STUDIEN ZUR (GESCHICHTE
UND WIRKUNG DES HOLOCAUST

Herausgegeben von Sybille Steinbacher
im Auftrag des Fritz Bauer Instituts

Band 8

Investigating, Punishing,
Agitating

Nazi Perpetrator Trials
in the Eastern Bloc

Edited by Katharina Rauschenberger,
Joachim von Puttkamer and Sybille Steinbacher

WALLSTEIN VERLAG



A co-operation of the Fritz Bauer Institute and the Imre Kertész Kolleg Jena

IMRE KERTESZ KOLLEG JENA
= N ¥ EH SEmEs i

Europas Osten im 20. Jahrhundert. Historische Erfahrungen im Vergleich

Fritz Bauer Institut

Bibliografische Information der Deutschen Nationalbibliothek
Die Deutsche Nationalbibliothek verzeichnet diese Publikarion in der
Deueschen Natienalbibliografie; detaillierte bibliografische Daten
sind im Internet iiber http://dnb.d-nb.de abrufbar.

© Wallstein Verlag, Gétringen 2023
www.wallstein-verlag.de

Vom Verlag gesetzt aus der Adobe Garamond und der Myriad Pro
Umschlaggestaltung: Susanne Gerhards, Diisseldorf

Umschlagabbildung: Defandants accused of mass murder of Jews in the war crimes
crial in Klaipéda, 1964. © The Museum of Occupations and Freedom Fighes, Vilnius,
Lithuania. Inventory number: OLKMsé1/1.

Lekrorat: Jaime Hyatt-Larson

Druck und Verarbeitung: Hubert und Co, Géttingen
Gedrucke auf siure- und chlorfreiem, alterungsbestindigem Papier

ISBN 978-3-83§3-5490-6

Contents

Katharina Rauschenberger,
Joachim von Puttkamer, Sybille Steinbacher

Introduction . .

Mary Fulbrook
Complicity and the Holocaust in Eastern Europe
Confrontations with a Compromised Past

Jan Tomasz Gross
Jewish Life in Eastern Europe after 1945

National Differences and International Similarities . .

Andrds Kovdes

»This is not a Jewish question; this is a question of fascism
and anti-fascisme
The Eichmann Case and the Hungatian Socialist Workers' Party

Mdté Zombory
Holocaust Historian or Anti-fascist Nazi Hunter?
Jend Lévai’s Comeback ar the End of the 19505

Hermann Wentker
Trials of Nazi Perpetrators in the GDR in the 1960s
How Impaortant Was the Intra-German Context?

Lovena De Vita

The Eichmann Trial as a Warsaw Pact Concern?
The View from East Berlin . . .

Katharina Rauschenberger
Friedrich Karl Kaul in Jerusalem and After
Trials in the Anti-fascist Campaigns

Audrey Kichelewski
Local Collaborators on Trial
A Transnational Case Study in 1960s Poland . | .

18

37

58

78

92

114

134



Maté Zembory

Holocaust Mistorian or Anti-fascist Nazi Hunter?

Jené Lévai’'s Comeback at the End of the 19505

Introduction

Hungarian journalist Jend Lévai (1892-1983) is known for his books that con-
tribute to our historical knowledge about the Jewish genocide. Unril 1981,
when American survivor-historian of Hungarian origin, Randolph L. Braham,
published his monumental The Politics of Genocide. The Holocaust in Hun-
gary in the Unived Scates, Lévai’s Black Book on the Martyrdom of Hungarian
Jewry had been, since its publication in 1948, the only internationally accessi-
ble monographical account of the anti-Jewish persecutions in Hungary. To-
day considered as the forerunner of Holocaust history writing, Lévai’s name
continues to circulate among Hungarian scholars. In Holocaust and Mem-
ory Studies, he appears as the »doyen of Hungarian Holocaust historiography«
whose »oeuvre has functioned as a foundational discourse on the history of the
Holocaust in Hungary«.”

Against the backdrop of this canonisation, it might come as a surprise that
Lévai practically died unnoticed. His death was not even mentioned in the
prestigious weekly £let és frodalom (Life and Literature), where a discussion
had unfolded about Hungary’s role in the Holocaust. Notably, it was historian
Gyargy Rinki's critical review of The Politics of Genacide, entitled »Hungarian
Holocaust«, that started the discussion one year prior to Lévai’s death,* Lévai
passed away during the process of a paradigm shift through which the new
conceptualisation of Holocaust Studies was appropriated by Hungarian schol-
ars. Only two newspapers reported on the death of the go-year-old journalist,
namely, the ones in which most of his articles had appeared in the preceding
decades. The obituaries said farewell to the »Nestor of Hungarian journalistse,
the »living conscience of the fight against fascisme, whose main topic was »the
historical report revealing the crites of Nazism«.? For those who dealt with his

1 Ferenc Laczd: The Foundational Dilemmas of fend Lévai. On the Birth of Hungarian
Holocaust Historiography in the 1940s, in: Holocaust Studies 21 (2015), nos. 1-2,
pp. 93-119. )

2 Gybrgy Rdnki: Magyar holocaust [Hungarian Holocaust], in: Elet és Irodalom,
18.6.1982, p. 7.

3 Magyar Nemzet, 16.7.1983, p. 11; Uj Elet, 15.7. 1983, p- 2.
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death at all, Lévai appeared as an anti-fascist Nazi hunter racher than a histo-
rian of the Holocaust.

Certainly, this is not an either/or question. Yer, it is significant whar the
rwo portrayals fail to consider when assessing 1évai’s significance: The retro-
spective picture of the Holocaust historian is exclusively based on a tiny part of
Lévai’s work that was published between 1945 and 1948 and disregards the fact
that Lévai’s historical interest transpired in relation to his First Wotld War ex-
periences, and that his engagement in historical documentarion, his topic and
style, the latter of which was indeed historical reportage, developed well before
the Holocaust.* This portrayal also marginalises the political aspect of Lévai’s
public activity — a problem that sharply arises wich regard to the post-1948 pe-
riod when Lévai participated in the communist campaigns during the Cold
War that exposed West Germany in the name of anti-fascism. Yet, it would
be misleading to simply treat him as a Nazi hunter. Although this interpreta-
tion is much closer to reality, it distegards Lévaf’s continual historical interest
and historiographical ambition that differentiate him from the other activists
of the cause.

Instead of deciding between the two exclusive interpretations of Lévais pres-
ent-day significance, the following study?® aims to reformulate the question in
the title, thus contributing to the ongoing reconsideration of anti-fascism in
cultural history and public memory. By focusing on Lévai's re-emergence on
the international public scene at the end of the 1950s, [ will show what condi-
tions of possibility enabled Lévai 1o resume the work of historical documen-
tation. I argue that Jend Lévai was neither a historian nor a Nazi hunter but
tather an and-fascist (non-communist) activist who was engaged in historical
documentation for both historical, political and judicial reasons.

4 Mi Zombory: A nemzed tagédia naerativdi. Lévai Jend, az irds és a toreénelem
(1932-1948) [Narratives of National Tragedy. Jend Lévai, the Writing and the History],
in: Milwunk (2018), no. 2, pp. 197-236.

5 This publication is the outcome of the research project »Jené Lévai, Holocaust Docu-
mentation and the Second Wave of War Crimes Trials« supported by a grant from La
Fondation pour la Mémoire de la Shoah in Paris. Related research at the Yad Vashem
Archive was supported by an EHRI Conny Kristel Fellowship (2022).

6 See Zoltdn Kékesi, Mité Zombory: Antifascist Memory Revisited. Hungarian Histor-
ical Exhibitions in Oéwiecim and Paris, 1965, in: Memory Studies 15 (2022), no. §,
pp. 1087-1104; Kata Bohus, Peter Hallama, and Stephan Stach (eds.): Growing in the
Shadow of Antifascism. Remembering the Holocaust in State-Socialist Easrern Eu-
rope, Budapese, Vienna, New York zo022; Markus Wegewitz: Antifaschistische Kuleur.
Nico Rost und der lange Kampf gegen den Nationalsozialismus 1919-1965, Géttin-
gen 2023,
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Changing times - the mid-1950s

Coming from an assimilared Jewish family, Lévai developed an impressive ca-
reer as a journalist and publisher in the interwar period. He began publishing
on topics related to history in the catly 19305 as a reaction to his experiences in
the First World War as a prisoner of war (POW) berween 1914 and 1920. Be-
cause of the so-called second anti-Jewish law in 1939, he qualified as a Jew and
was deprived of his publishing house and journals. Due to his status as a war
veteran, however, he was permitted to continue working for a magazine thar
qualified as »Jewish« — a point he complained about throughout his life. Fol-
lowing the war, becween 1945 and 1947, Lévai worked on a report for Hunga-
ry’s official preparations for the Paris Peace Treaty as the expert on the persecu-
tion of Jews in Hungary. The synthesis of this appeared as a book in 1948 under
the title Zsiddsors Magyarorsadgon. Az dildszésekt kora (Jewish Fate in Hungary.
The Era of Persecutions).” This book served as the basis for his Black Book
on the Martyrdom of Hungarian Jewry,® compiled and cranslated by Lawrence
P. Davis? and published the same year by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs at a
Ziirich-based publishing house. This, together with his many state-supported
missions abroad, provided Lévai with valuable contacts with institutions and
individuals engaged in the history and justice of the Jewish tragedy. As a result,
his personal archival collection significandy grew.™

The Stalinist takeover seriously impacted Lévai's work but not irrevocably.
In 1951, he was on a list of residents to be relocated to the Hungarian country-
side from his apartment in a Rose Hill villa on the Buda side of the city — yet
he was eventually able to remain there with his wife.” Lévai was also partially
affected by the internal purges at the state-security services that followed a cou-
ple of years later. In the 1953 anti-Zionist proceedings, one accusation against
the former members of the Jewish Council in Budapest was that they had con-
cealed cheir own responsibility in committing anti-popular crimes {(»crimes

7 Jend Lévai: Zsiddsors Magyarorszagon. Az iildszések kora [Jewish Fare in Hungary:
The Era of Persecutions], Budapest 1948.

8 Jend Lévai: Black Book on the Martyrdom of Hungarian Jewry, Zurich 1948.

9 Yad Vashem Archives (YVA}), OL15-525, 7, Jens Léval’s expert witness testimony in
the case Albert Bruce Belton against Pilvax Prindng Co., Randolph Braham, Tibor J.
Waldman, and World Federation of Hungarian Jews and Wozld Federarion of Jews of
Hungarian Descent, Inc.

1o Unfortunately, Lévai's archive has been lost. In the carly 1990s, historian Tamds Stark
compiled a list of what remained of Lévai’s archive at the Insdrute of History at the
Hungarian Academy of Sciences, entitled The Lévai Collection. 1 amn grateful to Jinos
Dési for providing me chis lise.

1z Jend Léval’s appeal against being forcefully translocated, r951. The Lévai Collection
(Stark inventory), Box 1.
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against the people«)™ against Jews by commissioning Lévai to write a book
on the Budapest ghetto.” Though his name was on a custody proposal dated 1
March 1953, Lévai himself was ultimately never arrested.

By late 1957, Lévai had resumed his work of historical documentation — he
took »a longer research trip« to Switzerland and then to France.” His research
might have been related to the Isracli affair stirred up around Rezsd Kaszner,
who as representative of the Relief and Rescue Committee, an informal Zion-
ist organisation, had negotiated with Eichmann in 1944 in Budapest. In 1953,
the Isracli Minister for Trade and Industry — as Kasztner’s employer ~ brought
a case of slander against an Israeli of Hungarian origin who publicly accused
Kaszener of collaborating with the Nazis. The verdict of the trial went against
Kasztner, and the judge, Benjamin Halevi, stated that the accused had »sold
his soul to the devile. Kaszener was shot dead on an open street on 3 March
1957. In 1958, the Supreme Court reversed the judgment and found Kaszner
not guitty on all counts.

Following the first-instance verdict in 1955, there happened to be consider-
able international demand for documents about the Nazi-Zionist talks in Bu-
dapest in 1944. Not only did the head of the Soviet embassy in Tel Aviv and
the representatives of the Istaeli Communist Parey request potentally reveal-
ing documents from Hungary that would compromise Zionism and the Israeli
government,’ but so did Kasztners defence counsel”” Given that the Hun-
garian authorities did not find any useful archival material in that mateer,™ it
is not impossible that one reason for Lévai’s mission abroad was to collect po-
tentially compromising documents on the Nazi-Zionist negotiations in 1944.
He was an expert in the case, having essential contact with those who could
give access to further material. In 1946, during his stay in Switzerland, he re-
ported on the 22nd Zionist Congtess in Basel and conducted rescarch on the-

12 On this legal category, introduced by the ministerial decree related to the people’s ju-
risdiction in 1945, see Tamds Hoffmann: Crimes Against the People — a Sui Generis
Socialist International Crime?, in: Journal of the Histary of International Law 21
(2019), no. 2, pp. 299-329.

13 Jend Lévai: A pesti gettd csodalaros megmenckiilésének hiteles torténete [The Au-
thentic History of the Miraculous Escape of the Pest Ghetto], Budapest 1946.

14 See Allambiztonsigi Szolgdlatok Térténeti Levéltira [Historical Archives of the Hun-
garian State Security] (ABTL), V-101890/6/A.

5 Ujabb dokumentumok a nécik magyarorszagi rémuralmardl [New Documents on the
Nazi Reign of Terror in Hungary], in: Magyar Nemzet, 31.1.1958, p. 2.

16 Magyar Nemzeti Levéledr Qrszdgos Levéltira (Hungarian National Archives] (MNL
OL), XIX-J-1-j-lzracl-30/c-006326/2-1955 (11.d.), Note: Anyagkérés a Kasztner
perhez [Request for Material for the Kaszmer Trial], Tel Aviv, 12.8. 1955,

17 MNL-OL, XIX-J-1-j-Izrael-30/c-006326/4-1955 {(11.d.}, Shmuel M. Tamir's letter
to the Hungarian Legation in Tel Aviv, 5.11.1955.

18 Ibid., Jnos Veres to the Hungarian Legation in Tel Aviv, 26.12.1955.
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1944 Swiss press campaign against the deportations from Hungary.” Carl Lurz,
Swiss Vice-Consul in Budapest from 1942 to 1944%°, and George Mantello
{Gybrgy Mandel), former First Secretary of the El Salvador Consulate in Ge-
neva from 1942 to 1945, were among Lévai’s most precious conracts in Swit-
zerland.

Indeed, in his letter to Isracli journalist Jézsef Halmi, dated 5§ May 1957,
Lévai asked for information about the Kasziner affair?* He asked Halmi
whether the papers from the trial had been published, or whether there were
reports about it available; he intended to know the whereabouts of Kasztner,
Andor Byss [sic!] and Moshe Krausz, who, particularly the latter two, in his
opinion would send him the related documents in their possession. Both Biss,
member of the Relief and Rescue Committee, and Krausz, manager of the Pal-
estine Oftice in Budapest, were key witnesses of the Nazi occupation in Hun-
gary. Lévai also asked Halmi for any published marerial related to his »topic:
Jewish fate in Europe«. He explained his request by way of a glimmer of hope,
which had recently arisen, that his last book would appear in German and He-
brew: »I would fike to correct my book, whether and where it is necessary.« In
return, he offered his help in any way and promised to send Hungarian books
that Halmi would eventually need. At the same time, Lévai also reached out to
Siegfried Roth, Director of the World Jewish Congress’s European Division in
London, to get support for the publication.? Of Hungarian origin, Roth had
survived the war in Budapest as well.

The mid-1950s proved to be a turning point in the history of Holocaust
documentation. Against the backdrop of the changing international political
context, the demand for historical documents on the Jewish genocide grew
significanty. The need for such information was not only bolstered by the in-
ternational echo of the Kasztner affair, but the 10th anniversary of the victory
over fascism, the Federal Republic of Germany’s rearmament and member-
ship into NATO, the ongoing processes of reparations and the relaunch of war-
crimes-related criminal investigations all played major roles as well, As a result,
the mid-1950s saw a series of documentary publications on the history of the
six million victims of the genocide. Gerald Reitlinger’s Final Solution appeared

19 See Jent Lévai: Zsid6sors Eurépdban, Budapest 1948,

20 Theo Tschuy: Dangerous Diplomacy. The Story of Carl Lutz, Rescuer of 62,000
Hungarian Jews, Grand Rapids z2000.

21 David Kranzler: The Man Who Stopped the Trains to Auschwitz: George Mantello,
El Satvador, and Switzerland’s Finest Houy, Syracuse/New York zoco.

22 YVA, O.38-279, 33, Lévai to Halmi, 5.5.1957.

23 Zsidé Muzeum és Levéledr [Jewish Museum and Archives], Benoschofsky IHona hag-
yaték, 1. doboz, Iratcsomé 8, XIX-278/8, 1-6, Siegfried Roth to llona Benoschofsky,
15.7.1957.
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in German (1956}, Léon Poliakov and Josef Wulf published their documentary
volumnes Das Dritte Reich und die Juden (1955) and Das Dritie Reich und seine
Diener (1956) and, most importantly from Lévai’s perspective, the memoir of
Joel Brand {Brand Jend), who had been a leading member of the Zionist Relief
and Rescue Committee in Budapest in 1944 and a witness during the »Kaszt-
ner trial«.** Brand’s book appeared in English two years later® and aroused a
contraversy in the British public that Siegfried Roth reviewed in the Hungar-
ian Israeli press.>®

One judicial procedure was pivotal for Lévais international comeback. In
(956, an investigation against thirteen German citizens was initiated at the
Hessen Stare Prosecutor’s Office in Frankfurt am Main.* The District Court
issued an atrest warrant for Adolf Eichmann and his deputy in occupied Hun-
gary, Hermann Krumey, among others, on 24 November.®® On 1 April 1957,
Hermann Krumey was arrested for the first time, which echoed in the inter-
national press. By this time, spring 1957, Hansernst Grabert, the investigating
judge in che case, had already accessed the most important literature available
at the time on the anti-Jewish persecutions in Budapest in 1944. Besides the
so-called Kasztner report, Reitlinger’s book and Brand’s memoir, he had got-
ten hold of Lévai’s Black Book*, which was being used at the time as source
material in a restitution case in Stuttgart.’® By late October, the investigative
authority received the name of George Mantello, who had testified in a case
against Franz Rademacher in Bamberg, as a possible witness.” On 4 December,
Grabert called Mantello on the telephone to ask him to testify against Krumey.

24 Gerald Reitlinger: Die Endldsung, Hiders Versach der Ausrottung der Juden Eurcpas
1939-1945, Betlin 1956; Léon Polikov, Joseph Wulf: Das Dritce Reich und die Juden,
Berlin 195 5; idem: Das Dritee Reich und seine Diener, Rerlin 1956; Alexander Weiss-
berg: Die Geschichee von Joel Brand, Kéln, Berlin 1956,

25 Alex Weissherg: Advocare for the Dead. The Story of Joel Brand, London 1958.

26 Siegfried Roth: Vita az angol sajtéban a Joel Brand-konyv koriil [Concroversy in che
British Press over the Joel Brand Book], in: Uj Kelet, 20.6.1958, p. 5.

27 Werner Renz: Die Krumey-Hunsche-Prozesse. 1962, 1964/1965, 1968/1969, in:
Katharina Rauschenberger, Werner Renz (eds.): Henty Ormond - Anwalt der Opfer.
Plidoyers in NS-Prozessen, Frankfurt am Main 2015, pp. 137-149.

28 Hessisches Hauptstaarsarchiv, Wiesbaden (HHStAW), Abt. 461, Nt. 33532 (Bd.1I
d.A), Bl 1968-169, Haftbelehl des Amusgeriches (AG) Frankfurt am Main vom
24.I1.1956.

29 HHStAW, 461, 33534, Krumey, Hermann u.a: Hauptakten Band 4, Bl 554,
Hansernst Grabert to Edward Kossoy, 8.5. 1957.

30 HHStAW, 461, 33533, Krumey, Hermann u.a.: Hauptakten Band 3, Bl. 397, (Tlleg-
ible) (Stutzgart} to Dr. {Arnold] Buchthal (Frankfurt am Main), 6. 4.1957.

31 HHStAW, 461, 33537, Krumey, Hermann u. a.: Hauptakeen Band 7, BL 1119, Ver-
fiigung, 24.10.1957.
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Mantello apparently agreed and additionally told Grabert abour Lévai as a pos-
sible and willing witness who was residing in Basel at the time.»

It remains unclear on behalf of which institution Lévai had travelled to Swit-
zetland and France. No traces of the trip could be found in the archives of the
Foreign Ministry nor at the Office of Church Affairs. Lévai apparently acred
separately from the Jewish Community in Budapest. His having had contact
with the Ministry of the Interior is unlikely as well. In 1959, the Hungarian
state-security service »was concerned with former journalist Jend Lévai with
an operative purposes, so it is likely that, at least uncil that point, Lévai was
not employed as an informer, The Commitree for the Persecutees of Nazism,
a subdivision of the Hungarian Partisan Alliance, might be an option because
it had been active in questions related to the Nazi occupation — particularly in
terms of reparations — since its formation in 1957. Yer, they left unanswered the
request of Hermann Langbein, leader of the Internationales Auschwitz Komisee
(International Auschwitz Committee, TAK), who was in scarch of compromis-
ing maretial against Krumey on 5 March 1958.3 What is certain is that Lévai
managed to travel to Switzerland with the help of Mantello, who had provided,
from his own funds, the amount of foreign currency necessary to obtain a visa
to Switzerland.» Since the Hessen State Prosecution approached Lévai when
he was already in Basel, Lévai’s trip must have been backed by a Hungarian in-
stitution. It is unlikely, though not impossible, that Lévai had travelled in con-
nection to the Frankfurt case against Krumey.

Lévai conducted extensive research in Switzerland. Following a short trip
to the Centre de Documentation Juive Contemporaine (Centre for Contempo-
rary Jewish Documentation, CDJC) in Paris, he gave a sworn testimony against
Hermann Krumey ac the Swiss-German border in Lirrach on 17 December
1957.% He also provided the investigation with the whereabouts of witnesses
and possibly received photocopies of investigative material in exchange.®”

Importantly, the Hungarian auchorities also played an active role in bring-
ing Krumey to justice. The engagement of the state was crucial since without

32 HHStAW, 461, 33538, Krumey, Hermann u. a.: Hauprakren Band 8, Bl 1279-80,
Hansernst Grabere to Lévai (Hotel Schweizerhof, Basel), §.12.1957,

33 Zsidé Mizeum és Lewéledr, Benoschofsky Hona hagyaték, 1. doboz, Iratcsomé 8,
XIX-278/8, 1-6, Siegfried Roth to Ilona Benoschofsky, 15.7.1957.

34 Osterrcichisches Staatsarchiv (AT-OeStA), AVA Nachlisse NZN E/1797, Hermann
Langbein to Odén Géti (NUB) 30. ro. 1948.

35 HHStAW, 461, 33538, Krumey, Hermann u.a. Hauptakien Band 8, Bl 1118,
George Mantello to Hansernst Grabert, 16, 12. 1 959,

36 HHStAW, 461, No. 33538. Keumey, Hermann u. a.: Hauptakeen Band 8, BL 1320-
1335.

57 Part of investigative marerial on Krumey and Funsche, abour 30 items, photocopies
of 20x25 cm size, 1957, in German. The Lévai Collection (Stark inventory), Box 3.
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it an individual actor would nor have been able to act effectively. For historical

and Cold War political reasons, the West German judicial procedures against

the members of the Eichmann special unit that was sent to Budapest counted

as significa_nt in Hungary.38 The national press reported on Krumey’s arrest,
and the National Office of Hungarian Israclites and the Committee for the

Persecutees of Nazism issued a call for witnesses.?® In the summer of 1958, the

World Jewish Congress approached the Hungarian authorities and asked for
evidence for the investigation against Krumey and Hunsche,*® because »[e]vi-
dently, the significant part of the documentary material and the witnesses are

to be found in Hungary«.* The press reported on Krumey's re-arrest in au-
tumn 1958, then on his re-release, which was followed by the World Jewish

Congtess’ call for witnesses to testify. This time, Hungarian state authorities
moved into action: During September and October 1958, four witness state-
ments incriminating Krumey were recorded,* which, along with original doc-
uments and copies of the minutes of carly post-war people’s tribunals, wete

sent to the prosecutor’s office in Frankfurt.4?

Return from death

Lévai’s first public appearance in the 19505 preceded his contact with the in-
vestigatory authorities in Frankfurt. On 6 December 1957, it was the Jidische
Rundschau Maccabi {Jewish Review Maccabi), a German-French Jewish weekly
in Basel, which announced Lévai's comeback on its cover page in a solemn
tone: »The expert of the Nazi era known throughout Europe, Jend Lévai, re-

18 See Mité Zombory: Status Competition for the Historical Legacy of World War T1.
Eastern Burope and the Second Wave of War Crimes Trials, in: Journal of Cold War
Studies (forthcoming).

39 Ki tud Krumeyrdl a témeggyilkosrél [Who Knows about Krume,y’. the Mass Mur-
deret] in: Uj Elet, Sepember 1957, p. 6; Gyorgy Kecskeméti: A na.clzl.nus Eagyaror-
szigi illddzdcre szervezetének célkittizésel [Objectives of the Orpanisation of Persecu-
tees of Nazism in Flungary], in: U5 Elet, 15.2.1958, p. 2. _

40 Grabert extended the investigation against Qo Hunsche in May 1957. Renz: Die
Krumey-Hunsche-Prozesse.

41 MNL QL, XIX-A-21-3-K-80-1958, Aide memoire. . _

42 These were later included in the documentation on Eichmann and his peers in Hun-
gary; see ABTL A-643/1, Tartalomjegyzék Adolf Eichmann és cdrsal blll:lCSElﬁk—
ményeit dokumentilé anyagolhoz [Table of Contents for Materiat Documenting the
Crimes of Adolf Eichmann et al.]. . o

43 Dr. llona Benoschofsky: Vddirat Krumey ellen [Indictment against Krumey], in: Uj
Elet, 15.5.1963, p. 1.
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turned o Basel last week after a break of several years.«** The article gave a
short summary of Lévai’s activities in Switzerland. It highlighted his presence
at the Zionist Congress in 1946 in Basel and called the readers’ attention to
his books Zsiddsors Eurdpdban (Jewish Fate in Europe) and the Black Bock.
The unnamed journalist, probably the Editor-in-Chief Adrien Bhum, cited the
swell-known writer, whose death had already been assumed in the Western
wortld«. Lévai justified his trip to Switzerland as a scholarly endeavour; mean-
while, several other books had appeared on the Nazi era, so the time had come
for him to recast his old reports in the light of new evidence. Lévai presented
himself as an historian as opposed to a witness (which he had also been at the
time of the events he was reporting on). »I am anxious to give the helpers and
rescuers in distress their rightful place of honour and to limit others who claim
unjustified merits to their true role.« This primarily referted to Joel Brand,
whose recent book, according to Eévai, contradicted the »documentary evi-
dence«. Lévai said he saw too much significance being attributed to the activ-
ities of Brand and co., and he thought Kasztner's role to be overstated. »In my
work, which will soon be published in several languages, T will alse deal with
these problems using criginal documents and correct J. Brand’s statements« —
thus concluded Lévai’s explanation.®

Lévai mentioned, as a »personal remarke, Poliakov and Wulf’s book, Das
Dritte Reich und die fuden, which he had had access to on the day of the inter-
view. He resented that the authors had taken several chapters and photographs
from his pre-1949 books withour indicating the source. In fact, Poliakov and
Wulf did mention him in relation to the disappearance of Raoul Wallenberg as
»the communist Jend Lévai [who} adopts the Soviet version«.* Notably, Lévai
did not refute the communist label per se; »But to call me )communist Jend
Levai< is completely inaccurate. I would not consider this designation as an
honour violatien if it corresponded to the truth.« He refused to be commu-
nist based on the fact that he had »always been interested in history writings
rather than politics.

While Lévai presented himself as noncommunist in a Jewish paper, he ap-
peared as non-Jewish before the German investigators a few days later. In Lor-
tach, he introduced himself as a writer and a famous journalist who had es-
tablished close contact with the Jewish community due to his »Jewish paper«

44 Erinnerung aus einer Schreckenszeir, in: Jidische Rundschau Maccabi, 6.12.1957,
p- 1.

45 While Lévai was consistently critical of Brand and his wartime role, his atritude to-
wards Kasztner changed over time. An analysis of their relationship would exceed the
boundaries of this article.

46 Poliakov, Wulf: Das Dritee Reich und die Juden, p. 419.
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during the eatly 1940s.47 Yer, certain political aspects of contemporary his-
tory did in fact count as significant in the eyes of the »objective scholar«. On
3 January 1958, Lévai reported on the Federal Republic.*® Even if he was only
allowed to enter the border station to give his testimony, he felt the need to
share his impressions about the country. In the first part of the report, Lévai
deals with the damaging of Jewish cemeteties in the FRG. Why would this hap-
pen in 19572 The only explanation, lamented Lévai, is that, »even after 12 years,
the poison of Goebbel’s propaganda is still in the souls of some people«. He ar-
gued furcher that, even if the youth is not affected per se, it is still in the hands
of those who »represent a permanent danger to the democracy«. As evidence,
Lévai describes in detail the affair of the antisemitic teacher, Ludwig Zind, that
he had just read about in Der Spiegel.# For Lévai, the case as inherently polit-
ical: »I was not surprised that in West Germany Jew haters and murderers are
running around freely, that such individuals are in state positions, but I was
sutptised that in 1957 a German ministry does not consider such beasts as a
spermanent danger to the children«.«*

Lévai saw a deep contradiction in FRG politics: They were offering 10.000
DM for help finding the vandals of the Jewish cemetery while leaving »the
same vandals« in office,

The second part of Lévai’s article, entitled »Old >Acquaintances: from
Hungary in West Germanye, deals with another aspect of the problem of
»Nazi poison«. One reason for his travel was, as he explained, that rumours
had reached him the previous year that mass murderers and their accom-
plices who had deported and killed half a million Jews from Hungary were
still ac large in che FRG, and some of them were even wealthy and pension-
able, Lévai listed the representatives of the Nazi occupation in Hungary, with
a particular interest in those who avoided justice: he named leading $S of-
ficers (Otto Winkelmann), members of Eichmann’s special unit (Hermann
Krumey, Otto Hunsche, Franz Novak), those active in economic looting
(such as Kurt Becher) and people from the German Ministry of Foreign Af-
fairs (Edmund Veesenmayer, most notably). »All [chese] individuals active in

47 HHStAW, 461, 33538, Krumey, Hermann u. a.: Hauptakten Band 8, Bl 1320-1335.

48 Kurzer Besuch in der Bundesrepublik. Eindriicke von einer kurzen Reise von Jend
Lévai (Budapest, z. Zt. in Westdeutschland), in: Jiidische Rundschau Maccabi,
3.1.1958, p. 1.

49 Israel wird ausradiert, in: Der Spiegel, 17. 12.1957. On the Zind case, see Andreas
Lércher: Antisemitismus in der 8ffentlichen Debatte der spiten fiinfziger Jahre.
Mikrohistorische Studie und Diskursanalyse des Falls Zind, Dissertation, Universicit
Freiburg im Breisgau 2008,

so Kurzer Besuch in der Bundesrepublik. Eindriicke von einer kurzen Reise von Jené
Lévai (Budapest, z. Zt. in Westdeutschland), in: Jidische Rundschau Maccabi,
3.1.1958, p. 1.
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Hungary were not soldiers, but mass murderers, their accomplices, as well as
robbers.« At the end of his article, Lévai devoted special attention to three
people, caretully indicating their current position in German society: Kru-
mey, a pharmacist living near Frankfurt, Hunsche, a paper manufacturer,
and Becher, a merchant in Bremen, the latter even dealing with Israel at the
time.

These public appearances at the end of 1957, over the course of one month,
represent the interrelated aspects of Lévais public activity that was so character-
istic of his post-1948 work: history wiiting, justice and cold war politics. Lévai’s
final journalistic piece in fiidische Rundschan Maccabi that was related to his
research wrips to Switzerland and France was a detailed description of his tes-
timonial contribution to the Krumey case, which he published with Graberts
permission,’

His trips to Switzerland and France constituce a turning point in Lévai’s ca-
reer as they provided him international visibility, multiple contacts and access
to sources. At the same time, Cold War tensions surrounding the two Germa-
nys increased the demand for historical sources and knowledge of the Third
Reich. The »second wave« of war crimes trials, or at least the investigations in
the FRG, provided a social arena for the circulation of historical knowledge
{witnesses and documents}). The public affairs surrounding the morally out-
rageous presence of former Nazis living and working in plain view within the
Federal Republic of Germany offered Lévai the possibility to publish both in-
ternationally and domesticaily. His contribudion to the procedure in Frankfurt
paired well with the simultaneous publication of the cases under investigation.

Hunting for and analysing documents of Mazi Fascism

From a journalistic point of view, the criminal procedure on Krumey pro-
vided Lévai an almost inexhaustible resource for his topic in which a larger
audience was also interested. Not fong after his return to Budapest, the na-
tional daily of the Patriotic People’s Front, Magyar Nemzet (The Hungarian
National), teported on his research abroad. Lévai told them about the newly
found documents, his testimony to the West German prosecutors and that he
had succeeded in discovering »a whole range of sacquaintances« from Hungary
in West-Germany during this time«.5* Given the public’s interest and the Cold

s Jend Lévai: Frankfurt am Main: Aktennummer 4a Js. §86-56, in: Jidische Rund-
schau Maccabi, 9. 5. 1958, p. 2.

sz Ujabb dokumentumok a ndcik magyarorszdgi rémuralmérél [New Documents in the
Nazi Reign of Terror in Hungary], in: Magyar Nemzer, 31. 1. 1958, p. 2.
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War political implications in the issue, the Budapest correspondent of the offi-

cial Fast German party organ Neues Deutschland (New Germany) reviewed the
article in Magyar Nemzet two days later.” The author spoke of Lévai as »one
of the victims of the fascist persecution of the Jews in Hungary« who had ces-
tifiedl in Frankfurt and called for the arrest of the members of Eichmann’s spe-
cial unit who were still at large in West Germany. The article briefly introduced
Krumey, Becher and Hunsche to the German reader in the usual rhetoric of
juxtaposing their former crimes with their present-day functions.

The first piece Lévai authored in the Hungarian press, entitled »The History
of Nazi Fascism«, appeared in March 1958 in the nadonal daily Népszabadsdy
(People’s Liberty), the Hungarian Socialist Workers' Party’s newspaper.™ In
it, Lévai introduces himself as one »whe hunts and analyses the documents of
MNazi fascisme; he further justifies his public statement by claiming that the re-
cently found documents shed new light on Nazism and its objectives. The first
part of the arricle discusses the racial theory of the Third Reich and the role at-
tributed to Hungarians in the Nazi new world order. He then argues that fas-
cism was not a matter of the past as »Europe and the world ate still reeling un-
der the weight of this terrible nightmare«. Lévai gives two reasons for this: first,
»the social order that bred Hitlerism persistse, and second, »the sre-educations
of Hitler and his accomplices infected relatively broad sections of the German
population«. The second argument is familiar from che columns of the Basel
journal as are the examples he gives for the presence of fascism in West Ger-
many, i.e., the Zind case, the damaged cemeteries and the release of Krumey
(withour mentioning his name). The second part of the essay, which was pub-
lished the following day, contains a long and detailed list of war criminals at
large in West Germany. The examples he gives are not restricted to Hungarian
history, rather the scope of the list is pan-European.

A considerable novelty in this programmatic article is the emphasis given
to fascism’s impertialistic nature: The Endlisung (Final Solution), the gradu-
ally developed plan to exterminate the Jewish race, was »only a means to the
intended »great end« to reorder and conquer the world«. Accordingly, the ar-
ticle accentuates the economic aspect of »Nazi fascism«: Those in power »con-
tinue to be supported by the same tycoons, foreign and domestic, who helped
and financed Hitler to power, who profiteered on the war and the millions of
dead, and who still see the best way to ensure profit in arming to the teethe. It
is noteworthy that Lévai's essay, with the small part about the Jewish question

53 SS-Mbrder unter Bonner Schutz. Von unserem Budapester Korrespondenten Werner
Kolmat, in: Neues Deutschland, 2.2.1958, p. 5.

54 Jend Lévai: A ndci fasizmus toreénetéhez [The History of Wazi Fascism}, in: Népsza-
badsdg, 28.3.1958, p. 2, and 29.3.1958, p. 5.

69



MATE ZOMBORY

as a means to the Nazis' end having been redacted, also appeared in the West-
ern emigrant Hungarian press, the weekly, Kanadai Magyar Munkds (the Ca-
nadian-Hungarian Worker). This version even reached Grabert in Frankfurt,
though — quite astonishingly — paged as a Népszabadidg issue.

Through his article on the history of Nazi Fascism in March 1958, Tévai
came back to the public as an anti-fascist activist of historical documentation.
Krumey’s renewed arrest in Angust 1958 provoked Lévai to publish a few more
articles, notably in the biweekly of the Hungarian Jewish Community, Uj £let
(New Life), but the patterns of publication remained the same. After many
years, Lévai once again assumed a public role. This role still grounded him in
historical documentation; the difference this time, however, stemmed from
the changing political contexst.

Upon his return to Budapest, Lévai reported his involvement with the West
German procedure to the Ministry of Justice.” Over the course of a few years,
he had (again} become an expert of the Nazi era for the officers of the state
administradon. He nurtured close ties to the state and party authorities and
worked separately from the Jewish community. He also remained in conract
with che judicial authorities in Frankfurt.

A series of targets - Krumey, Oberlinder, Globke and Fichmann

Between November 1959 and May 1960, Lévai conducted an extensive press
campaign. In the November and December issues of U Elez, he published
three pieces about Hermann Krumey's deeds in occupied Hungary. The intro-
ductory note asserted that the author had recently returned from another re-
search trip abroad with new evidence against the former $§ officer.’® Though
the details of his research abroad are unknown, it was presumably connected
to the Krumey case in Frankfure.

In the issue following his final piece on Krumey, Lévai chose Theodor
Oberlinder as his next target.’” The editor’s note frames the new topic as a con-

55 Lévai Jend: Ocszdzezer magyar zsid6 életét kérik szimon Frankfurthan S8 Oberscurm-
bannfithrer Hermann Krumeyn [Five-Hundred Thousand Hungarian Jews to be
Held Accountable for SS Oberscurmbannfithrer Hermann Krumey in Frankfurt], in:
Uj Elet, 1.9.1958, p. 4. See also, HHSIAW, 461, 33538, Krumey, Hermann u.a.:
Hauprakeen Band 8, Bl 1362-3, Lévai to Grabert, 5.1.1958.

§6 Jend Lévai: Hermann Krumey blinlajstromdrdl. Egy »berlini kereskedd« igazi portréja
[On Hermann Krumey's Criminal Record. A True Portrait of A »Berlin Merchant«],
in: Uj Elet, 1.11. 1959, I5.11.1959, 1.12.1959.

57 Jend Lévai: Naci-tomeggyilkosok dsszefogdsa Nyugae-Németorszdghan. Az Ober-
linder-iigy magyar vonatkozdsai [Nazi Mass Murderers Union in West Germany.
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tinuation of his previous articles: It developed as an answer to the readers’ ques-
tion as to why Krumey had not yet been convicted. Lévai wrote on the alleged

»Hungarian aspects of the Oberlinder affair« in the framework of the bigger is-
sue of the »Nazi mass murderers’ union in West Germany«. The articles accuse

the head of Federal Minisery of Displaced Persons, Refugees and War Victims,
among others, as implicated in the Kamianets-Podilskyi massacre of August

1941 and the Babyn Yar massacre of September 1941. Lévai connected Krumey
to Oberlinder by stating that the former received financial compensation as

a persecuted Sudeten German from the lacter. He also shifted back to the let-
ters to the editorial board: »We think this answers the question of our readers

who, after our series of articles on Krumey's criminal record, wondered how
this killer could be at large. In the same way that Minister Oberldnder can be,
in the same way that more than 1.000 Nazi blood judges are still active in the

judiciary, in the same way that $§ and Gestapo officers are again being consid-
ered in the lirst place for positions in the West German police.«

It is yet unclear to what extent Lévai was linked to the public attack on
Oberlinder, organised by the Awsschuss fiir Denische Einbeit (Commircee for
German Unity, ADE).*® As the reference to the »Nazi blood judges« shows,
Lévai openly used the information distibuted by the ADE.?® He formulated
his major charges against Oberlinder as additional points to the ADE’s twelve
counts published duting the campaign. As a matter of face, the East German
body included the accusations of the »famous Hungarian historian Jené Lévai«
in its »Brown Book« brochure on Oberlinder in 1960.% Whar is more, Lévai
himself made no secret at all of his role in the campaign. He regulatly referred
to the ADE’s press conferences and publications, including to his appearance
in the »Brown Booke«.® At the same time, Lévai also sent the second piece of
his article series to the Central Office of the Land Judicial Authorities for the

The Hungarian Aspects of the Oberidnder Affair], in: Uj Elet, 15.12.1959, 1. 1. 1960,
1.15.1960.

58 See Heike Amos: Die Westpolitik der SED 1948/49-1961, Berlin 1999, pp. 258-267.

59 On the »Blood Judges« campaign, see Annerte Weinke: Die Verfolgung von NS-
Titern im geteilten Deutschland. Vergangenheitsbewiltgungen 1949-1969 oder:
Eine deutsch-deutsche Beziehungsgeschichte im Kalten Krieg, Paderborn, Miinchen
2002, pp. 76-82; Marc von Miquel: Ahnden oder amnestieren? Westdeutsche Justiz
und Vergangenheitspolitik in den sechziger Jahren, Géttingen 2004, pp. 23-81.

6o Ausschuss fiir Deutsche Einheir: Die Wahrheit iber Oberlinder, East Berlin 1960,
p. 137

61 Jend Lévai: Gobbelstdl tanult propaganda-fogisok a nyugar-némer kormdnyban
[Propaganda Devices Learned from Goebbels at the West German Governmentl, in:
Ijj lfljet, 1.5.1960, p. 3.
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Investigation of National Socialist Crimes in Ludwigsburg,®* Director Erwin
Schiile took the issue seriously and asked the Baden-Wiirttemberg Ministry of
Justice for permission to contact the author of the article in order ro ask for
material about the perpetrators in the Kamianets-Podilskyi massacre. The fact
that Lévai contacted the Central Office with his Uj Elet article demonstrates
his seriousness about the charges. Just as his deliberate references to the ADE
actions support the hypothesis that he in fact agreed with the overall purpose
of hunting down former Nazis in the FRG.

Due to the Oberlinder revelations, Lévai’s international visibility, mainly in
the Eastern bloc, considerably increased. The Berliner Zeitung (Berlin News-
paper} reviewed Lévai’s first two articles in turn on its cover page, and Newes
Deutschland (New Gerimany) picked up Lévai’s accusation of responsibility
in the Kamianets-Podilskyi massacre as well.”? According to U Elet} review,
the Berlin-based Der Morgen (The Morning) and the Leipziger Volkszeitung
(Leipzig People’s Newspaper) also disseminated Lévai’s charges against the
West German minister, just as the Polish, the Czechoslovak and the Soviet
presses did.5 On the waves of this international public reverberation, Lévai
exposed further public figures in West Germany: Foreign Office functionary
Otro Briutigam, West Betliner police officer Kurt Krummhelz and Eberhard
Taubert, consultant for »Psychological Combat Management« in the Federal
Ministry of Defence.®

62 Bundesarchiv (BArch), B 182 Zentrale Srelle der Landesjustizverwaloungen zur
Aufklarung nationalsoziatistischer Verbrechen, Generalakten 9-12 (»sUngarne), Schiile
an das Justizministerium Baden-Wirttemberg, Entwurf, 12. 1. 1960.

63 Oberlinder wiitete in der Ukraine, in: Berliner Zeitung, 30.12.1959, p. 1; Ober-
fanders Bande fiilhe Bombencrichter mit Ermordeten, Enthiillungen tiber Blutbad
von Kamenez-Podolsk, in: Newes Deutschland, s0.12. 1959, p. 2; Neue Blutspuren
Oberlinders, in: Berliner Zetung, 5.1. 1960, p. 1.

64 Sec the editor’s note for Lévai’s third and final article in Uj Elex, 15. 1. 1960, p. 3. and
I5.2.1960, p. 3.

65 Jend Lévai: »Der Fall Briutigam« Tomeggyilkos kitiintetése Nyugar-Németorszdgban
[»Der Fall Brautigame« Decoration of a Mass Murderer in West Germany, in: Uj Eler,
1.2, 1960, p. 3; Jend Lévai: »Der Fall Krummholz« Nyugatberlini rendérségi vezers —
Magyarorszigon nyilvintartott hibords f8bnés [»Der Fall Krummholz« West Berlin
Police Chief— Principal War Criminal Registered in Hungary), in: Uj Elet, 15.2. 1960,
p- 3; Jend Lévai: Kik szervezték meg a vildg minden részén az antiszemita kilengéseket
[Who Organised the Antisemitic Riots around the World}, in: Uj Elet 1.3. 1960,
pp. 1£; Jend Lévai: A németorszdgi antiszemita vildgszervezet egykori magyar csatld-
sai Méhely Lajosté! — Endre Liszlén dc — Horthy Miklésig [Former Hungarian
Henchmen of the German Antisemnitic World Organisation from Lajos Méhely —
through Lisztd Endre — to Miklés Horthyl, Uj Elet, 1.4. 2960, p. 55 Jend Lévai: A
film a hiteristék hazugsighadjrardnak szolgilardban. Hogyan késziilt a »fud Siisss 2
»Der ewige Jud« és a tbbi ndci »mialkotds«? [Film in the Service of the Hiclerist
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On 1 May 1960, the final article of the press campaign, entitled »Propa-
ganda devices learned from Goebbels in the West German Government, was
aimed at Hans Globke, Globke, Konrad Adenauer’s State Secretary and Chief
of Staff, had been the main target of the communist campaigns for a long time,
the ADE having published its first anti-Globke brochure as early as 1956.% In
Lévai’s account, Globke was a devout Nazi party member who served at the
Ministry of the Interior in the Third Reich and wrote, together with Wilhelm
Stuckart, the Nuremberg Laws, among various other racial laws and dectees.
It is here that Lévai formulated one of the most emblematic charges against
Globke. On the basis of Carl Ludwig’s book on Swiss refugee politics between
1933 and 1945,%7 Lévai highlights Globke’s responsibilicy for marking passports
of Jewish Reich citizens with a »J«. Lévai learned about this report in the ji-
dische Rundschan Maccabi, which had discussed it extensively following the
publication of Ludwigs book in 1957. Giving an explanation to the title of
his article, Lévai asserts that Globke had been appointed director of the newly
created Koordinierungsstelle fiir die Informationspolitische Arbeit der Bundesre-
gierung (Co-ordination Office for the Information Policy Work of the Federal
Government), »which is the equivalent of Goebbels’s propaganda ministry«.
With this ending, he concludes the entire series of revelations that he brought
forth in late 1959: »We started this series of articles by Oberlinder«, Tévai as-
serts and boasts that his statements had been included in the »Brown Booke«
against the FRG minister.

Though Lévai framed his press campaign as an attack on public figures
implicated in National Socialism who were sdll at large and in public posi-
tions, the range of the whole series of articles was wider. The campaign in
Uj Eler started in fact with Krumey in November 1959 and ended smoothly
with Lévai’s article on Adolf Eichmann in mid-June. Thus, a direct line can
be drawn from Krumey through Oberlinder, Globke and Eichmann. Doing
historical research on the Holocaust (in the case of Krumey, for instance) and
the accusation of FRG politicians in the communise-led anti-fascist campaigns
were clearly not two separate spheres of Lévai's public activity.

Having access to the international press and book market constituted a
significant compenent of Lévai’s comeback in 1957. He was able to connect
to the anti-FRG campaigns via the ADE’s various publicarions and press con-
ferences that had been circulating the anti-fascist charges since early 1956.

Campaign of Lies. How were »Jud Siiss«, » Der ewige Jude« and other Nazi sworks of
arte« Made?], in: Uj Elet, 15.4. 1960, pp. 1f.

66 Ausschuss fiir Deutsche Einheit: Rassenschande-Rassenschinder: Hans Globke, East
Betlin 19586.

67 Carl Ludwig: Dic Fliichtlingspolitik der Schweiz seit 1933 bis 1955. Beticht an den
Bundesrat zuhanden der eidgendssischen Riite, Bern 1957.
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Moreover, he was able to find out who were the main targets, against whom
he was able w provide additional charges, largely in relation to the history
of Hungary. Thus, he did not simply repeat the SED accusations, but pro-
vided supplementary historical documentation in order to add more weight
to them. It is quite likely that Lévai was in direct contact with the Committee
for German Unity, given how well informed he was. In any case, that does
not change the fact that Lévai had access to all the necessary information on
the different aspects of West German »neofascisme. According to his publi-
cations, his relationship to the ADE was explicic and supporrive. There is no
proof of his collaboration with the Fast German state security at the Stasi Re-
cords Agency.®

In all probability, Lévai did not simply agree with criminally punishing
former perpetzrators of the Jewish genocide but rather willingly supporred
the political cause to eliminate the compromised individuals from public
service. His Basel publication that criticised the FRG for inaction against
the still-poisonous Goebbels propaganda in the minds of German citizens
fell outside the scope of both the East German and the Hungarian commu-
nist leadership. Similardy, his contact with the Central Office proves Lévai's
genuine anti-fascist engagements. Even though his intentions are, of course,
unknown, it is certain that he presented himself as being engaged with the
West German authorities. His engagement was anti-fascist, but it was not,
however, communist. We can believe the way he presents himself in the Jii-
dische Rundschauw Maccabi article that announces his comeback in which
Lévai rejects the communist label on factual and not ideological grounds.
His non-communist anti-fascism mainly differed from the official commu-
nist line in thar Léval always argued from a historical point of view with a
focus on the Hungarian aspect of fascism, and with a strong emphasis on
antisemitism,

»From the cradie in Munich to the grave in Berlin«
An unpublished manuscript

A constitutive component of Lévai's comeback was his reintegration into the
international network of experrs and witmesses of the Jewish genocide, particu-
larly of its final phase in Hungary. He carefully managed his existing contacts

68 Research (ref. number 5711/18Z) ac the Behorde des Bundesbeaufitagten fiir die Un-
terlagen des Staarssicherheitsdienstes der ehemaligen Deutschen Demolsratischen Re-
publik (BStU, today part of the Bundesarchiv) did not reveal any records on Lévai.
Susan Lidecke {BStU) to the auther on 2. 5. 2018,
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and established new ones: He had personal contacts in Switzerland and in the
GDR, institutional contacts in Frankfurt am Main, East Berlin (not only the
press bur also Deutsches Institur fiir Zeitgeschichte), Paris (CDIC), Warsaw
{Institute for Jewish History) and Jerusalem (Yad Vashem). Lévai contacted
Reitlinger in order to correct the British author’s mistakes with regards to his
chapter on Hungary.® He also eventually succeeded in getting in touch with
the key witnesses, Andor Biss and Joel Brand.” The witnesses and experts of
»his topice were the reference points for Lévai’s public position; they were
the nodes of the international network in which he attempted to return — not
those recognised as Nazi hunters (Tuviah Friedman, Simon Wiesenthal and,
[ater, the Klarsfelds). Lévai’s position was closest to Hermann Langbein’s,”"
who contacted his Hungarian counterpart in relation to the case against Her-
mann Krumey and co. in Frankfurc on 11 May 1959.7* However, Lévai’s histo-
riographical interest differentiated him from the others.

A number of signs indicate thar Lévai was indeed working on a new book,
He told one of the state-security informants in March 1959 that he was »work-
ing on a bock of greater impottance than ever before« that would be pub-
lished, inter alia, in Jerusalem and from a non-Marxist perspective.” Accord-
ing to another report dated April 1959, Lévai was working on a é-volume book
that would be published in Paris and Jerusalem, given that he was »well con-
nected with these insticutes«.” This reference suggests that Lévai had discussed
the idea of publication at the CDJC, and that he was in contact with the Yad
Vashem. As the note on the report indicates, the study of the state security
»with operative purpose« established that Lévai had indeed solicited for a pass-
port in order to travel to Israel to negotiate the publication.

Which book exactly was Lévai working on at the end of the 195052 The
model must have been his world-famous Black Book: a publication of a similar
nature that comprises the results of the research he had conducted over the pre-
vious ten years. As he explained in the foreword to the manuscript of his Eich-
mann in Hungary in 1960, »My large-scale major work in preparation, with the
temporary title, »From the Cradle in Munich to the Grave in Berdin: essentially

69 Jend Lévai: Avant-propos, in: L'église ne s'est pas tue. Le dossier hongrois 1940-19435,
Seuil, Paris 1966, pp. 171,

7¢ Jend Lévai's correspondence with Andor Biss (West Berlin) and Joel Brand (Zurich)
on Rudolf Kasztner’s Jewish rescue operation, »Blood for Goods«-talks with Eich-
mann, summer 1944, 1he Léval Collecrion (Stark inventory), Box 7.

71 Katharina Stengel: Hermann Langbein: Fin Auschwitz-Uberlebender in den erin-
nerungspolitischen Konflikten der Nachkriegszeit, Frankfurt am Main 2012,

72 AT-OeStA, AVA Nachlisse NZN Ef1797 Langbein, Hermann, Depot (18.5.1912-
24.10. 1995}, Hermann Langbein to Lévai, 11.5.1950.

73 See ABTL, M-37478/147, Report of »Xavér« on £3.3. 1959,

74 ABTL, M-21589, Report of »Doktor« on 9. 4.1959.
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covers the era of Horthy fascism: it discusses Hungary’s participation in the
great conspiracy of Nazism against the Soviet people and its regime, commu-
nism.«”" e also stated that the book »From the cradle in Munich o the grave
in Betlin« was prepared for Yad Vashem when he received a request for a docu-
mentary volume on Eichmann. He thus picked out everything that concerned
Eichmann from the material of the manuscript, which he then set aside. Three
years later, in his Yad Vashem Stueies publication, Lévai probably referred to
this work, in preparation by Yad Vashem, under the working tide »The History
of Hungarian Jewry During the 25 Years of Horthy’s Regime (1919-1944)«.7¢

The book, however, was never published. In Stark’s inventory of Lévai’s col-
lection, there are three titles that might stand for Léval’s work. 77 The very little
that can be deciphered from these is that Lévai framed his subject, the coun-
terrevolutionary regime of Regent Miklés Horthy (1919-1944). as part of the
history of fascism with a focus on antisemitism. From this anti-fascist stance,
he addressed the Hungarian aspect of fascism, as manifest in his periodisation,
which is neither confined to the Second World War nor to the Nazi rule in
Germany.

The chances for publication came soon thereafter, when on 23 May 1960,
Isracli Prime Minister Ben-Gurion announced the capiure of Eichmann. Be-
yond the Cold War ideological relevance for the leadership in Hungary, a
country deeply affected by Adolf Eichmann’s activity, leaving the entire is-
sue unaddressed was not an option.”™ Lévai’s first post-1948 book, Bichmann
in Hungary, appeared in English, German and French in 1961 as part of the
foreign policy strategy that the People’s Republic of Hungary followed in the
Eichmann affair.”® Lévai’s scholarly work during the 1960s remained insepara-
bie from the judicial and political aspects of his public activity.
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HOLOCAUST HISTORIAN OR ANTI-FASCIST NAZI HUNTER?

Conclusion

By the end of the 1950s, the most important aspects of Lévai’s public activity
had been developed: an internationally acknowledged status in the early his-
toriography of the Jewish catastrophe due to his Black Book; embeddedness in
the Hungarian and international network of actors and institutions interested
in bringing former Nazi perpetrators to justice or in the history of their atroci-
ties; a large and ever-growing private archive of related material; and a position
in post-Stalinist Hungary that enabled him to travel and study abroad. This
last feature suggests that the Cold War provided him with space to work and
publish because of the renewed political and ideological interest in the Nazi
persecution of the Jews, The fact that Lévai took part in revelatory campaigns
against prominent figures with tainted pasts living in the Federal Republic of
Germany might easily be interpreted as the price he had to pay for the oppor-
tunity to work on the history of the Holocaust. However, as I have argued in
this article, this interpretation does not really hold since it selies on a reduced
scope of sources. His image as a Holocaust historian relies on the exclusion of
his entire activity in the communist-led anti-fascist campaigns against the FRG,
which were, to some degree at least, well-grounded. Presenting Lévai as a Holo-
caust historian also marginalises his active participation in criminal procedures.
Taking Lévai’s overall Cold War public activity into account makes his role far
more complex. Then the question arises: how to sreconcile« his scholarly, po-
litical and judicial activities? If we restore the original anti-fascist framework of
his work, the seeming contradictions between history-writing, justice and pol-
itics disappear. This requires, however, revisiting the concept of anti-fascism as
a historically adequate and thus pluralist concept.

The »long 1960s« proved to be yet another flourishing period in Léval’s life.
He continued to make sensational revelations on public figures as an attack
on the continual hold of fascism on West German society, e.g., Karl Werk-
meister and Alexander Tordk; he contributed to criminal procedures against
former perpetrators whom he had named as early as January 1958 as »old ac-
quaintances from Hungary« Krumey, Hunsche, Eichmann, Novak, Becher
and Winkelmann; he was also engaged in a criminal procedure refated to the
restitution of the looted property of the Hatvany family; and he continued to
publish scholarly works as the direct outcome of his anti-fascist political and
judicial activism: books such as Eichmann in Hungary, Hungarian Jewry and
the Papacy and A fekete SS »felére barinya (The »White« Lamb of the Black $8),
and essays in Yad Vashem Studies, in the Wiener Library Bulletin and in Bra-
ha’s book sevies Hungarian-Jewish Studies.
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