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The bulk of Aptheker's bock does not deal with the uprising itself,
“but with background material -~ with the old, pre-var, Horthy Hungary, with
the post-var evolution of Hunpary as a "peoples democracy," and with tho
counter-revolutionary aims and wetions of United Stales policy. The pun=-

“pose of this section is to lond woight and plausibility to the book's main
J.thesis. In fact, even if everything Aptheker says in this part were true,
w24t would still prove nothing about the truth or falsity of his description

" - of the Hungarian uprising as & counter-revolution.

Aptheker's dsscription of Horthy Hungary, while gketchy, presents con-

. glderable infornation and is not fundamentally inaccurate. Bul even here

“his bias shows through in places: thus, he preseants the Socisl-Democratic
-and Smallholders parties as Horthyite becauss- they were legal end were re-
presented in Parliament under Horthy's dictatorship. One cen with as much
accuwracy say that the Bolshevik party was Czarist because it was represcnted
in the Czarist Dumas!

In describing the counter-revolutionary nature of United States policy
“toward Eastern Eurcpe, Aptheker does not need to depart from frcts, In dis-
cussing Project X, the Kerston Amendment, the CIA, the Gehlen organization,
United States support to emip. < fascists, he can and does let the makers of
United States policy speak for themselves. It is an impressive record, end
cennot be lipghtly dismissed as irrelevant. But neither does it prove any-
thing. The desire of the United States espionage agencies to play a certain
role is & very different thing frowm the actual role they played. In discus-
sing the Hungarian revolution it is only the actual role of United States
agents that is at stake, and this must be proven directly and concretely.
The facts cited by Aptheker in this sectlon of his book tell a lot about
United States policy toward Eastern Europe, but nothing about the actual
 Hungarian revolution.

Aptheker's chapters on the post-war evolution of Hungary seem to have
a dual purpose: to justify the basic Stalinist course of those years and
to explain how the Hurgarian "Psoples Democracy! could collapse after eleven
years of progressive social change. This is not exactly an easy job.

Aptheker manages to write with some assurance whon retelling the same
old story of the "benefits" of "Pooples Democratic rule" (some of which cer-
tainly existed) and depicting tho Hungarian Stalinists and their fellow =
travellers as sterling progressives, while all other political groups in
. Hungary are relegated to the camp of counter-revolution. But his explang.
tion of what went wrong is a painful and laboraed effort.

Aptheker speaks of "aberrations," “mistakes," "errors, even "erimes;*
but he does not even touch the basic institutional features of the Stalinist
systaem the Hungarian people rose against: the system of one-party rule, tha
conversion of trade unions into instruments of state control over the workers,
the growth of an economically and socially privileged bureaucry &s a new rul-
ing stratum, the role of the secret police as an institution of rule (an
omission which has the highest significance later, in Aptheker's description
of the uprising). Aptheker does refer to the systematic economic exploita~
tion of Hungary by its Russian "friend," but only to deny that economic re-
lations between the two countries were anything but '"mutually beneficial."
“Shamefacedly, he must mention the $300,000,C00 reparations bill a ruined
Hungery was forced to pay after the war, and seek to justify it as in ac-
cordance with "nerral and well-ostablished diplomatic practise," (page 130).




This "defenss" is the cruclest indictment ~- it is precisely sgainst such
pormal end well-established" practisecs of imperialism that the revolutlons
of our time aro directed!
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The foregoing, of course, is only a sketchy criticism of this soction of
Aptheker's book -~ far more extensive crilicisms could eusily be made. But
the main point to this book is the view it presents of the Hungarian revolu-
tion itself ~- and it is this that must hold owr main attention.

Aptheker's ncecount of the Hungarian uprising goes essentially like
this:

On October 23, 1956, small groups of counter-revolutionaries organized
by United States "intelligence" services took advantege of a pcaceful nass
demonstration to launch en ermed attack on the Hungarian government. Because
the government wes unproepared for this gttack, it was compelled to call on
Russian Army forces stationed in Hungary under the Warsaw treaty to aid it
In restoring order. However, the Russien forces were ective only in Buda-
pest; in the rest of the couniry the counver-revolutionaries got/the upper
hand, end they wecrequickly reinfcrced by a great number of emigria fasclsts,
vho crossed the Austrian border in order to fight in Hungary.

A full-sczle White Terror broke out throughout Hungery, marked by the
systematic murder of Communists and the organization of pogroms. Capitu-
lating to this pressure, the Fugy government swung steadily to the right
until by November 4, it had become a pro-Western, pro-copitalist grouping,
powerless before the counter-revolution which was sweeping Hungary.

Faced with this sitvation, the small group of true Communists led by
Kadar, sincerely interested in the democratization of Hungary and with a
record of opposition to the crimess of Rakosi, had no alternative but to
meke & Ysupreme effort," form & revolutionary government, and call on the
Russian ermy to aid it in crushing the counter-revolution. Once 1t had
decided to make an all~out effort, the "Red Army" was able to defeat the
counter-revolutionaries without any difficulties.

In evaluating this description our first question nmight woll be, What
ere the credentials of the author? Aptheker is not presenting an eycwliness
account of the Hungerion uprising, but what purports to be & balanced, ob-
Jjective historical account based on seccndary sources.

Unfortunately, Aptheker's objectivity and competence in this recpect
~are subject to the gravest doubt. For a long time, Aptheker has been a lead-
ing member of the Comrunist Party, an editor of "“Masses and Mainstrean" and

"Political Affairs.® As such he was responsible for propagating soms of

the most outregeous lies in history. Until last year, for example, Aptheker
maintained that LasazloRajk was an agent of the capitalist couniries' secrst
services, Today, he recognizes what vas obvious all along, that the frams-
up trial of Rajk was a "fearful injustice". Bul in his book he doos not find
a word to devote to the baslc question why he and so many others were come
pletely deceived by an obvious lie, It is this complete absenco of tho most
elemontary self-criticism in a place where it should be inescapable that
poses the question: 1is there sny reason to think that Aptheker is today
‘more sble to soe the plain trulh sbout the Hungarien revolution than he was
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- to 80a the truth about the Rajk trial?

@ (R

Aptheker's basic method is not that of a historien cttenpting to arrive
at the truth, but that of a lawyer attewpting to convince us of the validity
“of his client's case. Thus Aptheker prosents only those focts which seenm to
boleter hig case. Through a great mass of press clipnings torn out of con-
text and placed in the artificiasl context of his thesis, Aptheker attempts
to docuwont the counter-revolutionary character of the Hungsrian uprlsing.

As e pgoneral rule, Apthokor talies his clipplngs from two sources =
‘the right-wing cepitalist press and the oft'icial "Communist" press. His
sole criterion for a quote 1s its usefulness «~ if it is factually false or
dubious, or from an untrustworthy eource, Aptheker disregards these consid-
erations and, what is worse, hides them from tho reader.

The following are representative cxamples of this nethod.

On page 212, Aptheker presents the discredited story of en impending
Mindszenty government by means of a quote froum what hg calle "a leading
Paris nouspapor, Aurors." Tho unsuspecting reader is not inforred thet
this story wes donicd at the time and no proof has ever been offered for
it, Ue ere alco not informed of the fact that thigs "leading Paris newspapert
is in fect an ultra-rcactionary paper whose fondest wish would be to see &
Horthy-type government in Hungaery, end in Franco as well.

Similarly, to Yprove" ths sizable influx of Horthyite sgents during tho
uprising, Apthskoer on page 228 quotes the Austrian newspaper QOzsterraichische
Volksstimma affirming "the exlstence of 'reguler headquartors' at border
areat vhere reactivnary and Horthy agents 'have recently crossed the border
togother with Hungarian refugoes in order, as they say, to Join the insurge-
ents'", Of covrse, Aptheker hides from hils reader the following fects vhich
expose this story as a fabrication:

a) The "Wolkestinme" ig the paper of the Austrisn Communist Paxty.
b) Thisg story was not confirmed by eny independent source in fustria.

¢) The "frets® alleged aro completely incompatible with Ausivria'c
gtatus as & neutral country, as puarantesd by thoe Soviet Unlon among otlicy
powers. Yet the Russian government naever made a forwal protest against the
supposed violation of Austrian neutrglity.

d) The Austrian government made a fermal repudiation of these charges,
in a pemorandum dated November 3, which stated: '"The Austrian Governmsnt has
ordered the establishment of a forbidden zone the length of the Austro-
Hungarian fronticr....The minister ,of Defense has ingpected this zone in
the compeny of the military attachés of the four Groat Powers, including
that of the U.S.S.R. The military attachbs have thus been able to assure
themselves of tho measures which have been taken in the frontler zons to
protect the neutrality and the frontiers of Austria, All necessary megsures

havo also beon taken at tSme western bordor of Austria to provent emigrbs
from infiltrating....v (1

The Russien government never denled those facts
officially.
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Soms of Aptheker's «1lippings are more eccuratc than those, but the
picture ths asbove give of his method is valld. It is en inportant fact that
reactionary and fascist forces were active in the Hungerian uprising with
the support of the Western secret services. It is true that excesses took
place, that erimss were comnltied. Some of Apthcker's maloricl is thus usoe
ful, in docunenting this sids of the rovelution. But the Hungarian rovolu-
tion was a complex, rany-sided event. Reactionary ferces wore present, but
80 wero progressive and soclialist tendencies. Thoe key gquestion is the rela-
tionship of forcos botwoen the two. Aptheler only sees the reacticnary side,
He 1s like the blind man in the poem -~ he has golten hold of the elephant
by its trunk and assures us that this strange beast is very like a snake!

L A

Aptheker presents the beginning of the revolution as the work of a small
organized group of counter-revolutionariss. He begins his description with
an account of Gero's speech to tha October 23 mass demonstration, omitting,
however, its most provocative aspect «~« Gero's rofusal to accept the demand
that the Central Committec mect imwediately end install Nagy es prime mini-
ster, his stetement that the Committes would not meet before October 31.

Then Aptheker describss the work of the countor~-revolutionsries in a
passage which .ust be quoted in its entirety (poge 168):

"By now =~ nearing 9 p.m. -~ uglier sentiments bogan to eppear from
knots mmong the demonstrators: sentigents juctifying Gero's charace
terization for a small minority certainly present from the beginning,
BEvidences of disciplined, preconcoived schemes of provocation and dis-
order begen to eppear -- antl-Semitic remarks, false rumors of shooting,
the bursting of fire-crackers. Soon coutingents broks awvay from the
mein body and, very sure and very clear as to what they were doing end
where thoy were going end who was to do vhat, one group headed for the
broadcasting station; enother for the building housing the newspaper
Sznbad Nep; a third for the telephone center; & fourth for a motor park
conteining 60 trucks; a fifth for an electrical factory reccently con-
vorted into a small erms plant, A sixth vent to a munitions dump.

"At the radio station vere soms police end guards, but they had firm
erders not to shoot except in self-dsfense. They were attacked; tho
group killed soverol and wounded more. The firing then was returnzd

end after a skivmish and some damago, the attack on the station broke
off. At the ncuspaper office; aftor killing a woman, the group galned
control, smsshed & bookstore in the bullding aud burned the books, tore
down and burned a red fleg that topped the building znd held the praesses
for about 16 hours. Mesnshile the trucks had beon drive off -~ drivers
clearly prepared and selected beforchond ~- and arms end munitions were
loaded into them from the factory and the dwip.

“Involved in all these more or less simultancous and swift actions were
perhaps something under a thousend psople. Meanwhile, rany demonstrators
had returned homs, suspocting nothing, and even the Governront ssems to
have bocn informed tardily and not very urgently of the apparently dis-
connacted, sporadic assaults by mere handsful of poople."

Two things stand out about this description: the vividness with which
the events are dotalled, and the stark contradiction botweon this and every




proviously-published non-Stelinlet sccount of tho beglmnning of the uprising.
If this is ths way it bogan, tho Hungarlan revolutlon most cartainly wes
initiated by countor-rovolutionary plottors.

On fiﬁiud*ﬂ” this sensationsl accouwnt, our eyes naturally turned to
the bottom of tho paga, to discover from whal source thse euthor gleaned
these romorkable facts. What thon vas our surprisc vhen at the bottom of
page 189 we found the nost astounding sight ccencoiveble -- a blank space!
Instoad of evidonce we are presonted with -- & void. Aptheker, so liberal
with refcrences end quotes elscwhore in the boolk, is unable to cite & single
sourco for this mbsolutely key passage!l

~ Vhy this irercdible lack of documentation, which o tralned histoxian
1like Aptheler must realize would make thils nerwative unaccoptable to any
even vaguely critical reador? Theore ccn be only two cnswors -- elther Ape-
theker is »imp ly invenfxnn the "facts" or he iu QOttJnﬂ his doqcriptwon fron
eny source! In e:thc; Cuﬂa, thia passone i puzu fantas . Its imaginative
content cen bost bo shoun by compariszon to en eye-uwitness sccount of these
events by an obsorver who canuot possibly bs accused of anti-Conmunlst blas,
Luigi Foseati, Budspest correspondent for Aveuntl, neswspapor of the Soclalist
Party of Italy (Nenni), which hos elways cooperated cloogsly with tho Cow-
munict Party.

This is Fossati's gecount of the ovonts et tho broadeacting station
(whoro, cecording to Apthekor, o smell growp of diseiplined counter~rovolus
tionarics atiacks d "police end guordsY who Thad five ordor not to shoot
except in solf-defenso): »

"A lerge column of demonstrators leaves tho sqguare end goos touwerd the
Radio Broadecastlng building on Chomdor Brodj Strcet. Thoy wish to send
8 group into the bullding in order to have the rudio station cmployees
broadezolt the slogans of the demonstration in answer to the speech of
Coro., The securlty police then intervene and opon firo. Tg is hers
that the first viclins fell: two dead end ten vounded, ® (2

And this is how Fossatl describes tho lgventot that took place et tho
Szabrd Nep building: -

"About 11:00 I go baclk to tha center of towa, fightive dia golng on at
soveral points. X hoar tho sound of prchinc-pun fire from Tolkin
Streect. I pass beforo tho Szebad Non bLlelD” No polico are there
to protoct it: & fou workers stard in front of the pain door, dis-
cussing. Fror o uindow, leaflotls are thrown down vhich stute tho fole
lowingz 'Tho editors of Sznbod Hoo groot the powerful demonstration
of the poople of Budapeut to upoed up the developuaont of eoclielist
domocracy end tho renovatlon of our pudblic life. In our conscience
a3 comimlsts wo profoundly deploro the violont rozetion of the forces
of socurity. Wo bolieve that thoco responsille for this will have to
render an account for their oactions. The cditors of Srobrd Nep sssure
the party cnd tho pcople that thoy will never support thoso who wish
to answer the volce and demands of tho poopls ulth shooting wud teriuiw
ism. Peoplo of Budaposst, wo sunounce to you that the Central Coumittes
of tho United Workers Pariy is mooting in speeinl sgoncion thig very
night.' Tho fov groups standing around t?e buildino show their joy
at reoading the leaflet and cry 'Hurreh't, 2) "

'M e
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Romsmbor thot, aceording to Apthceker, o group of ®foselst roacbionary
elomonis" had, just bofore, attackod the bullding and capturcd the presses!

Aptholor's description of the beginning of theo wprising is thus not
merely wnsubstantiated, bubt dewonstrably falsc. With this, tho vhole idea
of fuscist provocation supposed to be ab the root of the revolution o dis-
credited. But thoro uwerc provocateurs in Dudapost on Octoboer 23 -- tho scerat
police who fired on an unavmed crowd, and tho Stulinist leaders who called in
the Russian army. In response to this provocation, United Staetes egents wore
not necded to show the Budapest workers how to &rm themselves. As in every
revolution, they took the guns where they were; in the first place, from the
army. This is how Peter Frycr, London Dally Worker specisl corrvespondent in

oty

Hungary, described the erming of the revolution:

"The troops in Budepsst, as later in the provinces, were of two minds:
there wore those who woere neutral and thorc were those who vere prepared
to join tho poople and fight elongside them. Tho neutrel onss (probably
the minority) were propared to hand over thoir grms to the werkers end
students so_thay could do batile apeinst the A.V.H. /the Stalinist se-
cret policg/, with then., The others brought their erms with them whon
they joined the revolution. Furtheoriore, wany sporting rifles wsre
taken by the workers from the factory arwourics of the Hungorien Vole
witery Dofense Organization. The 'mystery! of how ths poople were ermed
is no mystery at a2ll. No one has v?t been able to produce & singlo
woapon manufectured in the West.!

This indicated enother decisive point et which Apthelcr's thesiz brenks
down, If the fighting was carried on by Ysomothing wader e thoucond psopla,®
vhy wes 1t necessary to call in the Russian ermy? The sccurity police alons
should have been more than enough to crush a few fascist bernds. The reguler
arpy was vastly superior in numbors, snd oeven more in erms, to onythivg the
“counter-revolutionaries" could conceivably muster. Vhy the Ruscions?

The answor is obvicus -~ the fighting was not the work of e fow fascists,
but of a whole population in armg, far more than the secret polleo could
handle, And, as Fryer saw, the army was either nsutrel or went over to.the
people -- the true hallmark of a mass revolublonuvy upswgse. For the Stal-
inists in the Bungsrian governmont, the Russian ecry was the sole prop
agalnst o united people. There is even pood rcason to belicve that ths
decislon to call on Russicn troops was wado well before thio {irst elioth wan
fired.

Acocriing to the Hungavien left-gocialist Frougols Fejtos

"If wo enalysc the events uhich followed each other et such a rapld
pace after dark on Octobor 23 at Budapest, we cannot aveid formuleting
the hypothesis _of & provocation propared in sdvance. The ncwspaper
Tribuna Indu /Polish CP central organ-~St/, in its issus of Octobor
29, confirms this hypothesis. Even bofore tho dcmonstration that
aftornoon, in fact, the Soviet troops had left thelr barracks and
prepared for uctlon., Thils movomont roflects tho some Intention as
that which, in Polend, inspircd the abortive nction of larshal Rokog-
sovsky and his friends of the Natolin group [Folish vltra-Stelinisis/s
to nip in the bud an agitation vhich threatencd to turn sgainst the

= party apparatuvs, still dominated by the Stalinists," (4
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Apthoker claims that Nopgy was co-responsible vith Gooo for calling in
the Russlan tiroops, on tho bosis of speeches he and Kader m:ldo on October
25, when thoy wore literally prisonsrs of the Russiong, (Locerding to the
Revolutionzry University Studente Comtilttes,; Nagy anadoe thic specch Mwith e
pachine pun &t his back.") (5) Aptheker scofls ot Hepy's later denial of
rosponsibility, but of course does not mentlon that nolther Kudcr nor any

- other Communist refuted Nagy on thia point,

Thus we sec the degres of "truth" in Apthekor's description of the
start of the Hungarian revolution. His account of the development of "fulle
gcale White Torror" has whout as much truth in it,

We must here admit that unquestionably the Hungerilan revolution was not
free from excessos. The vengeance of a people on those who had been its
torturers can be a torrible thing, and ofteh some innocent people ere made
to suffer with the guilvy. It was that way in all great revolutions: Eng-
lish, Amorican, I'rench, Russian, or Chinese. In Hungary the fury of the
people wag turncd sgainst the AVH, the secret police, The ferocity wilth
vhich the AVH fought the revolution, the massacres in Megysrovar and Porlis-
ment Square, added to the hatred for these t-rturers and murderers.

For Apthekor, however, tho secret police did not exist. Agsyono killed
a8 a socrot policeman is sure to bo really a "Jew," a "Conmmist," or a
tHungarien Army rocrult," a victim of "White Torror." Thus ho can place
under tho heeding fWhite Terror" incidents thet ere nothing of the kind.
Certainly we should have deplored the sumnmary execution of the AVH men,
and favored bringing them to a falr public trial. In fact, this was tho
stand of ths Hungarian wrlters, many of the bost of vihon hed been tortured
by the AVH. But tho murder of the Avhoilsts was an excess of the revolution,
not & criue of the countsr-revolutlon es Aptheker presents it.

Aptheker cites as an example of "White Terror® “the prolonged and
systemavic attack upon the heedguarters of the Party in Budepest," quoting
en outrzgeously exsggerated account by a reactionary English correspondent
for the Beaverbrook piress, which presented it as a mass murder of Communists
by attackers who "strung up every man end woman they found ingide the build-
ing" (pcge 217). The facts are somowhat differeunt, sccordinz to thg Polich
Communist Wiktor Woroszylslki, edltor of the megazine Nowa Kulivra ('):

2 TR AY

"Morian /Marian Bielickl, corrospondent for the Polich Radio, also o
Communist-~8/ has already been here for several days. Now he gives
the impression of having been particularly shaken. It was hard for ms
to get kim to tell vhat he had scon today.

“He was, with Krzystcf, & witness to the assault upon the Party head-
quarters building, wiicre somswhat more than two huadred members of
the AVH wore defending thomsslves.

"The AVH are tho uniformed ‘ivisions of the political police....An olite
corps, richly puid (the sal v of an AVE & & was ten times the average
monthly wage of a worker), ticd life and doath to tho hloody regime of
Rakosi, tho Janissary detachments of ths AVH held the ~ountry to the
very end 1in the iron grip of a torror of vhich we had no idea in Poland.
After the liquidation of Beria, after the rosignation ol Rakosi and the
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errost of Farkas, no chongo had talen placo in the AVH. Wasa, on Octo~
ber 23, tho AVH oponzd fire on the vnarmad demonstration of the pooplo,
the cup wss £illed to overfloving.,  The dinsuvercetion brolko out sl was
Joined immediatoly by tho axwy end tho police. Tho AVHl -~ officinlly
diseolved by tho Nepy goverhmoni - refuscd to subnit to dissolution
and contliued to sow doath and provocation, Then the wrath of the poos
ple, in a great wave, submerged Budapcst.

Marian tclls hou the crowd, supported by a fow Hungarian tenks, &te
tacked the fortress of the Avhoists. They defended theuselves furioucly,
their volleys laid low moro thon one cliceker, Bub finally thcy were
dragged out of the bullding, and then e-

Marian's lips tremble; he is vory pale.

¥ «w I nover sav a lynching like that. They veres ~ g by the foot end

some were literally torn to pieces. Fimally, tr  rganizod insurgents e
the National Guard -- arrived and they protect- cho romaining priconers
egainst the crowd. But those they didn't get re in tims to dcfendest!

Finally, as a commentery on Aptheker's claim 1 it the execution of AVH
mon was part of & White Terror directed sgolnst Comuunists, hore is Woro-
szylski's eccount of o conversation with a group of leeding Hungarian Come
munists, in tho goverament offlces:

“Marlan ageln tells what ho had scen that woyning. It ls smothering
him and he loolks for an answor awong his Hungerden conmredes, emong the
Communists, Aftor a momont's silenco, ong of thom speaks up:

" ~-"olicve us, vs ero not sadists, But wo cannot bring owrsclves
to feol sorcy for thoso poople, ' j

The summary exccution of Avholsts beleongs in the category of rovolus
tionary czcesses -- it kes far more in common with td Terrvor thanm with
Wnite Terror. However, there is cbundent evidenco that actes of a difforcut
gort also took pleoco durinz tho Hunparicen revolution -~ tho actions of a
reactionary and fescistic fringe vhich wag qble to rales its hocd in the
turmoil of iIncurrection. Thase were nol gyesosng, thoso wore erimng.  Ape
thokor reovels in those crlucs:  murdor, voand Wiy ohvle8onlticn.  On tho
basis of them, ho slandcrs tho revolutlon as & viole,

Was there en anti-Semitic currcnt? Of course there wog. Vas tha ree
voluticn marked by an orpanized "effort at nagg-ortermiratlon of the Jows,®
as Aptheker claims (pogo 221)7 MNothing of tho sort is trus, as proven not
only by an enormous mass of eye-witnoss accouats, but also by an ungusstione
ablo source: the Budapest Corps of Rabbis which, togethor with other Jouleh
organizations, issucd the followvipg stotemeut on November 2 /
"Hungarian Jewry, having regained its religlous frocdom, enthusiastically/
salutes the achlevements of tho revolution, puys reverent hornge to tho
horoes ard idontifies itself with the indocpendcunl and free honrzland.
Hungarion Jowry appoals to Jevish orpanlzetions sbroad to give quiek ./
and effoctivo matorisl holp to the long-sufforing Hurgarian puoplo."(ey

On the basis of the kind of "evidance that vo hove scen, Anthoker

deseribos the outecomd of tho Hunzarian revolution as "the dovelopusnt of a
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peneral condition of ¥hite Terror in Jungery -- directly rominiscent of
1919 -~ especially after October 29, uhen the Red Army withdrow from Bude-
pest, and reaching a crogcendo of fury by November 4..." (page 217).

The quarter-truths have here been sdded up to amount to something which
isn't true at all.

The fact is, that by the beginning of Noveumber the Hungarian revolution-.
aries were fully conscious of the presence of a fascistic scum and were pre-
pared to crush it., All the mecessary proof of this can be found in the free
Hungarian newspapers of those days; from nono of these does Aptheker quote.

For instance, on November L Magvar Honved, the nouspaper of the Hunga-
rian Army, wrote:

"At Gyor, certain extreme right-wing elements wanted to hold a bilg
meeting Tuesday afternocon. According to their program, they desired
& now government to be headed by Ferenc Nagy who is at present in a
foreign country. But the workers of Gyor prevented them from doing
1t. We want no fascism, we have had exoggh of tyranny, vhether it be
the tyranny of Rakosi or of Szalasi." \/

On November 2, Ipazsag (Truth), paper of the Revolutionary Youth, wrote:

"Je hete the fascists who are lurking in the shadows and who want to
exploit the revolution." (9)

And on November 3, the whole press csrrled an interview with Pal
Maletor, hero of the Kilian Barracks, Chairman of the Militery Revolutionary
Council, soon to become minister of dofense in the last Nagy government,
Maleter sald:

"The National Guard, the revolutlonary committees and the workers
councils are solldly in the hands of freedom fighters who are fighting
on tuo fronts: egainst the Stalinists and sgainst the reactionaries. (%)

And finally, we have Woroszylski's description of Hungary, es "hite
Terror! reached a "crescendo of fury™:

(November 2) "In tho courso of the lasi 2/ hours there have bsen no
more summary oxecubloas in Budapest.

(Novembor 3, summing up the evaluation of the entire group of Polish
reporters, all of them Communists) "Stabilization 1s boginring in the
country, the government is becoming a trus government supported by all
the revolutionary forces.

"Today, calm reigned in Budapest. As on Friday, there were no sumrary
exacutions on Saturday. Nunerous Avhoists surrondered themselves to

the commission of inguiry on Merko Street. We try to estimate the
number of victims of the lynchings which took place in the city, that

1s to say, from Tuesday to Thursday afterncon. The figure closest to
the truth is from seventy to elghty persons. Everything indicates that
in the actual sltustion there is no risk that this total will incre?fSS"
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Apthoker's firal point in his deseription of "Counter-Revolution® in
Hungary is the eleim that the Magy government evolved toward the right to
the point vhore it was "proedomlnantly bouwrgeols' ond had a "perspective of
a return to capitnlisn,"

As a major item in his "proof!¥ of this, Aptheker assoris:

MIt is significant that by Octoboer 30, Negy wes omitting 'Socialict!
from his descriptions of Hungary. It is a fact that thercafter in his
speeches end promouncements and in those of other Governmont fipures
until Noverber 4, the Soclalist fundemont of Hungary is omitted."
(page 204, cumphasis in original)

"It is a foct" that, like so wany other of Aptheler's “fects," this
statement is eimply not true,

On Novembor 3, Nagy's closest politicsl associate, Geza Losonczy (a
cabinet minister), declared:

W"The government has unanimously declared that it will not make any con-
cessions as far us the positive achievements of the past tuclve ycars
are concerned, for example, in ggrarian reform, the nationalization of
fectories, and social achievements., It also demands that the achicsve~
neuts of the present revolution remain intact, notably national indo-
pendence, equality of rights, and the building of Socielism not on the
basis of a dictatorship but on the basis of democracy. The government
is dsteymined not to tolerate the restoretion of capitalism in Hune
gary."

The governmental unaninity deceribed by Losonczy was real, st least in
terns of the stated programs of the various parties making uwp the coalition.
Thus, on November 3, Fereuc Farkas, a leader of tho Pousant Party (and a
cablnot minister), stated that the government wiched to rotain "from the
Soclalist achievements and results everything which cen end must be used in
e free, democr%tic, and Socialist country in accordance with tho desires of
the peoplo.® (12)

On November 1, Anna Kethly, leador of the Socicl Temocrats, wrote:
"Freed from one prison, let us not permit the couvntry to becors & prison of
another color. Let us watch over the fuchorles, mincs, and the land, which
must remain in the hands of tho pooplo.” (13)

On Octobeir 31, Bela Kovecs, leader of the Swallholders Purty (and a
cabinet ministor), said:

No cne must dreem of going back to the world of counts; baukers, and
capitalists: that world is over once and for all. A truec nember of (
the Smallholders Party cannot think along the lines of 1939 or 1945.% 14)

Incidentally, Aptheker's treatment of Kovacs is rather cavalior, to say
the least. On the basis of an article by a leading Amcrican Catholic, Goorge
Shuster, he describss Kovacs as a faithful supporteor of Cardinal Mindsuenty.
He does not bother to reconcile #Zovacs' rejsction of the past (1945 as well
as 1939!) with Mindszenty's desire to return to the past. Nor does he see
any nced to explain the formation of a distinctly Catholic party in direct
competition to Kovacs' Smallholders.
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Naturally, Apthekor omits monbion of Kevaes!' role in the anti-Facelsb
rooistance. Neturally, also, ho does not forget to point out thaot Kovacs
wvas Youce jailled for counter-revolutionsry activitics even befors Mindszenty.?
e only leuves out the trivigl fact thet Kovacs was joiled by the Rusgian
secret police, cnd that he ngver rcccived gny trial, not evea the sort of
trigl that Rakosi speclclized in organizing.

So far, tho leaders of the four coalition partisg in the last Negy
government don't exactly look like "counter-revolutionaries." There was
elso a membor of this government whom Aptheker, following Radio Free Europs,
describes as "Independent.? This was Pgl Maleter, who occupled tho ley
power position im comnand of all KHungarian armed forces in his dual pogi-
tions es head of the Revolutionery Mililary Councll end Ministcer of Defonse.
Aptheler tells us nothing about Maletor, but the man Is worthi knowing.

The term "Independent® in relation to Maleter is highly wmisleading.
In point of fact, Maleter is a long-timo Commumist, who fought in tha Interw
national Brigedes in Spain, and in the Recistanco during World War II.
During the revolution, the English sociglist journalist Basil Davidson
intorvieved him. As Davidson tells it

"Ho still vore his little star of a partlcan of 1944 (and anothor
Red Star won in the digging of coal by his rogiment at Talabanycn),
at & moment when all the officers wers tearing off thelr Soviet-type
epaulettos,”

Davidson asks him wheore the Hungarlen revolubion is hoeading.

WIL wo get rid of the Russians,' he told mo, 'don't think we will go
backusrd, to the past days. And 1f there ars psopls who are thinking
about . going backwar? _then wo will see,' end he put his hand on his
revolver holster.® 15)

There ars mony, many argunents against the ldea that the Hungerien
revolution was being taken over by reasctionaries. Perhaps the most power-
ful rested in Meleler's holster.

By now, the reader may have bocony disturbasd at tho cboonce of o key
factor in this discussion of the "bruth aboubt Hupgory.® It is as 4T wo
had reached the final act of Hawlet and the prluce of Denmark had yet to
make his first appearance, But in this we are only being faithful to the
book we are discussing., The Hungavrien working c¢lass was the central actor
in the Hungarian drema -~ and tho working class is totally omitted from
Aptheksr's version of the "truth" about Hungary! DMore oxactly, Apthoksr
mentions tha workars only to deny that they ployed any role. He assorts:
the werkars of Budapest by end large adopted an apathctic or passive or
neutral attitude" (psge 197).

It is suroly not necessary to recapitulate hore the groat nunber of
eye-witness accounts proving that the main fighting forces were made up of
young workers, that tho heaviest fighting took place in the working class
districts (like Kobanya, Ujpest, -~ and "Red Csepel," %he proletarien strong-
hold of Hungerian Communism and the last center of resistance against the
socond Russien intervention). It should be enough to cito the curious
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manner the Huogoidion worlers chose to show thelr Yneutrality" -- a complote
geroral strike end the formation of Workers Councils!

Tho sequsl to the seccond Russian intervention showed the recl nature and
strength of tho coutending sociel forces in Hungery o cleerly as to remove
any possible doubt on this score (vhich, no doubt, is why Aptheker ends his
narrative on November 4). The fascistic groups venighed into thin air (or
rather, into Austria and thence other countries of the "free world," to
prepars for new sdventures). lindszenty hid in the United States embassy.
Bela Kovacs was invited to join the Kadar government, but refused and an-
nounced his Uretirement"™ from politics. But the workers cowneils remained
and carricd on a fierce sitruggle against the Russian occupler znd its Kedar
puppet government, Ae lute as December 12, ol) Hungary was gripped by a
general strike. In the erd; as we know, the Kadar government was able by
the threat of starvetion to brosk the strike. It procecded to arrest the
workers! lcaders and destroy the Workers Councils, on the protext that the
Councils Yhave preoccupied themcslves with exclusively political questions
with tho objectiv? of ovganising a sort of second power, opposed to tho
State Powor.t (10)

The bitter ivony of a self-styled "Revolulionary Workers end Peasants
Government' outlowing the only representstive organs of the Hungarian work-
ing class ghould not blind us to the fact that with this declaration tha
Kadar government has definitively posed the resl choice in Hungoary. On
the one haud, the U“State Power" of the discredited Sinlinist bureaucracy
resting on Russian bayoncts; and on the other, the "second powcy," the
state powor of the Hungarian working class exorciscd through its elected
democratic bodios, the Workers Cowncils, ‘The Hungorilan Workers Councils
of 1956 were the legitimote heirs of the Workers Councils (Soviets) of
1919. Aptheker thus is closer to the truth than he suspects when he
tlaims that the heirs of Horthy pleyed a declslve role in the Hungarian
revolution!

The real spirit of the Hungorian workers revolution was oloquently
expreossed by Sandor Racz, a young worker 23 years old, vho was elected
chairman of the Budepest Central Workers Council. On December & Racz gave
an interviow to the correspondont of an Italian newspaper, to be published
only if he was arrested. He declared:

"I have & tranquil conscience bscause I have beon the wfortunate
spokesmen for the will of the worksyrs and for all theso vho have

fought for the ideal of a free, Independent, and ncuvtral Hungary and

for a soclalist state....Al) that has beeon refused to us. The pgove
srnment knows that the country is against it, and since it knows

today that the single organized forco which truly made the Revolution

is the working class, it wishes to destroy the workers united front 0 (17)

As he had anticipated, Racz was arrested the moment he went to nmeet
representatives of the Kadar government, who had promised to nogotiate with
the workers. He is still in prison awaiting trial, in accordance with
Kadar's "further democratization of stste power" praised by Apthekor.

It would be easy to go on piling up examples of Apthoker's peculiar
conceptlion of "truth," but further refuletion of tho Stalinist slandor of
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the Hungarlen revolution is surely superfluous.

Ono of tho most wnfortunate aspocte of Apthoker's book is that its
preoccupation with a fictitious "Whito Terror® provents us from coming to
grips with the yenl rcstorationist danger., I earlior referred to the
universally-held cepitalist view that the Hunpairian rovolution was aimed
at achieving "Western-style democracy." A brici discussion of this is
necessary here,

The claim that the Hungarian revolution orlented toward "Western-
style democracy" was more than a thecry; it was a political program. The
leaders of the "West! knew as well as the Russians that it would be impos=-
sible to impose a new Horthy on the Hungarien people. Therefore, capital-
ism could be restored in Hungary only in "democratic" gulse. Certain
aspects of Hungarian sociely make this more than a ulopian dream.

A majority of the population of Bungary is rural, attached to private
property (Stalinist "collectivizations" did not exactly weaken this attach-
ment), and economically drawn to the West. Furthermore, the religious ma-
Jority in Hungsry is Catholic. The planners of "Liberation" had good grounds
to hope that the establishment of a Western-style parliamentary system would
resu%} in e government reflecting these mejorities, under the leadership of
enigre politicians and the Catholic hierarchy. Especially since they had
powerful extre-denocratic means of pressurs, in the form of economic "aid"
end the activities of the fascistic fringe we met earlier.

Could capitelism have been restored in this way? Certainly if the Hune
garian revolution had beeon allowed to develop freely, there is a possibility
that this would have happened. (Of coursa, even if this development were
cortain, vhich is not at all the cace, the actual Russian intervention
would still be en impermissible denial to the Hungarian people of the right
to choosc their own socisl system.)

The danger of capitalist restoration thus really existed. Bul nothing
at all justifies the Western claim that the revolution was esscntially a
struggle for the "democratic® return of "peoples capitalism." The Western
version of the "counter-revolution' thesis, like the Stalinist one, is

false bscause it ignores the key factor in the revolution =-- the working
class.

The Hungarian working class, even though it may have been confuscd
about meny things, did not fight for "Western~style" dcmocracy -- it fought
for gocialish democracy. The workers of Gyor showed this when they sup-
pressed the meeting in favor of Ferenc Nagy. The workers council of the
11th District of Budapest showed this when it demanded "free elections in
which only those parties rey participate that recognize and have always
recognized the Socialist ord?fé based on the principles that means of pro-
duction belong to society.™ )

But the decisive refutation of the idea that Hungary was returning to
"Western~style democracy® is the simple fact that the workers all over Hun-
gary, in the hest of the revolution, created their own Workers Councils asg
organs of the political rule of the working class. Uhat has this to do with
capitalist "democracy"? To srwash the threat of capitalist restoration, the
Hungarian workers would merely have had to exert the power that already lay
in their hands, to give all power to the workers councils and not, as in so
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many past revolutlons, give up thelr powor to & copitalist parliament.

To grasp ths loathsoms hypocrisy end mondocity of the capitalist
"friends® of the Hungarian rovolution, the reader need only ask this ques-
tion: Vhat would be tho ottitudo of these Dullescs, Mollets, and Edcns
if tho wwrkors of Paris, London, or Dotroit wore to foram tholr own workers
councils and otteopt to establich a "Soclelist order, based on the principle
that peans of production belong to soclotyt?

There remains one question of the highest intorest. As we have seen,

the essential part of Apthoker's book, its doscription of the Hungarlan up-

rising, is a febric of transparont falsifications in obvious contradiction
to the resl and widely~kuown “Truth about Hungary.® How is it, then that
anyone, aud particularly a historian, could write such & book?

There aroc two possible explanations, Ons is that .pihetor, for some:
reason, is quite conscilously falsifying the Hungerlan revolution on orders
from Khruschev.

I do not believe thie. Not because there is evidenca of great respeot
for truth in Aptheker's book, or in his past political role. But this is
1957, a year after the 20th Congress. If Aptheker kuew his book was &s
false os it is, he could not avold tho knowledge that in a very short time
he would be corpolled to eat it publically. Nor is 1t likely that anyons
today would consclously leep forward to placeo himself in the plllory to-
gethor wlth the authors of “The Groeat Consplracy," "From Trotsky to Tito,"
“"History of the C,P.S.U.~~Short Course," and othor such works.

The altornative is that Aptheckor really bolicves that he has told the
truth, to the bost of his knowledgo. How can thls be?

I think it can be undorstood only if we realize that for Apthekei,
the ruling group in tho Soviot Unlon 1s combletely ldentified with tho couse
of sociallisnm and thus with objoctive historical truth., It is evident that,
for Aptheker, the basic truth about the Hungarlen revolution was established
vwhen tho leaders of the Soviet Union declared it a Ycounter-revolution,®
After this, all that remained uwes to find out the dotulls of the develop-
ment of the "counter-rovolution" and to wold them togother into “some sort
of reasonable pictuve,' as Aptheker expresses it.

Everyons is familiar with the mirrors in an gsmusomsnt park vhich ro-
flect the huuman form as a grotesque parody. For Apthoker, tho picturo of
the Hungarian revolution promulgeted by the "Soviet' rulers is just such a
pirror. In it he sces the revolution distorted beyond all recognition ~-
some features are exeggorated obscenely, some turn into their opposite,
some dleappear altogother, And by writing & book Apthcker has rocorded
this Hallucination for ell to sos.

Aptheker has not broken from the past -- he is still a Stalinist. The
same mirror which showed him a counter-~rovolution in Humgary oncc showed
him and many others the "truth"of the Moscow trials, the “genius" of Stalin,
the "fascisn" of Tito, the "guilt" of Rajk....

It 1s late, comrads Aptheker. If you want to think as a Marxist and
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act as a Communist you muct learn to look reality in the fece. You must
leorn to understand the pre-eminent velue of truth. Con you reulize that
the worst sltioma of all those borne by ths Stalinist burcaucracy is its
ingraincd brutal and cynical contempt for truth? (Loave asidc Hungary.
Can you believe that Malenkov opposed peaceful co~existence? Or that the
Khrushchisv Reprrtuwas an invention of ths United States secret services?)

You must throw off the mental yoke of Staliniem, just as the Hungarion
workers rose to throw off its physical rule. You must see the bursaucracy
es 1t is -~ g privileged, parasitic social formation in mortal conflict
with tho working class and with the nceds of socialist development. Short
of this, you will remsin & Stalinist, not a Marxist; and despite your de~
sire to be a Communist you will again find yourself slandering a revolution
to the benefit of counter-revolution.

- End -
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