councillors were insecure. Whenever a

councillor or Commissar showed energy and demanded discipline a new,

libid., pp. 606-7, "iit Adott a Forradalom?"

2MMTVD., Vol. VI, part II, pp. 105-13, Stenographed Protokol of the
National Congress of Soviets on-16 June 1919,

3"Munkarend es Munkafegyelem a Szocialista Uzemekben", Nepszava
(Budapest), 23 April 1919, p. 1.
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"loyal", one was elected in his place, His successor naturally
left everything in its chaotic state.l The same situation had
occured in Hussia. There, however, Lenin solved the problem, He
proclaimed, on top of the political and military diectatorship, an
economic dictatorship. The Hungarian plan, of instituting a Na-
tional Econonmic Board, failed., Its failure could be contributed
to the lack of time and, lack of competent personnel.

Although complaints and warnings were numerous they
bore no results. The defect of the Communist industry showed it-
self as it was. The seriously decreased industrial production made
necessary the stopping of free migration of labour., For the gues-
tion of what the Government's programme would be with regard to
industrial discipline, in order to secure productivity, Commissar
Lengyel, at a sitting of the Soviets, presented this plan:

#,, .either the reserves of labour will obey their leaders,
and then there will be an end of unmemployment; or we shall
throw out from our society of workers those who are un=-
willing to work..."?2

This was not a solution but it was a threat for the
class which constituted the very foundation of the proletarian dic-

tatorship. It was the unconscious realization of #iilure and a re-

turn to the capitalistic way of thinking. For the proletarian State

1MMTVD., Vol. VI, part II, p. 141, Stenographed Protokol of the
National Congress of Soviets on 16 June 1919,

2ibid., pp. 114, Stenographed Protocol of the National Congress
of Soviets, 17 June 1919,
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cannot expel the non-workers from its industrial organization.

The most it could do was to throw them in prison. 7To restore in-
dustrisl discipline by force, it was necessary to apply another
hated method of capitalist industry. JSoon the despised and abused
system of wage differentistion, of overtime payment, of the Taylor
system, and even of the piece-work system, were introduced,

The return of these methods, however, could not
counter-balance an artificisl wage increase on one side and =
decreased productivity on the other side, This breskdown of in-
dustry inevitably led to a financisgl crisis. As one of the para-
doxies of fate, the money yuestion became one of the most difficult
problems in the Communist experiment; the monetary problem, whose
existence Communism does not recognize. The severe punishments
to force the circulstion of the valueless "white money" and of
preventing the circulation of the old "blue-money" proved to be
no solution, as no dictatorship in the world can alter the ele-
mentary laws of economics.

The proletarian dictatorship not only used methods
of doubtful morality but was even prepared for a theoretical
denounciation of Werx's theory of lMoney and Interest. In order to

prevent the hoarding of money, a regulation was issued. It stated
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that in the future the holders of new bank deposits would be able
to distribute their deposits freely, it would even draw interest.
The Dictatorship of the Proletariat which condemns unearned income
apologetically stated that this system would temporarily continuse.
In this sense the same remark could have appljed for terrorism,
class politics, militarism, censorship, and the constraint of con-
science; which would continue only until the State disappeared,
until the classes ceased to exist and universal peace and complete
solidarity between the workers achieved. But what was happening
was just the opposite, State absolutism was extending in scope.
Class differénces were as acute as they could be, The Soviets were
being more and more militarised. Even within the Labour movement
'itself dissatisfied groups were forming.

As the result, the merciless logic of the system
defeated the system itself., After the small employers, and peas-
ants; after the trade union and co-operati&e leaders, the masses of
the agricultural proletariat came into conflict with the Communist
regime. By mid summer the situation was critical. The meagre food
supplieé of Budapest were only to be secured with the aid of force.
The terror was directed against both the agricultural proletariat
-in order to make them work~ and against the peasant farmers - in
order to force them to give up their produce. This situation grew
worse, and if it had not been for the fall of the Dictatorship, it
would have ended in a civil war between the industdal proletariat

and the peasantry.
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The second main purpose of this Soviet experiment
was the destruction of the old political system, of State, of
bureaucracy and of militarism. Narx says that the economic system
of Communism inevitably puts the State out of order. It terminates
the 0ld and corrupt bureaucracy, and finally makes impossible any
sort of militarism, except a free and voluntary people's army of
defense. Against this notion the hadicalwSocialistslpresented
another one with zn entirely opposite cutcome. The abolition of
free markets, free competition and the principle of freedom of
association, they believed, could only extend the power of the
State and in turn its bureaucracy's. They argued that the main-
tainance of a system of compulsory labour organizations, of compul-
sory production and distribution are only conceivable on the basis
of a strong and ruthless militarism. Truly, nothing shows better
the validity of these conclusions than the events of the Hungarian
experiment,

The events of the proletarian dictatorship proved that
the State not only had to increase its bureaucracy but had an even
greater need for officials than the bourgeois State. Obviously so,
the economic functions were taken over by the State, the ones for-
merly performed by private owners. These administrative difficulties
were further deepened by the territorial disintegration of the coun-
try. The constant guerilla fightings on the borders of occupied
territories created additional uncertainty in daily life. In every

county there was a tendency to ignore the central authority of Budapest.

1 The progressive members of the bourgeois parties with the intellec-

tuals of the Social Democratic Party, who opposed Bela kun's Com~-
munist experiment, were known as the Radical Socialists.
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The regulations and requests from the capitol were purposely left
unobserved. The split was finally comnleted by commissars from
tho provinces who Sealed the break between town and country by
retaining the falling food supplies for local consumption.

This rapidly growing food shortage was another con-
tributing factor for the rearmament of the Dictatorship, A totali-
tarian minority can only maintain itself by military force. The
worse the situation of the proletarian dictatorship became at home
and abroad the more violent and ruthless became the spirit of
militarism. This new militarism, in turn, gradually adopted all
the methods, characteristics, and mentality of the old one. At
first it relied on voluntary service, nevertheless, compulsory
enrollment was soon introduced.1 The Communists, as a last resort,
re-armed their enemies, the buorgeoisie and the old militsry. But
this was not &ll, Having revived the external forms and methods of
the old aimy and that of military spirit, they also revived its
arrogance and its worship of "la gloibe".z

The third principel aim of the proletarian dictatorship

libid., pp. 426-7, Decrse No, CXXVI of 12 July 1919.

2Bohm, the Commander-of-Chief, declared: "...after the Russian army
there is no army better disciplined or readier for service than the
Hungarian Red Army...We shall win or die, But we have no intention
of dying. We shall win because we must..."
ibid., p. 191.
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was the creation of a new spirit, new popular faith, and new
morality. oome of the leaders of the Dictatorship upheld a gen-
uiné feeling of seriousness and enthusiasm for the cultivation of
education and art. It was, of course, llarxist education with the
ultimete aim of creating a new religion of the State. The o0ld
doctrine of Socialism demanded State intervention in economic
production, but complete freedom, complete anarchy in intellectual
spheres, The Dictatorship stood, quite rightly from its point of
view, for toizl socializstion in both spheres. Universal compul-
sory labour could not be enforced without an intellectusl founda=-
tion., In order to create one, the Communists spplied the szme
methods ss they applied in regerd to other liberties, The attempt
by introducing Fress censorship, which virtually stamped out every-
thing that was not directed to glorify the Communist State, however,
was bdund to fail. The promise of a2 better future neither satisfied
the writers and artists, nor the masses.

It was logical then that the Dictators were soon
filled with dissatisfaction and apprehension as to their future.l
The total failure of the new econonmy, the unreliable administration,

the growing famine, the corruption, the more and more ruthless

1DBFP., Vol, VI, Document No. 2, pe 4.
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militarism, and the abusement of thought steadily perverted the
moral atmosphere of the proletarian dictatorship. The spirit of
mstrust and ill will, nervousness and distress grew from day to
day which was amplified with counter-revoluiionary attacks. Although
a few dictators realised the underlying causes of the economic, po=-
litical and moral order, the atiention was concentrated on finding
and punishing conspirators, counter-revoluticneries, profiteers,
speculators, "defeatists" and traitors. On one hand, the town saw in
the countery its mortal enemy, on the other hand, the country
answered the regulations, requisitions and provocations, irtiated
from the capitol with a growing mass movements anti-semitism,t

In the last weeks of the proletarian dictatorship
anti-semitism had assuned threatening proportic:ns.2 There were
31

passionate speeches of condemnation by the Communists but in vain,” In

lThe Jews played a dominant role in the history of the Hungarian
Communist Party. Bela Kun was Jewish and so were two of his col-
leagues destined to play a major role in internationsl Communism;
Eugene Varga, the Hungarian-Soviet economist, and lMatthias Rakosi
the Stalinist dictator of Hungary. 1In fact, during Kun's regime
most of the commissars, the mangers of the State farms, the
bureau chiefs in the central administration, and the leading police
officers were Jewish, Of 203 high officials in the Bela Kun
Government, 161 were Jewish.

Werner Sombart, Der proletarische Sozialismus (llarxismus) (Jena,
1924) , Vol. II, pp. 299-300.

2wzsidouldozes", Voros Ujsag (Budapest) 20 Jume 1919, p. 1.

3At the meeting of the National Congress of Soviets, 21 June, Com-
missar Nyisztor complained: ",..I am convinced that if anti-
semitism gains the upper hand it will be the death of the prole-
tarian dictatorship....Whatever contributes to this anti-semitism
rnust be gotten rid of...Yesterday was Corpus Christi day, and a
certain Leo Reisz, (a Jew) actually burst into the Church and
spat at the Host..."
KIIVD., Vol. VI, part II, p. 207,
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general, the Dictatorship accused the industrial workers of setting
up pogroms and anti-Jewish demonstrations. Apart from the growing
differences between Jews and Christians there was further misunder-
standing between town and country; between bourgeoisie and prole-
tariat, There was hatred of the small employers, shopkeepers, and
officials towards the Dictatorship., Opposition grew between the
Socialists and Communists, but the most importsnt was the growing
hatred of the industrial workers towards the regime, This ill will
even affected the leaders of the Communist Party which resulted in
an organizetion of mutusl espionage. This ruined the Dictetorship.
Its trusted staff shrank to & handful and in the end, the revolu-
tion which was to stir society to its foundstion, had not as many
reliable supporters to count on as would have served for the admin-
istration of a single county.
Lenin, who closely watched the Hungarian events, saw

these anti-forces at work. He repeatedly warned Bela Kun:

n,,.Be firm, If there appears hesitation among the Socialists

who yesterday joined with you in the dictatorship of the pro-

letariat or among the petty bourgeoisie, crush the hesitation

mercilessly, Hanging. That is the legitimete fate of com-

rades in war..."

But terror reprisals could not stop this process of

1V.I. Lenin, "Greetings to the Hungerian Workers", 29 lay, 1919.
Sochineniia, 3rd. ed., (Moscow-Leningrad: Party Publishing House,
1932), Vol. XXIV, p. 218.
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decay which originated in the dissolution of the Austro-Hungarian
Empire, The Empire was disintegrated and had ceased to exist as
such. What remained was of no special importance to the Powers,
Hungary was regarded as the spoils of war, and her territories
were the best and easiest means to satisfy the demands of Serbs,
Czechs and Roumanians,

Bela Kun's answer to the disemberment of Hungary
was a declaration of wer to all States and Empires and to the
whole of the bourgeois socisl order. His aim was to stir up
class war in all Europe. He wanted to set loose the storm against
bourgeois constitutions and orgenizations, predicted by the Third
International, He said in a speech:

v, ,.,two world currents are meeting over Hungary, over the
Soviet Government and the Proletarian Republic. We are
seeking a collision betwsen Imperialistic Capitalism and
?:%??ﬁziSt Socialism, and are ourselves participants in

The Powers however wanted to avoid such collision.?
They overlooked the altered circumstances in Hungary, and through
General 3muts they entered direct communication with Bela Kun.

The conditions which General Smuts offered were substantial im-

provements on those of Lt., Col, Vyx ultimatum. The new demarcation

lywirvp., Vol. VI, part I, p. 259, Stenographed Protokol of the
Workers', Soldiers! Council, 19 April 1919,

2PUSFR., ed., 1947, Vol. XII, pp. 4424«
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line to which the Hungarian trcops had to withdraw was modified to
Hungary's advantage and formally declared to be a military boundary,
without effect on the decisions of the Peace Treaty. The neutral
zone between the twoc lines was to be abolished immediately and a
substantial loan granted, Furthermore, General Smuts would recom-
mend the Powers to have the Hungarian Government invited to the
Paris Conference, thus enabling the Hungarians to put forward their
point of view., On the other hand, Hungary had to observe the Arm-
istice agreement,

This favourable offer should have been accepted, but
Bela Kun, in order to get more declined it. He argued that the
acceptance of this offer would mean a second Brest-Litovsk and
would be unacceptable to Hungary who was still being dominated by
chauvinist elements. He failed to see that even Lenin, in order
to gain time and escape war, had accepted a similar offer from the

Germans.l

Bela Kun was convinced that neither England nor France,
still less thA United States would risk anything on account of the
proletarian dictatorship of Hungary because any offensive against
his country would hide subtle consequences for the Powers., liore-

over, no State, already exhausted by a long war, would ever attempt

lywTvp., Vol. VI, part II, pp. 146-8, Stenographed Protocol of the
National Congress of Soviets, 17 June 1919.
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such new sacrifices.t

Bela Kun might have succeeded with this risky for-
eign policy had he accounted for one importasnt aspect. He neglected
to count on the existence of the surrounding new States which were
biding their time to overrun Hungary.2 It was not necessary to the
Entente Powers to use their armies against Hungary, the Succession
States obligingly assumed thattask.3 Soon after Genersl Smuts
departure, the Houmanians sttacked in the south-west and crossed
the river Tisza. The Czechs, exploiting this opportunity, launched
an offensive from the north. The French and Serbs had concentrated
their forces in the south. 4nd by the end of April the Foumanian
Army was advancing towards Budapest. |

At this point it was the Socialisis who saved the
situation. Using the slogan "The RKevolution is in danger", they
appealed to the workers' socialist conscience to fight for the
Fatherland which was now theirs, DBattalions were formed in the
factories as organized workers' units. Even the active officers,
who were violent opponents of GCommunism, were roused by this general

enthusiasm, Surrounded on 2ll sides, the Ked Army attacked the

1ibid, pp. 149-50
2Miller, op. cit., Vol. XVI, pp. 494-5.

BPUSF‘RQ, ed. 1946, Volo VII’ pp. 31‘7"’322-
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Czechs in the north and won several victories. It occupied two-
third of Slovekia enabling the Slovaks to form a Soviet Kepublic
of their own.

For a moment the Big Four lapsed into moderation at
the unexpected results of their uncomprimising attitude. Clemenceau,
who saw the time ripe, intervened the second time. In the name of
the Allied and Associated Powers he demanded Bela Kun to withdraw
from the occupied territories, in return for which he was promised
the retreat of Roumanlan troops and the conclusion of a definite
peace.l No sooner had the Hungarian troops withdtrawn when Clemen-
ceau's note was disavowed and explained as a "clerical® error.? It
was only then that Bela Kun realised that Paris would never con-
clude peace with a Soviet Repu.blic.3

In this same period Great Britain, unlike France, was
concerned to save Hungary from Koumanian obcupation. During the
negotiations 3ir Cuninghame, head of the British Mission, demanded
the resignation of Bela Kun and the setting up of a provisional

government with dictatorial powers, to be replaced later by a

Lisrvp., Vol. VI, part II, pp. 242-7, The Clemenceau Lote of June
13, 1919 and Bela Kun's reply; also Miller, Documents, Vol. XVI,
CF-65, pp, 399, 406-13.

2up1lied Diplomacy in Hungary", The Nation, (New York), Vol. CIX,
p. 665,

3Bela Kun, "Alljed Sincerity", ibid., p. 189; also, Miller, op.
, c¢it., Vol. XX, p. 353.
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government representing all parties. Had XKun accepted these con-
ditions, the blockade would have been lifted and economic help
provided, Bohm, who was negotiating in Vienna, went even further,
He declared himself ready to arrest and crush Bela Kun with the
aid of his army.l He was, however, distrusted by Clemencesu, who
preferred the Roumsnian troops. When Bela Kun reminded Clemenceau
of his promise to have the Roumanians evacuate, he received the
answer that there would be no further negotiations with his Govern-
ment .2 |

Meanwhile the spirit of "defeatism" made progress.
Not having any other choice, Bela Kun was forced to acgept the
ultimetum of Clemenceau, sealing the fate of the Red Army six weeks
before its actual downfall.3 The psychological impact of the eva-
cuation waé further deepened by the Roumanian refusal of retreat
from the Hungarian territories. In the end, the sacrifice of Slo-
vakia had led to nothing.4 And the surrender of all gains of the
war estranged the masses from the Uictatorship. It was the beginning

of the end.

lyiller, op. cit., Vol. XX, p. 355.

2DBFP, Vol. VI, Document No. 21, pp. 35-6; also Document No, 30,
p. 64; Document No. 31, pp. 64=5; Document No. 32, pp. 65-7;
Document No. 33, pp. 67-8; Document No., 57, p. 90.

3PUSFR., Vol. VII, pp. 310-1., ed. 1946.

4DBFP., Vol. VI, Document No. 38, p. 76; also Document No, 39,
p. 77.
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In the process of evacuation of the re-occupied ter-
ritories, the old army officer corps began to go over to the counter-
revolutionary Government., It was set up in Szegedl under the pro-
tection of the French army.2 Kunfi's plan for ending the purpose-
less bloodshed and of consolidating the proletarian State proved

futile.3

The Dictstorship could only be meintzined by mesns of
military adventures. In order to retain power the slogan that the
country was in danger became again the ideclogical weapon.4

Since the beginning of June it was obvious that the
Dictatorship could not hold out. BRela Kun sought salvation through
a revolution in Vienna. He hoped that a forceful seizure of power
might change the equilibrium to his side., The attempt was meade
under the supervision of one of his emissars. Bettelheim, in July
1919, It was a failure,

The crisis, which had been subdued for the moment,
on account of the Viennese events, again came afore., DBela Kun

attempted to seek relief in a new campaign, this time sgainst

koumania. By this time the workers completely left the army which

1a city in South-Hungary.

2
K.V. Burks, The Dynamics of Communism in Eastern Europe, (Frinceton,
1961), p. 153.

3People's Commissar 3igismund Kunfi held the Commissariast for Educa=-
tion. He was also Minister of Public Welfare in the former Ksrolyi
Government.

Z‘TVIMI‘VT.‘J., Vol. V1, part II, pp. 312-4, Stenographed Protocol of the
Workers'!, Soldiers! Council of Budapest, 24 June, 1919,
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now consisted of nationalist middle class and country people. While
the former element was hostile, the latter was definitely disinter-
ested, The troops, apart from their moral deterioration, were badly
eguirped. Bult this was not all, The new Chief-of-Staff, Julien,
who had worked out the plan for this new offensive, betrayed it to
the counter-revolutionaries in Vienna, and to the Szeged Government,
who communicated it to the enemy, Until the last moment the Commu~
nists were hoping the military aid of Russia, which failed to come .1
Under these circumstances the Koumanimns had no trouble to disperse,

in a matter of hours, the dissillusioned, batrayed and abandoned

al‘rny.2
The defeat on the Koumanian front was not due to

the fortune of war but to the result of a long process of decay.

Even Bela Kun, in spite of his dogmatism and lack of wvision,

sensed the coming end., He was well aware that the Dictatorship

hed internally collapsed. Although he failed to realize

1In this connection it is interesting to note Louis Fischers' com-
ment, He quotes a telegram wired by the Soviet Commarmdér-in-Chief
on March 26, 1919 to Antonov Ovseyenko. According to this message
Ovseyenko was to limit activities toward lioumania, to destroy
Petliura, and to move forward establishing "...direct intimate
contact with the Soviet armies of Hungary". However with Kolchak's
offensive in l'arch, Grigoriev's muting in the Ukraine, and with

the further nossibility of Denikin's desertion, the offensive to
help Bela Kun was abandoned,

The Soviets in World Affairs, (London, 1930), Vol I, p. 194.

2DBFP., Document No, 70, pp. 107-11, also Document MNo. 73, p. 115,
Document No. 75, p. 116; Document No. &7, pp. 127-8,
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its causes, nevertheless, he admitted both its existence and

growing tendency:

®,..The paralysis is plainly visible: there is everywhere
a deadly fear of every symptom of counter-revolution, and
vet we are shrinking back from every political or eco-
nomic step which is required to set the dictatorship at

last on a firm feeling..."
Kun was right and his diagnosis correct: the Commu-
nist experiment had lost faith in itself., This moral crisis was
more deeply expressed by Weltner, president of the Central Execu-

tive Committee of the Budapest Workers' Council. He bitterly de-

nounced this Communist experiment:

®...I will only hold this office as long as the Budapest
Workers' Council fights with all its strength sgainst
self-seeking actions, against looting, and private vio-
lence, as long as it insists that the Proletarian Dic-
tatorship was formed not to serve individusl interests,
but to promote the welfare of the whole Community.
Nothing does greater service to the counter-revclution
than corruption, looting and robbery..."

These words spoken just a week before the final col-
lapse, involuntarily pul the seal on that Communist experiment.
But the leaders of the Comintern refused to give credit to the
rumors of betrayal which shifted into Russia from the disintegrating
Communist regime of Hungary. On the contrary, to the last moment

they kept faith in the final success of the Ked Army. When it was

IB&HVD., ybl., VI, part II, p. 458, Stenographed Protocol of the
Federal Executive Committee, 1€ July 1919.

2Jacob Wiltner's speech at the sitting of Central Executive Committee
of the Budapest Workers Council, July 16, 1919. MMTVD,, ibid.,
part II, p. 195.
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obvious, on June 12, that the collapse is a matter of weeks,
Zinoviev in a letter to Bela Kun declared:

",..The whole of the Communist International is proud of
its Hungarian section which has achieved such gigentic
work during a short space of time. We are firmly con-
vinced that the foundation of the unity of the whole of
the Hungarian proletariat laid down by you in ‘'arch, 191¢,
will be unshakable,.."l

Not until July 24 did Zinoviev recognize a real
threat to the Fungarian Soviet Kepublic., Ke saw that a new
"erusade™ was being prepared against Hungary, but still felt

confident:

",..the Hungarian workers...will also upon this occasion
be able to cope with the reparious attack which is being

prepared for them.., "2

Consequently the Communists blamed everybody except
themselves for the failure., First, they accused the masses, their
lack of decision. The fact, thst the conditions which brought the
workers to the brink of revolt could have been created by themselves,
was simply ruled out. Secondly, they blamed the Social Democratic
Party. It was the paradox of the Hungarian Labour movement thst
the Sociel Democrats, who were opportunist during their entire his-
tory in this very last periocd, remsined faithful to the cause. The

failure, therefore, wesmwt due to the "betrayal" of the cocialist

1g. Zinoviev, "Letter to Bela Kun", The Communist International
(London), ¥o. 3, (July, 1919), p. 376.

2"To the Workers of the Allied Countries", ibid., No, 4 (August,
1919, p. 99.
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leaders but to the fact that the workers were disillusionedbof
Communism, While the Hungarian workers had never been sericusly
communistic, the experiences of the proletarian dictatorship made
them definitely anti-revolutionaries.

Lenin's warnings could not stop the dissolution of
the proletarian dictatorship of Hungary. Russia took the resigna-
tion of Bela Kun as a serious setback to the victory of world
Communism. Again Social Democracy was condemned:

"...8 great act of treason has been committed. The Soviet
Government of Hungary has fallen under the pressure of the
Imperialist robbers and the monstrous treason of the So-
cialists traitors,

.+.The brand of Cain is now on the forehead of this party.

It betrayed the proletariat, the revolution, the glorious
party of the Hungarian Communists, it betrayed the Inter-
national. Entering into a secret agreement with the Ver-
sailles murderers, as well as with their own counter
revolutionaries; drawing their strength from the gold of
the imperialists and depending upon the bayonets of the
executioners it overthrew the government of the Communist
proletariat.,..”

Lenin, criticising Bela XKun, saw the cause of defeat
in the fusion with the 3Social Democrats. He believed that the
Socialists took advantege of the inexperience of the Communist
Party in Hungary. He reviewd how the 3ocial Democrats were taken

into power with the Communists, oblivious to the fact that exactly

lG. Zinoviev, "To the Proletariat of the World", The Communist
International, (London), No. 4, (August, 1919), p. 106.
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the opposite happened.1 He characterised the 3Socialists:
",..vacillated, became cowardly and run off to the bour-
geoisie,,. directly sabotaging the proletarian revolution
and betraying it..."?

Kugine Varga shared Lenin's thesis. However, he
added that the defest had been enhanced by the weakness and cowardice
of the leaders of international social democratic brotherhood, who,
in Roumania, Austria and Cgechoslovskia not only refused to come to
the aid of Hungary bul helped their respective governments in aggre-
sive attack on the Red Army of Hungary.3

It was "To All" that Bela Kun, just after the Dicta-
torship had been formed, had addressed his first message. And it
was "To All" again that he appealed in the final hour, when the
Paople's Commissars were getting ready for flight,

The final fight however was recommended to the masses
and not the Communist leaders. By now Bela Kun's speech, his

pledge: ",,,we must fight to the last round of ammunition...", was

long forgotten.4 Now, when the proletariat was suffering under the

1Lenin probably based his belief on a report by Laszlo Eudas, This
report was later published in the Pravda under the title, The Socisl
Democratic Party in H¥éngary (Pravda, 13 April 1919). One should
however note, that Rudas at that time had been in Moscow, conse-
guently he could not exactly know the circumstances of that fusion.

v.I. Lenin, 3ochineniia, 3ed. (Moscow, Leningrad, 1932), Vol. XXV,

p. 33.

3Eugene Varga, "La Dictature du Proletariat", Librairie de L'Humanité,
(Paris, 1922), p. XXII.

4MMTVD., Vol. VI, part I, p. 390.
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attack of the "White Terror"l, he took a special train, not to his
promised place at the barrickades, but to escape to Vienna.

On August 1 the Central Workers' Council of Budapest
held its last meeting. Bela Kun in his farewell message, once more,
put the blame on the economic, political and military conditions,

He further accused the proletariat:
",..it is not that the Dictatorship of the Proletarist
should have perished had it had class conscious revolu-
tionary proletarian masses to rely on, . "2

This revelation, that of the absenee of a class con-
scious revolutionary proletariat behind the Communist movement, was
the theme of the Hungarian Labour movement. It proved that al-
though it wes possible for & smell group of Communists to mislead
énd bend the masses of the working classes, this could not have
.lasted, since the Hungarian masses were not revolutionary in them-
selves. It was, at best, only a minority that abused the principles
of freedom . True, they succeeded in gaining power, through under-
ground activities and terrorism, but it lasted only 101 days. It
was, ironically, destroyed by another dictatorship which is known

in history as the "White Terror",

: 1The regime that followed the "Red Terror" of Bela Kun is knownas
the Counter-revolution of Admiral %iklos Horthy, or the "White
Terrort®,

“Bela Kun, Speech., Institute of the Library of the History of the
Party, Archives, (Budapest), 451/1/VIIII/1919.
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Conclusion,

In the half century that passsed since its foundation
until 1919, the Hungarian Labour movement had continously grown and
culminated in the Communist experiment of Bela Kun. It remains for
the student of History to draw conclusions concerning the political,
social, and economic asnpects which favoured and hindered the evolu-
tion of the Social Democratic Party of Hungary; to trace the mesin
forces which shaped and eventually led that Party intc two revolu-
tiong, and finally to show through the past, the future possibili-
ties of Hungary in connection with the genersl situstion in the
Danube Basin and the Balkans,

Our first conclusion which covers the period up to
the rise of Hichael Karolyi can be summed up as a series of hopes
and disappointments, The working classes, in their search for
equilibrium, were ever hoping that their lives would be better,
that the power of the ruling classes would be broken, and that
eventuelly their equality of status would be achieved. Instead
of success there was always failure. The progress which was made
at the price of heavy sacrifices vanished awasy during the months
of the proletarian dictatorship. The Idea, which the true
Socialists continuously fought for, was never reslized.

As we have seen, the industrizlization of Hungary
began relatively late in comparison to that of Western Europe.

Consequently, the industriel working class immediately fell under
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the influence of .estern social ideas. The West, -with its order,
social institutions, and universal parliamentary representation-
wvas the example. This became the ideasl for the Hungarian Labour
movement, with parlismentary representation as its centre of
interest.

Franchise, s basic human right as it is, from its
first request discredited this young and inexperienced class. A
great offense was committed. A class, not even formed, requested
something which was the "privilege" of historic classes. At once
they were suspected and branded as the sympsthisers of the French
kevolution.

The evoclution of the movement, moreover, was hin-
dered by lack of efficient lesdership., The history of.the movement
was a continous internal struggle. The 3Social Dermocratic Party from
the very beginning, and the Associations before that, wes split by
incompetent leaders who were ready to undermine the movement for
personal interests.

The Western movements, weak themselves, could not
properly help Hungary in this respect. The direction that came from
the YWest was twofold. On one hand it wes the weak lead of the
Second Internztionsl, easily counter-balanced by the Government.

On the other hand, it was the influence of orthodox karxism. Since
the Hungarian worker resrected authority, the revolutionary influ-
ence could not materialize. At large, the Western revolutionary

leaders were singled out. They were expelled by those who were able
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to serve the movement yet retained their good standing with the
Government,

In retrospect it was not a coincidence that the
Labour movement was, during its half a century struggle, not able
to send one labour deputy to the Hungarian Parliament. On the
surface everything was smooth, The working class expanded and,
compared to the agricultural labourers, relatively prospered.
Although they did not give up their hope of universal Franchise,
nor did they - in lack of competent leaders - seriously fight for
it. Before the war no Socialist had conceived the idea that the pro-
letariat could win in a state of disunion, However, the outbreszk
of the war had precisely brought about such a state, The leaders,
upon Western example, refrained themselves from the idea of class
struggle at the moment when these ideas, for the first time for
many decades, would have had practical revolutionary implications,
It was a moral point of view and its acceptance would have depen=-
ded on the conviction that it is the duty of a conscious worker
to be a revolutionary. The Hungarian workers, however, thought,
at that moment, their duty was to defend their country. The
national allegiance had proved'to be stronger than the social one.

Their dissatisfaction grew., The war was coming to
an end., The workers, who in peace had efficiently been kept under
control, were awakened by the terrible sacrifices of the war.

There were demanding an answer to: "who is responsible?" The
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peace wsve which swept over Europe made things worse. The patri-
otic slogans of 191/ were long forgotten. President Wilson's
message gave genuine hope not only to the workers but the oppressed
nationelities, They had no more desire to stay within the Empire
as they had desire for fight against their kinsmen over the trenches,

The dissatisfaction was rightful, for the signs of dis-
solution were everywhere, DBut who saw them? Who could answer them?
Only a few to whom nobody listened. The ruling classes certainly
did not. Nor did the leaders of the Hight-wing of the Social Demo-
cratic Party. They were instead supporting the regime until the
last. Consequently, the ones who did believe were in ninority,
There were the progressive elements of the bourgeois and Social
Democratic parties. But again they were forced out of action, On
one hand, the Government branded them as irresponsible, Bolshevik
revolutionists, on the other hand, without popular support, they were
isolated.

Their isoletion was finally broken by the masses.
By the workers who at last wanted to redress half a century's
grievances, Their transformation of war into peace was a contin=-
uous process of nsationwide strikes and disturbances. The Bolshevik
LFevolution of 1917 was a stimulating factor. Since the fate of the
Central Fowers was doomed, there was a return to the original
demand: universal Franchise.

Peace and universal social rights by that time,
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however, meant more than just to grant the right of balloet to
everyone. The war was irrevocably lost which gave the national
minorities a chance to regain their freedom, The dissolution of
the Austro-Hungarian Empire meant the dissolution of the old, his-
toric Hungary as well., In this social convulsion the power was
shifting to the Left., Labour, however, had no leaders, The lea-
ders of the Right-wing were neither capable for the task of trans-
forming the old Hungery into & new nationalist State, nor were they
trusted by anyone. The man who eventually distinguished himself
for this task came neither from the rank of Labour nor from the
rolls of the progressive intelligentsia, He was an aristocrat,
Coumt Michael Karolyi.

The Labour, as the saviour of national integrity,
is our second conclusion though its role was negative., Its efforts
were paésive, even hostile. The Social Democratic FParty being un-
capable of leadership welcomed the progressive elements, Yet on
account of ignorance, private interests, and jealousy - blocked
 every effort of the Government of the October Revolution,

The history of the Karolyi epoch is the struggle of
the high hopes and high ideals of the Labour movement. Hungary was
an aristocratic community which still regarded itself as a Greatl
Power. All Hungarian leaders of the early Twentieth Century meant
to preserve Hungery as a great State. Tisza and his class thought
to do it by becoming the ally of Germsny, they were ¢ven willing to

shake off the Habsburgs if necessary. Karolyi took the opposite'
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course., He wanted to abandon the German alliance and to bring
Hungary back to the association with the Western democracies
which Kossuth had aspired in 1848. Others also dreamt the same
policy. However, Karolyi was the only one who was ready to carry
it to its logical conclusion., To get away from Germany meant the
abandonment of racial oppression inside Hungary. Alliasnce with
the democracies meant the Hungary must become a democracy also.
By the time of the World War Karolyi was the advocate of universal
- suffrege, of national equality, and of the division of land among
the peasants, e intended to destroy "historic" Hungary so as to
preserve her greatness in a new form, However, it would be mis-
taken to claim that he foresaw how high the price of this policy
would be. But as the price became clearer he continued to be
willing to pay it. If Karolyi's lead had been followed before the
war or even during it, Hungary would have had to suffer, but she
would have survived. In 1918 it was too late. The national
minorities claimed their independence. Hungary failed to break
free in time from the Habsburg dynasty; and instead was involved in
its ruin.

Karolyi during his five months in power brought the
Konarchy to an end; he became the first President of independent
Hungary, and he tried to reform Central Europe on Wilsonian princi-
ples. He failed; but the fault did not lie in him., It lay in the
"Great Magyars" who hated him., They hated him for what they termed

the surrender of the ideals of the ilagyar State, They antagonised
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the masses from him. They labeled him as a traitor for all Bungar-
ians. From the first his fall was inevitable. Hungarians have
blamed the Entente for what followed, but in reelity the core of
decay came from within. The wave of Bolshevism which swept over
Hungary was in reality the inevitable consequence of the traditional
liagyar policy.

The greatest portion of responsibility for his failure,
however, fell on the Socialists. The Kevolution was a social and a
national one. It was the victory of the oppressed, exploited people.
It was led by the Fadical Socialists because the Labour leaders
were unable to assume revolutionary leadership., On the contrary,
they betrayed the cause, These leaders, on whom Karolyi had to
rely, had neither influence in the country districts nor understanding
of rurel problems, simply they had no sympathy with the peasants.
They discredited the Government, and in turn, they were discredited
by the Communists,

The intellectuals were also responsible, as they were
hesitant and unstable. The Civil cervice was lagyar, indeed, but
utterly out of sympathy with the Hevolution. The forces of counter-
revolution, though badly disorganized at the outset were always
powerful, and soon regained contrcl.

The responsibility finally lies with the victorious
Powers: OCreat Britain, France, and the United States, who refused
to see that a truly democratic Fungary could be a dependable ally.
Their policy first drove Hungary to Communism and then forced on her

a reactionary tyranny which was equally cdetestable.,
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The Communist experiment of Bela Kun which was given
birth in the failure of the Karolyl Government, is our third con-
clusion, The immediate cause of Karolyi's fall is attributed to
his foreign policy. He was forced to make peace, which the people
wanted, but was reluctant to accept its terms on which it could be
made. The result of this patriotic anger and economic discontent,
arising out of privation, turned public feeling against Karolyi.
This anti-Government movement, however, was not spontaneous. Be-
hind it stood the Social Democratic Party forged together by the
demagogy of Bela Kun and his associates, as they could not resist
the Communist infiltration., Karolyi pressed from all sides, and
to avoid eivil war, saw the solution in the formation of a So-
cialist Government.

But thet was too late., When he was reduced to rely
on the 3Socialists and to advise them to come to terms with Bela
Kun, he was in effect, unconsciously giving up democracy; for he
was putting into office a Government which could have no hold on
most of the country and was, therefore, bound to be condemned. As
for Karolyi, he ended his career by being forced out of office by
the Communists with the approval of his former Socialist supporters.

The Socialists, with their prestige undermined by the
propaganda of the Communists, knew that they were much too weak to
bear the power alone., There was no one to whom they could look for
help except the Communists, who, in turn claimed the leadership.
These were the circumstances under which the two party united and

accepted the theory of Proletarian Dictatorship.
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The Communists were convinced that their struggle
would be different from their former underground activities now
that they had found the true method, and that their fight would
not end in a faiiure. The basic conviction of Communism was that
it only needed a true "Bolshevist" party applying the appropriate
tactics, in order to win. Therefore every defeat -and during the
proletarian dictatorship there were many- brought a change in the
tactics, lesving the final goal unaltered., At the beginning of his
movement, Bela Kun applied the policy of collsboration with the
Social Demoerats., The importance of democracy in the day-to-day
struggles of the workers and of the lower classes in general was
emphasized, In the meantime, the Communist Party both in member-
ship and in influence grew. Everything seemed to be going smoothly
wtil the decisive moment when they actually seized the power. At
this point onward the collaborators as Social Democrats, broke down
and were followed eventually by the Communists themselves., Bela
Kun was convinced thet the failure was due to wrong ideology. In
taking account of the pacifist and constitutional "prejudices" of
the masses he blamed the Socialists. He overlooked the fact that
the actual take over by his group meant a complete change of policy.
Suddenly the Communists refused to acknowledge any difference be-
tween democracy on one hand and autocracy on the other., 411 con-
tacts with the democratic parties were broken off. Attempts were
made to split the trade unions. Bona fide participations in the
day-to-day struggles of the masses were decried as "opportunism".

Propaganda of revolution took the place of every other sort of
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propaganda.

In retrospect, with the dictatorship of Bela Kun it
is important to understand why it happened as it did. When Bela
Kun and his associates came to power they were convinced that
help would come from Fussia., This promise was their-hope till the
end. The fact should not be overlooked that in 1919 the Communist
leaders of Kussia were still convinced of the early arrival of
revolution over the greater part of Europe, and were doing all they
could to stir it up wherever ithey saw a chance. ‘'he deeply dis-
turbed conditions in Hungary and the severe repression practised
by its people made that country seem to them eminently ripe for
revolution; therefore, they had no hesitation to send their Russisan
trained professional revolutionaries to bring it about.

To overestimate the role of Russiz, however, would
be a great mistake. Nor one should regard the actions of the Com-
munist Party of Hungary as simply the result of "orders from Moscow".
Fussia's influence upon Nungarian Communism was rooted both in its
prestige and in its promise of military help. This influence over
the Communist Party of Hungsry, moreover, was as much of the result
as the cause of the evolution of Communism outside Russia, Bels
Kun, in spite of all the prestige of the Bolshevik Kevolution of
Kussia and of Lenin, did not accept "orders" from lioscow. He re-
fused, during his dictatorship, to severe the organic links with the
Social Democrats and, which was more decisive, failed to follow

Lenin's sggrarien policy.



Even if the Communists had shown much more sagacity
in handling the peasant problem, their chance of lasting success
would have been practically nil, The Hungariasn working class was
too wesk and too alien from the rest of the country to be able to
establish itself as a ruling class. That so meny of the Socialists
and Trade Unionists followed Bela Kun into his adventure was a sign
of the immeturity of the working class movement which had neither
tasted power and responsibility before 1918, ﬁor became integrated
with the main body of the people after it. Intensifying this was
certain hostile feeling by the Allied Powers and the belligerent
neighbours, Given support Rarolyi might have succeeded in sta-
bilizing the country under democratic rule, A%t any rate he was
not given the chance,

As for Bela Kun, his corrupt and incompetent rule
made Hungary immune from any further attack of Communism. After
1919 the Hungarian Labour movement was wiped out. It made no real
recovery till the Russians marched in to set up the "People's
Democracy" of 1945, and that was by no means the finsl chapter

in Hungary's tragic history.



-159~

BIBLIOGRAPHY.

Primary Sources.

Andics, E., A magvarorszagl munkasmozgalom az 18/48-18.9-i forradalo-
mtol &s Szabadsagharctol az 1917~-es Nagy Uktoberi Szocislista
Forradalomig, Budapest, 1955.

Central Committee of the Communist Party of the U.S.3.E,, & Histor
of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union (Bolsheviki), (Short Course),
hdited by a commission of the Central Committee, liew York, 1939.

Comitd des Délégations Juires auprés de ls Conférence de la Faix,
Bulletin. Nos, 1-27, Paris, 1919-1925,

Communist International, Frotokoll des 1. Kongresses der Kommunis-
tischen Internationasle, 1919, (Biblothek der Kommunistischen
Internationale VII. Verlag cer Kommunistischsn Internationale),
Hamburg: Auslieferungsstelle fur Deutschland, Cerl Hoym Nechf., 1921.

Hungary. Budapesti Kereskedelmi es Iparkamara 1877 evi jelentese,
Budapest, 1878,

--------- fmlekirat, A4 Viszonyok Magyarorszagon: fisyelmezitetes
egy csoport aggodo magyar hazafitol akik tavol allanak & mindennapi
elet nolitikajatol, (Memorial. The situation in Hungary: a
warning from a group of anxious patriots who stand apart from the
nolitics of the day), Library of the Hungarian Mational Archives,
Budapest, 1918,

--------- Emlekirat 2 hazal kis es pyaripar fejleszteserol. FKeres-
kedelemugyi iagyar Kiralyi “iniszterium, Budapest, 1909.

--------- Hivatalos Stetisztikai Kozlemenyek., ilagyar Statisztikai
Hivatal, 1868-1882, Vol. XXXI, Budapest, 1890.

———————— A Tlagyar Junkasmozgalom tortenetenek valogatott dokumentumal,
VoT. I-VI, A Magyar i'unkasmozgalom Kialakulssa 1848-1919. Hagyar
I'unkasmozgalmni Intezet, Budapest, 1951-1959.

————e————— A Jagvar Yunkasmozgalmi Intezet dojumentum gyujtemenye.
Library of the Institute of the History of the Party, Archives,
Budapest.,

--------- 4 liagyvar Tanacskoztarsssag 1919, (ed.) fagyar Munkasmoz~
galmi Intezet (2nd. ed.), Budapest, 1950.

————————— A Vagyer Tanacskoztarsasag Torteneglmi Jelentosege es
Nemzetkozi Hatasa. A& M3ZUP Kozponti Bizottsaganak Parttorteneti

Intezete. Budapest, 1960,




~160~

--------- Nenzetgyulesi laplo, 1618-1919,

--------- Crzagpyulesi Naplok 1865-1919,

--------- Horiratgiujteneny a llsgyvar lLiunkasmozgalom Tortenelmebol.
Library of the Institute of the History of the Party, irchives,
Budapest, 1919,

_________ Rakosi Fer, (th, ed.), Lagyar  unkasmozgslmi Intezet,
Budapest, 1959.

--------- A Sgzocialdemokrata Part hongresszusainask jegvzokonyvei,
Librery of the Institute of the History of the Party, Archives,
Budapest, 1955.

Great Britain, Foreign Office. DJDocuments on British Foreign FPolicy
1919-1939, rirst sSeries, Vol., VI, Her ‘ajesty's Foreipn Office, 1956.

Kun, Bela, (ed.) Kommunisticheskyi Internatsional v dokumentakh,..
1919-1932, [ oscow, 1933,

League of lztions. Ireaty Series. London, 1920.

Lenin, V.I. 3ochineniia, (3rd. ed.), ‘oscou, 1932-1935, Vol, XXIV-
XXX,

----------- Valogatott !luvek, Vol., XXIX, Budapest, 1953,

Hlarx, K., Correspondence 1846-1895, lew York, 1934.

--------- Das Kapital, (4rer. ed.), Chicago, 1006-1909.

--------- Kritik des Gothaser Programms, Berlin, 1946.

--------- Das Kommunistische lianifest, (Reedition), Berlin, 1912,
Nagy, de 1., A Nemzetisegi torveny a ‘agyar Parliament elott, 1861~
1268, DBudapest, 1930,

kakosi, J., A K.l.P. megalakulasa es harcas a proletar forradalom
ozelmeert, A i'agysr Tanacskozlarsassag, Budapest, 1955.

Socialist International, Stockholm Conference, Un avant-projet de
prosramme de paix, Uppsale, 1917.

Sozieldemokratische Partei Teutschlands., Protokoll uber die Verhand-
lungen des Farteitages der Sozisldemokratischen Partei Deutschlands.
(Abgehalten in Breslsu), 1895,

Tewperley, Z.V.W., (ed.), A Eistory of the Peace Confererce of Paris.
London, 1020-1924.




-161-

United States of America. Depertment of Stete, Fapers Feleting to
the Foreign leletions of the United J3tates, The Peris Peace Confer-
ence, 1919,, Washington, D.C.,: Government Printing Office, 1942-1948.

Ward, &.W., and Gooch, G.F., (ecitors), The Cambridge Eistorv of
British Foreign Policy, 1783-1919, Vol., II1, Canbridgze, 1923.

Secondary Sources,

Albrecht-Carrie, K., & Diplomatic History of Furope; 3ince the
Congress of Vienna, l'ew York, 1958,

o

Anderson, E., and Hamner or anvil, The Story of the Germen Working
Class .iovement, London, 19/5,

Aranyossi, M., I'rankel Leo; YMagvar Munkasmozgelmi Intezet, Budapest,
1952,

Balassa, 1., Death of an Empire, Ilew York, 1937,

Baver, 0., "Marxizmus und Ethik", Die l'eus Zeit, XXIV:2, Lo. 41 (1906)

---------- Die Usterreichische Eevolution, wien, 1923,

Beer, .., A History of “ritish Socialism, (reprint, 1948), London,
Few York, 1919-1921,

Benes, E., Der aufstand der lgtionen, Serlin, 1928,

Berlau, A,J., The German Social Democratic Farty, 191/-~1921, New
York, 1949.

Berzeviczy, A., Az &bszolutizmus Kora iagysrorszagon, 1849-1865,
Vol. I-IV, Budepsst, 1922-1937.

Bibl, V., Der Zerfall Osterreichs, von lLevolution zu Revolution,
18/8-1918, Vol, I-II, Wien, 3erlin, 1931.

Bohm, W., Im Kreuzfeuer Zweler Hevolutionen, iunich, 1924.

Borkenau, ¥., The Communist International, London, 1932,

------------- European Communism, London, 1953,

Bourgine, G., Eistoire de la Commune, Paris, 1907.

Braudstrom, E., Among Prisoners of Jar in kussia_and Siberis,
London, 1929.




=162~

Bucher, k. (ed.), Levolutionsdokumente (Im Zeichen der :oten Fghne) ,
Berlin: Deutsche Verlagsagesselschaft fur Politik und Geschichte,
1921.

Bullock, k., &dustris, 1918-1938, London, 1939.

Burks, E.V., The Dynemics of Communism in Eastern Furope, Princeton,

1961.

Burnhem, J., The Coming Defeat of Communism, New York, 1950.

Cole, G.D., A Short iistory of the Pritish Working Class M.vement,
London, 1925-1927.

Czernin, 0., Im Weltkriege, Wien, 1919.

Djilas, K., Lenin on Kelations between Socialist States, liew York
and Belgrade, 1943.

Eckhart, F., 4 Short History of the Hungarian FPeople, London, 1931.

Eckhardt, 5., A Francia Forradalom fiszmei Magysrorszsgon, Dudapest,
1924.

Fwllner, F., Austria os l‘agyarorszag nemzeti vagyona, Budapest, 1913.

Fischer, L., The soviets in World Affairs; & history of relstions
between the Soviet Union snd the rest of the world, London, 1932,

Garami, E,, Hungary in Ferment, Wien, 1922,

Greham, W, Jr., The Governments of Central iurope, New York, 1924.

Gratz, G., A dualizmus kora; lMagysrorszag tortenete 1867-1918,
Vol. I-II, Budapest, 1934.

Gratz, G, and schuller, h,, Die Wirtschaftliche Zusgmmenbruch
Osterreich-Ungarns, Wien, 1930.

Gulick, C.A., Austria from Habsburg to iditler, Berkeley and Los
Angeles, 19/82.

Haraszti, E., Az Angol Kulpolitika a magysr szabadsag ellen, Budapest,
1951.

Eook, 3., Toward the Understanding of Harl  ‘arx, l'lew York, 1933.

Humphrey, A.W., International Socizlism and the Wer, London, 1915.




-163-

Huysmans, C., The Policy of the Internaiional, London, 1916.

Kann, L.A., The Habsburg Empire: a Study in Integration and Dis-
integretion, ilew York, 1957,

Kornis, G.,, A lagyar ‘‘uvelodes Eszmenyei, Budapest, 1927.

Landeauer, K., European socialism: A History of Ideas and Mgvements ,
Vol, I-II, Berkeley and Los Angeles, 1959, '

Lergyel, 2., 1,000 Years of Hungary, Few York, 1958,

Lenin, V.I., The sState and hevolutiomw, London, 1933,

------------ Imperialism, lew York, 1939.

Lukinich, I., A History of Hungary, London, 1937.

Jaszi, 0., Eevelution and Counter-revolution in Hungary, London, 192/.

---------- The Dissolution of the EHabshurg iionarchy, Chicago, 1929,

Jaurés, J.L., Oeuvres des Jean Jaurés, (Max Bonnafous, ed.), Paris,

1931-1939.
Yacartney, C.A., Eungary, London, 1934.

R T Hungary and Fer Successors, Oxford, 1937,

———————————————— October Fifteenth, Vol. I-II, Edinburgh, 1956.

i‘achray, F., The Little Entente, London, 192°.

Warx, K., The Civil War in ‘rance, London, 1933,

iiasaryk, T.G., The aking of g State, London, 1927,

Mod, A., 400 Ev Kuzdelem az unallo Magyarorszagert, Budapest, 1954.

Naumann, F., Zitteleuropa, Berlin, 1916.

Nicolson, ., Feacemaking, London, 1933.

liokhamkis, U,l., History of the First Internafional, Yew York, 1928.

Nowak, K.F'e, The Collapse of Central iurope, London, 1944.

Offergeld, W., Grundlsgen und Ursachen der industriellern Entwicklung

Ungarns, Probleme der Weltwirtschaft 17, Jema, 1914.

v A . . ~
Opocensky, J., ilonec monarchie rakovsko-uherské, Prague, 1928,




=16/~

Crth, 5,F., Sociglism ané¢ lemocracy in Europe, lew York, 1913,

Parkes, H.B., Marxism, An Autopsy, Boston, 1939.

Seton-YWatson, I.W., The southern slav Juestion ard the Fabsburg
Monarchy, London, 1911,

------------------ Hacial problems in Fungary, London, 1908,

------------------ Sarajevo, London, 1925,

------------------ Corruption and Eeform in Hungary, London, 1911.

------------------ German, slav and agyar, London, 1916.

------------------ From Lenin to [lalenkov, New York, 1957.

------------------ The Pattern of Comnunist Fevolution, London, 1953.

Street, C,J.C., Hungary and Democracy, London, 1923,

Szana, A., Lie Geschichte der 3lowakel, Bratislava, 1930.

Taylor, A.J.P., The Fabsburg Monarchy, 1815-1918, London, 1948.

Teleki, F., The Evolution of Hungary and its Place in FKuropesn History,
New York, 1923.

Torr, D., Larxism, Nstionality and War, Vol. I-II, London, 1940.

Zeman, Z.A.B., The Breck-up of the Hgbsburg Empire, 191/-1918,,
London, 1961.

Jemolrs and Blographies.

indrassy, G., Diplomacy and the “er, London, 1921,

Benes, E., iy War Memoirs, London, 1922,

Bonsal, 3., Sultors and Suppliants, The Little Nations at Versailles,
New York, 1946.

Burien, 3., Austris in Dissolution, London, 1925.

Clemenceau, G., Grandeur and ilisery of Victory, New York, 193C.

Czernin, 0., In the World War, London, 1919.




=165+

Holcombe, A.M., The Life and Work of Ferdinand Lassalle, in: The
Cerman Glassics, Vol, X., lew York, 1914.

Eorthy, ¥., The Acmiral Z“orthy "emoirs, New York, 1957,

House, E.li., What really havpened at Paris, New York, 1921,

Huyn, H., Tragedy of Errors,.., London, 1939,

Karolyi, ., Fighting the World; 'the 3truzcle for Peace, New York 1925.

------------ L'emoirs of iichsel Karolyi; Faith Without Illusion,
New York, 1957,

Lloyd George, D., The Truth about the Peace Trerties, London, 1938.

Rothmere, V., v Canpaign for Hungary, London, 1939,

Rutter, 0., Eepgent of Hungary, London, 1939.

Sgilassy, J., Der Untergang der Donau-monarchie, Bern, 1921,

Tormay, C., An Oytlaw's Diary, London, 1923.

Periodicaels and lewspapers.

Americen Historical Review New York.

The Communist International London.

Die Neues Zeit Stuttgart.
Frankfurter Zeitung Frankfurt am Mein
Hungarisn Bulletin Budapest
L'Humanité Faris

Journal of Central European

Lffairs Boulder, Col,
The Journal of ilodern History Chicago
The Nation London
Nepszava Budapest
Pravda Hloscow
Szocializmus Budapest
Szazadok Budapest
The Times London

Voros Ujsag Budapest



-166~.

A Note on Collections,

The resources of the following libraries hsve been utilized:-

Fedpath Library, '¢Gill University, .'ontreal.

Slavonic Collection, lew York Fublic Library, New York.

Library of the University of Toronto, Toronto, Ontario.

Library of the Institute of the Eistory of the Party, Budapest.
Jjuseum of Contemporary History; (Working-class movements), Budapest,
Army Archives and War Eistory ‘‘useum, Budapest.

Library of the Hungarian Kational Archives, Budapest.

Library of Parliament, Budapest.



