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Thomas: This is Major Thomas, and the date is Wednesday, November 12, 2003, and I 
am at Csorcz utca, in Budapest, the apartment in which I am staying, and I am 
interviewing Pal Geher. And I will begin, Pal, by asking you to tell me when 
and where you were born and a little bit about your family. 

Geher: I was born in 1950 in Budapest. I was the first son of my parents. My mother 
is an accountant, she is already retired but she is living, she is 81 years old. 
My father was a lawyer, when I was born he was an attorney. 

Thomas: And the day and date of your birth? 

Geher: Yes, it is the third of October, 1950. So he was a lawyer. It was a normal 
Hungarian family, I can say. And in both families, my grandparents all were 
teachers, and my mother’s family, its confession is the Reformed Church, 
therefore they have also prayers in the family and teachers altogether because 
in the 18th century in Hungary those who were praying in the Reformed 
Church also were teachers in the school of the church. 

Thomas: Was it then a Reformed school where they taught? 

Geher: In the 18th century in the small village there was only one school and the small 
school belonged to the church, that church which dominated the city. In the 
eastern part of Hungary, where my mother originated, it was the Reformed 
Church, therefore in the small village you found in this time, not the state 
school, it was a school held by the Reformed Church, and it was the same 
thing in the western part of Hungary where it belongs to the Catholic Church. 
And in the great city there you can choose also the Jewish and so on because 
Jews lived in the main cities. So I would like to say it was a normal Hungarian 
family, and my father was educated before the end of the wars and he began to 
work as a lawyer during the war, the war period. 

Thomas: This was the Second World War. 

Geher: The Second World War, yes. And he went in to be a politician at that time 
because he finished the University of Law and the University of Upstate 
Affairs, today it is Economics. But after the war it was impossible to become a 
politician, of course, so he remained as attorney, he worked in Budapest high 
up, beside the attorney general, and there were about one hundred others in 
this establishment, and there were only two persons who were not members of 
the Communist party. He was one and the other person was………………… 

Thomas: So he was not a party member. 

Geher: No, never. So 98% belongs to the party. And this time they chose to----you 
probably heard about this time----that just before my birth there was a huge 
legal process against the archbishop of Hungary and against some in political 
affairs, and a lot of people were also accused but it was separated [settled?]. 
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And of course those two persons who were not members of the party don’t 
take care of anything with the political affairs, they are asked to deal with 
persons who stole something or something with a car accident and so on. 
Unfortunately in ’56 after the revolution they changed the situation and they 
obliged everybody, so also those two persons who were not members of the 
party to deal with political affairs also. And probably you have heard, because 
it is written in the history of the revolution, that just after the revolution, the 
revolution finished on the 4th of November, and about January, the next 
January, a lot of people were arrested, including a young boy who was 17 
years old at this time, his name was Mansfeld, and he was a young boy and he 
was accused that he took part in the revolution, and my father was asked to be 
the attorney and he refused it and therefore…………………………… 

Thomas: To defend? 

Geher: No, no, the other…………. 

Thomas: To attack, to prosecute…………… 

Geher: Attack, against, against, and it was decided to execute him, the boy, although 
he wasn’t 18 years old. 

Thomas: And he had not had a trial? 

Geher: Before the trial, his attorney, and my father refused it and he was asked to take 
part in the work of the prosecuting attorneys, and for this reason his university 
diploma was revoked, and during one year he was unemployed, which is very 
ridiculous at this time because you know in the socialist world everybody was 
employed somewhere. And after one year, that was about ’58, he can work as 
a lawyer, but not in Budapest, but in the eastern part of Hungary about 200 
kilometers from Budapest in a small village, a small town, he was able to 
work as a lawyer. 

Thomas: Had he been involved in the ’56 revolution? 

Geher: No, absolutely not. He had several customers who……during the revolution 
he was in the sanatorium. Because of his illness, so it was by chance that he 
didn’t precipitate any action, of course. But as he refused and it was thought 
that it is a very provocative manifestation against the power, he has the 
obligation to do everything which is his job, and that’s the reason why his 
diploma was dispatched for a year. 

Thomas: Was it only for a year that his diploma was revoked? 

Geher: No, the diploma was revoked without saying anything, without saying that it 
is 6 months, 5 months, without any trial, any justification, it was reserved and 
told you are not allowed to work as a Doctor Juris. So they can do it in this 



3 

 

time, without any trial, or anything else, and finally they give it back to you 
because they have friends, of course, because of course these people worked 
together, they are not absolute enemies and finally they organize that they can 
receive back the diploma, but nobody knows how long it takes. So at the 
moment it was forever. So it was a great problem because of course the family 
was separated, and he worked til ’64. 

Thomas: Where is this, what town was this? 

Geher: Berettyoujfalu, Berettyo is the name of a river, falu is a village, it’s about 220 
kilometers, near the Roumanian border. So he was there until ’64, so 7 years 
he worked there, so one year in Budapest he was employed and until he 
regained the diploma he worked in Berettyoufalu 7 years, and then he came 
back and worked in Budapest later as a lawyer advisor in a company. 

Thomas: A lawyer in a company. And while he was gone you and your mother and the 
rest of the family lived here in Budapest…… 

Geher: We lived in Budapest. He rented a room in a family house and he began to 
work, how do you say, as a lawyer who defended people.  
 

Thomas: A defense lawyer. 

Geher: A defense lawyer, and also he did everything that a lawyer does. 

Thomas: And where were you in school at this time? 

Geher: You know the elementary school is 8 years in Hungary. I finished this school 
in Budapest, just in front of our house, that was the elementary school, it was 
not practical because my mother can say that I am there or not, so it was not a 
practical thing! It was an elementary school, in this time there was a different 
school for boys and different school for girls, so of course I was in the boys 
school, so it was a boys school. 

Thomas: And what year did you finish there? 

Geher: I finished in ’64, just the same year my father came back to Budapest. In the 
beginning, I began my school years in ’57, this time, it was just after the 
revolution, this time in the first year we had the opportunity to have Catholic 
lessons in the school, but it was only in the first year. Later on it was 
abolished. And I heard from others that this was the only year when it was not 
necessary to learn Russian. Of course it was the first year, it was not for me 
but after the 4th, in the 5th they begin to learn Russian. But this was the 
exception, that they don’t need to learn Russian. It was a good year just after 
the revolution, the school year from ’57 to ’58, it was open. So I finished in 
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this school and then in the second school I was also in Budapest because it 
was……………………… 

Thomas: The gymnasium. 

Geher: The gymnasium, yes. It was in the “Szilagyi” gymnasium which we went past 
before. I twas a famous gymnasium in Budapest, it was famous because it was 
this time the same and then changed the system and from this time it was 
possible to mix the boys and girls, before this gymnasium was for girls. It was 
famous for this cause. 

Thomas: And did you have to learn Russian ever? 

Geher: Yes, of course, after, in the usual year after the 5th year in elementary school, 
and it continued during the 4 years of the gymnasium and 2 years in the 
university so altogether it is 10 years. But I am not able to remember too much 
Russian, I can read Russian letters. 

Thomas: And what other subjects did you take? 

Geher: And my supplementary subject was French in the secondary school. I had 6 
lessons weekly so it was more frequent, so therefore I can speak a little better 
in French than in Russian or than in English. 

Thomas: When did you learn English? Not in the school? 

Geher: Not in the school. In the elementary school I was obliged. Of course, it was 
not my choice, my father’s choice was to learn English with an old lady who 
lived in England and for some reason came to Hungary, I don’t know the 
story, and she gave private lessons, and we were 3 or 4, and we took lessons 
twice a week. 

Thomas: And when was this, when you were in elementary school? 

Geher: In elementary school, but I finished it in, I don’t know, only one year, 
altogether 5 years, because the secondary school was complicated because of 
my duties in the school, so in the first year I finished it. 

Thomas: And so what else did you study? I assume you studied mathematics. 

Geher: Oh yes, of course, mathematics, physics, it was an ordinary gymnasium and 
you have of course mathematics, physics, chemistry, biology which was my 
favorite course, and……………… 

Thomas: Leninism, Marxism? 

Geher: No, no, no, history, Hungarian history, grammar, and literature. 
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Thomas: No Marxism? 

Geher: No, no, no. It was under history, history was written in a Marxist style. So it 
was a traditional old gymnasium. Most of the teachers, some of them who 
began their work before and during the Second World War, were absolutely 
not in favor of the system, therefore this teacher in history was absolutely not 
involved, and he’d never speak about Marxism, but they told you the history. 
Absolutely independently of what was written in the book. So it is not so 
difficult to speak in history without Marxism because you can, what about the 
Magna Carta, so there is a complicated history. There is a Marxist story about 
why it was written but the fact of Magna Carta and what it was about it is the 
real facts. So it is real fact and the Marxist story I thought it was impossible. 
So they never pressed and stressed that it is so important. It was a strange 
thing because some of the teachers were really very right-wing people in this 
sense also, although my Russian teacher, and I was her favorite, was the wife 
of the acting prime minister at that time, Lazar, he was the longest time, he 
was prime minister the longest time in this time, during ten years he was 
prime minister, nobody had this same long time.  

Thomas: And his wife was your teacher. 

Geher: Yes, she was a teacher, this was a very clever lady and so she was also not for 
the Russians, she didn’t press us to speak too much about the Russians. We 
heard music and so on and we don’t take anything but she can do it because 
nobody can say any word against him of course. And I finished in ’69, the 
gymnasium. 

Thomas: And then? 

Geher: And then I went to the university, to the medical university. This time it was 
not so easy because the policy, the admission examination, oral and written, 
and also they calculate your score in the secondary school, and altogether they 
calculate the number and depending on how much you reach, you can be 
admitted or not. But in this time it was the policy that those whose parents did 
physical work had an advantage. So in this time the maximum points were 20, 
and they calculate that with about 16 you can be admitted. Because those who 
have a lower score also can be admitted because their fathers were, so this is 
the first thing, they admit everybody whose parent was a physical worker and 
so the rest, if they remain some place, for the rest you can be admitted, 
because both my parents don’t have the same parity. And you can calculate at 
this time those who work in the Communist party, it is not physical work of 
course, it was a job sitting in the office, also belonged to, it was mentioned as 
physical work. So it was a job, and when there was an election, a 
parliamentary election, it was written, there was a list, you don’t elect a single 
person from a district but you vote for a list. Those who were candidates were 
listed, and the number one was Janos Kadar, who was the leader of the 
Communist party, and he was written as “worker”, although he never worked 
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a minute, never worked, so this was the same idea that those who are 
temporary, are not working because of their duty in the Communist party, also 
in the trade union, and also in the Youth Communist Party, so those who 
belonged to these, so they were nominated as physical workers. 

Thomas: How did you get in? 

Geher: So it was appointed, not elected, was appointed. You can imagine that in 
every district in Budapest there was an office of the Communist party. I lived 
in the second district and there were about 300 people who worked there, 
although it was not a small district, but you can imagine how many people 
altogether in Hungary were involved in this sense. But finally I had a chance 
because I have 20 points and those who had 20 points were admitted in 
Budapest, and I finished my 6 years of the course. 

Thomas: When did you first want to become a doctor? 

Geher: Oh it was ’64 when I was 14 years old and I had high blood pressure, it was 
very strange in this time and I was admitted to the hospital to see for what 
reason I have this problem and I spent ten days in the hospital. It was terrible 
for me, it was horrifying, because every day they took blood and they made 
several tests, so it was terrible. And I decided it is not a good place, I should 
be on the other side of the road, it is not the best side of the road, I go to the 
other side and it is much better there for me. 

Thomas: Better for you to be the doctor………. 

Geher: and not the patient, this is true. So from this moment I decided to become a 
doctor, and I never changed my mind. 

Thomas: That’s interesting. So it wasn’t fascination, it was fear. 

Geher: Yes. And when I finished I didn’t know exactly what I wanted to become 
because, although the medical universities were around me, there is not too 
much choice where to go. Like a lawyer, they can go anywhere, director of an 
institute, judge, a lot of things. The medical doctor, there is only the choice of 
different specialties. But I didn’t decide what to do and finally in this time 
again you have the choice to apply to three posts, because all the hospitals 
announced which kind of doctor they needed and you can apply. Of course it 
is a problem because everybody wants to be a doctor in Budapest and not 
outside the city. 

Thomas: Were the hospitals owned by the state? 

Geher: Yes, at this time, yes. 

Thomas: And what they said they needed was decided by the director of the hospital? 
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Geher: No, no. It was decided in this time, it was ’92…………… 

Thomas: ‘92? 

Geher: In ’92 it was decided that this hospital has one thing, one hundred medical 
doctor posts, and it was decided by the ministry of health, and if somebody 
died then you can replace him, you can go there, and if they wanted to change 
the situation they went to the ministry and applied to permit a new post. 

Thomas: Now are you saying ’92? 

Geher: ’92, ’92. 

Thomas: And this is after the change of regime? 

Geher: Yes. Then it was abolished. 

Thomas: After the change. And what was the year when it was abolished? 

Geher: It was I believe in ’92. I was head of the department, it was ’92, because 
finally it was not abolished in the sense that it was not announced but it was 
announced that the hospital, a given hospital, any hospital will receive a 
certain amount of money, depending on their activity, how many patients, 
how many outpatients, and you do with this money what you want. You can 
buy a beautiful car or you can rebuild the building, you can hire television for 
every room, whatever, but it is your decision what to do, and how many 
persons you have, doctors or nurses, how you complete, it is your job. It was 
in ’92. 

Thomas: I see. So it was not the state’s say. 

Geher: It was nobody’s say, not the owner who will say it. Because in ’90, ’91 
exactly, we changed the owners. Only about 30 hospitals remained state-
owned, in the central state, the government, the ministries. The lot left, it is 
about 120, belongs to the county council or the city council. 

Thomas: But you didn’t finish talking about when you got out of the medical 
university. 

Geher: It was ’75, when I finished my university, and then I applied for 3 posts and I 
will tell you which were the 3 posts and you can imagine that I have not so 
hard a decision what to do. I applied for gynecology, for children’s, pediatrics, 
and rheumatology. And so it is not the same specialties. But you can see that I 
wanted to become a doctor who deals with the patient, not in the laboratory or 
not in the office. And I received all three posts, it was a great fortune, and 
finally I decided to become a rheumatologist.  
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Thomas: Did you have to do extra study or research or work? 

Geher: In this time it was not necessary. So you got the post and you began your 
postgraduate university education, which means that you are working in the 
hospital and you are at home, and after 4 years you have to take an 
examination, an oral and a practical examination, and then it is declared that 
you are a rheumatologist. Those who are working in, like a surgeon, have to 
show that they already did plenty of operations, I don’t know, so there are 
some obligatory figures of intervention, and also you have to do some 
obligatory course work, and if everything is okay after 4 years you can have 
the accommodation. So I worked just from the beginning in rheumatology and 
physiotherapy. This is in the hospital near the Margit bridge, on the Buda side. 
Finally it was ’79 when I graduated as a rheumatologist, and then I decided in 
this time it became possible, not in this time but earlier, it was possible in 
Hungary------------no, the story begins probably with world politics. Probably 
you remember that Charles DeGaulle, the French president, has a different 
approach to Communist countries than the other western countries, although 
he also didn’t like the Communists. But he made some relationship with the 
Communist government and he offered and because his famous minister of 
culture, Andre Malraux, he was the minister of culture and he went, visited 
several important Communist countries and he offered posts for state grants in 
France to make an exchange and it was for Hungary 10 posts yearly, one 
year’s postgraduate study in France. And it worked. There was also some kind 
after Willie Brandt offered the same thing in Germany, it was in West 
Germany. But there were no other occasions to have a grant and work outside 
Hungary. I decided because I learned French that I will try to go to France and 
have a one year’s grant in rheumatology practice and I applied for this grant, 
and nobody replied to me. And suddenly after 2 years I received a call from 
the ministry of health that the next week you can go. I didn’t understand that, 
to go after this much time had passed, but finally they chose me and I had the 
possibility to go. The problem was I was young, just married in this time, and 
of course we had very low earnings and it was a really bad time because if you 
go abroad your salary is of course not paid. 

Thomas: But would the French have paid? 

Geher: On the French paid a grant in France but it was very low, so I can say it was 
very low. 

Thomas: And the Hungarian government………. 

Geher: Communists----impossible, impossible! But of course I accepted this grant 
and I went to France, to Paris and Montpellier, and I was not a practicing 
physician because of the diploma difference but I had some experience and so 
forth in France. 

Thomas: Couldn’t you practice under a French physician? 
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Geher: No, no, only the French physician can practice.  

Thomas: And you would watch or attend or something like that. 

Geher: Probably if I had enough time to prepare myself, and I know really that it is 
not a dream it is a possibility to go to France, I could arrange to make some 
examination at the French embassy and so on and to practice, but finally it 
was not my intention to really work as a medical doctor in the practice 
because I want then to see the surgeons and not all the bedside practice.  

Thomas: Why was it two years from the application and they called? 

Geher: I never know why it was me, why I was chosen for this, never know. 

Thomas: And why it took so long, because wasn’t there two years? 

Geher: Again the same thing as in my father’s life, nobody tells us, there is no 
deadline, no deadline, so you put in your application, I know that they sent 
every year the question, and then the next year then it was announced that you 
can apply for this. I don’t want to do this, I applied already, probably they 
refused it, probably, I don’t know, I don’t make an application the next year. 
And finally probably somebody didn’t go there. I don’t know what was the 
background, I was the only medical doctor among the applicants, the others 
were a teacher, a French teacher of course, and an agriculturalist. I was the 
only medical doctor. 

Thomas: But it was not the state in Hungary that stopped you or kept you from going 
when you first applied. Or you actually don’t know. 

Geher: I don’t know, so probably my marriage held me, because my wife of course 
was left at home, and then of course it was out of the question to visit me in 
France, impossible in this time. 

Thomas: But you could get a passport. 

Geher: No. In this time you didn’t have a passport, you had a single permission of 
going out. You had a passport but it was not valid. So you had a passport but 
without this permission you couldn’t go out. You have a passport for the 
western countries, and not a passport but a permission to the eastern countries. 
And when I was in the university I liked to go around in the nearby socialist 
countries to do whatever, and with my friends we decided to go to 
Czechoslovakia and Poland, and I wanted to go back via Germany, East 
Germany, and then go back to Hungary, but it was not allowed. But I was very 
angry, why not? And I went to the minister of the interior and applied to the 
head of the department of passports for an audience, a meeting, it was near the 
western station, and I looked around, and I was a little bit anxious when I 
looked around, everybody, there were a lot of people, everybody wanted to go 
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of course to a western country. It took Mr. X 5 hours, then Mrs. X, and so one, 
you go each after the other. And it was not allowed for some reason. I was the 
only exception, I wanted to go to another eastern European country, and the 
head of the department, who was a general I don’t know about him, and I told 
my story, my friends and I want to go and I don’t understand why it is not 
allowed to come through the German People’s Republic, because if you want 
you can have another passport, another allowance going to Czechoslovakia 
and east Germany but not Poland in this case, so you can go home and the 
next day you can go to the other direction. So it was a stupid thing. And I told 
him “I don’t understand it” and he told me “Yes, you and I are talking”. 

Thomas: And he let you? 

Geher: Yes. And I said, “Pardon, we are three”. But it was not permitted, “you don’t 
have permission to go”. So til the ‘80’s, the early ‘80’s, it was------- no, there 
were several steps. First of all in the ‘50’s you were not allowed to go 
anywhere. 

Thomas: Not even east? 

Geher: No. After the revolution it was allowed to go to eastern Europe, originally 
once yearly, then it was unlimited, but with some stupid thing, Yugoslavia is 
another situation, not eastern Europe. Eastern Europe ;means Romania, 
Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, and Poland. Russia too but to the Soviet Union not 
single individuals, not single tourists, that is not accepted, only with an 
organized tourist group, but for other eastern European countries you can go 
as a tourist without a group. Later on, it was about the ‘60’s when they 
announced that you are allowed once in 3 years to go to western countries, 
once in 3 years. Nobody has the right to have foreign currency, therefore if 
you go abroad you have to change. But it was better that everybody has the 
right to go abroad, he has a valid passport, but unfortunately the state is not so 
rich to give you enough money, therefore you are allowed to go abroad and 
you have the opportunity to change every 3 years. And in this time the 
Hungarians, everybody tried to find foreign people to ask them, to send an 
invitation letter. It was an industry, he sent you an invitation letter, and you go 
abroad and make somewhere some change, of course you can change the 
Hungarian forint but it was very bad, but you can do everything, you can sell 
something there like a painting which was absolutely illegal or stamps or 
anything else, you sell it and from the money you can have enough, you have 
money then. The other thing, it was that you have relatives here in Hungary, 
your mother is living here and she is very poor, I give her every month 1000 
forints, and then I go abroad and you give me the change. So these are several 
ways to avoid, to have enough money. And of course at this time it was very 
great fun for a tourist when he came to Hungary, everybody wanted to make 
change, And it was very good for the tourist because if they made official 
change it was very much less than you made on the black market. So when we 
were here 20 years ago, of course I ask you don’t you want to change a few 
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dollars and I give you about the double than you can get from the official 
change. At this time it was also that the foreign tourist, when they went home, 
had to show a paper how much they had changed, and if they don’t change 
enough money, considering that they don’t change, they have troubles. So 
they have to show some money that they did change. So a lot of the thing was 
how to avoid trouble. But going back to my story, so I went to France with 
authorization, and I spent there one year……………. 

Thomas: This was in Montpellier? 

Geher: Montpellier, yes, and Paris. So it was really a very nice and good thing, but 
the problem was that it was really difficult to make a good connection with a 
French doctor because of this uncertainty how I was able to go back, I don’t 
have the opportunity to promise him that, okay, we do some research together 
and next year I’ll come back. Because it was the rule that in 3 years I will go 
once in France and of course it is not possible to do the research for this single 
period. So that’s the reason I don’t have enough connection, I have friends but 
not a mutual relationship because it was not mutual, because on one side I was 
not able to go again. When I left France it was in 1980 or ’81, I really 
imagined that I probably never come back. Because I calculate that in every 
third year you can go and the next time it will be in ’84, probably I don’t want 
to go to France again, I want to go to England or some place, because I have 
never been in any western countries at this time. So I calculate that probably 
in 2000 I can come back. 

Thomas: So it really was impossible to get into a research situation. 

Geher: Yes. Research life today we do, but it was impossible, it was impossible to 
imagine, or I was, I didn’t calculate good. Probably I can rationalize, but it 
was very very difficult. Also there was another exception that you can go 
abroad as an official visit. It was very exceptional. 

Thomas: Official political? 

Geher: Not political. I can participate in a scientific meeting, but you can imagine, 
only 1 or 2 rheumatologists from Hungary can do it, were allowed, yearly, 1 
or 2, so for a young doctor it was impossible to imagine that I would be the 
single rheumatologist who will be sent to a congress in Paris again. Of course 
I have to say honestly that I don’t want to take the place of one who was not 
able to go, I was there for a year, so therefore I spent my official visit for a 
certain time so for a personal reason I don’t want to take the place of others, 
of others’ right to go. 

Thomas: How did you feel about the situation of not being able to carry on research 
because of the………. 
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Geher: First of all I was very happy to be there. It was really a strange situation so I 
didn’t expect that I would be able to go west for a year in France, so it was 
really a dream. But I never want to leave Hungary………. 

Thomas: Permanently. 

Geher: Permanently. So I went there without any background that I will work there, 
because it was possible, because they offer of course a post and saying to stay 
there and you can work here as a French doctor, of course I saw it, in this case 
I will never come again, back here to Hungary, but I decided before the 
journey that I don’t want to leave Hungary at all, only temporary. 

Thomas: Why did you not want to leave Hungary? 

Geher: Because my father lived here, my grandfather lived here, and all my ancestors 
were living here, although I don’t like the political system I like the country, 
and all my relatives and all my friends are Hungarian, so therefore I don’t 
want to make a new life in France, although it is much easier, I say that it is 
much easier and much better, everything is against to come back but the 
feeling is………..you should know that my mother’s mother, my 
grandmother, had 4 children, my mother and her sister who are living in 
Hungary, still living, and 2 sons, who were soldiers in the Second World War 
and were in Germany when the war was finished and they didn’t come back. 
My grandfather died in the war and my grandmother was left alone with her 
two daughters. And she was not allowed to visit her sons til ’64, although she 
is a pensioner, and every year she applied for a visa to go, they lived in 
Australia, she applied for a visa to go abroad and it was several times refused. 
The reason, which was absolutely stupid, that your visit abroad is harmful for 
the Hungarian interests. A 67-year old woman who really had a forint pension, 
a small amount of money, so really you don’t do any harm against the 
Hungarian body. But in ’66 she was allowed to go. 

Thomas: To go to Australia? Finally? 

Geher: Yes. Finally, to visit her son. The first time they met since ’45. 

Thomas: That’s a long time. 

Geher: Yes. So, it was really, that is the reason why I never expected, it was ’66, and 
14 years later I can go to without any difficulties, any applying and refusals, 
but for this reason when I saw that she really missed her children, her sons, I 
really don’t want to make the same situation for my mother and my father, 
that I live in France, and they lived here, I can call them by phone but never 
visit them. Because of course it was allowed that the boys come back, but of 
course because of their illegal staying abroad there can be difficulties with the 
authorities. And the mother was not allowed to go, so this was the politics of 
the time. But it was in the ‘60’s, but later in the ‘70’s it was lifted, so you can 
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go. Finally both sons can visit Hungary, so it was much easier later, but not in 
the ‘60’s. So that was the reason why I don’t want to leave Hungary, because 
it really would break every chain with the country. And then I came back and 
then I was working further in the National Institute of Rheumatology and I 
made my PhD thesis in ’88, and……………………………..  

Thomas: You did not, at the institute, you did not have a private, what we call a private 
practice? 

Geher: No. In this time it was not allowed in the institute, in the hospital, it was not 
allowed that you have a private practice, nobody has this. But you were 
entitled to have a private office, at home or somewhere in the city. Twice 
weekly for two hours, two two hours, twice two hours it was allowed. But I 
don’t want to do it. But the head of the department has not allowed to 
everybody to practice in this time, although I was not head of the department. 
But it was still ’90. 

Thomas: But you saw patients at the institute and in the hospital. 

Geher: Yes, in the hospital. 

Thomas: You were not doing research, you were doing clinical. 

Geher: Clinical and research. And then, it was ’88 when I made my PhD thesis and in 
the ‘90’s………….. 

Thomas: What was it on, if I would understand. 

Geher: Oh it’s easy, on the social and medical consequences of a spinal disease called 
ankylosing spondylitis. 

Thomas: Oh yes, I know that disease. 

Geher: It’s not a rare disease. It was very interesting. And finally it was after the new 
system in ’92 I was asked to go to the ministry of health. In this time it was 
the ministry of wealth (laughs), contrary to what the welfare 
situation……………. 

Thomas: But it was really the ministry of health….. 
 
Geher: It was in health. 

Thomas: And who asked you to go? 

Geher: I had a colleague who already worked there, and I think the story began later, 
because in ’91-----oh it’s much later. I, not only I do research and clinic but 
also, because I never go in, not for the social work but, because everybody 
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likes to have a social life, of course with relatives and friends and so on, but to 
have much more than this that you meet with friends and so on, we would like 
to do something, not politics but something like politics, therefore we find out 
that it is an excellent thing to meet and to organize meetings and every kind of 
activity under the name of a society, of a scientific society. Because of course 
there was a scientific society of each profession and here was a scientific 
society of rheumatologists which didn’t work at all, altogether it had about 
120 members. And we decided, it was in the early ‘90’s, decided it is a good 
thing to do because we can come together and discuss, invite foreign people to 
have a meeting, to read journals and so on, so you can imagine. And after 3 
years we had about 500 members, and one of the reasons why we do it that I 
mention is that we have the opportunity to have official visits outside of 
Hungary. One possibility was that you take part in a congress, which means 
that only one person from rheumatology can do it, so it is not the way to go. 
But there is another possibility, which began in the early or mid ‘80’s, that if 
you organize a meeting here in Hungary you can invite foreign people, from 
Austria, and you can invite a maximum of 20----don’t know why 20, but 20 
(laughs)----and of course if there is a billitable meeting and the next year the 
Austrian people organized, they can invite 20 Hungarians who as an official 
visit can go there. And also they get money, they can change money. And for 
this reason we began to organize billitable meetings with Austria, Germany, 
West Germany of course, Finland, Switzerland and France also. So we can 
organize. And it was just a new thing because the other society never 
appreciated that this rheumatologist knew something and it’s a strange thing 
that the visit outside Hungary was planned, people planned it. So that was the 
reason why we have a good reputation among others and we know each other 
for other specialties we know about, and for this mutual congress we had the 
opportunity really to visit a lot of foreign countries, official visit, which was a 
good thing, and we have good connections with foreign rheumatologists and 
therefore they decided to have a European congress in Budapest in ’91. And I 
was the secretary-general of this congress and it was really a great success in 
terms of participation, nearly 5000 people were here, and the congress before 
which was 4 years before there were only 2600, so it was nearly double, 
double the number of people, because people were interested to see what 
happens in Hungary, because it was after the transition, it was a very good 
moment. But it was not easy to organize, as you can imagine, and in terms of 
money it was also a successful congress. So from the surplus of the congress 
we bought a house like this. In this time it was 100 million forints, twelve 
years ago. Now it’s really in the billions. For this reason some other 
colleagues know that I really can organize things some way successfully, and 
that’s the reason they asked me to go to the ministry of health, and I decided 
not to spend too much time there, only 1 or 2 years, because you forget your 
medical things. 

Thomas: What did it involve, being there, was it an organizational type position? 
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Geher: It was really a great organization time because the old socialist type health 
care was transformed to another type health care. So that was the time when 
the primary care system was organized, they organized everything, of course 
in Hungary there was a health system so it was not necessary to establish a 
new one but reorganize it. This was the time when the state declared that the 
hospital belonged to the local council not to the state, this was the time when 
they gave back to the church some hospitals which belonged to them. 
Reprivatization. 

Thomas: Now was this the doing of the ministry of health? 

Geher: Yes, yes. And also then the focus on the primary care physician which was 
distanced because in the socialist system the primary care physician was 
practically a member of the staff of the hospital, below people. And he was 
not independent absolutely. And also to have a medical officer system, chief 
medical officer, general surgeon, and so on which didn’t exist during the 
socialist era, general surgeon, this system, so this was established in this time. 
And also to reform the payment system, it was the drg system. And this was, 
everything was implemented in this time, it was changed in this time. 

Thomas: And was this something that the ministry of health, or welfare, could do, did it 
require legislative or parliamentary approval? 

Geher: Yes. 

Thomas: So you had to do that. 

Geher: Yes, in the parliamentary committees and so on, so it was a legal process. Of 
course there were laws, there were laws about the insurance system, laws 
about………………. 

Thomas: And these were new laws that had to be passed. 

Geher: Yes, it was absolutely new laws, law about the surgeon in the institute, law 
about the financial system, law about privatization, law about the private, to 
the ownership of the hospital, and then so on, what else………….. 

Thomas: And these kinds of laws required the signature of the prime minister or the 
approval of the prime minister or the president? 

Geher: Law, the majority of the parliament has to vote it, for two-thirds vote is 
necessary, or it is not a law. There were other technical details which were 
government decrees and really the technical details that, certain drg, what 
does it mean for surgery, for asthma, these were ministerial decrees. So 
altogether it was, last time I calculated, it was about 6 laws, about 40 
government and more than 100 ministerial decrees. So it was really a great 
job, not on my own of course, but…………… 
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Thomas: When you liked to see the changes, but was it a real headache to get them to 
change, to get them done, to get them passed, I mean a lot of hard political 
work? 

Geher: Yes. The political part was not too difficult because the prime minister was 
the leader of the Christian Democratic party, and if he wants something, and 
we, and we accepted what we could both accept it, he can do it in the 
government. It was a problem in the parliament sometimes but not so much 
difficulties. But the problem was the implementation, this was a great 
problem. So I remember sometimes, I remember several times when the law 
was accepted and there was a meeting, a great meeting, and I was appointed to 
keep a hold of the details. And there were about 2000 medical doctors there 
and everybody was angry, yes, because they don’t want, everybody was afraid 
about the changes, and we declared that, the primary care physicians were 
there, and we declared that you don’t have to be an employee of the local 
council, you can have a single independent medical doctor with an agreement 
of the local council that you fulfill the post of primary care physician and you 
get your money directly from the insurance company and not from the, not a 
salary from your local government. It was an idea to make them independent, 
and nobody wanted it, we will lose money and so on and so on, and after half 
a year more than half of the doctors became privatized. Even now, they told 
me that those who were there and were very angry, that, okay, this time we’re 
not right, you are right. It was a good solution. And the second thing was 
when the new system of private payment of the hospital with drg was based 
on activity. Before it was the planning system. To decide that this hospital can 
have 1 million forints for this year independent of how they work, if they 
close the door and nobody goes to the hospital they receive the money, if the 
hospital is full also the same money, so it was awful. So this was this time, 
and after one half year the election, in the election the former Communist 
party was reelected, it was ’94, it was a good chance for me to retire. 

Thomas: They weren’t called Communists. 

Geher: Yes. But the same people, who are called hidden Communist still, I think. In 
’90 they made up and they called him, we are sorcerers. For me, I am an old 
man, I think it is difficult for me to change the name of the road, and that’s the 
name of anybody, for me they remain the same, Communist. It’s the same for 
this time because this prime minister also was minister in the last Communist 
cabinet. He was the minister of finance. Now he is out of any party, so for me 
he is not out of any party, he is a Communist, he will remain a Communist, he 
declared himself Communist not me, it was not me who declared him 
Communist. 

Thomas: And how long has he been in? 

Geher: It was in ’94 when the new election and the Socialist party came to power and 
I go back to the hospital to work as a medical physician but I remain as an 
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advisor to the minister because personally I am a good friend and connection 
with the employees, another connection, so I remain here as a triple position 
because my job was, I became assistant professor in the university, and this 
was my job, and also I do clinical work in the hospital, and as an advisor to 
the ministry. 

Thomas: But did the Communists, Socialists, when they came in, did they change these 
laws? 

Geher: No. 

Thomas: They are still in effect? 

Geher: Still they may need applying. The problem is, the Communists, the Socialists, 
they don’t have any ideas. This is the problem. 

Thomas: You mean they have no ideas of what to do? 

Geher: Only the power, this is the only idea. To gain power, to be in the power, and 
also to give money to my friend. To me also. To gain a lot of money. This is 
nothing. For me it is awful to see this thing because the power is not this one, 
not this thing, and of course this was the problem of the whole Socialist era, 
but this time they have a great pardon because the Soviet Union doesn’t want 
to, and that’s the reason why they don’t move, because it is against the Soviet 
Union’s interests. And that is the reason why nobody moves in the 
Communist countries. But now that is not the question, formerly they remain 
to do the dominating, but it is not a good exception. So this is the problem, 
they don’t have any ideas, they didn’t have any idea before, so in the 
Communist state they don’t have anything, only the power to govern, and 
nothing to do something with the country because everything and everybody 
is changing, in every minute, and you have to accommodate, you have to 
accommodate, and you have to do something, not to become the first, 
Hungary is a small country, but not to remain the last, and to have the people 
live like other people in the world. So you have to do something and not to 
remain and staying and waiting for. Competition, or something, so it really 
needs some competition that you do something, to advance, sometimes in the 
wrong direction, it’s true, but finally in the good direction, finally in a legal 
count they find the best way. 

Thomas: Why were the Socialists elected? 

Geher: Because really when the Socialist state collapsed and the industry, agriculture, 
everything collapsed, and unemployment, which was not a problem in the 
Socialist state, became 10%, 15% unemployment rate, and really persons who 
were working in a factory, and worked there for 20 years and hoped to work 
til the pension age, suddenly found he’d lost his job and nobody wanted to 
employ him because his job didn’t exist, and really several 100,000 people, 
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families collapsed because of this, although the social pension is something, 
so they don’t, he can’t live in his own flat and they don’t need to, they have 
enough food, they have enough money to buy food, and so on, it did not 
collapse like a certain country, but really they have a decrease in his life style, 
of course, and without any hope, because you can imagine that a person who 
is working in the heavy metal industry making steel, and the industry 
disappears, what can he do, he is 42 years old, too young to begin to be a 
pensioner but too old to learn a new job, and he already passed 22 years the 
same and he hoped to do the next 18 years the same, instead he became 
unoccupied. So it was really a tragedy for a certain number of families and of 
course the former Communists said that you can see that here is the transition 
to the new period, the capitalist era, this is what you wanted, you really 
wanted to do this………… 

Thomas: And the Social Democrats----that was the name of the party that came 
in…………… 

Geher: The Social, not democrats, the Social party. 

Thomas: The Social Party, they could not do anything about this. 

Geher: So when they came back, they didn’t do anything because…………. 

Thomas: No, I don’t mean the Socialists, I mean the party that brought about the 
change. 

Geher: So of course those who made the change during the power after the transition 
from ’90 to ’94 of course they lose the election because everybody was angry 
that they do these problems, although it is not their problem but it was the 
problem of the Socialist era. And finally in ’93, ’94, a lot of foreign 
companies came to Hungary, invested a lot of money, and during, from ’92 to 
’93 the degrees of the GDP stabilized and began to increase and 
unemployment also decreased and now it’s about 5-6 points, so it’s much 
better. But really there were 3, 2-3 very hard years. 

Thomas: Do you think that people then looked back to the Communist era as a better 
time? 

Geher: Yes. Not only those who were privileged, you can say that, but the ordinary 
people who were absolutely not for the Communists, a simple worker in a 
factory, but his life style was completely different and they thought this is a 
new government, what happened, I lose my job, and the time when these very 
clever men were in power I had a job, I had a certain amount of money, and 
now I don’t have anything. So that was one of the reasons why they failed in 
’94, and in ’98 when the new election came and I think the right party gained, 
they offered me a certain post in the ministry but I don’t want to go back 
because the persons who were there I was not a good, there was a good 
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connection but I don’t like to talk with them so I decided not to go back. But 
in 2000, because, so they made a lot of mistakes and finally in 2000 they 
changed the ministry, the minister, and he asked me to go back to the 
ministry, from 2000 to 2002, I went back to the ministry, in this case I was 
deputy state secretary. But this time it was really a different situation. This 
government also lost direction. I didn’t remain in the ministry and I went back 
to the hospital again, which was privatized during this time and now belonged 
to the Catholic church. 

Thomas: So what is going to happen, do you think, in the country? 

Geher: I don’t have a vision of the future and I like to do the concrete scene in the 
present. But I don’t understand the politics of the government, I don’t 
understand it at all. Because, in the normal life of a government, 4 years’ life, 
every government begins with the difficult thing, the hard thing. After the 
election everybody has to do the worst thing, which is not popular. It is 
necessary to do that because of course they don’t do it just before the next 
election. They forgot it, they forgot it, and one and a half year passed and 
therefore there is no more time to do anything. Because if you want to do 
anything, anything, it is somebody’s fault, somebody is the loser, somebody is 
the winner for a change. Therefore before an election it is really difficult to 
make radical changes, radical necessary changes. 

Thomas: You have to do it at the beginning, right after the election. 

Geher: After the election, yes. So it is all your fault, all your fault. First of all I 
suppose that the government has a very narrow majority in the parliament, 
that’s the reason why they don’t want to do anything, but it’s not a good 
reason, I don’t know why, because it’s really necessary to do some things in 
health care but also in other areas too, in agriculture there are a lot of things to 
do, but they don’t do anything. So for this reason I suppose that they will lose 
the next election, for this reason, because I don’t think that they can do 
anything positive with the future, because for a very popular thing you need 
money, and they don’t have money. They sold everything therefore they don’t 
have money to do anything popular, but it is the politics they are doing, I 
don’t know but at present it looks like they will lose. 

Thomas: Do you think that the Communists, Socialists coming back to power, how 
would that affect foreign investments? Did that slow the investment of other 
nations in Hungary? 

Geher: I don’t think that there is a direct relationship between the degrees of the 
investment in Hungary and the regain of power of the Communist party 
because it is true that the Communist party has a good tradition to be 
entrenched. So they’re very customized to get orders from Moscow, if it is not 
Moscow it is better that it gets orders from Brussels or from Washington so 
they are really, because Communism is an international idea, though a 
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national interest. They are really very customized that know national interests 
and we do what we do, it should be customized to what they want that we do, 
especially a great power like the Soviet Union or nowadays it is the U.S.A. 
And it is very good for the prime minister because he really can do a good 
thing. And the right wing party of course is very stressed and expressed the 
national interests, of course. Therefore the goal went against the interests of 
other nations, of course they can discuss it in mutual forums. But it is not a 
question that if we are told that you have to do something, we absolutely do 
the thing against our interests. So the question in ’91, in the time of the war in 
former Yugoslavia, it was a queer thing for Hungary to be at war later, but the 
Hungarian government didn’t want to go to war, because, although they 
support of course the international coalition that had to do with the war inside 
of Yugoslavia, the right didn’t want to participate. But they have to, of course, 
with the international coalition. Of course when we are now about Iraq, which 
is absolutely nothing to do with us, Hungarian soldiers are there, for what I 
don’t know, Iraqis don’t. So it is really difficult to understand that it is 
American interests. The right wing government really helped the United 
States, helped in this fight against the terrorists, but we don’t want to send 
military personnel to anywhere outside of Europe. 

Thomas: But they did. 

Geher: Yes, the new government. In Afghanistan. 

Thomas: Within the context of NATO forces? 

Geher: This time, yes. But it is the new government who decides. Although the whole 
parliament approved. It is necessary to be approved by the whole parliament 
to send the soldiers abroad.  

Thomas: But they had a narrow majority? 

Geher: Yes. But it is not necessary because the whole parliament accepted, so it is not 
a majority, it is nearly 100%. So finally they voted. So this is a complicated 
thing, that a little bit more international-based party like the Liberal party and 
the Socialist party is absolutely not defending so hard the national interest 
than other parties, for instance the right side. 

Thomas: How does Hungary’s involvement in the European Union affect the 
political……………….  

Geher: Everybody wanted to, nearly all parties, all except one, wanted to become a 
member of the European Union. But again, so the European Union is a very 
complicated thing, and it is really a question about your national interest. If 
you don’t defend your national interest you will be a loser, you will be a loser. 
So you have to do everything on your own to ameliorate every working 
condition in your own country because it is not the job of the European Union. 
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Your own country is your job, so therefore it is necessary to protect your own 
industry, although it is against the competition, but every country does this, 
every country, especially the United States. Because it is your nation’s 
interest, if you left your industry and your commerce and then everything, you 
left it to the competition, of course a small country will lose, it is very easy to 
understand, therefore such things you have to defend in some way without 
really disturbing the competition in the free market. So don’t go to the Soviet-
style planning system, that’s not a question, but it is your nation’s problem, 
the investments not coming here, and people lose their jobs, if your own 
industry fails, then other industry will come here to produce some things. So 
that is our difficult question, and the problem is, my personal view is that 
Hungary is not prepared for the European Union. 

Thomas: Not prepared to belong………………… 

Geher: To belong, to be a member of the European Union. Very few people know 
really what it means when put into practice. Very few people. Although it is 
really not a great change one day to another, so you will become a member of 
the European Union, the past will be the same thing as yesterday, so it doesn’t 
change anything. But in the background, in the background really a lot of 
things will be modified, and for this I don’t think Hungary is prepared. 
Prepared for example to have really a great market, from Sweden to Portugal, 
and you have to do your own job. So the same thing, I suppose it will happen 
the same, as happened in the early ‘90’s, when the socialist era changed to the 
capitalist era, and a lot of change happened and it was really a great difficulty 
for a lot of people. The same thing will happen, I suppose. Because again in 
this time, in the early ‘90’s, nobody was prepared for these changes, and 
nobody expected that here in Hungary there will be no Communism and we 
won’t need to ration and so on, nobody imagined in the late ‘90’s, the late 
‘80’s, more in the late ‘80’s, that it could happen, and it happened. 

Thomas: I want to ask you about changes sort of in everyday life, but before I ask you 
about that, it seems that Hungary is in a difficult position because it seems 
caught by one larger power or another, either the Soviet Union, which is now 
no more, now the United States, and I don’t know how you deal with this. 

Geher: That’s why we inside Hungary became a member of NATO. 

Thomas: To have more voice? 

Geher: To help be a protector. So because there were some feelings that it is very 
good to become neutral, like Switzerland, Austria, but Hungary is not 
Switzerland and not Austria, and that was the original opinion of course at this 
time that it is very dangerous to be between the two in this time when the two 
were in existence, so very quickly we asked to go under the umbrella of 
NATO. So it is already accepted that Hungary become a member of this 
European Union of the Euro inside Europe and under political protection and 
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also with the military protection of NATO. Because really there is some 
feeling that the former Soviet Union, Russia, has aspirations for these former 
countries. 

Thomas: There is that view? 

Geher: No, no, it is quite political. They don’t want to forget everything, forgive 
everything. It is not the same manner to send troops here or Poland, but 
economically and for interests political and so on, they don’t forget it. And it’s 
real, probably not an acute problem, but with the future when Russia will 
become stronger, because it’s a question of time, and we have to remain quiet 
during this time and probably then this more or less unified Europe, I don’t 
know what it will become……………… 

Thomas: See what happens. 

Geher: Nobody knows. So the problem is that this unification, this American-style 
united Europe is advancing, there is much more of a problem with this, more 
and more problems, so it is not quite sure that in the end that European United 
States, it is possible that it is broken. It would be a pity because it is really 
making certainties in the region. 

Thomas: Are things different, are they better as far as personal freedoms, freedom to 
speak what you want to speak, freedom in the press, newspapers, magazines, 
have those things changed for the better, shall we say? 

Geher: Yes, freedom of movement or freedom of expression of your ideas is really a 
good thing and I suppose that it happened, it is a good story. 

Thomas: The Socialists have not changed that? 

Geher: No. But there are other problems. Freedom of the press is not in the same 
category as the freedom of expression with your voice, because it is unlimited. 
But we already know that freedom of the press means that freedom is only a 
certain freedom because those who are the owners decide a lot of things. 

Thomas: And who are the owners? Are there a variety, some Socialists, some of other 
political persuasions? 

Geher: They are press chains, Springer and so on, from abroad. 

Thomas: From where abroad? 

Geher: They are foreign owners, the owners are foreign companies. 

Thomas: Such as? 
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Geher: Such as Springer, Germany, Riegier, also Germany, and they have their own 
interests, and the freedom is under control. So it’s not an absolute freedom. 
Also there is a certain political influence, of course. 

Thomas: From the Hungarian government? 

Geher: From the actual parties and also from the government, of course. But I 
suppose the greater danger is that some of the political influence is dangerous 
because it is clear, it is clear, you read this journal, you can read that it 
belongs to which party. It is clear and you can decide what to deal with. But 
the economical influence is very difficult to understand, to invent, because it 
is not written in the text, it is not written in the text. It is on the background 
and sometimes it happens something and you can understand why no journal 
mentioned it, because it’s a certain economic interest not to mention the story 
and for this it is really not a substantive story for me. Although there are some 
advantages of the free press because really, not everything, but in the political 
area they write practically everything. The most important things, the every 
day problems, they write. And the freedom, the other kinds of freedom, this is 
also very ambiguous because there is no control on the culture. Of course 
there is no state influence, that’s okay, it’s a good thing, especially it is a good 
thing it is not the Socialist product of family life. But of course the cultural 
level of the press and of journalists and so on became very low, very low, 
because of course everybody, well not everybody, but it must be interesting to 
write about killers or using gas, which has a very negative effect on the 
population. It is the same thing in the United States, with television every kid 
sees that there are killers and of course it is not a strange thing that the kid 
itself became a killer in the schools. Why not, because he saw on television 
that same thing. So these are the disadvantages, some disadvantages. 

Thomas: Do you have anything comparable to the public television or the public radio 
in the United States. It isn’t perfect, but it has only a small amount of money 
from the government, a small amount from corporations, most of the money 
comes from people who donate the money because they want to hear all sides 
of the story. They don’t hear as much as they should but they hear more than, 
say, CNN or CNBC or stations like that present. 

Geher: In Hungary it is a state-owned television and radio which is some way 
independent from the state, but the budget comes from the state, the whole 
budget, or nearly the whole budget, so therefore they are not quite 
independent in this way. 

Thomas: The person who holds the purse strings, as we say, is the one who controls. 

Geher: Yes, but you can imagine, that those who pay you, pay your company, and 
you speak against them, therefore they reduce the money. This is the story in 
the Hungarian radio. Because the head of the radio didn’t accept the 
government suggestion how to end such a use, therefore they reduced their 
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budget, so it’s a clear answer, although they didn’t remove the head of the 
radio but it’s a clear message for the people that your boss is not a clever man 
and in the salary you will see it, so it is not quite independent as it should be. 

Thomas: Well, it’s very hard to keep it that way in the United States. 

Geher: Of course in Hungary the donation is not a usual thing. 

Thomas: It’s not a custom? 

Geher: Not a custom. There is some element of donation but it’s not a custom. So 
those activities which are based on public donation don’t work. So they need, 
in the beginning they can do it well, but finally after one or two years they 
need state money. So, like the phone call for those who are alone and have an 
intention to commit suicide, they can ring up and call to a phone, it was a 
foundation which invented this type of thing, they did collect money but after 
one year they failed because then nobody would give the money and therefore 
the state had to pay for this, because it’s really a good thing. 

Thomas: Yes, and it did continue with state financing? 

Geher: It’s an excellent idea, and finally it can open your pocket for money because 
it’s really a good thing to have. But people don’t give money, it’s not a 
custom here in this country. 

Thomas: But it is a good thing that the state picks up the money for something that 
good. 

Geher: Yes, because it was my job in this time to have to do and they come to us and 
I have to find some money, because it’s not too much money because it’s two, 
three persons, but finally we have to have it because it is a good thing. 

Thomas: It is a good thing. But you do have access to foreign press, French, German, 
British, U.S., which you did not have in the days of the Communists? 

Geher: In the early times we don’t have access at all, only the Communist party 
service with broadcasts and so on, I don’t know these journals, there is a 
Communist journal in the United States or so, I suppose that they sell more 
journals in Hungary than in the States! 

Thomas: I think so! 

Geher: I think so for sure. But later on in the ‘80’s you can have access to more 
services. 

Thomas: So that actually has been going on for some time. 
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Geher: Yes. But the absolutely new thing is what television brings access to, satellites 
and so on, so it’s merely in the ‘90’s, it began in the ‘90’s. 

Thomas: That’s very hard to control for the government unless you just shoot down the 
satellite. 

Geher: Yes, but it is not a control for government because the German television 
never mentions what happens in Hungary because they tell the story of 
Germany, the Austrian also. So in CNN, probably two or three years ago 
when Toszor in Afghanistan, Toszor was a military base of the United States, 
then it was mentioned and somebody was in Toszor and it was shown on 
CNN, so this was a story of Hungary. I don’t remember whether they 
mentioned that there was a direction. It is interesting when you see the 
television network, it is a shock when you see CNN, BBC, they show the 
same scene, the same, some might be the same picture. Look and see. 

Thomas: I’ll have to watch. How about the internet? 

Geher: Obviously it’s a new thing, I had my first computer in ’84, and the internet a 
few years ago. 

Thomas: Do many people have computers? Is it in libraries, is it in schools? 

Geher: It is in the schools and libraries but more and more people have it and so on. I 
don’t really know the figures, which are lower than the European average, but 
it’s really interesting. So it means it’s not double the early but it’s more than 
10% higher than the previous year, and also the internet access is higher. So I 
remember in the beginning I have internet access and I have to ring up by 
phone, it is really very complicated, really very complicated, it lasted about 
half an hour when I have access, finally I have access, but it was a very good 
offer. 

Thomas: You can get a great deal on the internet. 

Geher: Yes, and also there are a lot of opinions so it is really an exchange of ideas, 
it’s a real exchange of ideas. And sometimes it’s much more open than the 
press or television. 

Thomas: That, I think, is maybe one of the hardest to control, I mean people are just 
talking to each other, typing.  

Geher: Oh yes, they want to. So it is something which is really free, and absolutely up 
to you what you choose. You can really choose anything. 

Thomas: It is not possible to see exactly what will happen as a result of this, it’s 
growing so fast. 
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Geher: Yes, that’s it. It is none o’clock! 

Thomas: It’s very very nice of you to come, Pal. Thank you very much. Is there 
anything else you would like to say? 

Geher: No, oh I forgot that I have one: I have twqo daughters. The first was born 
when I was in France. 

Thomas: Oh really? So you didn’t see her for a while. 

Geher: She was two weeks old when I came back, I came back early to see her. Both 
are students, one a university student of economics, and the other a high 
school student of foreign trade. 

Thomas: Today there is no problem anymore about getting into the university. 

Geher: Oh yes, of course………………. 

Thomas: Well, I mean the grades, of course……………. 

Geher: Of course there are examinations before…………… 

Thomas: Yes, but not political……………. 

Geher: But it is absolutely dependent on these exams so it’s never total. But the other 
thing that it’s nearly double the number of those who can go to the university. 
So it’s much wider than it used to be, there are no barriers at all, the selection 
is only made on what you do, what you perform. It’s much better than before. 

Thomas: That’s good. That should lead to great changes. 

Geher: Yes, so sometimes when I told you the old stories it looks like it really was the 
last century, just so far, and when I cross the border, the Austrian border, I 
have every time a certain anxious feeling, bed feelings, and my daughters 
never understand why, something happened to go to Austria, so they don’t 
understand that it was not so easy before, and so on. And everything is better 
when you can say everything everywhere, you don’t need to look around in 
the restaurant when you speak about anything. It is really strange to say to 
somebody who never survived another situation. So it’s very strange that 
everybody knows in the hospital that somebody has the obligation to write 
down and to send to the minister of the interior what we are saying. And for 
this reason we really don’t speak about hot topics. And there were a lot of hot 
topics of course, and it was really a very bad influence on personal 
relationships, because you are not quite sure whether it is not the other person 
who will speak to you about the stories. So this was very very bad for personal 
relationships. So that was the reason why most of the people put more interest 
in the family because you know that we are here together among us and we 
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can speak just among each other. And you will really be afraid to have 
something with another person. 

Thomas: And you don’t think that that has come back at all? 

Geher: I don’t think so, I hope that that doesn’t, so it will be really a tragedy for a 
person with quality life lived. So going back to the situation would be really a 
tragedy.  

Thomas: But it has not been your experience that that has happened? 

Geher: No, no, I don’t think so. Especially in the form as it existed. I don’t think that 
it turns back. This was really great, for example, with Nick, we learned 
together French in the school, it was in ’40 or something like this, and from 
this time our friendship began, but it was very very late when we began to 
discuss politics. But there was some message, and more and more message, 
when I understand his father is Catholic, and I expected if his father is an old 
gentleman then probably his son also has the same person as this. But really it 
needs several layers to become open in personal relationships. So that’s the 
reason why I don’t ask for my papers from the minister of the interior, to see, 
because they can give them to you and you can see that who you can easily 
understand who is the person who declared you, who brought you to this 
thing, so I don’t want to see. I don’t want to, because if it is the person which I 
suppose, it’s okay, but if not, probably a friend of mine who I declare that he 
is a friend of mine, it is a bad scene, forget it. 

Thomas: It is past anyway. 

Geher: It is past. 

Thomas: Well, that you a lot, thank you very much. 
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