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MT: Major Thomas, interviewer 

AP: Agota Pavlovics, interviewee 

MJ: Miklos Jakabffy, translator 

MT: This is Major Thomas on November 14, 2005. I am in the apartment I rent at 
Csorsz utca ot (5) in Budapest, and I am interviewing Agota Pavlovics, and I 
think we will begin by asking Agota to tell us where you were born, the date, 
and a little bit about your family.  

AP/MJ: Born in 1956, May the 3rd, in Budapest. My father is Stojian Pavlovics, he is 
of Serbian origin. My mother is Gabriella Demeter, she is Hungarian, she 
passed away. I live in Budapest in the 14th district, the name of the district is 
Zuglo. 

MT: And have you always lived here in Budapest? 

AP/MJ: Yes. 

MT: And you went to school here. Tell me about the school you went to. 

AP/MJ: I graduated in the elementary school, that was 8 classes. Then I completed 4 
classes in the high school. I attended the Eotvos Lorand University in the 
science faculty and graduated in the faculties Hungarian and Serbian 
languages, linguistics. At that time it was considered for one language, 
Serbian-Croatian. 

MT: And what year did you graduate? 

AP/MJ: It was 1980. 

MT: I like to get the time frame. 

AP/MJ: So it was Serbian-Croatian for one language and literature and Hungarian 
language and literature. 

MT: Tell me a little bit about the subjects you studied in secondary school. What 
was the curriculum, I’m asking. 

AP/MJ: Chemistry and biology, at the beginning, then it was only chemistry, which 
was probably a mistake on my side…. 

MT: Why? 

AP/MJ: Because I was always interested in human faculties, that did really show on 
my school results. 
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MT: (Laughs) That is often the case. And history, did you study history? 

AP/MJ: Of course I studied history. At that time, in the so-called better high schools, 
lectures, so-called what we call general knowledge, obviously does include 
history. 

MT: What history? Did you study history of particular parts of the world or just 
Hungarian or what? 

AP/MJ: This is a very interesting question, because we did believe that we are 
studying the Hungarian and world history by facts. But my studies in the high 
school were between ’70 and ’74 and it was a really closed country, it was 
very political-dominated history, politics-dominated or politics-oriented 
history. 

MT: It was history taught from one point of view, one philosophy, or you had 
various points of view, various ways of approaching this subject? 

AP/MJ: Absolutely one viewpoint of history…. 

MT: Which was…. 

AP/MJ: And it was not only one viewpoint but also one level, so there was never the 
chance to get different facts next to each other. 

MT: And was this accepted? That is to say, you just, this was the way it was, you 
did not question this? 

MJ: At that time there was no question about it, whether it was correct or not, or to 
do something different. 

AP/MJ: Not in the high school. It started at the beginning of the university years. 

MT: You say it started. How did that start? In conversation? In classes? Were 
different things taught in the university? 

AP/MJ: When we got out of the closed circuit of the high school, then we had a 
chance to meet other people from other high schools in the university. Just to 
mention, the high school where I have studied was one of the elite, the better 
or the higher level high schools, so then it was a procedure beginning at the 
university where we could start the most interesting period of life, meeting 
other people and other views. 

MT: Did you find other views from other high schools? 

AP/MJ: My school was quite a strict one, it was an order-based, very regulated 
school…. 
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MT: What does order-based mean? 

MJ: Order-based means that orders were given what to do. 

MT: Orders from whom? 

AP/MJ: The whole school philosophy was that it is correct, what is told here, what is 
lectured here, and those who do not like can go away, and those who stay 
should be proud they have a chance to study here. 

MT: What was the name of this high school? 

AP/MJ: At that time it was Stephen I, today it is St. Stephen High School. 

MT: And they had a strict philosophy of history: where did this come from? Was 
there a department of education in the government that said this is what you 
should teach? 

AP/MJ: The ministry gave also strict orders, but the traditions of this special high 
school were strict, this philosophy existing. 

MT: Had it always been the philosophy in this high school? 

AP/MJ: Always, and it was always very successful. So just one data: from my school 
class where we graduated 32 people, 31 graduated from the university. Fifteen 
of us became medical doctors. At that time as well it was exceptionally high 
results. 

MT: Very high academic standards. 

AP/MJ: That was absolutely lexical knowledge, that we had to produce knowledge at 
the time when it was needed, for the exams, and then one gets forgiven. 

MT: But I am puzzled because it sounds as if this high school always taught this 
philosophy of history and I wonder if there was no change at the end of World 
War II in the way they taught. When the Communist government came into 
power, was not the Marxist-Leninist point of view of history, or philosophy, 
of life for that matter, did that not influence what they taught in the school? 
She was saying that the order was always there, I’m sure the standards, the 
high academic standards were always there, but I’m asking specifically about 
the philosophy of life and history, was it the same before and after the 
Communists were in power? 

AP/MJ: I can tell very positive things about this school. The philosophy of this school 
was that those students or pupils who attend this school have to have 
knowledge. The much-blamed Communist philosophy appeared in this school. 
The school was always of high educational or academic standards, but the 
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blamed Communist philosophy appeared here. Those who learn much and not 
only learn but have well-established knowledge, they can achieve more, 
whereas the American dream was just to become successful. We didn’t have 
an American dream to become successful but we had and understood the more 
we learn and the more we know, the more chances we have and the better life. 
That was without materialism. It didn’t mean finances, it didn’t mean material 
things, it was philosophical that your life is complete when you are educated.  

MT: It was a matter of quality of life, not how much money you could make. 

AP/MJ: At that time, yes, absolutely. 

MT: But bringing it back to the university, you learned more things, more points of 
view, more philosophy, is that right? 

AP/MJ: Yes, that’s right. And that is especially right for the scientific faculty where 
the professors have the liberty to teach and lecture more and differently than 
in the high school. 

MT: The professors in the university had more freedom in their teaching? 

AP/MJ: Much, much. 

MT: And was there any problem about your going to the university, was there any 
difficulty? People have told me that because their background was that of the 
middle class or professionals, they were not allowed to go to the university. 

AP/MJ: I had plenty of problems. First, one of my first problems was that my father 
was a dedicated member. 

MT: Was he a member of the Communist party? 

AP/MJ: It was not Communist, it was called the Socialist party. Earlier he was a party 
member for a long time, but when I attended the university he was not any 
more. The first difficulty for me was that everybody thought that I got into the 
university without an entrance exam because of my father, and nobody 
considered the fact that I didn’t pass the first entrance exam and I got into the 
university only with the second entrance exam. But this was only the first of 
my problems. 

MT: And what were the other problems? 

AP/MJ: For example, my family name already gave information about myself. My 
father’s name told everybody that he was Serbian and the lector of the Serb-
Croatian faculty here in Budapest, that was her name, and she was obviously 
from Croatia. Whenever I have used Serbian words she corrected me, saying 
“Please do not use slang words or inferior words”. But that was not all, she 
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also didn’t let me pass the exam. So actually it wouldn’t have existed 
otherwise in this faculty in practice, the lector’s grammar, it was me only who 
had to do an extra exam with her about medieval Croatian poems to pass that 
semester.  

MT: (laughs) Oh my. This is an exam within the university, not to get into the 
university. 

AP/MJ: Yes, that’s right. And just for your information I have to add that nobody 
would read medieval Croatian literature without using a vocabulary book 
because it is today not understandable. It sounds humorous now but at that 
time it was absolutely not humorous.  

Just to mention what was the advantage of my father’s being from the left 
wing, in the years of the so-called Communism….these were the, in quotation 
marks, the “advantages”. 

MT: Any other problems? 

AP/MJ: As then this political difference between Serbia and Croatia, which did not 
exist at that time, that went and accompanied me through my university years, 
but no other problem. It lasted 2 years because she was a lector for 2 years. So 
2 years out of 5, it was…. 

MT: Not too bad. Was there any problem with your Serbian name because of the 
tension between Tito and the Soviet Union. In other words, Hungary was 
under mostly the Soviet Union’s influence, and Tito was at odds with the 
Soviet Union. 

AP/MJ: No, only because I was born after those bad years were over, because those 
hostilities were over, by the end of the ‘50’s, by the beginning of the ‘60’s, the 
Tito-Soviet differences were over, the worst period was over. So I do 
remember, I do know that my uncle was permitted to visit us in Hungary in 
’62 and that was already a big achievement.  

MT: I think the great tensions began in the late ‘40’s. What did your father do, his 
profession? 

AP/MJ: He was a high school and university teacher and professor. 

MT: So I would guess that a dedication to learning came to you from in your home, 
from your father, from your parents, not just from the gymnasium. 

AP/MJ: My parents divorced quite quickly, and I was with my father who was 
extremely strict with me and he put a very high level of what I should have 
matched and I don’t remember his saying any time anywhere he was satisfied 
with me. Definitely it was a big motivating effect to achieve that, but at one 
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point you understand that you never make it and then you live with that. It is 
not easy but it is also not without results. 

MT: Yes. Why did you decide to study what you studied in the university? Did you 
have a goal, were you looking to do something special after university? 

AP/MJ: I wanted to become a teacher, I wanted to teach. 

MT: Teaching what? Languages? In the university or the gymnasium? 

AP:  Languages. In the university. 

MT: And did you do that? 

AP/MJ: I didn’t succeed. In the year when I graduated, in 1980, it was a very strict 
system how one could get a job. And myself, with the faculty that I had, 
Hungarian on the one side and Serbo-Croatian on the other side, I never found 
a job. There was one Serbian school where there were only a few students, 
and there the teachers traditionally were the children of the Serbian people 
who moved here in the 16th century. At that time the Serbian families moved 
here escaping from the Moslem Turkish takeover. I didn’t want to teach in the 
elementary school, but the job that I got was teaching Hungarian in the 
elementary school. But at that time the not very wise leadership of the school 
thought that Russian and Serbian were the same language, and I had more 
Russian language classes where I had to teach Russian more than Hungarian 
and I was not a teacher of Russian. So I did that for 2 years and then I finished 
that, I left that school.  

MT: And then what did you do? 

AP/MJ: With big enthusiasm I went and took a job at the at-that-time Yugoslavian 
embassy trade office to interpret Serbo-Croatian to Hungarian and vice versa. 
I worked there for about 10 years, not as an interpreter, finally as a chief 
fellow of the institute. 

MT: What did you do, if you didn’t interpret? 

AP/MJ: I did that between ’82 and ’92, so in between there was the change. So by 
1985-86 certain changes did start so some private companies did appear, and 
the company where I worked became a private company and it became a 
foreign trade company. It had a very funny name, it was American Trade 
Company. 

MT: What did that mean? 
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AP/MJ: It was the Communist foreign trade. That was changing goods by state 
agreements, changing goods by political agreements. This was changed for 
foreign trade. 

MT: Trading determined by the market as opposed to state-decided?  

AP/MJ: That’s right. 

MT: So when the changes took place, there were big changes in your work? 

AP/MJ: Yes, very big changes. 

MT: What were the goods that were being traded? 

AP/MJ: What you can imagine, between a chicken egg and black coal, everything in 
between. 

MT: This was a Hungarian company? 

AP/MJ: No. This was a Yugoslav company, at that time it was a Yugoslavian 
company. 

MT: I don’t understand, if you worked at the Yugoslavian embassy? 

MJ: The trade office of the Yugoslavian embassy became a private company, then 
it obviously was not subject to the embassy, it became a private Yugoslavian 
company. 

MT: Headquarters here? 

AP/MJ: The head of this was in Belgrade, I worked in the Budapest office. 

MT: So when the changes took place, were there other changes besides in your 
work for you as a person? What happened when the changes came, how did 
your life change? Obviously your work changed. 

AP/MJ: It resulted in much harder work on the one side, so the working hours changed 
, as it is also in these days often the case that many people work starting by 
8:00 in the morning to midnight. I do know that many people do the same in 
these days, I got into this situation earlier than the other Hungarians. But not 
only this, thinking this I could have much higher life standards, I got a good 
income, I had a car with a driver, if there was no driver available then I could 
use cabs unlimited, and I was a regular guest with my partners in the best 
Budapest restaurants. 

MT: Did you enjoy this? 
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AP/MJ: No. 

MT: Why not? 

AP/MJ: Because I always wanted to become a journalist. My personal courage didn’t 
permit me to realize my dream or my wish, and the company where I worked 
with my colleagues , that was by far the most successful Yugoslavian 
company, and sitting in the best hotels and the best restaurants, but I didn’t 
enjoy that that much, made me avoid realizing my dreams. 

MT: When did these dreams start? When did she first become interested in 
journalism? 

AP/MJ: Those dreams started already in the high school. I forgot to mention that there 
was one other thing that kept me in this job. When I say it was Yugoslavian, 
that is not correct because there is no one who could be called really 
Yugoslavian. All these nationalities like Serbian, Croatian, Bosnian, 
Montenegrin, and others did call me and we had such a good connection that I 
was called “our little Pavlovics”. (laughter) So my colleagues called me by 
my feelings.  

MT: Did her relationship with her colleagues sort of make the work better, kind of 
made up for the fact that the work wasn’t what she really wanted to do? 

AP/MJ: That’s completely right, yes. 

MT: How did she get to want to be a journalist, what specifically, did she read a 
book about journalism? 

END OF FIRST SIDE, FIRST TAPE 

AP/MJ: I think that journalism is very close to teaching. When one picks up the news 
or information then one has to establish human relations on the one hand. The 
other one,the journalist leads his/her readers by her work, or by his work, the 
same as a teacher in the school. Because the journalist knows generally more 
about the topic than the person who reads, and one of the tasks of the 
journalist is to give this information to the readers. 

MT: A good journalist does this. 

AP/MJ: Yes. I understand it is less and less. 

MT: It’s a big job. If you had become a journalist under the Communists, would 
you not have been limited in what you could tell the readers? 

AP/MJ: Not more than the money was made in these days. 
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MT: But I have been told that there were a number of newspapers before the 
change but they all said the same thing. 

AP/MJ: It is the same today. The difference today is……. 

MT: In Hungary it’s the same? 

AP/MJ: In the less developed countries, where I count Hungary as well, maybe it is 
different in the highly developed countries, but in less developed countries 
like Hungary there are 2 basic leading newspapers and other papers are lined 
up behind those 2, so there are 2 basic truths, one on the one side, and one on 
the other side.  

MT: In other words, 2 different points of view, at least 2 different points of view. 

AP/MJ: If it is 2, maybe it is just the expression, 2 different expressions of the same 
one.. It may not be 2 truths, maybe it is 2 translations of the same truth. 

MT: I’ll have to think about that. (laughs) This is not about me, but I think that 
nobody says the real whole truth, it’s just one idea of what it is and another 
idea of what it is, and both may be wrong. I just question how close you can 
get to The Truth. But then that’s beside the point. 

AP/MJ: I don’t refer to The Truth, I am not referring to find the real Truth with 
capitals. I wanted to express that everything in this information is very much 
manipulated and the means of manipulation is money, that is practiced by 
business, that is what I wanted to say. Permit me one more sentence. Earlier 
we suffered of limitations set by political reasons. Now we have the same, that 
we do not have the possibility to write the truth because of the money and 
politics. Maybe it is not just the truth but the information is manipulated. But I 
think it is the same around the whole world. 

MT: Before the changes did you have access to world-wide press, I mean the press 
from all different countries? 

AP/MJ: I was very lucky because my friends had different capacities for several 
languages, not only Russian, but French, English, German and others, and 
they thus could read and had access to the New York Times, Le Monde, the 
Zuricher Zeitung, and others as well as Russian, so we were informed of the 
events or news of the different countries and presses. At that time there was 
no internet so it was only the newspapers. We speak about the ‘80’s. 

MT: I spoke with one lady who was married to a journalist, a journalist-translator, 
he translated for the newspaper from foreign press. She said that he read the 
foreign press, he knew what they said, he was not allowed to put this in the 
Hungarian newspapers, in other words he was subject to censorship, he knew 
what they said but not everybody did. I guess my question is, she had access 
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to foreign press, the New York Times, Le Monde, Zuricher Zeitung, did most 
people? Did most people before the change have access to foreign press? I 
don’t mean just western, eastern too. 

AP/MJ: This is why I said I was lucky, because I had this access, but it was not 
available for others. 

MT: At the present time, in the United States one can listen to the BBC, one can 
get English, French, Russian, Chinese, whatever, points of view, not 
everybody does, but they are available. Is that true here? You have available 
now everything, world news from everybody?  

AP/MJ: It is the same here since we have internet, and since we have the different 
television networks available, so this information is available for everybody 
every day.The other question is, who is…… 

MT: Yes, what lesson do they learn, yes. What about the print press, not television, 
not internet, do they have access to all the print press? Do you think that more 
information then is available now, whether or not people use it, more is 
available since the change? Is that correct? More wider information, sources 
of information, are available now than were before the change? 

AP/MJ: You cannot compare, so much more. It is not only occurring on the internet, 
because not everybody is intellectual, so the average people watch TV, and 
there are so many TV channels available. So you do not even have to 
understand what the TV says, if you switch over to a foreign channel, you just 
see the pictures, you see the information, what they want you to see, so 
without knowing foreign languages you also have access to the news. 

MT: That makes me think of what I think it was Pal said, that they show the same 
pictures on different TV stations. 

AP/MJ: When this conversation will be over, I go to this news agency, that I gave you 
the business card for, the Central European News Agency. There are 12 
screens on the wall of 12 different TV stations, and often they have the same 
pictures. 

MT: That’s why I asked about the print media, because it sometimes says different 
things. It’s easier than if you just have one photographer who serves the BBC 
and CBS and CNN, it’s the same photographer, the same picture, the same 
message. But when they write it’s a different message perhaps. 

AP/MJ: I am sorry but I cannot say else, that at this moment in Hungary the situation 
of the written press is very bad, catastrophe. 

MT: Why bad? How catastrophic? What makes it that way? 
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AP/MJ: Everybody tries to make hit news or whatever, and this is not only valid for 
the so-called commercial, so to say popular papers, but also for those papers 
that are called serious political newspapers. 

MT: Is this driven by wanting to sell papers? In other words, driven by money? 

AP/MJ: The most advertisers go to the TV because everybody watches TV. So there 
are fewer advertisements in the papers. How can you increase the buyers of 
the newspapers? To put headlines, and they try to do this with headlines. 

MT: What is the Central European News Agency? 

AP/MJ: The idea is beautiful. We expand the understanding of central Europe for 
almost all Europe. We cooperate in exchanging news, cooperate with all kinds 
of information exchanging, but this is at the moment the far world of beautiful 
hopes. 

MT: How does it work? Do they have reporters in different countries who bring 
news back and that is sold to newspapers in different countries? How does it 
operate, I don’t understand. 

AP/MJ: We had a hope to exchange news with other European agencies, and in 
everyday practice it is very difficult to make the partner give us information, 
instead of cooperating, let’s say, with the Hungarian national news agency and 
do cooperation with us, it is very difficult. 

MT: They don’t want to cooperate? 

AP/MJ: Everybody wants money, everybody wants to earn the money or the piece of 
news.  

MT: Would you have to pay them for the news, I guess so. 

AP/MJ: Every news agency has a reporters network within the country and outside the 
country. To build up, to set up this structure costs a lot of money and to run 
this system costs tremendous much money. To achieve a situation where the 
news supply of a new company’s network is more efficient and quicker than 
one existing for 60 years like the national news agency is very very difficult 
How can we compete for example with Reuters? A new agency has 
tremendous troubles. 

MT: What do you see then as the function of your agency, the duty, the calling, 
what is the reason for your existence? That Reuters doesn’t do. 

AP/MJ: The principle concept I think is that people living here understand the 
circumstances here better than a delegated reporter, let’s say, by Reuters who 
would be here.  
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MT: So your purpose would include, if not be the whole thing, informing other 
nations, other people, about what goes on here. 

AP/MJ: What is being cooked in this part of Europe, what happens with the European 
community entering and taking new countries into the community, like 
Romania, maybe Croatia, Serbia, whoever.  

(discussion of whether or not Miklos Jakabffy will leave to pay his parking ticket; decision to 
continue discussion) 

MJ: We were at the point where they want to inform the world about the 
happenings of this part of the world, not only Hungary but around Hungary. 

MT: What we call eastern Europe or central Europe.  

AP/MJ: That’s right. The name is Central European but that also includes south and 
eastern Europe. There are the news. 

MT: And this is principally directed outside of Hungary or to Hungary also, the 
new, the information about what is happening? 

AP/MJ: Only abroad, only foreign countries show interest, because the Hungarian 
public is following the former concept, the former traditions. 

MT: But you would also like to inform the Hungarian public.  

AP/MJ: Very much so. 

MT: I’m thinking of Thomas Jefferson’s---I think it was Jefferson--- famous 
statement about, you can only have a free government if you have a free press. 
In other words…… 

AP/MJ: He was very much right. 

MT: Yes, he was right. It’s a problem, it’s very very hard. If it’s not ideology it’s 
money. In other words, 2 of the tigers you confront are ideology, like 
Communism or capitalism, and money, they get in the way, special interests. 
So what do you do? Do you go out and gather news? 

AP/MJ: No, I make and put together background information, and to explain to you I 
just want to give you an example. I had study of the Hungarian real estate 
situation, including the one-room flat in the housing estate to the manor 
houses, finishing with the big-size industrial real estate in this country, that if 
the trade people are successful they can even sell this information, and 
recently I finished the study of the manor houses or castles for sale in 
Hungary, and it is not very much known how many are available. 
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MT: The manor houses are privately owned that are on sale? 

AP/MJ: There are some private, but overwhelmingly they are state properties or 
district property like city or county property, but most of them are state 
properties. 

MT: There is no more voucher exchange going on, is there? When the changes 
happened, the attempt to give back to property owners the property, or the 
value of it, to those that owned it before Communism----that’s finished, isn’t 
it? That doesn’t go on anymore, does it? 

MJ: It was not so simple as you put it. 

MT: I know that, but that attempt is gone. 

AP/MJ: Yes, although it never existed in this way in Hungary. In Hungary there was a 
value set up in a certain amount which never reached the value of a castle or 
manor house. So this never existed in this country. So those who lost 
something like the value of real estate like a manor house or a palace, they 
could get vouchers. If, for example, you or the one-time owner would be 
interested, there are manor houses and palaces where the one-time owner still 
has priority to buy. 

MT: You means a chance to buy first. I just wanted to find out how that situation 
stood, if that had been cleared up, the restitution of property to those who’d 
lost it when the state took it over when the Communist system was adopted. Is 
that finished? 

AP/MJ: This is the very end, I would say this is the tail of the privatization because 
generally it is over but there is still some sharp discussion in the government 
where the government wants to sell but the opposition says that what is over, 
this musn’t be sold. 

MT: She was going to say something about the number of manor houses for sale. 

AP/MJ: We could say that a tremendous amount of smaller or bigger manor houses or 
castles are for sale, which doesn’t mean the sale of the property only, partly 
yes, but partly it is the right to run or operate or use or do what you want with 
the real estate for the long term just because the government is paid or the 
government doesn’t have the funds to run, operate, keep up or renovate or 
save the existence of that real estate. It is available also for Hungarians but 
also for others. 

MT: So they’re being sold because public funds like state funds are not available to 
take care of them? 

MJ: That’s right. 
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MT: Are these estates important historically, so they should be saved? 

AP/MJ: Those of primary historical interest are not for sale and there are restrictions 
of what to do, how to do, what the purpose can be, but I think this is a detail. 

MJ: You wanted to ask about her life……. 

MT: I eventually want to ask about what changes have happened in your life since 
the change, since 1989-1990. Are things better or worse? 

AP/MJ: My life is by no means better. We think we are still in the changing period 
because what we are going to or faced with are what the other countries have 
many decades’ experiences with and many things are still being cooked in this 
country. With a little exaggeration, one has to adopt every minute to a new 
situation, a new rule or order. 

MT: Is this difficult for Hungarians? Is this difficult for you? 

AP/MJ: Again I have a privilege because the changes hit me earlier than the general 
Hungarian public. Because changes found me earlier, because I had to change 
jobs and change my career, and I was ready to change from being a teacher to 
being a trade person, and from a trade person to being a journalist.  

MT: What about other Hungarians? Do they have a hard time with this political 
set-up, with democracy, with the frequent elections, with the changes in 
government? 

AP/MJ: Earlier it was a country governed where there was industry and agriculture, 
with low efficiency with some more or less good work, but it was existing. 
Today it is none of those two, you can’t call anywhere, it is another question 
how the country or the citizens got crazy or mad because of the politics. But 
now there are crowds without work or without anything to hold onto. Earlier a 
family or a village would hold onto agriculture or industry. Today this does 
not exist. And there is nothing there instead. We are in this changing period. 
Maybe later it will be the service industry, tourism, whatever, where people 
can go and find their existence and living, but in this situation people don’t 
find themselves. I think people are in the process of permanent loss, they are 
losing permanently their certainty, their existence, and this process hasn’t 
turned around yet. People haven’t found where they can find a stronghold 
where they can go out from. 

MT: I have had people tell me that it will take a generation before people can take 
hold of a different system. I’m explaining where I’m coming from. People 
have said to me that people are adrift, they have nothing to hold onto, because 
before, under Communism or socialism, everything was set, they didn’t have 
to think about what to do,. There were rules you lived by and that was that. 
And now there aren’t any rules, and so in a sense Communism still is 
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influential in a kind of negative way, in a bad way. And I’ve been told that a 
generation that is used to Communism will have to die off before a new 
generation can come that is used to this flux and change and having to find 
their own way with limited rules. I don’t know how to ask that question, I’m 
asking if she agrees with that point of view. 

AP/MJ: This is true, what you said, this is included, that is a fact. I talk about Europe, 
about the more developed countries of Europe, they came to a crisis as well, 
since they have gained markets in the so-called new European countries, they 
didn’t start to march forward 

END OF SECOND SIDE, FIRST TAPE 

AP/MJ: They invested a lot of money, they invested a lot to gain these markets, they 
practically purchased markets. And it is difficult to see what would make the 
local economy move when the imported goods are either produced cheaper or 
are pegged and sold more attractively or in general they appear much more 
attractive than the local production. What would make the local economy 
move when we are not competing with the advanced or advancing other…… 

MT: That’s a good question. 

AP/MJ: Maybe it will be the reality that you say, that it needs a generation for the 
service industry to develop so far that we can repair the hole in this economy 
or country to accommodate the workers’ needs. Maybe this is just the fate of 
the small eastern European countries because Switzerland is also a small 
country but it didn’t have this situation. 

MT: I don’t know the answers, I have no answers. Do you think the European 
union will help to improve the situation for eastern Europe? 

AP/MJ: I think the European community will go. 

MT: Collapse? 

AP/MJ: Yes. 

MT: Why? 

AP/MJ: It is not my opinion also, I have to back up my thinking with experts who see 
there is such a huge difference between interests. Just look at the fact that such 
countries as Romania and Croatia are going to be accepted to the European 
community, where the privatization is only in books and it is such a huge 
difference in basic interests. There are not enough funds, there is not enough 
capital to bring the eastern countries to the level of the western existing level, 
and where there is a level difference the difference in interests will always 
exist. I have a friend who has lived for 30 years in Germany, and when I meet 
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her, she asks me, “What do you say? How much we have helped you, we have 
invested in you such a huge amount and you have all the goods available that 
we have, and how happy are you about this?” And I cannot tell her that it is 
not only me, but this is the local situation, that yes those goods appear very 
nice, are very well-packed and are produced cheaper, but it is not what we 
wanted, or how will it bring us to your level. 

MT: I have had people tell me that before the change they could not buy very much 
but they could afford what was there, and now they have much more choice 
but they don’t have the money to buy. Is that true? 

AP/MJ: Absolutely true. If I may, there is a very interesting item that I wanted to tell 
you. There is an author who is also of Serbian origin who is working in 
Hungary, Peter is his name, he wrote a book with the title “London, Pomaz”. 
Pomaz is a little village next to Szentendre. The soul of the book is that so far 
as Hungary was a closed country, we believed it would be possible to become 
London. Now we are in the period where we understand that possibilities are 
there but we will stay Pomaz only, although the possibilities are there. This is 
valid for the way of thinking of people here. 

MT: People still think they can become London?  

AP/MJ: People did think that we can become London……… 

MT: Still? Or not now? 

AP/MJ: I think they already know Pomaz, if they really honestly look inside, they 
would know, but it is very difficult to admit.  

MT: It sounds as if the major difficulty now is economic? 

AP/MJ: For sure. 

MT: Do Hungarians think this is the result of the changed political system? 

AP/MJ: I think that every 4 years people think this is the result of the last 4 years, of 
the last 4 years’ government. 

MT: I have heard that it is like a teeter totter, you know that board that kids sit on 
and balance and go up and down, that one government is failing so they 
change the government and then 4 years later they change the other, and of 
course you can’t get much done in 4 years. Does she feel like the governments 
change every 4 years and nobody gets anything solved or even trying to 
solve? 
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AP/MJ: I think nobody looks ahead for the long term, and I mean the long term is 10 
years, because everybody only looks and watches the interests of those who 
helped them. And that is the shortcoming. 

MT: It sounds as if there is a lack of leadership, somebody who will look ahead, 
who is notself-interested but who knows how to sell a plan that does have 
long-term effects and bolster the country against the short-term problems. 

AP/MJ: I think maybe it is just a childhood disease, that politicians have to take care 
of their own, their friends’or comrades’ interests, so maybe after a while we 
will get to the point that well-doing people will go into politics, not depending 
on the everyday financial…….. 

MT: You mean well-to-do, wealthy people, will be politicians? 

AP/MJ: Yes, this is what she says. 

MT: Is there a lot of disillusionment with the present political system? I mean, 
people thought it would work and now they don’t think it will and they’re 
very unhappy, disillusioned so they don’t even want to try? The people of 
Hungary, public disillusionment. 

AP/MJ: Because of the so-called political changes? 

MT: Yes. 

AP/MJ: I think yes, people didn’t get what they expected. Most probably everybody 
thought we will get London, or we will become London. 

MT: One person I interviewed said they never thought it would be so difficult. 

AP/MJ: That is definitely true, that is a basic experience for everybody, that nobody 
would have imagined it would be so difficult. 

MT: In the United States today there are an awful lot of people who are very upset 
with what is going on with the current administration, but they think well, the 
next election will throw the bums out, we have hope, in other words. Does this 
kind of hope exist here, they want to keep trying? 

AP/MJ: No, it is not here, it is something else here, and that may be connected with 
the Communist period. My feeling is that of 85% of the people, one part, 
would think that those dirty former Communists should disappear and Orban 
the leader would take over, or the other way around, they would say that the 
dirty ugly criminal Orban and his gang should disappear and this nice 
government should continue and work this bound, and this is just governed by 
feelings or sympathy, sort of what was the personal cult of Communism 
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earlier, that it is bound to one leader, one person, on both sides, no matter 
what side. 

MT: Are there many people who seriously want to return to the system of the past, 
the Communist system? 

AP/MJ: There is definitely a crowd, those who lost much or everything, they really 
want this, but what percentage, or what number, I don’t know. 

MT: Are they very vocal, do you hear this? 

AP/MJ: I hear this regularly in radio broadcasts where you can call the broadcast, this 
is quite often in such radio broadcasts. We did want the changes but now we 
see it was better. 

MT: It was better then? 

AP/MJ: That time it was safer. People would say it was not good, it was bad, but it 
was better than this uncertainty. 

MT: Does this appear other than in casual conversation or somebody calling the 
radio station, does it exist in print, are there people who write this regularly in 
the newspaper or promote this? Is there a political party calling for this? 

AP/MJ: It is marginal, it is those who would say this, that it was not good but it is still 
much better than this, that is marginal, it is appearing that is a political party, 
the former ommunist party split, there was a Communist party in Hungary but 
they split even, but they never qualified into the Parliament. But this is not 
important. Important, I think, is that the people go to vote, if they go to vote, 
with the will that I am pretty sure that I do not want these criminals, I want the 
others, but why I don’t know. It is just because of sympathy. Buit I think the 
Americans have a reason why they want to change the government or the 
president. 

MT: It sounds as if every election there is so much dissatisfaction with the current 
government that they throw them out and bring in the others. 

AP/MJ: This happens since we have the changes. The problem is not marginal because 
people come to the conclusion that this is what I do not want, this is why I 
vote for the other.  

MT: And they feel this way every time there’s an election. 

MJ: This is what she thinks. The point is, that she says that the people cannot 
explain what they expect of the newcomer government and they should do 
something different. AP/MJ: Maybe if the majority would know what 
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they expect, they could somehow a little bit better realize or represent their 
interests or wishes. 

MT: No one has come along who offers a good solution to any problem, that’s 
what it sounds like, is that true? 

AP/MJ: The existing experience that it was in a sense fifteen years that it is always a 
problem, there is no question that nobody can promise, yet there are the 
promises, but the experience is that they cannot and nobody does really realize 
seriously what has been promised, and this makes the Hungarians pessimistic, 
that you can see that they see dark. 

MT: Well, fifteen years is nothing, we’re still going 200 years and it’s horrible. I 
have two questions, I know you’re getting tired, just 2 specific questions. One 
is how do you feel about the election where the Hungarians outside of 
Hungary were not given citizenship. 

AP/MJ: There were 2 questions, actually you refer to only one of those two, one is 
about the Hungarian nationality abroad, there was another question and that 
was if the health care, the hospital, should be privatized. Regarding the 
nationality, I think that basically it was a bad concept to ask this question, 
because those Hungarians in Slovakia are not affected at all because Slovakia 
is the same member of the European community as Hungary. Where it is the 
largest Hungarian minority, in Romania, they are going to be taken to the 
European community so that doesn’t matter at all for these too. Where there is 
the third largest Hungarian ethnic community, in Serbia, there are other major 
problems existing, and this question of this topic made the fire worse, or the 
hostilities between Serbians and Hungarians in Serbia, and I think this was 
just brought up by the opposition to gain more political sympathy and gain 
votes, but the actual power, the actual government, as well as the prime 
minister of the party, as all other parties, treated it and did their best to make it 
bad or even worse than it was bad enough to bring it up. 

MT: Do you think that the voters understood what they were voting for, or was it 
confusing, so people didn’t really know what they were voting for? 

AP/MJ: They were confused. 

MT: Because I was told before, last year, people I interviewed told me that they 
didn’t know what it was really about. 

AP/MJ: There were misunderstandings plenty. 

MT: One last question. Have you heard anything about American detention camps 
in Hungary, that there are…… Somebody told me yesterday that in Romania 
they said there were American camps, where supposed terrorists are being 
held without legal defense, without legal rights.  
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AP/MJ: She says the press is full with this now. 

MT: Is there anything to it? Is it true? 

AP/MJ: I have no idea because I am not at home or I have not talked about the secret 
data. I think such intelligence things in this modern world are so advanced that 
the possibility that we have that on the other side of the park working and 
operating is the very same as the chance that there was never ever one. 

MT: But you are the press, that’s what you have to find out, to inform people. 

AP/MJ: My experience is in the press the big problems, the big ----I am missing the 
proper word----the big mishandlings, they are never ever public in any press, 
and why should I bother for the, because the interests will drive the press to 
cover or to discover the greatest mysteries. I can only add that in Hungary 
there are no such guys like in your country, those who made Nixon. 

MT: I was going to say, it helps to have a Deep Throat. Even though he was inside, 
he told the press. But sometimes I think you have to look for them.  

AP/MJ: For a while I am trying to walk out of the press since I have experienced that 
in Hungary there is no possibility. 

MT: No possibility of what? 

MJ: Of discovering the real, the truth. 

MT: Well, it’s not easy anywhere. You know, lots of crimes go unsolved, or 
undiscovered. But you have to try. We, the ordinary people, depend on you, 
the press. 

AP/MJ: I have achieved (word not understood , and that is very nice, to read about 
freedom and independence of the press in Hungary, but it’s really not true. 

MT: Well, is it true anywhere? 

AP/MJ: Maybe not, but definitely there are basic and important differences.  

MT: Yes I’m sure. We’ve been trying for 200 years, and it’s still not perfect. 

AP/MJ: This is what I refer to as a changing period, a boiling period. Unfortunately we 
have to see the basic differences in the press are, when in your country, or in 
other countries, a journalist has been caught and proven to have lied or 
committed a crime, small or big, in Hungary when a journalist is caught doing 
a small or large crime he just changes the channel or the media and he 
continues to be a star. 
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MT: He changes jobs or he…….. 

MJ: He moves from one channel to another or from the paper to the TV or the 
other way around. 

MT: I think that happens in America too but sometimes they’re caught lying or 
cheating. 

AP/MJ: I don’t idolize, I don’t make the U.S. an idol, but at least when it is proven, he 
is caught, it is obvious, then they throw him out. 

MT: Like the New York Times reporter, yes, that’s true. Well, we all have a long 
way to go, especially now. Thank you very much. 

AP/MJ: She says she is very sorry she was not able to converse in English. 

MJ: I say I am very lucky, very happy, because you needed me, I could be part of a 
very interesting conversation. 


