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ABSTRACT

MEFESZ (Association of University and College Students, AHUCS), which is considered to have
been the spark of the 1956 Hungarian Revolution, was founded at the University of Szeged on 16
October 1956. The acronym (MEFESZ) appeared three times in the Hungarian history of the second
half of the 20th century (in 1945, 1948, and 1956), and all three of them were youth and education
organisations. The few years of the existence of each ‘“MEFESZ’ has many lessons to teach.

The three organisations, abbreviated identically but different in long forms of their names,
each had different objectives and roles. In this paper, we show that the 1956 AHUCS (the third
MEFESZ) was not a successor to either of the earlier organisations: the first MEFESZ of the
period of the “tentative democracy” (1945-1948) and the second MEFESZ (in the first peri-
od of the communist dictatorship, 1948—1950). The precursor of the 1956 revolution (MEF-
ESZ,, AHUCS) was a new grassroots initiative, grounded in democratic principles in its aims,
programs, and missions. The 1956 AHUCS organisation was not an umbrella organisation of
student associations like the first MEFESZ organisation. The founders of the 1956 AHUCS
were deliberate in not seeking to become the sole, unified organisation of university youth (like
MEFESZ).
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INTRODUCTION

MEFESZ,, which is considered to have been the spark of the 1956 Hungarian Revolution, was
founded in the Auditorium Maximum of the University of Szeged on 16 October 1956. The ac-
ronym (MEFESZ) appeared three times in Hungarian history in the second half of the 20th cen-
tury (1945, 1948, 1956). In all three cases, the organisations were actors in the field of youth and
education. The short course of their history and the short existence of each MEFESZ bears many
lessons. They serve as a mirror to illustrate the social conditions of the time and, at the same
time, provide us with a deeper understanding of the political context. The basis for writing this
study was the fact that, after the publication of my recent papers on the Hungarian revolutionary
youth of 1956, the question of the name, and more precisely, whether the 1956 MEFESZ was
the successor or legal successor of the earlier MEFESZes, was raised repeatedly in professional
circles and in letters to me from readers. In this paper, I would like to answer this question by
presenting the history of the events and the histories of the organisations and by analysing the
future orientation and mission of the 1956 university student organisation.

The literature on the 1956 MEFESZ paints a confused picture of the organisation’s name.
This may be partly due to the historical proximity and similar “profiles” of the two earlier MEF-
ESZes, and partly to the specificities of mass communication in October 1956. This may have
led to a “misunderstanding by implication” that the 1956 MEFESZ, was a reorganisation of the
former MEFESZ,. Even the first newspaper report on the formation of the organisation on 18
October 1956 contained a misnomer: “As a result of the debate, a new youth organisation, the
United Association of Hungarian University and College Students, was formed...””!

In 1967, after the revolution, in a work written under the Kadar dictatorship, Janos Molnar
first described the organisation as a “recreation” of the youth organisation of the post-1945 coa-
lition era.? This misstatement was reflected in the literature published in that era and in some of
the literature written after the regime change.’

The following is a summary of the history of the three organisations. First, it should be noted
that the abbreviation for the association formed in 1956 is MEFSZ. The second “e” is an inserted
sound to ease pronunciation (MEFeSZ).*

Délmagyarorszag, issue of 18 October, 1956.
2 MOLNAR 1967. 37.

3 BERTENYI — GYAPAY 1992. 600., SZENTIRMAI — RACZNE 1999. 27., Romsics 1999. 385., MOLNAR — KOROsI — KELLER
2006. 372., SomLAI 2016. 10.

4 My statement that the second [e] sound — common in the Hungarian language — was included in the abbreviation to ease
pronunciation was first published in our book Hungarian Association of University and College Students 1956 — Szeged,
pp-159-168, based on our first interview with Tamas Kiss. “It was never, never the Me that was pushed to the foreground,
but always the Us” (interview with Tamas Kiss), on pages 159-168 of the book, as note 4 on page 161. See Kiss 2002. 161
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THE ALLIANCE OF HUNGARIAN UNIVERSITY AND COLLEGE
ASSOCIATIONS (1945-1948), THE FIRST MEFESZ (MEFESZ )

The Alliance of Hungarian University and College Associations (AHUCA, Magyar Egyetemi és
Féiskolai Egyesiiletek Szovetsége, MEFESZ ) was founded on 12 August 1945 at a youth con-
ference held in Balatonlelle.’ This umbrella organisation of student associations was established
on the initiative of the Hungarian Democratic Youth Association (MADISZ).¢

MADISZ was born in Debrecen on 7 December 1944. On 7 January 1945, it also started its
activity in Szeged. The national leadership of MADISZ was established in Budapest on 23 April
1945. MADISZ was not only an organisation of higher education students. “At that time, MAD-
ISZ was an independent, democratic youth organisation that did not belong to any political
party, but the political influence of the MKP was strongly felt in its activities all along. [...] The
political influence of the Communist Party was indirectly exerted through the communist youth
and youth leaders working in the organisations: Agnes Baké, Jend Hazai, Andrds Hegediis,
Ervin Hollos’, Istvan Kende, Béla Koos, Gyorgy Nonn, Béla Szalai®, Hédi Vitéz, as well as
through the communists working in the local organisations.””

5 See MICHELLER 1992 for more details.
¢ Csik0s 1979. 60.

Ervin Hollés (originally: Holzschlag), (1923-2008), communist party worker. From 1938, he was secretary of the
youth group of the Hungarian Social Democratic Party (MSZDP). Member of the illegal Communist Party. After
completing six years of elementary school and then the party school in 1950-53, he was admitted to the Faculty of
Humanities at ELTE, where he studied history. In the 1950s, he worked as a youth secretary of the MDP. From 1952
to 1956, he was secretary of the central leadership of DISZ. As a DISZ representative, he took part in the debates of
the Pet6fi Circle and took an extreme Stalinist position. During the 1956 revolution, he stayed in the Party House
in Koztarsasag Square and later in the Parliament. After 4 November, at the personal request of Janos Kadar, he
was transferred to the Ministry of Interior. In 1956-1957 he worked at the Investigation Department of the political
police in Gyorskocsi utca. He was a leading figure in the post-revolutionary repression. From June 1957, as a police
lieutenant-colonel, he was deputy head of Department II/5 of the Ministry of Interior. In 1961, he was appointed
head of the Ministry of Interior’s Counter-Internal Reaction Department. From 1962, he was deputy head of the
Marxism-Leninism Education Department of the Ministry of Education and a university lecturer at the Budapest
University of Technology. His books on 1956 are today seen as examples of the falsification of history about the
period. See HoLL6s 1967 and HoLLOs—LAJTAT 1986, and EGRst 2006.

8 Béla Istvan Szalai (1922-2008) communist politician, economist. He studied economics at the Technical University
of Budapest. In 1943, he joined the Hungarian Peasant Association and became a member of the Community of Peas-
ant College Students. In January 1945, he was elected head of the economic department of the Hungarian Democratic
Youth Association (MADISZ). From then on, he was a member of the Hungarian Communist Party. He worked in
the youth secretariat of the MKP and in the party’s general secretariat. He graduated in 1946. In 1947-1948, he was
President of the Association of Hungarian University and College Associations (MEFESZ1). In 1949, he was Gen-
eral Secretary and later Vice-President of the Hungarian Youth People’s Association (MINSZ), the central youth or-
ganisation set up by the Communist dictatorship. In June 1953, he became a member of the MDP Central Executive
Committee (KV) and an alternate member of the Political Committee (PB). He was the Minister of Light Industry
from 30 October 1954 to 8 September 1955. He was a member of the anti-Imre Nagy party line. He played no part
in the 1956 revolution.

% Csik6s 1979. 60.
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The first president of the Alliance of Hungarian University and College Associations was Pal
Jonas', who believed that “after the clearing of the ruins and the reconstruction of the country,
which had gone through so much suffering, a democratic, happy and balanced era was ahead”"!,
but soon the “destruction of the democratic, independent-minded young generation striving
for revolutionary and social truths and social achievements began.”'? On 22 November 1945,
statutes of the Alliance of Hungarian University and College Associations were adopted in the
second Student Parliament.

On May 28-29 1946, a national student leaders’ meeting was held in Szeged, organised
by the Students of the University of Szeged (Szegedi Egyetemi €s Foiskolai Ifjusag, SZEFI).
The president of SZEFI was Laszl6 Péter. The president of the national umbrella organisation,
AHUCA (MEFESZ,)), was Pal Jonas. Erik Molnar"®, Minister of National Welfare and Dezsé
Keresztury', Minister of Religion and Education also attended the meeting. In September 1946,
in the first issue of the newspaper University Life, they published their position on the reorgan-
isation of the national umbrella organisation, the Alliance of Hungarian University and College
Associations (MEFESZ,):

“1. All university or college students automatically become members of the faculty or other

unit organisations upon enrolment. Membership carries both rights and obligations.

2. 2% of the tuition fees shall be transferred by the Minister of Culture to the faculty unit

organisation.

3. Three unit organisations should be set up in Budapest: one at Pazmany Péter University,

one made up of the faculty associations of the Technical University, and one of the colleges.

4. MEFESZ should be structured as follows: the Board should be elected by democratically

elected representatives in proportion to the number of young people enrolled (one per 300)

and sent to the Central Executive Committee (Kozponti Intézé Bizottsag, KIB). In addition

to the Board (which is the executive body), there is also a Co-Chairs’ Committee (Tarselnoki

Bizottsag, TB), a decision-making body made up of the presidents of six unit organisations

(Pazmany Péter University, Technical University, colleges, University of Pécs, University of
10 P4l Jonas (1922-1998) studied economics at Pazmany Péter University from 1940. In 1942, he joined the far-right

Turul Alliance, later becoming its cultural vice-president. After the Arrow Cross coup d’état following the German
occupation of Hungary on 20 December 1944, he was arrested by the Arrow Cross and handed over to the Gesta-
po, but managed to escape while being transported to prison. In January 1945, he helped found MADISZ. He was
president of MEFESZ when he got interrogated by AVO in 1947 as they were preparing a show trial, after which
he resigned. He was arrested in October 1948 and detained in Kistarcsa and then in Recsk until 1953. On 27 June

1956, he took part in the Petdfi Circle press debate. After the Soviet intervention, he left the country and settled in
the United States and then in Mexico. See also. JONAs 1971.

1" BENKO 1964. 13—14.; JONAS 1971.
2. BENKO 1964. 13—-14.

13 Erik Molnar (1894-1966) was a historian, philosopher, economist, lawyer and politician, professor at ELTE. Be-
tween December 1944 and October 1956, he was involved in all Hungarian governments. From 1944 to September
1947, he was Minister of National Welfare. Minister of Justice from September 1947 to August 1948. President of the
Supreme Court from 1953 to October 1956, Minister of Justice in October. After 1956, he was ousted from power.

14 Dezs6 Keresztury (1904—1996) writer, poet, literary historian, critic, literary translator, university professor, member
of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences. He completed his university studies at the E6tvos College, and obtained his
degree in Hungarian and German Studies in 1928. From 1945 to 1947, he was Minister of Religion and Education
as a member of the National Peasant Party. Between 1945 and 1948, he was the principal of E6tvos College. From
1948 to 1950, he worked in the library of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences, and from 1950 until his retirement,
he worked in the National Széchényi Library.
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Debrecen, University of Szeged). Without the TB, important decisions (action before minis-
tries, representation abroad, political position, etc.) cannot be taken. The Political Commit-
tee, consisting of two university or college students who are party delegates from each coa-
lition party, also works alongside the Board as an advisory body with a political perspective.
5. There is no quorum in either the KIB or the TB meetings without a representative of the
universities in the countryside. A KIB membership may be delegated to another person by
written mandate on a case-by-case basis.

6. Universities in the countryside have only unit organisations: faculty organisations have a
high degree of autonomy.

7. The sports clubs (BEAC, DEAC, PEAC, and SZEAC) function as sports departments of
the unit organisations and have appropriate autonomy.

8. The press of MEFESZ is a weekly newspaper (four pages). Its editors shall be appointed
by the TB as an editorial board on the proposal of the MEFESZ Board. "

The following year, a communist leadership took over the Federation of Hungarian Univer-
sity and College Associations. The leadership, which had been under constant pressure!® (Secre-
tary General Jené Ham, Board Member Laszl6 Németh, and President Pl Jonas) resigned, and
Béla Szalai, who at the time was working in the Youth Secretariat of MKP, became President.!”
From 1947 onwards, the leadership of the Alliance of Hungarian University and College Asso-
ciations moved away from the multiparty pluralism advocated when it was founded. From then
on, it sought “unified communist leadership in the life of university and college student associ-
ations™'®. From this point onwards, the diverse youth civil scene was in its final days. “Unity”
became the keyword. In the process of building up the communist dictatorship, the creation of a
“unified” (i.e. uniformly communist) university youth organisation entered its final phase. As a
result, an event took place that symbolically expressed the fact that the organisation had become
communist-led. On 20 January 1948, MEFESZ, removed the statues of Istvan Werbdczy'” and
Maria Theresa? from the Pantheon in Szeged’s Dém Square.?! The event was portrayed in the
press as an act of young people representing progressive ideas. This was the action of a small
group of people. In the spring of 1948, the Szeged Unit of the Alliance of Hungarian University
and College Associations had eight faculty groups with 20 active students (out of nearly 1,500
university and college students).??

!5 The document is published in HEGy1 1987. 315-316.

16 President Pal Jonas was arrested in connection with the so-called anti-republican conspiracy and interrogated at 60
Andrassy utca. See also JONAs 1971.

17 SzALAT 1970.
18 MICHELLER 1992. 139.

Istvan Werbdczy (1458—1541) Hungarian jurist, royal magistrate, royal personal representative, the governor of Hun-
gary, author of the Tripartitum (1514). In these books the legal rules and customary laws of contemporary Hungary
were written down.

Maria II, full name in German: Maria Theresia Walburga Amalia Christina (1717-1780), Queen of Hungary from
1740 to 1780.

2 Szegedi Hirlap. 21 January 1949

22 L&szl6 Perjés, Secretary of the Youth Executive Committee of the MKP in Szeged, reports to the Central Executive
Committee of the MKP. 11 May 1948.
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This period is well illustrated by the statement of Gyula Técsy, a law student and member
of the board of the Alliance of Hungarian University and College Associations: “We, university
youths, are also trying to do our part in preparing the creation of youth unity, we are trying to
raise from our ranks members who will be able to lead the united youth organisation, together
with the young people of the working class and the working peasantry. Mdatyds Rakosi” recently
announced the need to review the leadership of mass organisations. This was also a topical po-
litical issue in Szeged, and following the criticism, an internal change took place, which brought
MEFESZ closer to the youth organisation that was to be formed.

From our overview of organisational history so far, the political-organisational tactics that
the Communist Party preferred to use during the period of so-called “tentative democracy” are
clearly visible. The political organisers of the time held the view that whoever held the leader-
ship of youth organisations represented the youth, and whoever represented the youth controlled
the masses of youth. The attack to gain control of the youth took several directions.

One tactic was to gain control over youth and student organisations. This was done by the
communist core, who became a stronger voice, more assertive in its leadership, and aggressive
in its rhetoric. The close cooperation of this minority with the power structures of the emerging
dictatorship made the leaders of the organisations representing the majority of young people
more insecure and increasingly silent. At the same time, their withdrawal and resignation were
accompanied by an increase in the number of communist sympathisers in the leadership. In this
way, the “communist voice” in the leadership increasingly prevailed in decision-making.

The other tactic was to support the foundation of many organisations. In the struggle for
youth leadership, as an increasing number of organisations were created, the boundaries that
distinguish one organisation from another became blurred. Differences in ideology, social sta-
tus, religion, and values have become indistinguishable and entangled. In this confusion, the
disciplined and purposeful cooperation of communist youth organisers made their actions more
effective. The voices of non-communist youth organisations were less visible in the commu-
nist-controlled mass media. For young people, this gave the impression that all the organisations
were on the extreme left.

The third tactic, aimed at gaining youth representation, was to “create leadership”. More
specifically, the idea was to create a top position in a reconstituted hierarchy with leadership
functions and competencies. This was done in such a way that the organisations, already oc-
cupied by the communists themselves, requested, or even demanded, that a top organisation
should be created to exercise control over the existing organisations. A so-called umbrella or-
ganisation was set up above and from outside all of the youth organisations. “From outside” in
this case meant a political power outside the organisation, while “above” meant the creation of
an apex organisation above the existing organisations.

“From the autumn of 1946, the tone of the discourse on democracy became more and more
strident, the stigmatizing exclusionary tendencies of the communist side intensified, while in
2 Matyas Rakosi (until 1903 Matyas Rosenfeld, 1892—1971) was the General Secretary and then First Secretary of the

Hungarian Communist Party and the Hungarian Workers’ Party between 1945 and 1956, and also President of the
Council of Ministers of the Hungarian People’s Republic in 1952-1953.

2 Délvidéki Hirlap 24 March 1950

% The period from the end of World War II to the beginning of the establishment of the communist dictatorship in
Hungary (1945-1948). See Botos et al 1988, Gyarmati 2011


https://hu.wikipedia.org/wiki/1892
https://hu.wikipedia.org/wiki/1971
https://hu.wikipedia.org/wiki/Magyar_Kommunista_P%C3%A1rt
https://hu.wikipedia.org/wiki/Magyar_Dolgoz%C3%B3k_P%C3%A1rtja
https://hu.wikipedia.org/wiki/Minisztereln%C3%B6k
https://hu.wikipedia.org/wiki/Minisztereln%C3%B6k
https://hu.wikipedia.org/wiki/Magyar_N%C3%A9pk%C3%B6zt%C3%A1rsas%C3%A1g
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daily political practice the law enforcement agencies were increasingly active in providing con-
structed evidence on the mine-laying activities carried out by the enemies of the new social
order. By 1947, it became clear that the communists believed that the right to politics did not
apply to all actors, but only to those who respected the end they had set themselves; by 1949,
they had come to openly admitting that popular democracy was essentially a form of communist
dictatorship.

In February 1948, the Political Committee (Politikai Bizottsag, PB) of the Hungarian Com-
munist Party (Magyar Kommunista Part, MKP) decided to establish a unified youth organisa-
tion. With the establishment of the Hungarian Youth People’s Association (MINSZ) in March
1948, “the party struggle to win over the youth came to an end” *” The leaders of the organisa-
tion (Gyorgy Nonn, president; Zsigmond S. Nagy and Janos Gosztonyi?, vice-presidents; Ervin
Hollds, secretary general) held communist views.

UNIFIED ORGANISATION OF HUNGARIAN UNIVERSITY AND
COLLEGE STUDENTS (1948-1950), THE SECOND MEFESZ
(MEFESZZ)

From 1947 onwards, the communists began to seize power using the Stalinist model and tactics.
Opposing leaders were ousted by the parties forming the governing coalition. In June 1948, the
Hungarian Workers’ Party (HWP, Magyar Dolgozok Partja, MDP) was formed through a mer-
ger of the Social Democratic Party (Szocialdemokrata Part, SZDP) and the Communist Party
(Magyar Kommunista Part, MKP). The party was under communist control. By this time, all
the parties had been successfully “salami-sliced”, and the leaders and prominent members of the
parties that had been in operation since 1945 had, almost without exception, either already been
arrested or forced into emigration or collaboration. On 1 February 1949, the former coalition
parties (Independent Smallholders’ Party, Fiiggetlen Kisgazdapart, FKGP, Nemzeti Parasztpart,
National Peasants’ Party, NPP), led by politicians willing to collaborate with the communists,
were forced into a united front with MDP (and led by the communists) and the Hungarian Inde-
pendence People’s Front (Magyar Fiiggetlenségi Népfront, Peoples’ Front). The first one-party
election was held in 1949. Only the candidates of the People’s Front could be voted for. The list
of candidates was drawn by the MDP.

26 Kiss 2020. 151. For more details see: Medgyesi 2017.
27 Csik6s 1979. 66.

2 Janos Gosztonyi (1925-1985) was a politician. Graduated from high school in 1942, then studied economics at the
Royal Hungarian J6zsef Nador University of Technology and Economics in Budapest. Between 1943 and 1944, and
again between 1946 and 1949, he lived in the Gyorffy Dormitory, where he became involved in youth movements.
From 1945 he was an organiser of the Hungarian Democratic Youth Association in Cellddmélk and an activist of the
Hungarian Communist Party. From 1946 he was head of the organizational department of the People’s Youth League
(NISZ) and later deputy secretary general. Between 1946 and 1948 he represented the NISZ in the Association of
Hungarian University and College Associations. In 1948 he joined the Hungarian Workers’ Party. He was a member
of the Presidential Council from 1953 to 1963.
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The People’s Front list received 95.6% of the votes. After the elections, the installation of
communist dictatorship began. Under the 1949 Constitution, the Hungarian People’s Republic
was born. All aspects of the economy, society, education, science, and culture were nationalised.
Planned economy was introduced and the council system was established following the Soviet
model. “The autonomy of the branches of power and administration became a semblance. The
MDP manually controlled the actual functioning of politics.”*

The fifth Student Parliament of the Alliance of Hungarian University and College Associ-
ations (AHUCA, MEFESZ ) held in the spring of 1948 changed the name to Unified Organ-
isation of Hungarian University and College Students (UOHUCS, Magyar Egyetemistak és
Féiskolasok Egységes Szervezete, MEFESZ,), following the example of the Stalinist monolith-
ic system.*® The acronym “MEFESZ” was retained.’!

At this milestone, we must pause for a moment. As we shall see later, when we come to the
history of the birth of AHUCS (Association of Hungarian University and College Students,
Magyar Egyetemistak és Féiskolasok Szovetsége, MEFESZ,) in 1956, despite the similarity of
the organisational name, there are fundamental differences between the two earlier MEFESZes
(AHUCA and UOHUCS) and the MEFESZ (AHUCS) born in 1956, which are the result of
different conceptions of democracy.

Born in 1945, the MEFESZ, organisation was established as an umbrella organisation of the
diverse scenario of university and college student associations, and then, in the transformation
of 1948, MEFESZ, defined itself as a monolithic higher education student organisation. Instead
of the former self-organising associations at the faculty or university level, from the autumn of
1948, students could only join this single, uniformed student organisation, seemingly by volun-
tary declaration of membership.

From 1948 onwards, the Hungarian Youth People’s Association (HYPA, Magyar Ifjasag
Népi Szovetsége, MINSZ) managed the Unified Organisation of Hungarian University and Col-
lege Students (UOHUCS, MEFESZ,).”” As a result, it played an inglorious role in the univer-
sity “reform” from 1949 onwards, in the removal of lecturers and students by means of show
hearings and disciplinary measures in the name of the fight against reaction. From the autumn
of 1949 on, the leadership of the Unified Organisation of Hungarian University and College
Students (UOHUCS), on the basis of MDP guidelines, advocated the creation of a unified youth
organisation (and thus the abolition of the UOHUCS).*

This shows that by 1950, the communist dictatorship gradually eroded and dismantled for-
mer youth organisations.

It did so by channelling it into the HYPA (MINSZ), which then merged into the Union of
Working Youth (UWJ, Dolgozo Ifjusag Szovetsége, DISZ) created on 18 June 1950. DISZ was
the only centralised organisation for young people aged 14-26 (following the Soviet model).

¥ Kiss 2020. 153.

The Soviet Komsomol, which served as the model, celebrated its 30th anniversary in 1948. See also. Szabad Nép 17
October 1948.

A turnaround among young people. Szabad Nép 12 May 1948.

32 The Hungarian Youth People’s Association (MINSZ) was founded in Budapest on 22 March 1948, and the dissolu-
tion of MADISZ was declared.

3 HoLLos 1949.
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Lajos Sziics was appointed to be the first secretary general of DISZ, and Janos Gosztonyi,
Istvan Kadas, and Gyorgy Varhegyi became secretaries. Janos Gosztonyi, the secretary of the
Central Executive Committee of DISZ, published his thoughts in the January 1956 issue of
University Youth: “We want a youth unity at the universities based on the world view of Marx-
ism-Leninism and the unified pursuit of the policies of our party. It is therefore necessary that
the dominant, leading role in the universities should be played by communist students. |...] But
this [...] can only be worked out if we pursue a consistent class policy without wavering, which
includes a majority of students of working class and peasant origin. The majority of students
must come_from the ranks of the working class and the working peasantry.”*

Under the higher education admission system in effect from that time onwards, the propor-
tion of students of non-working class or peasant origin (so-called “origin X”) could not exceed
ten per cent of the total number of students admitted.

During the next five years (1950-1955), the leadership of DISZ became a part of the party
nomenclature. In 1955, DISZ had seven hundred thousand members.*

THE ASSOCIATION OF HUNGARIAN UNIVERSITY AND COLLEGE
STUDENTS (1956—1957) THE THIRD MEFESZ (MEFSZ, MEFESZ,
MEFESZ,)

In the autumn of 1956, Hungary’s universities, especially in Budapest and Szeged were in fer-
ment. The first event leading to this was the 20" Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union (CPSU) held on 14-25 February 1956.

In a four-hour speech at a closed session of the Congress, the party’s number one lead-
er, Khrushchev3¢, “exposed” the crimes of Stalin and Stalinism. The manipulative purpose
and Janus-faced nature of this “unmasking” is illustrated by the fact that the speech was
not heard live by the foreign delegations attending the congress, and the party leaders of
the socialist camp and the French and Italian communist leaders were not privy to the
content of the secret speech until two days later. From the speech, the main elements of
which had already been formulated at the meeting of the Central Committee of the USSR
Communist Party held a week before the congress®’, and from the press coverage in Hun-
gary, which was based on the MTI reports*, could be interpreted by the citizens of the
states under the Russian yoke as a kind of intention and aspiration for regime reform.*
The 20" Congress had a strong impact on the countries of the Eastern Bloc, including Hun-
gary. Among party members, questions of how the system could be repaired and mended
3% Egyetemi Ifjiisag 1956. januar 11. 1.

3 ToTH 1984.

36 Nikita Sergeyevich Khrushchev (1894-1971) Russian-born Soviet communist politician. After Stalin’s death, 1953
from 1964 First Secretary of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union.

37 FURSZENKO 2004. See also: BARATH 2006.
3% Hungarian Telegraphic Office (MTI) is the Hungarian National News Agency
3 MTI international news 14-18 February 1956. 1.
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(including the assertion of collective leadership, the rehabilitation of the victims of show
trials, “anti-dogmatism” and “anti-Stalinism”) were raised.

Tamas Kiss, the compiler of the political programme of AHUCS (MEFESZ,) and the spokes-
man for the academic and political demands at the General Assembly on 20 October, talked about
the “social climate change” of the early autumn of 1956 as follows. “A year earlier; it was unheard
of that students would talk about political issues among themselves, even in a corner, in a dormito-
ry room, or in a private conversation. It was taboo. Simply no one dared to risk voicing an opinion
even if they had one. By September 1956, it had become clear that something was about to change.
Something was going to happen, something was happening around us. """

From the early autumn of 1956, discussions began between Tamas Kiss, Andras Lejtényi,
Ivan Abrudbanyai, Janos Aszalos, Imre Toth, Miklds Vetd, and other students at the University
of Szeged, about what courses of action could be considered to achieve a freer student life.

Between 10 and 13 October, a letter arrived in Szeged. The letter was sent to Helmut Alaksza,
a second-year law student at the University of Szeged, by Karoly Roman, a humanities student
in Budapest (ELTE). The letter, dated 10 October, was signed “From the students of humanities
in Budapest”. It was unknown under what circumstances the letter was written. According to
this letter, “the spirit of Congress broke the shackles of ideas. Today, the concepts of democracy
and socialism are beginning to take substance. [...] The aim of the demonstration of the students
of Budapest on 6 October was to tear apart the fears that had been weighing on souls and to
restore the right to free expression. This was our first step and the next step will be determined
by the current political situation. However, while we give voice to the demands of the masses,
we cannot disregard our own situation either. The current university education system is pro-
ducing intellectual cripples, not knowledgeable professionals, and despite the fact that state
leadership knows this as well as we do, no action has been taken to remedy the situation so far.
We are forced to act! Our first step must be to make the Russian language optional. [...] Note
that teaching the Russian language in this way is a consequence of Russian chauvinism, which
was fed by Stalinism. We therefore call on you to join us in a united strike on 22 October 1956
for the Russian language to be made optional.”*!

In the first days of October, Kiss, Lejtényi, and Toth visited the medical school dormitory
and the liberal arts dormitory, and organised and presented their ideas for the creation of a new
university student union. During these days, they spoke to the rector of the University of Szeged
(Dezs6 Bardti), to whom they explained the need for the creation of an advocacy organisation
and talked about the planned organisation’s structure and objectives. The university rector said
that he would support the students’ association if it was established.

On the morning of 15 October, the draft of the organisational rules of the new associa-
tion and the provisional name “Students’ Association” (Didkszdvetség) were adopted at the
University Students’ Club.

On 16 October, a meeting with DISZ took place at the student club. At the meeting, Andras
Lejtényi and Tamas Kiss presented their positions on Russian language education and stu-
dent representation to the participants. During the meeting, they stressed that they definitely
wanted to create a new youth association.

40 Kiss 2000. 53.
41 Published in Kiss 2002. 175.
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According to Istvan Sipos, DISZ secretary, the MEFESZ, organisers set Spm as the starting
time for the student assembly. However, the DISZ leadership had previously been informed
that because of the public mood in the student club, many students would turn up for the S5pm
meeting and would “declare DISZ dissolved*. Therefore, with the aim of disconnecting the
crowd from the leaders, they organised a large rally in the university’s main lecture hall, the Au-
ditorium Maximum® at the same time as the meeting, and advertised it on hand-drawn posters.

Istvan Sipos recalled that “Contrary to what had previously been announced, they re-
fused to develop a common position with us and threatened to invoke the masses. Finally,
Lejtényi and Tamas Kiss in particular interrupted further discussions, and the MEFESZ
representatives present, upon Lejtényi’s words, “come on guys, the masses are waiting”, got
up and left for the university building in Ady Square, where most of the youth were already
together. '*

From the student club, the organisers of the new student union and the leaders of DISZ
started in two directions. Kiss, Lejtényi, and other students went to AudMax (to their fellow
students), and the DISZ leaders went to the university party committee to ask for further guid-
ance. However, they did not receive any guidance there, as the inertia of the “ancien régime”
had already shown. “By the time we got there (Sipos later said) the students had already started
the meeting, and the crowd was so big that we could hardly get into the hall. "

On arrival at AudMax, Tamas Kiss and Andras Lejtényi stepped up to the podium and opened
the meeting. Tamas Kiss greeted the audience and introduced his fellow students, and Lejtényi
said that the attendees were patriots who had started a movement for students’ rights. Than the
students formed a student union, the Hungarian Association of University and College Students
(AHUCS, Magyar Egyetemistak és Foiskolasok Szovetsége, MEFESZ.,). In the first part of the
meeting, the necessity, aims, principles, and organisational framework of the organisation were
discussed. Then Tamas Kiss took the floor. He spoke about the fact that the association would
also make academic and social demands, and that this would happen at the programme-forming
meeting on 20 October, which was to take place after the faculty meetings where the faculty de-
mands would be formulated. At that time, academic demands were raised. The atmosphere be-
gan to intensify. One participant, Jozsef Gorog, a DISZ leader, recalled that “before the meeting,
several party members, and the DISZ functionaries agreed that they would try to move the meet-
ing back on track by their comments. But they couldnt, as some of their speakers were jeered
and booed by the participants.”* The mood of the meeting changed from minute to minute. In
his speech, Tivadar Putnik, a humanities student, argued in favour of making political demands.
Putnik’s proposal demanded the removal of the Russian troops. The AHUCS organisers then
suggested that the issue of AHUCS (MEFSZ, MEFESZ,) demands should be closed now and
that the formulation of demands should continue on the 20th. At the end of the meeting, it was
decided that the Steering Committee of AHUCS should draw up the organisational rules and
4 Testimony of Istvan Sipos, 26 August 1957 CSML XXV. 9/b. Criminal Court records of Szeged County Court. B.

1249/1957
 Ibid
4 Ibid
4 Ibid

4 Service report 23 August 1957. B.M. Csongrad County Police Headquarters Political Investigation Department,
Szeged.
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program and then resubmit them for adoption at the General Assembly on 20 October. Several
demands were repeated and rewarded with enthusiastic applauses. According to secretary Lasz-
16 Székely, these were the main demands:

“1. Withdrawal of Soviet troops

2. Public hearing of Mihaly Farkas

3. Imre Nagy to the leadership

4. Review of commercial contracts

5. Termination of the Warsaw Treaty and neutrality. "

“It was a noisy night. (Tamas Kiss told us in an interview with him) A/though a few of us,
Lejtényi, Gonczdl, myself, Imre Toth, about six or eight of us, the most agile members of this
group, walked over to one of the dorms. We drafted (on a little typewriter) a letter addressed to
all the students in the country: Join us!* The text of the call was as follows:

“Student Brothers! We, the students of the University of Szeged, the Medical University of
Szeged, the College of Pedagogy of Szeged, and the College of Music Teacher Training formed
our own university youth organisation on 16 October 1956, the Association of Hungarian Uni-
versity and College Students. Our aim is the freedom of thought so that we can brush off the
burden forced on us by Stalin and Rdkosi. We want to defend our special student interests, and
we want to go on and develop free. DISZ — as we see it and as the leading board of DISZ also
admits — has lost the confidence of the youth and is also lagging far behind the Party in its de-
velopment. We cannot wait for it to catch up. We cannot wait until the house collapses upon us.
That is why we, in the spirit of the 20" Congress, have formed a new, independent organisation
which only represents the interests of the college and university students of today. We, the stu-
dents of Szeged took the first step, we call you to join us!!!

Lets expand MEFSZ into a nationwide organisation! Brothers of us! It is about you as well,
Your interests are at stake. United we stand! Join MEFSZ! Szeged, 17 October 1956, The Szeged
MEFSZ"%

47 Laszlo Székely’s interrogation report of 28 August 1957.
4 Interview with Tamas Kiss. Published in: Kiss 2002. 138.
4 Published in Jancsak 2016. 221.
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This meeting was reported in the 18 October issue of the daily Délmagyarorszag: “MEF-
ESZ was formed, or rather, its Szeged branch, which operates alongside DISZ, and the inau-
gural meeting turned into a mass rally. The young people sharply criticised the present form
and system of teaching foreign languages, Marxism-Leninism, and national defense, and also
decided to address the country s leaders with their the demands on certain issues of political
life. They demand, among other things, the abolition of the death penalty, a public trial of
those found guilty of wrongdoings — above all in the Rajk case — the equalisation of salaries,
the settlement of salaries for the low-paid, an alliance with Yugoslavia, and the improve-
ment of information.”? In this report, the paper did not give a full account of the students’
demands (e.g. the demand for democratic elections or the withdrawal of foreign troops was
not reported).

In the following days, Szeged’s higher education institutions held faculty meetings and cre-
ated demands reflecting the specificities of their faculties. During these days, Tamas Kiss and
Andras Lejtényi (together with the students involved in the organisation of AHUCS®!) held ne-
gotiations with DISZ. In these negotiations, the DISZ leaders focused on the need for AHUCS
(MEFESZ,) to define itself not as an independent organisation, but as part of DISZ. During the
days of 18-19 October, the AHUCS organisers agreed “that DISZ has been discredited and
that the name of the new organisation should be AHUCS. [...] The position of AHUCS was that
AHUCS should be independent of DISZ until the DISZ's honour was restored.”? It was made
clear to the DISZ leaders> that an independent and grassroots organisation would be set up as a
student self-government representing the interests of a specific group of students. The minutes
of the meeting on the AHUCS’s (MEFESZ,) statutes, held in the student club on 17 October,
state: “We will operate independently of DISZ. [...] We distance ourselves from DISZ. If DISZ
regains the lost confidence, we will not be needed anyway [...] We will not hand over power to
DISZ. [...] The common, unifying organisation should not be called DISZ. Our relationship with
the DISZ is clear, yesterdays members’ meeting said so. The name of the comprehensive body
should not be DISZ either.

The new organisation held its second general assembly on 20 October. The meeting was
attended and recorded by Gyorgy Garai, a correspondent of Hungarian Radio.*® At this event,
after the opening speech by Dezsé Gonczol, Andras Lejtényi took the floor and presented the
draft Rules of Organisation and Operation (SZMSZ). After the adoption of the SZMSZ, Tamas
0 Délmagyarorszag 1956. oktober 18.

51 Janos Ambrus, Ivan Abrudbanyai, Vilmos Acs, Ivan Csete, Gyorgy Halasz, Karoly Hamori, Dezsé Gonczol, Tivadar
Putnik, Laszl6 Székely, Imre To6th

52 Laszl6 Székely’s interrogation report of 28 August 1957.

53 ”The DISZ leaders sat at the long table, and we sat here. Not all 18 of us, but maybe 10 or so. Formally, the

organisation was not established because it would have needed a permit, but we considered it formed and that
was enough. For practically two days, we argued about whether we should stay within DISZ, so we should not
do this separate organisation, but as DISZ members — because as many of us as there were, we were all DISZ
members, and there were even DISZ leaders among us, although only group leaders, not senior leaders. So
should we stay within DISZ and demand these rights there? But with the exception of maybe one or two people,
the vast majority of this group of 18 and basically myself, Andras and Imre, we all said no way, we are not going
to cooperate with DISZ, we are fed up with it, you have lied enough, you have fooled us enough. Now we will
go through with it.” Kiss 2002. 140.

% The litigation of Tamas Kiss and his associates. CSML B.1249/1957.

3 See JaNCsAK 2017 for more details.
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Kiss took the floor to present the political program of AHUCS (MEFESZ,), which was drafted
based on the proposals of the faculty meetings>. Tamas Kiss then first presented the academic
demands and then the political demands, which were adopted by unanimous vote, with a few
points added.

The political claims of AHUCS (Szeged, 20 October 1956):

1. “We press for bringing those into justice who are responsible for the crimes of the last
era and the trials should be public!

2. We press for the freedom of information! The press should comment everything in full

details!

We press for reelecting Imre Nagy and Gyérgy Lukdcs into the Central Leading Board!

We claim a salary reform! The upper limit of incomes coming from the state should be

AW

announced and the improvement of low salaries should be accelerated!

5. We press for abolishing death penalty concerning political crimes!

6. We press for a reestablished, free, democratic system of elections!

7. We claim that university youth should play a greater role in directing the political and
other matters of the country!

8. The national celebration of 15 March should be restored!

9. Russian troops should be withdrawn!

10. The mandatory delivery of peasants’ surplus should be abolished!

11. Let there be university autonomy!

12. We press for the restoration of the 1848 Kossuth coat of arms! "’

The following were the milestones in the birth of the student movement starting in Szeged
and the development of their demands on a national scale:
* 16 October, University of Szeged (inauguration)
* 20 October, University of Szeged (adoption of organisational rules, programme, aca-
demic and political demands)
+  student assemblies in Hungarian universities, where the Szeged delegates presented
their demands:
21 October
— Pedagogical College of Eger (the delegate from Szeged was Sandor Sz6ke Sandor),
22 October
—  Budapest Technical University of Construction and Transport (the delegates from Sze-
ged were Tamas Kiss and Andras Lejtényi)
—  University of Debrecen (the delegates from Szeged wew Janos Ambrus and Gabor
Jancso)
— G06dollé University of Agricultural Sciences (the delegates from Szeged were Tamas
Kiss and Andras Lejtényi)
3¢ Kiss stressed that the programme and the demands are the programme of the AHUCS in Szeged, the faculty demands

are/was created by the faculty meetings. I note here that this statement already indicated that the new organisation
will apply the principle of subsidiarity in all its elements, i.e. it will be a truly bottom-up organisation.

7 Some parts of the political claims of AHUCS read up on 20 October can be heard here: http://www.mefesz.hu/mef-
esz.php?oldal=doku, the script of the tape record can be found here: http://www.mefesz.hu/english.php?id=6
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—  Miskolc University of Heavy Industry (the delegates from Szeged were Ivan Csete and
Karoly Hamori)

—  Pécs (the delegates from Szeged were Ivan Abrudbanyai Ivan and Vilmos Acs)

—  Veszprém University of Chemical Industry (the delegate from Szeged was Attila Kadar).

On 21-22 October, the students of higher education institutions joined the Szeged initiative,
they formed their own AHUCS organisation, and joined the demands for democratic transfor-
mation, restoration of the country’s independence (and national symbols), political and econom-
ic reforms, and personal and collective freedom. The student demonstrations emanating from
these rallies fanned the flames of revolution the following day, 23 October.

AHUCS (MEFESZ,), born in Szeged, demanded a regime change. The demands for the
restoration of national historical symbols and the independence of the state, as well as free and
democratic elections, were demands for regime change in the direction of a sovereign Hungary
with a multi-party system, and civil democracy.

DEMOCRACY, SOLIDARITY, AUTONOMY IN RULES OF
ORGANISATION AND OPERATION (SZMSZ) or AHUCS

The Association of University and College Students (born on 16 October) was formally estab-
lished at the general assembly held in the Auditorium Maximum of the University of Szeged on
20 October 1956 with the adoption of the Rules of Organisation and Operation.

The mission of the organisation is defined as: “The aim of the alliance is that the youths
leaving the universities and colleges who are dedicated to represent the mind of the nation
should not be an indifferent, passive crowd, a layer of coward, supple and mean ones, but an
army fighting bravely and soulfully for the nation, the country and for a merrier future. These
people should not fear talking about the truth but should serve the nation and the country with
their skills, knowledge, and ability.” (Section 5 of the Rules of Organisation and Operation
(SZMSZ) of the AHUCS)*

Andrés Lejtényi explained the reasoning behind this point: “The system of Stalin and
Rakosi brought up intellectual cripples and sycophants. They used merciless and inhuman
tools against those who dared to raise their voices in the name of rationality and humanity
against their brutality and failures. They tried to teach us crude selfishness, unprincipled-
ness, repression, and subservience with more or less success. They wanted to tread down the
desire for freedom coming from our souls, they wanted to turn us into servants accepting
their perfidies obediently. The spirit of the 20" Congress swept these intentions away. A free,
Sfruitful atmosphere came into being, but the remains of the past hinder us from evolving. The
aim of our youth organisation is to throw these remains out of our mind for the benefit of our
nation, country, and ourselves.”

8 Published by JANCSAK 2016. 222-223.
39 Published by JANCSAK 2011. 93-94.
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When MEFESZ was launched, there was an elementary demand that, since the world,
interests, and goals of higher education students are characterised by specific individualities,
their articulation and representation should be carried out by the students themselves. “We
know our interests best, it is our task to represent them and to defend them, if it is necessary.
An organisation standing outside of us, with leaders who are not only our representatives,
cannot represent our interests as strongly as we can. We are not children who cannot tell
right and wrong apart. Our experience is that we can only reach what we fight for.” (Section
2/c of the Rules of Organisation and Operation (SZMSZ) of the AHUCS) “It is the duty
of every AHUCS member to represent, defend, and fight for the interests of the university
and college students on every forum and in any other organisation. AHUCS was founded
to defend the interests of both university and college students. Every AHUCS member has
to strive for — on the basis of rationality — defending these interests which are our own. Do
not forget that we are all for one and one for all.” (2nd article, Section 6 of the Rules of
Organisation and Operation (SZMSZ) of the AHUCS)®

Disillusioned with DISZ, university students started to organise AHUCS as what they
saw was that youth representatives, the DISZ leaders, were distanced from the students,
were not credible, and did not represent university youth. However, there was another reason
why the student organisation was created, namely that the representation of university youth
in DISZ, which was centralised following the Soviet model, was not insufficient due to the
internal hierarchy of the organisation and the control of the communist party. Moreover,
resolving the problems of workers and peasants was always prioritised over students’ issues
and problems.

This exploration of values and articulation of interests, resulting from the specific life in
higher education, became the driving force behind the student movement. In 1956, students
recognised that the three main subsystems of higher education (administration, educational
institutions, and student self-government) had a specific and common interest in efficiently
functioning student representation. At the same time, it was also recognised that only a bot-
tom-up, democratic approach could create a vibrant and functioning student representation.

The nature and mission of the association was defined as “AHUCS is an organisation
of the masses of university and college students which includes the whole number of youths
participating in education.” (1st article, Section 1 of the Rules of Organisation and Opera-
tion (SZMSZ) of the AHUCS)®!

Membership is based on the free choice of the individual and his/her declaration of mem-
bership: “Every university and college student who accepts the aims of AHUCS and considers
the rules and regulations of AHUCS to be obligatory, and signs the admission form, becomes a
member of AHUCS by their free will. The democratic way of operation of AHUCS requires peo-
ple to consider the constitution and the rules and regulations of the association to be obligatory.
However, we cannot force anyone to join us if they hold different views.

The need to create a new and independent grassroots organisation was seen in the fact
that there was no other organisation capable of doing so instead of or alongside MEFESZ,

8 Published by JANCSAK 2016. 224.
1 Ibid. 227.
62 Published by JANCSAK 2011. 94.



2021.4. BEEVEDERE Tanulmdnyok 81

which acted as a representative of student interests. “We need a new organisation that only
defends our particular interests. No other organisation is capable of it. In DISZ, not only the
problems of university youth are at stake. For example, if a case of a young worker is more
important, then it would be discussed first, not our case. We cannot wait on every occasion,
if we feel that our case is urgent. Anyway, we lost confidence in DISZ, so the significance of
the new organisation is clear.” (Justification of Section 1/a of the Rules of Organisation and
Operation (SZMSZ) of the AHUCS)®

The values of MEFESZ are well illustrated by the point that “The members of AHUCS
have the right to rely on the solidarity of AHUCS in a reasonable and justified case. One of
the main duties of AHUCS is to protect the interests of students as much as possible. The as-
sociation consists of all the individual members, therefore, a member should be able to rely
on its solidarity in every case which concerns the interests and authority of the association.
Without it, the members would not dare to submit proposals and claims which would be ad-
dressed to the leaders of the state or the party, for example, the recent question concerning
the Russian language. AHUCS, of course, will not stand by anyone if the given person breaks
the moral standard, law, or any kind of regulation.” (2nd article, Section 5 of the Rules of
Organisation and Operation (SZMSZ) of the AHUCS).*

The General Assembly (GA, Didknagygyiilés) was identified as the association’s highest
decision-making forum. The GA consisted of all university and college students in Szeged.
The decisions of the GA were seen as an expression of common will and were therefore
binding to all MEFESZ, members.*

The level below this was the Faculty Student Assembly (FSA, Kari Didkgytilés), which
had decision-making power. In terms of the Rules of Organisation and Operation (SZMSZ),
the FSA allowed the students of the faculty to make specific decisions arising from the
faculty’s specificities, but the binding decision of the Faculty Student Assembly could only
be enforced at the faculty level and could not contradict a decision made by the General
Assembly. The decision of the faculty students was binding on all members of MEFESZ..
The implementation of the decisions of the Faculty Student Assemblies was carried out by
the Faculty Student Council, elected for each class. The class council implemented the deci-
sions of the class assemblies, and the group representatives elected by the group implement-
ed the decisions of the group assembly.®® The University Student Council (USC, Egyetemi
Diédktanacs) represented the student body during the breaks between sessions of the General
Assembly. USC (the so-called “18-member committee”) was composed of three representa-
tives per faculty (Faculty of Law, Faculty of Arts, Faculty of Science, Faculty of Medicine,
Faculty of Pharmacy, and Pedagogical College).

AHUCS was based on direct democratic principles and social values. They secured freedom
of thought, opinion, and decision in the rules and regulations for its members. One-person lead-
ership (“leadership cut off from the crowd”) was excluded in its constitution. “AHUCS is an
independent, free organisation. [...] The basic principle of the AHUCS is democracy, spreading

6 Published by JANCSAK 2016. 219.

¢ Published by JANCSAK 2016. 226.

% Published by JANCSAK 2011. 96. (3 article Section 1)

% Published by JANCSAK 2011. 96-97. (3 article Section 2)
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to the widest range of affairs. As a consequence, and in order to avoid one-person leadership,
decisions can only be made by the majority of the members. So as to avoid the devastating
system of instructions coming from above, decisions can only be made by the members.” (1st
article, Section 2.a of the Rules of Organisation and Operation (SZMSZ) of AHUCS)

[..]

“AHUCS is the organisation of university and college students. The right to debate must be
secured and must be given to every student and every member of AHUCS, by which the issue of
direct democracy is maintained. The right to vote is also concerned the same way. It was really
problematic that the members did not dare to express their opinions. So it can be considered to
be correct that let us have a public forum where everybody can tell their point of view without
any restriction, without facing reprisal or pushback.” (2nd article, Section 3 of the Rules of Or-
ganisation and Operation (SZMSZ) of the AHUCS)

[...]

“If a theory goes to the wall during a debate, it is obviously unfair. What is right, it is the
interest of all. What is the interest of all of us, it is obligatory to fight for it. Our envoys should
not be leaders (in the incorrect sense of the word), but the faithful and exact executors of the will
of youth. The system of commands coming from up is theoretically full of mistakes and practi-
cally unjust.” (2nd article, Section 7 of the Rules of Organisation and Operation (SZMSZ) of
the AHUCS)"’

All of this suggests that AHUCS (MEFESZ,) was a grassroots student self-government sys-
tem based on democratic principles.

THE NAME OF MEFESZ3 IN CONTEMPORARY SOURCES

The first document announcing the founding of the organisation, the appeal entitled “Our Stu-
dent Brothers!”, dated 17 October 1956 in Szeged, written by the founders of the organisation
themselves, helps to decide on the name. It begins as follows: “We, the students of the University
of Szeged, the Medical University of Szeged, the Pedagogical College of Szeged and the Szeged
Music Teacher Training College, founded our own university youth organisation, the Associa-
tion of Hungarian University and College Students on 16 October 1956.” On the typed appeal,
made the night after the meeting on 16 October (dated 17 October), the acronym appears twice:
“Join MEFSZ.” And the signature is “The MEFSZ of Szeged.” In the text of the leaflet, the
abbreviation of the organisation’s name is thus given without the inserted “e” sound.

In the article “The Grand Assembly of Szeged University Students” published on the third
page of the 18 October issue of the Szeged daily Délmagyarorszag, it is written that “As a result
of the debate, a new youth organisation, the Unified Association of Hungarian University and
College Students, MEFESZ, was founded.”

The following day, in an article published on 19 October in Délmagyarorszag, we read: “It
was this willingness to help, to criticise mistakes with courage and consistency that led to the
establishment of MEFESZ, the United Association of University and College Students in Szeged

7 Published by JANCSAK 2016. 226-227.
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[...] MEFESZ was founded in Szeged, in the auditorium of the University of Szeged, amidst
stormy and courageous debates of principle. The rally’s tone was set by criticism from the
masses. They criticised the university education system, and the inaugural meeting turned into
a mass meeting, where political issues were debated. %

The events in Szeged were also reported by Radio Free Europe (RFE, Szabad Eurdépa Radio,
SZER). In the “News” starting at 1 p.m. on 20 October 1956, it said: “According to a report in
the Free Youth, 3,000 university students left the organisation and formed a new autonomous
university youth organisation under the name of MEFOSZ [sic]. The students held meetings at
the Faculty of Humanities in Szeged for days, demanding the creation of an autonomous uni-
versity youth organisation, the rapid and decisive implementation of university reforms, and the
translation of socialist democracy into action. They demanded general democratic elections in
the youth organisations, the implementation of the Communist Party's intellectuals’ resolution,
and a reduction in the number of lectures on national defence and Marxism. In addition, the
students of Szeged put forward other demands of a political nature. They demanded complete
freedom of the press, the abolition of the death penalty, a cap on state salaries, and an increase
in low wages. In their resolution, they stressed the need for certain personal changes and the
punishment of the guilty. It was at these meetings that it was decided to set up MEFOSZ. The
Minister of Education, Albert Konya, promised to examine the demands. He announced that
optional language teaching would be implemented. The resolution of the first meeting of the
new university organisation, MEFOSZ, stresses that DISZ has failed to lead the students’ move-
ment and has not consistently fought for their justifiable demands.”” The RFE, declared by
the communist dictatorship to be “the mouthpiece of American imperialism”, was forbidden to
listen to in Hungary at that time. Radio transmission was made difficult to hear with jamming
towers. Thousands of Hungarians listened to news from the “free world”, with the radio turned
down and their ears glued to the loudspeaker so that it would not be heard in the next apartment.
In many cases, the news from behind the Iron Curtain reached the SZER’s editorial offices in
snippets. Under these circumstances, it is understandable that the name of the organisation was
mistakenly given as ‘MEFOSZ’ in the news reports.

On 20 October at 21:10 and 23:59, Imre Mikes (Gallicus) gave a commentary on the SZER’s
program “Reflektor”:

“There is a storm in Szeged, a destructive storm [...] Indeed, there is a storm in Szeged, not
a storm of the forces of nature, but an elemental storm of the rebellion of young souls. But why
is this storm called destructive? It may, and probably is, destructive to the system, but it may,
and certainly is, equally purifying and edifying to the nation. After all, what are the young Hun-
garians of the University of Szeged demanding, and what are all young Hungarians demanding
with them? Independence for themselves, autonomy for the college, people s rule for the nation,
free elections, the suspension of the Hitlerian system of cadres by descent, a reduction in the
number of so-called defense, party science (marxism), and Russian language classes, and they
demand freedom of the press, the abolition of the death penalty, a cut in the exorbitant incomes
of colonial governors, and an increase in the hunger wages of the millions of people who toil.
[...] Would this storm be devastating? Not a destructive storm, but a creative storm, giving life to

% Apor 1956
% http://szer.oszk.hu/felvetel?i=776729324&n=13-00-ora-hirszolgalat (2021.10.02.)
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those ideals which no shackles and no ropes could extirpate from the Hungarian soul. So there
is a storm in Szeged, almost a revolutionary storm. Not only in words and not only in ideals, but
also in deeds. For the young people who took to the intellectual barricades in the metropolis on
the banks of the Tisza also took to the barricades from DISZ and immediately established and
revived the Alliance of Hungarian University and College Associations [sic!]”’® The name of
the organisation in this radio note was the name of the former organisation.

The MEFESZ’s programme-making general assembly on 20 October was reported in the
Hungarian Monday News on 22 October: “...Long before four o’clock the auditorium was al-
ready packed to capacity. Almost two hours before the auditorium was already full. At exactly
four o’clock, the presidency, four students, a female student, and the president of the assembly,
Jozsef Perbiro, the deputy dean of the Faculty of Law, entered the room. They were greeted with
a huge round of applause, which was loud when Rector Baroti and Professor Gabor Fodor,
two-time Kossuth Prize-winning scientist and world-famous chemist, took their seats in the
front row. At this point, the assembly began. The first task: to present and discuss the provisional
organisational rules of the recently established MEFESZ (Association of Hungarian University
and College Students)...””!

The last document to be presented in this paper on the birth of the organisation was written
after the students’ general assembly of the Technical University of Construction and Transport
Engineering (EpitSipari és Kozlekedési Miiszaki Egyetem, EKME) on 22 October™. It is one
of the most famous leaflets of the 1956 revolution. At this assembly, the students of the EKME
joined the proposal of Szeged students.” The document, stencilled typewritten proclamation
No. 6330, containing the 14 points of demand, was written on 22 October and can be found in
the archives of the National Széchényi Library (OSZK, Budapest). The first lines of the leaflet
read: “Manifesto. We join the proposal of the Szeged university students and formed the MEF-
ESZ organisation of the Technical University of Construction and Transport. The students of the
University of Technology [Muegyetem] and the College of Horticulture [Kertészeti Fdiskola]
Jjoined the organisation. The task of the new MEFESZ will be to make the student body s position
on serious political issues into a resolution and to resolve the current problems of university
youth (defense education, canteen, student hostel, rail discount, free exams, and individual trav-
el abroad). The MEFESZ organisation was unanimously formed by a spontaneous meeting of
university youth attended by 4-5,000 people.” Although the full name of the organisation is not
given in this document, only the acronym MEFESZ, the adjective “new” (“the task of the new
MEFESZ”) emphasises the distance from the previous organisation with that name.

0 http://szer.oszk.hu/felvetel 2i=664438590&n=reflektor (2021.10.02.)

I HALASZ 1956

2 Jovd Mérndke 1956. oktdber 23. For more details see: FRIVALDSZKY 2006., HORVATH 2006., LipTAK 2003.
3 POGANY 1996. 14.
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gsatlakozunk s Szegedi Beyetemistdk javaslatehoz és me alakitot=
tux az fpitdiparl ée Kuzlckedési Miszoki Bgyetem MEFESI Snervezetét. 2
A Spervese tiez a Miexyetem és a Kertépseti Fiiskole Jel enlévd hallgantéd
1s csatlukoztak, Az uj MEFESZ feladntn lesz o sulyos politikai kérdé=-
sekben a disdksdg 811ldsfoglelisdt haturozatti nyilvinimni és o egete-
wi ifjusay Jelenlegd megoldatlan problémait /honvédelmi okintas, menza
Giakotthon, vasuti kedvesmény, sgobod vizsga, KMlftldi ut egyénileg 1a;’
Jehe t3vé tétele, A MEFESZ Sgervezetit az esyetemi ifjusag spontin gyfi-
lésén 4-Booo £8 jelenlétdben egyrangulag alekitotta meg.

6330
Hatédrosat.,

1./ Az DR kongresszus azonnall Usszehiviga, clulrél vilaostott
veze*Bods, nz uj kézponti veze tisdg megaloki tasn.

2./ A kormimy alokuljon at Wagy Imre elvtars veze téedvel.

3./ Gaedasagilag ¢e politilailag tel jesen cgyenrengu alapon és
caymés belilgyeibe valé be nem avntkozde elvén 4116 magyar-ssoviet de
mapyar-jugoszliv bardtsdig megalakitdsn. -

4,/ Az Spezes proviet csapniok kivondasit Magyarorgzigrél a m-
gyar bokeszerzidéam értelmében. . y

5./ Altaldinos, egyenlD, titkos vilaeztisokat (bD phrt réezvéte-
lével, i nemze tgyildsi képvisel 5k vilasat suval,

6./ A mgyar gazdasagl élet atsservesdsdt ezakemberek Drvonisi-
val és ennek Keretdben & magyar urinére mng-_ynr felhaszndldgival , Hoze
zik nyilvinossagIn kiilkereskedelmi szerzddageket 48 vizag.liik feliil
a tepvgazdns won alopuld macyar gr-2dasigl dletet,

?.2 Tel Jes ipari munkissiy nzonnull normarendezeft n létmini-
mum me zillapitisa alcpdin és a mink'e autondémia, beveze tisdt az Uzene k-
be,

8./ A beszolgiltatisi rencozer felilvizazil.eat &8 uz eg énilcg

dolgozd perassteig timoptis it, i

- 9./ Az bsszes politiksl és srzdasspl PETEk feliilvizs 4. l.84¢,
az artatlonul elitélt politikai resljok részdire 2 tel jes amnesztiat,
111, = hatranyba keriiltek rehabi lit-lupit,

lo./ Lexyen nyilvdnos tirgjalie Farkes Mihaily fig. ében ¢és Rikosi
szerepsnek kivizegil.eat, vo lamint az OTosz0rsz whan igazsighc lonul
elit 61t és otthartott megyarok hasshom @alit.

11./ A néptdl idegen cimer nelyelt a nézs Kossuth cimer vissza-
4llit.sit, o ma.reius 15-6t és okt 6ber G6=:t nrilvinitoik nemzeti iinne ppé
és munks oziine tté, UJ egyenruhit honvédadiinknelk,

12,/ Teljes vélemény és o] tosme badsdy megvaldsitaisd, raaiét is,
és ennck veret&ben kilon napdlapob az ul LAFHSZ Sservezetnek., A régl
kiderenyay nyilvinossigra hozatalat ‘8 eltdrliedt,

13,/ A zsarnoksig és az Gnkény jelkdpst,n Satélin szobrot azons-
nol tivolitsdk el

14,/ Egymisért teljes szolidarit let willalunk.

Az egyetemi if jus iy egyhangu lelkepedéggel nyilvinitotta ki szo-
lidaritieit a varsél munkisokkal s ifjue igel, o lengvel fliggetlensé-
i mozamlommal.

Az EpitBipnri 48 Koalekedési Miszaki
Rayetem

Hagyayilise. 1956. oktébex 22,
MEFESE o

The Manifesto of EKME Budapest, 22 October 1956
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hajnalin,
Az épitész- és mérndkhallgatik alibbi
felhivisa orszigunk sorsdints kérdései-

vel

Jele annak, hogy ar ifjisig teljes tisz-
tuldst kbvetel

- Hatdrozott, gyors t

Az Epitsipari Egyetem ifidséginek nak

A gyors, de meglontolt tettek ideje el-  Jgnva

érkezett.
Ezért fontosnak

seit és siirgisen

Az ifjiisdg szdmos, 6t érinid kérdéshen
tijikozatlan. Ezért szocialista fejlodé-
slinkért aggédva tor fel bélole a vigy és
siirgeti a kérdések megoldisat.

Az éjszakiba nyils tirgyalison elemi
erovel sziileiett meg a felhivis, amit a
nagygyilés hatirozata alapjin jelente-

tilnk meg.
A 2

HATAROZAT

alakitottuk az EpitGipari d¢s
K& N

MEFESZ szervezetGt, A szer-
vezethez a Miegyetem, Kerté-
sreti Fdiskola jelenlevd hall.
gatol s csatlakoztak.

Az 0 MEFESZ szervezet
feladata lesz a silyos politikal
kérdésekben a didksfig dHds-
foglalisdt hatdrozattd nyilvi-
nitanl, ¢ az egyetemi ifjlsdg
jelenleg megoldatlan  problé-
miit  (honvédelmi = oktaths.
menza, didkotthon, vasiti ked-
vezmény, szabad vizsga, kiil=
foldi Gt egyénileg is) lehetdve
tenni.

A MEFESZ szervezetet az

hogy orszigunk
vezetdi megvizsgaljak az ifjasag kovetelé-
diintsenek,

Vitatkozzunk tovibb arrdl, mi helyes,
mire nincs szilkség, mit kell tenniink a
hlm;nép,nmﬁnlimu!m&dau-

mus iigyéért. |
A mvedélyu} vitdk természetesen kii-
L "y

Mi helyes,

lasziott G partvezetdségek 4l-
tal az 4j Kiézponti Vezetdség
megalakitisa,
2. A kormany alakuljon &t
Nagy Imre elviirs vezetésével
3. Gazdasdgilag és politikal-

AT
L, is felszinre

mi nem helyes?

Vitassuk meg!

S a helyes kivetelések élére alljon a
part, vezessék a harcot a kommusistik!

T. Beszolgiltatés! rendszer
felliivizegalasit és az egyeéni-
leg dolgozd paraszisdg tdmo-
gatisdt,

8. Az Bsszes politikai és gaz-
dagigi perek  felllvizegdldsit,

lag teljesen egy ala-
pon és egymis  belligyeibe
vald be nem avatkozds elwén
a6 magyar—szovijet ¢és ma-
Eyar—jugoszldv bardtsig meg-
alakitisa. Az Oeszes szoviet

Magyarorszagral
i Sdde ok
&r

4  magyar

a ikai foglyok részére tel-
jes amneszbiit, az drtatlanul
elitéitel, fil. hitrinyos hely-
#etbe keriiltek rehabilitdlisat.
Legyen nyilvinos Farkas Mi-

9. A néptol idegen cimer he-
Iyett a régi Kossuth-cimer

4. Altalénos, egyenld, titkos
vélasztésokat, tibb part részvé

sllitasgt:  mireh 15-6t
65 oktober 6-dt nyilvinitssk
alialinos nemzetl {inneppé és

telével, Gj dlési kep-
viseldk wvalasztésdival.

5. A magyar gazdasdgl élet
dtszervezésit, szakemberck be-

V weti nappé.

10. Teljes vélemény és sajto-
szabadshg megvaldsitdsdt (ra- i
dift ts}) és enmek Keretében |
Kkillén il az 4 ME-|

egyetem ifjisig sp #¥i-
lésen 4—5 ezer 15 jelenlété-

és ennek
a magvar urdnére leggazdasd-
gosabb felh lisdt, Hozzdk

ben, ecgybangoan  alakitott
meg.

Az egyelem ifjisdga a ko~
vetkezd pontokban foglalta

nyilva ¥ a kil .
delmi szerzbdéseket és viesgal-
ik feliil a tervgazdasdgon ala-
puld magyar gazdasigl életet.

FESZ szervezemek. a régl ké- |
deranyag nyllvinossdgra hoza-
talat s megsemmisitését.

Az egyetemi ifjishg egyhan-
@i lelkesedéssel nyilvdnitotta

ssze politikal kiveteléseit: B A telies tpari K sat n varsol mun- |
1. Az MDP Kiizponti Veze- grnnngly & bs g lasokkal és fiatalss 'akfn-;
tosége 1 munk4as autonémia b &t Evel 4 fige |
az idokizben alulrél megvds oo Gaemekben. : i
i

The manifesto of “Miiegyetem MEFESZ” published on the cover page of the 23 October issue
of the J6v6 Mérndke [Engineer of the Future], the newspaper of Miiegyetem (Budapest)
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The founders of AHUCS told us during our interviews™ that at the beginning, in the first
weeks of October 1956, the initiators (Kiss and Lejtényi) referred to the organisation they want-
ed to found as “student association” during their smaller or bigger conversations with students.
The documents of the time (documents of the general assemblies held at Hungarian universities
between 21 and 23 October) and later recollections show a very polarised picture of the name
of the organisation, with the terms “Alliance” (Egyesiiletek in Hungarian, so Alliance of Hun-
garian University and College Associations) or “Unified” (Egységes in Hungarian, so Unified
Organisation of Hungarian University and College Students) sometimes appearing as a way of
resolving the meaning of the second “e” (MEFeSZ).

This could be due to the exchange of information between the earlier and the 1956 gener-
ations of students (older brothers and sisters, etc.), and the fact that there were older students
among the youth studying at the universities in 1956 (e.g. Tivadar Putnik” or Jozsef Kovats™
in Szeged), who had a vivid picture of the earlier Alliance of Hungarian University and College
Associations (1945-1948), or Unified Organisation of Hungarian University and College Stu-
dents (1948—-1950). However, among the mentor teachers and role models of the students, there
were also some who, as university students or young teachers (e.g. Laszlo Péter in Szeged),
were active participants in MEFESZ, (AHUCA), which was born in 1945. We can assume that
there were some who may have considered this organisation to be a re-establishment of the
former AHUCA. There may also have been members of the press who saw AHUCA as being
reborn (because of the similarity of the acronym).

However, based on our interviews, we can say that the initiators and leaders of AHUCS
(MEFESZ,) did not associate the word “unified” or “united” with the name of the nascent organ-
isation. During our interview, Tamas Kiss clearly refuted that they would have been planning a
“single” or “uniform” organisation.

It can be ruled out that they would have formed a union of associations because the founders
in Szeged in 1956 created a civil association based on individual members joining voluntarily,
not an umbrella organisation.

The issue of the inserted “e” sound to ease pronunciation has important symbolic value for
sociology or history research. In our case, it is not “The thickness of a hair divides the two”"".
As we have seen earlier, AHUCA (MEFESZ ), founded in 1945, was an umbrella organisation
of higher education associations, and the name change in 1948, which changed the official name
to the Unified Organisation of Hungarian University and College Students (MEFESZ,), leaving
the acronym, was intended to give a foothold to the Stalinist unified (uniform) youth organisa-
tion, the Union of Working Youth (DISZ).

However, the period of the creation of this “unified” MEFESZ from December 1956 to Feb-
ruary 1957 [please note that we are talking about a name change again!], which in fact meant
the internal transformation of the revolutionary AHUCS (MEFESZ,), fits well into the process
and logic of the Kadar takeover.
™ JANCsAK 2016b.
> For more details see Miklos 2017.

" For more details see BALINT 2004.

7 Imre Madach: The Tragedy of (Man Scene 7) ”Whatever seems ridiculous to others. / The thickness of a hair divides
the two - / Only some inner voice can judge between them, / And this close magistrate is sympathy / Which sanctifies
or murders with its mockery.” http://mek.oszk.hu/00900/00918/html/madach7.htm (2021.10.17.)
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In the first months of 1957, the former initiators and founding fathers of AHUCS (MEF-
ESZ,) were already in emigration (among the people of Szeged Vilmos Acs, Janos Ambrus,
Ivan Csete, Gyorgy Halasz, Karoly Hamori, Attila Kadar, Andras Lejtényi, Tivadar Putnik, Toth
Adorjan, Veté Miklolos, Vezényi Pal, or, for example, Alpar Bujdosé from Sopron and students
from the Technological University (Béla Liptdk, Gyula Varallyai) or were in hiding (Tamas
Kiss) or had not yet been identified by the police (Janos Aszalos).

Meanwhile, the Association of Hungarian University and College Students underwent
a change in image and preferred social values led by the Communist Party (the Hungarian So-
cialist Workers’ Party, MSZMP7®).

On 14 February and 16, 1957, the new secretariat of the association (by then the name
had been changed to the Unified Association of Hungarian University and College Students,
AHUCS, MEFESZ)) published a statement in which it expressed that “The existence and ac-
tivity of the class enemy requires the realisation of proletarian dictatorship in the realisation
of socialism, but at the same time the working masses must be given a share in the exercise of
power through democratic organisations. The leading force of the working masses, bearers, and
developers of Marxism-Leninism in our country is the revolutionary party of the working class.
Therefore, we recognise the leading role of the Marxist-Leninist party of the working class, the
MSZMP, in the building of socialism.”” In the same document, it was also stated that “we do
not consider it right [ ...] that MEFESZ is an organisation independent of party and government.
This declaration of independence has given and may give rise to certain harmful oppositional
attitudes [...] Membership of MEFESZ is open to those university and college students and
young academics who accept the present declaration of the Secretariat and wish to work in its
spirit”%,

On 11 April 1957, the National Secretariat of AHUCS (MEFESZ,) announced that it would
stop the recruiting activities of MEFESZ and would seek to dissolve the organisation this se-
mester, and expressed its joy that “the MSZMP Provisional Central Committee in its February
and March resolutions had concluded that the forces loyal to socialism had triumphed over the
forces of counter-revolution in youth organisations '

In the months of March and April 1957, the same thing happened as in the years 1945-49
when youth organisations were destroyed. In accordance with the communist tactics that were
then being used again, MEFESZ, was occupied by trusted people and thus came under the
direct control of the communist party (Hungarian Socialist Workers’ Party, Magyar Szocialista
Munkéspart, MSZMP)®2, which was then merged in April into the new mass youth organisation,

8 The Hungarian Socialist Workers’ Party (MSZMP) was founded on 31 October 1956 after the dissolution of the
Hungarian Workers’ Party. The party operated under the leadership of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union. The
MSZMP exercised power in Hungary as a state party under the one-party system between the suppression of the 1956
revolution and October 1989.

" Published by SzEKELYHIDI 2011. 45.
8 Tbid
81 Ibid 51.

82 In Szeged ”In January or February, communist youths took over the leadership. Imre Pésztor, Jozsef Zsur6 and a few
others, and the development took the right direction.” Top Secret Classified Memorandum to the Political Investiga-
tion Department dated 8 June 1957. ABTL 0-12770
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the Hungarian Communist Youth League (Magyar Kommunista Ifjusagi Szovetség, KISZ)®,
which was founded on 21 March.

MEFESZ organisations
the names  |the time of | The name of the orga- | The abbrevi- | The name of the | The abbrevi-
of the orga- | existence nization in Hungarian | ated name of | organization in ated name of
nizations in the orga- English the orga-
chronologi- nization in nization in
cal order Hungarian English
MEFESZ, 1945-1948 | Magyar Egyetemi és | MEFESZ Alliance of Hun- | AHUCA
Féiskolai Egyesiiletek garian University
Szovetsége and College
Associations
MEFESZ, |1948-1950 |Magyar Egyetemi¢s | MEFESZ Unified Organiza- | UOHUCS
Foiskolai Hallgatok tion of Hungarian
Egységes Szervezete University and
College Students
MEFESZ, |1956-1957 |Magyar Egyetemistak | MEFSZ* Association of AHUCS
¢és Foiskolasok MEFESZ** | Hungarian Univer-
Szovetsége sity and College
Students
MEFESZ, |1957 Spring | Magyar Egyetemistdk | MEFESZ Unified Associa- | UAHUCS
¢és Foiskolasok tion of Hungarian
Egységes Szovetsége University and
College Students

*17. October 1956. Proclamation of AHUCS (signature: MEFSZ)

** The second “e” character designated an inserted phoneme ([e]) to ease the pronunciation of
the word MEFESZ

SUMMARY

The Spark of the 1956 Hungarian Revolution (AHUCS, MEFESZ,) was a new grassroots initi-
ative. It was founded on 16 October 1956 at the University of Szeged.

The 1956 organisation was not an umbrella organisation for student associations (like AHU-
CA, MEFESZ , which was founded in 1945 and abbreviated by the same acronym).

The founders of AHUCS (MEFESZ,) in 1956 were deliberate in not seeking to become the
sole, unified organisation of university youth. This was due to disappointment with the previous
unified organisation (UWY, DISZ).

According to the organisational rules, adopted on 20 October 1956, membership was based
on a personal decision to join. The organisation defined itself as a representative body of higher

8 The Hungarian Communist Youth League (KISZ) was under the control of the Hungarian Socialist Workers’ Party
(MSZMP) and operated as a youth organisation of the MSZMP between 1957 and 1989.
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education students, i.e. a student’s self-government. AHUCS was founded on democratic prin-
ciples, autonomy, and subsidiarity in its aims, program, and mission. This commitment to dem-
ocratic social values was reflected in both organisational rules and political demands.

The political demands of 20 October became the demands of the 1956 Hungarian Revolution.
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