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sches Schicksal während der Besatzung und untersucht die Mechanismen des Güterraubs 
in den vom „Dritten Reich“ besetzten Gebieten. Danach geht sie zum Hauptteil ihrer Ar-
beit über, die Kapitel 4 („Der Raub von Kulturgütern polnischer Landadeliger in Großpo-
len 1939-1945“) und 5 („Kriegsschicksale der größten großpolnischen Palastsammlun-
gen“). Eigentlich hätte das fünfte Kapitel größtenteils auch in das vorhergehende Kapitel 
integriert werden können. Ł. trennte es jedoch ab und verleiht so dessen Inhalt größeres 
Gewicht. Das vierte Kapitel beginnt mit einer markanten Passage aus einem Bericht des 
Polnischen Untergrundstaates: „Landgüter, die in Großpolen als Hort der lokalen Kultur 
gelten, bestehen nicht mehr, und die dort gesammelten Kulturgüter, Erinnerungsstücke 
sind geraubt und zerstört worden. Büchersammlungen, in denen sich viele bibliophile 
Kostbarkeiten befanden, wurden als Altpapier verkauft. Gemälde wurden zerschnitten und 
verbrannt, kostbare Möbel entwendet. Porzellan und Tischgedeck zerstört und gestohlen“ 
(S. 165). Die weitere Darstellung in diesem Teil der Abhandlung veranschaulicht das de-
primierende Schicksal der großpolnischen Kulturgüter. Ł. rekonstruiert und interpretiert im 
Rahmen ihrer Analyse auch statistische Angaben. Sie erfasst und beschreibt die national-
sozialistischen Einrichtungen und Ämter sowie auch die einzelnen Würdenträger, die auf 
Grundlage des von ihnen selbst erlassenen Rechtes den Raub der Kulturgüter durchführ-
ten. Sie veranschaulicht anhand vielfältiger Beispiele den Wettstreit zwischen einzelnen 
Personen und Ämtern um größtmögliche Beute. Infolge dieses Streites verringerte sich das 
Ausmaß des Raubzuges. Einige Bestände überdauerten in den Landgütern die gesamte Be-
satzungszeit. Der Leser kann die Schicksale der einzelnen großpolnischen Bestände wäh-
rend des Zweiten Weltkriegs nachvollziehen, einige von ihnen werden mit großer Genau-
igkeit beschrieben, u.a. die Sammlungen von Michał Radyiwiłł, Zygmunt Skórzewski, Ste-
fan Czarnecki, Władysław Czartoryski, Stanisław Turno und Roger Raczyński. Bisweilen 
präsentiert Ł. Schicksale anderer Sammlungen (aus den Staatsarchiven und -bibliotheken), 
die ihr eigentliches Thema nur am Rande berühren. Bei ihrer Suche nach den Ursachen für 
einen so großen und institutionalisierten Raub schildert die Vf. auch psychologische Ein-
stellungen der verantwortlichen deutschen Beamten. 

Einen bemerkenswerten Epilog bildet das sechste Kapitel. Es betrifft nicht mehr die Be-
satzungszeit, sondern die Nachkriegszeit, in der auf dem Gebiet des polnischen Staates 
eine Reform der Landwirtschaft durchgeführt wurde. Die Abhängigkeit Polens von der 
kommunistischen Regierung in Moskau führte dazu, dass sich in dieser Zeitspanne die 
massenhafte Ermordung der polnischen Landadeligen und teilweise auch der Raub der von 
ihnen gesammelten Kulturgüter fortsetzten. Obwohl es mit dem Thema nicht direkt ver-
bunden ist, ergänzt dieses Kapitel die Studie ausgezeichnet. Andernfalls hätte sich die be-
handelte Frage mit Sicherheit nur unvollständig klären lassen. Das Buch enthält auch ein 
für den Leser wertvolles Verzeichnis der Landgüter Großpolens, deren Kriegsschicksale 
die Vf. anschaulich darlegt, sowie eine kurze Zusammenfassung in englischer Sprache und 
ein Literatur- und Personenverzeichnis. Das Buch wurde sorgfältig redigiert, als gebunde-
ne Ausgabe veröffentlicht und ist in grafischer Hinsicht einwandfrei. Es enthält einige Dut-
zend Abbildungen und, abgesehen von einigen Ausnahmen, keine wesentlichen Sprach-
fehler. Mit ihrer gründlichen Quellenuntersuchung, der Einbeziehung der Fachliteratur so-
wie der statistischen Auswertung schließt diese Veröffentlichung zweifellos eine For-
schungslücke, die aus politischen Gründen viele Jahre lang bestanden hat.  

Toruń Andrzej Mycio 
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Regina Fr i tz ’ dissertation studies the ways in which Hungarian politicians and lobby-
ists discussed what later became known as the Holocaust in Hungary, that is: the deporta-
tion and murder of about half a million people defined by the laws of the time as “Jews”. 
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Her work is based on the extensive use of archival and published materials and covers the 
period between the end of World War II and the year 2006. The author, however, dedicates 
the major part of her book to the period between 1945 and 1948 which makes perfect 
sense. These years, before the establishment of a Stalinist dictatorship, saw the most open 
debate about the Hungarian involvement in the Holocaust. Most of the arguments and 
standpoints developed during this short period of (very limited) pluralism would later often 
be repeated in one or another form, and by representatives of different political or social 
groups. Within this discourse the main question concerns the responsibility of Hungarian 
society with regard to the murder of hundreds of thousands of men, women and children in 
1944/45: The question whether the “Holocaust after the Holocaust” (Götz Aly, Christian 
Gerlach), which mostly took place during the short period between May and July 1944, 
was a Hungarian or a German crime has remained a matter of dispute until today. 

On the one hand, the Horthy regime which was established in 1919 after a bloody anti-
communist campaign during which also some hundred innocent Jews were killed (“White 
Terror” of 1919) together with Bolsheviks and others, had a long history of antisemitic 
legislation dating back to 1920, and had introduced anti-Jewish laws in 1938 and 1939 
based on extreme racist ideas. The regime often employed antisemitic or “Christian na-
tional” ideas throughout the Horthy era, connecting it to the irredentist nationalism, the 
campaigns against the peace treaty of Trianon (1920) and its consequences. After the de-
struction of the radical left and the taming of Social Democracy, social protest was more 
and more represented by the growing number of Hungarian right wing movements which 
gained in 1939 about 800 000 out of 4 million votes. At that time, many members of the 
Hungarian armed forces and the gendarmerie openly sympathized with Nazi Germany. 
Some actively supported the deportations, and in a few cases even participated in massa-
cres of Jews. The most notorious happened after the invasion of Yugoslavia in 1941, when 
Hungarian army units killed about 1000 Jews and several thousand Serbs in the town of 
Novi Sad. During the chaos at the end of the war, when Budapest was already besieged by 
the Red Army, Hungarian Fascists murdered several thousand Jews in that city. And 
finally, the close alliance with Germany, which was upheld until the very end of the war, 
and the weakness of resistance against it, weigh heavy on Hungarian society. Some Hun-
garians also wanted to make sure that their Jewish neighbors would never return because 
they had stolen their houses, jewels, furniture and other belongings after the ghettoization 
and deportation. 

Those who defend Hungarian society from accusations of mass complicity argue that 
the Horthy regime was a semi-authoritarian state, and that it was more than ambivalent 
about the alliance with Germany. In fact, Regent Horthy attempted to pull out of the war in 
October 1944. After the failure of this attempt Horthy was put into custody and German 
troops invaded the country. As long as Horthy was fully in power, most of the almost 
800 000 Jews in Hungary – many of them refugees from other countries – were the victims 
of discrimination, but did not need to fear for their lives, while millions of Jews were being 
killed in Poland and other areas under German occupation. 

Soon after the war, the Communists and the very popular Smallholders’ Party would 
claim that the Horthy regime had not represented Hungarian society as a whole, and there-
fore only some landowners and high ranking bureaucrats together with a few Hungarian 
Fascists were to blame for the crimes against the Jewish population. The fact, that, excep-
tional for East Central Europe, even after the war an estimated 100 000 or more Jews sur-
vived in Budapest – some thousands would leave the country later, especially during the 
1956 revolution – is also sometimes used as an argument in defense of Hungarian society. 
They claim that this was only possible because many Jews were rescued by Non-Jewish 
Hungarians. 

F. shows how strongly the discourse on the Holocaust was connected to internal and 
external political questions, beginning with the peace treaty negotiations in Paris (1947) 
and extending to a law on rehabilitating Jewish victims passed, much later, in 2004, when 
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Hungary was a member of the European Union and when, almost overnight, a Holocaust 
Museum was opened in Budapest. She describes how, after 1989, other victim groups, 
mostly those non-Jewish Hungarians who suffered from the terror of the Communist party 
during the Stalinist period and after the crushing of the 1956 revolution, started to compete 
with the Jewish survivors and their representatives for public recognition making the poli-
tics of history more complicated, and referring to similar developments in other post-
Communist countries. The author identifies roughly five periods of the debate: After the 
immediate post-war phase followed the Stalinist period up to the revolution of 1956, then 
an early and a late period of the Kádár regime, slowly passing into the transition period in-
to democracy in the mid-1980s, and finally the post-communist period. 

Like all contested political questions, the problem of memory of the Holocaust was also 
enmeshed with daily political problems. While there were attempts to punish the perpetra-
tors after 1945, the Communists soon turned the “People’s courts” into instruments against 
their political rivals without considering whether they were guilty of war crimes or not. 
Sometimes the Moscovite leadership of the party, although dominated by comrades of 
Jewish background, would even stir antisemitic sentiments. When they initiated a cam-
paign against black marketeers in 1946, outbreaks of violence against Jewish survivors oc-
curred in Miskolc and in other places. After the establishment of the dictatorship, the party 
banned the word “Jew” from official language and the victims of Nazism were represented 
as anti-Fascists, while at the same time restrictions were imposed on Jewish religious 
groups. Commemorations of the Holocaust were now regarded as “private events” even 
when thousands of survivors attended. Party leader Kádár, who denounced the revolution-
aries of 1956 as “Fascists,” extended the “antifascist” narrative, representing the Com-
munists as the only ones who had resisted Fascism, in an attempt to raise their moral rep-
utation. In the 1960s and 1970s the regime slowly lowered barriers against public discus-
sion of topics like the Holocaust and Antisemitism. New films and books began to deal 
with the past and present of these controversial issues. The author is right to stress that 
open discussions in fact started much earlier than 1989. 

The book suffers to some extent from the fact that F. understands the politics of history 
in a very narrow fashion, and is not prepared to question critically the existing literature. 
The approach of Geschichtspolitik almost inevitably leads her to negative conclusions: 
Whatever Hungarian politicians did regarding the memory of the Holocaust was never 
enough or adequate. This may be true, but what may be regarded as an adequate political 
approach to the memory of the Holocaust? Is it the West German example? But is the 
Hungarian case really comparable, especially if we take the extreme brutality of Soviet “li-
beration” and occupation into consideration? Whichever way we take it, Nach Krieg und 
Judenmord offers an extremely useful overview over the debates about the Holocaust in 
Hungary, and adds new archival materials to the ongoing research of a very complex topic. 

Washington, DC Árpád v. Klimó 
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 Das Teschener Schlesien wurde kurz nach dem Ende des Ersten Weltkriegs zu einem 
Zankapfel in den polnisch-tschechoslowakischen Beziehungen. Dass dieses Gebiet vor-
wiegend von polnischer Bevölkerung bewohnt wurde, nahm der wiedererstandene polni-
sche Staat als Hauptgrund für seine Besitzansprüche. Für die Tschechoslowakei, die vor 
allem historische Argumente zugunsten dieses Teils Schlesiens anführte, war Těšínsko von 
besonderer strategischer und wirtschaftlicher Bedeutung. Der Angriff der tschechoslowa-


