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The Kassa Bombing: 
The Riddle of Adam Krudy * 

N.F. Dreisziger 

Just as most people associate the assassination of Archduke 
Francis Ferdinand at Sarajevo in 1914 with the outbreak of the 
First World War, Hungarians connect the Kassa bombings of 
1941 with their country's involvement in World War II. But the 
air-raid of June 26, 1941 is notable not only for serving as the 
immediate prelude to Hungary's entry into the war, it is also 
remarkable for being one of the most perplexing mysteries of 
modern Hungarian history. Not surprisingly, the event has 
assumed an important place in historical writings on Hungary on 
both sides of the Iron Curtain. 

At the risk of perpetrating an oversimplification, the 
communist historiography of the Kassa incident might be 
described as being heavily influenced by "official interpretation," 
while Western writings on the subject are characterized by widely 
divergent speculations often based on peripheral source materi-
als. With historians in Hungary and other Iron Curtain countries 
rarely feeling free to question the official line, and historians in 
the West lacking access to some of the pertinent archival 
material, it is not surprising that progress in the unravelling of 
the riddles of the Kassa bombing has been slow. 

The search for the culprits has been further complicated by the 
fact that, ever since the summer of 1941, there seem to have been 
persistent and deliberate efforts to hide or distort the truth in 
connection with the raid. That it should be so is not surprising 
given the event's close connection to the question of Hungary's 
war-guilt. Historians hitherto have tended to concentrate their 
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efforts on finding evidence for a plot behind the bombing. This 
paper will deal mainly with the conspiracies which seem to have 
been committed by those who have attempted to explain the 
incident. In particular, it will try to offer a possible —or at least a 
plausible —explanation for the changing accounts of the raid that 
have been advanced at various times by the late Adam Krudy, the 
raid's best-known eyewitness. Admittedly, an understanding of 
the mystery posed by Krudy will not solve the larger riddle, who 
bombed Kassa and why, but it might reduce the confusion faced 
by historians who wish to arrive at the truth. Exposing the secret 
of Adam Krudy might also suggest that there has been more 
intrigue, deception and double-dealing connected to the Kassa 
story than meets the eye or has been suspected hitherto. 

Hungarian Policies and Intentions in June, 1941 

There can be no denial of the fact that in the months before June 
of 1941 countervailing and often contradictory tendencies existed 
in Hungarian foreign policy on the dual question of relations with 
Germany and participation in the war. As has been pointed out 
in other studies in this volume and in publications elsewhere, 
elements of Hungary's leadership wished to avoid close collabora-
tion with Nazi Germany, especially in the spreading military 
conflict. A few civilian and several military leaders thought 
otherwise. Still others vacillated and often allowed their feelings 
on this crucial issue to be influenced by daily developments. 
During the early years of German expansion, in particular during 
much of 1938, the advocates of non-involvement in Hitler's 
ventures possessed a definite upper-hand in Budapest.1 But as 
Hitler scored his stunning victories, the opponents of a 
pro-German orientation saw their numbers and influence decline 
in Hungary. As has been mentioned in Professor Wagner's study, 
Kalman Kanya had to be removed from the direction of 
Hungarian foreign policy late in 1938. The influence wielded by 
the conservative statesman Istvan Bethlen declined by 1940 when 
his 1939 prediction for an early collapse of Nazi Germany failed 
to materialize. And Pal Teleki committed suicide when, in April 
of 1941, he felt that his country could no longer retain the good 
will of Great Britain in view of the inevitable Hungarian 
complicity in the German invasion of Yugoslavia. Notwithstand-
ing these losses, in the weeks before the fateful events of late June, 



1941, Hungary's civilian leadership continued its policy of 
non-involvement in the European war. As is well known, the 
repeated pleas of General Henrik Werth, the Chief of the 
Hungarian General Staff, for a Hungarian-German military 
alliance, were firmly refused, and the government continued to 
maintain its stand for a while even after the start of the German 
invasion of Russia on the 22nd. 2 But soon enormous pressure 
was exerted on the government to change its course. Pro-Nazi 
groups within the country clamoured for a show of solidarity with 
the "great crusade" against Bolshevism. Warning came from 
Rome that Hungary's inaction might have harmful conse-
quences. Slovakia also joined the war against the U.S.S.R., 
leaving Hungary as the only East Central European state not to 
have done so. But more important was still a message received 
from Germany to the effect that if Hungary wanted to participate 
in the campaign against Russia, she would have to join 
immediately and voluntarily. 3 The message was delivered in 
"plain and emphatic" language by General Kurt Himer, the 
German High Command's representative in Hungary, to General 
Werth who passed it on to Premier Laszlo Bardossy. Evidently 
disturbed by developments, Bardossy summoned Otto von 
Erdmannsdorff, the German Minister to Hungary, for an 
interview and told him that the matter of Hungary's participation 
was up to the country's civilian government to decide. If 
Germany desired Hungary's assistance she would have to request 
it through the regular diplomatic channels. 4 

The Hungarian Premier's response to the German demand 
deserves special attention. There may be historians who would 
dismiss it as political posturing, or even an attempt to extract 
concessions from Germany in return for Hungarian participa-
tion. But it is doubtful if Bardossy could really expect Hitler 
practically to beg for Hungary's assistance, especially when all of 
Germany's other "friends" had offered their help voluntarily. 
Bardossy's motives were probably different. In telling the 
Germans that Hungary's government would consider the question 
of participation in the war if Germany had asked for this 
officially, the Premier probably wanted to avoid his country's 
involvement in the war without having to admit openly that 
Hungary did not want to participate. Three times during the 
past three years Hitler had moved or was about to move against 
one of Hungary's neighbours, and three times the Hungarian 



leaders proved most reluctant —on two occasions they had in fact 
told Hitler in advance that they would not join him in a war. 
Taking Hitler's temper and power into consideration, Bardossy 
could not tell the Germans for a third time that Hungary wished 
to stay out of the conflict, but he hoped to accomplish this 
through requesting what the Germans had promised not to do: 
ask for Hungarian help formally. 

Because of the Kassa bombing, Bardossy could not realize his 
hope. He had been under tremendous pressure to change his 
policy, and the report about the air raids in Hungary near the 
Soviet border unnerved him, just as they unnerved Horthy, the 
elderly head-of-state. 5 Interestingly, there is evidence to the 
effect that when Bardossy was told of the "Soviet attack," he 
immediately jumped to the conclusion that the attackers must 
have been German provocateurs, determined to force Hungary 
into the war. Bardossy seems to have concluded that if the 
Germans were willing to go to such extremes to have their way, 
resistance was useless, and Hungary better accept the inevitable 
and join the war at once. 6 

Were the Russians the Culprits, after all? 

Although Bardossy's first reaction to the bombing was the same 
that was accepted in most circles later—that the bombing was a 
German plot to force the hands of the Hungarian government —it 
is by no means certain that it was the correct explanation of the 
raid. Undoubtedly, the Germans had an interest in involving 
Hungary in the war, or may have been put up to the plot by 
Hungarians desirous of their country's participation in the war. 
The Germans also had the means to carry out the raid, though 
not so easily as believers of the conspiracy explanation suggest. In 
fact, a host of arguments can be brought up against this theory. 
The most weighty is the complete lack of direct evidence. 
Traditionally, the testimony of three men has been cited as being 
more or less direct proof of the "German plot" theory. These 
men are Istvan Ujszaszy, Rudolph Bamler and Adam Krudy. 
Ujszaszy's and Bamler's revelations have been discussed in 
another par t of this volume (as well as in other publications) and 
Krudy's accounts (and some other conservative sources) will be 
analyzed later. The fact is that none of these testimonies prove 
anything in connection with the incident, and no other direct 



evidence has surfaced in the decades of search for proof. There is 
some circumstantial evidence—the best and most recent 
presented in this volume —but there is no concrete proof. 

Another problem with the conspiracy theory is the fact that the 
raid could not have been carried out by the Germans without 
much circumspection and extensive preparations. First of all it 
was necessary for the perpetrators to obtain planes that could be 
taken for Russian ones. Second, the conspirators had to obtain 
bombs of Russian manufacture. Third, they had to mount these 
bombs on their planes, a complicated task, as German bombers 
in those days did not have bomb-racks capable of holding 
Russian bombs. In fact, it seems that the bombs dropped on 
Kassa were 100 kg bombs while the standard stock of the 
Luftwaffe were the 50 and 250 kg bombs. 7 Last but not least, 
just before the raid (and right after its completion) the markings 
of the planes had to be changed. To put it briefly, much effort 
was needed for the preparation (and the subsequent cover-up) of 
such a raid, and undoubtedly many people had to be involved —a 
minimum of nine for the air crews alone. It seems hardly 
believable that not one of those party to the preparation and 
execution of the plot has come forth to tell the truth in the more 
than four decades since 1941. 

It should also be kept in mind that a secret operation on the 
scale of the Kassa bombing was quite risky. Even if the main 
requirements of the mission —the appropriate planes, the 
Russian bombs, the alterations to the bomb-racks, the changing 
of the markings —had been met, identification was still possible 
as the motors in the planes or the sound they produced could 
hardly have been changed. Then there was the chance that one 
or more of the aircraft might be shot down or would have an 
accident.8 In summary, it seems incredible that a provocation 
of this kind would be carried out in broad daylight against a 
target swarming with military personnel (Kassa served as a 
divisional headquarters for the Hungarian army, and had an Air 
Force school). 

Lacking positive proof for their theory, some advocates of the 
conspiracy explanation have argued that the attackers must have 
been German, since only Germany had a motive for the raid and 
the means to carry it out. In this connection the late C.A. 
Macartney came up with a seemingly ingenious explanation, 
according to which the culprits were neither German nor 



Russian, but Slovak pilots —flying stolen German planes —on 
their way to the Soviet Union. 9 This hypothesis is interesting but 
there are several problems with it, the foremost being the "stolen" 
planes and the Russian bombs. And Slovak pilots could hardly 
have carried out the raid in their own planes as their country's air 
force was equipped almost exclusively with aircraft that were very 
different in appearance from the ones seen above Kassa during 
the raid.1 0 With the "Slovak explanation" disposed of, we may 
ask the questions could the Russians have had a reason for staging 
the attack and did they have the means to carry it out? 

On innumerable occasions these questions have been answered 
in the negative. Actually, the first of these questions is not of 
great importance. Many bombings were carried out during the 
war against unintended targets, as Canadian soldiers fighting in 
northern France as well as the citizens of Schaffhousen in 
Switzerland found out. But there might have even been a motive 
for a Soviet raid against Hungary. Anyone who has examined the 
diplomatic exchanges between Budapest and Moscow in the days 
before the Kassa raid will realize that just before the event 
Hungary had —quite unintentionally — delivered an affront to the 
Kremlin. The fact is that through Jozsef Kristoffy, the 
Hungarian Minister in Moscow, the Soviets had made a friendly 
overture aimed to buy Hungarian neutrality but as Kristoffy's 
message was late in arriving in Budapest, all the Russians got in 
reply was the severance of diplomatic relations by Hungary. 11 

And if this was not a possible cause for the Soviets' action, then 
there is the possibility that they may have wished to retaliate for 
the Slovak declaration of war on them on the 25th. This writer 
has suggested in an earlier study that the raid on Kassa might 
have been aimed at Slovakia but hit a Hungarian target through 
a misunderstanding.12 

There remains the more important question whether the 
Soviets had the means of attacking targets in foreign territory 
such as Slovakia or Hungary. This question has rarely been asked 
by historians examining the Kassa incident probably because it 
has been generally presumed that by the 26 th of June the Red Air 
Force had suffered irreparable losses and was incapable of 
offensive action. The facts seem to contradict such assumptions 
however. First of all, the Soviet Air Force on the southern front 
received minimal damage in the initial German onslaught and 
was considered to be "very strong" by the German High 



Command in the first days of the German advance.13 Indeed, it 
has been suggested that the bulk of Russian air power was lost not 
in the Luftwaffe assault of the 22nd of June, but in the massive 
and reckless Russian aerial counteroffensive that Moscow ordered 
after it became evident that the Germans' move of the 22nd was 
not a "provocation" as Stalin had first suspected, but a full-scale 
invasion.14 

From the above it can be safely concluded that it is not at all 
impossible that the raid was the work of the Russians, intended 
probably against Slovakia. As has been mentioned, this 
possibility has been consistently denied in Hungary until 
recently.15 In a sense then, Hungarian historians —consciously 
or unconsciously, willingly or unwillingly —have been part of a 
conspiracy of silence concerning some of the evidence available in 
connection with the raid. They can be said to have been party to 
a plot to blame the bombing on the forces of Nazism. The 
originator of this communist conspiracy seems to have been none 
other than Matyas Rakosi himself, broadcasting into wartime 
Hungary from the U.S.S.R. 16 

Conservative Hungarian Explanations 

As has been mentioned, the conspiracy theory of the bombing has 
been accepted by Horthy, and many other members of Hungary's 
wartime elite. It is important to note, however, that there are a 
few former members of the old regime that reject this theory, 
while others have offered accounts that differ substantially from 
those held in communist Hungary. Among those rejecting the 
possibility that the culprits might have been German (or other) 
conspirators are two of the authors of the three-volume history of 
Hungary's interwar and wartime military that had been prepared 
in exile under the direction of the General Lajos Veress. 17 

Another emigre who offers a different perspective on the events of 
the 26th June, 1941, is Antal Ullein-Reviczky. This man, who in 
his capacity of Chief of the Press Bureau was in repeated contact 
with Bardossy on that fateful day, tells that the Premier suspected 
that German mischief may have been behind the bombing, but 
had no direct information to that effect. 18 Another former 
member of Hungary's wartime government, Vilmos Nagybaczoni 
Nagy, seems to have been also unaware of the "Krudy message" 
business at the time he published his memoirs soon after the end 



of the war. 19 Still other emigre commentators, writing much 
later, refuse to take sides on the question whether the raid was a 
conspiracy or an act of aggression (perhaps unintentional) on the 
part of the Russians. 20 

The majority of the former members of Hungary's wartime 
establishment, however, endorse the "conspiracy theory." One of 
them is Geza Lakatos, whose recollections have appeared only 
recently under the title Ahogyan en lattarn (As I Saw It). Great 
expectations might have been attached to Lakatos' account. 
First of all, he was an important and tragic figure of wartime 
Hungary's history as Premier in the fall of 1944 he was assigned 
the task of achieving Hungary's defection from the Axis camp, an 
attempt which was doomed to failure from the start. More 
important from our point of view, is the fact that for quite some 
time after the summer of 1941, Lakatos had been divisional 
commander in Kassa, a posting which should have enabled him 
to receive useful official or unofficial information regarding the 
Kassa raid. Nevertheless, his account of the incident is 
disappointing. Basically he accepts the current official 
Hungarian explanation of the event and cites the testimony of 
"Colonel Krudy." Lakatos also tells that before this version 
gained general acceptance, certain Hungarian sources attributed 
the bombing to a Czech officer in the Soviet air force who had 
been fired from his job in the Kassa post office when the city had 
been returned to Hungary by the First Vienna Award of the fall 
of 1938 —an unlikely story. The only interesting comment 
Lakatos makes about the whole matter is that in July of 1941 
Werth had told him confidentially that the Kassa bombing had 
come "very handy" for him. 21 

It would probably be safe to assume that Lakatos, as well as 
most other Hungarian memoir writers of the past three decades, 
have been influenced by what they had considered to be an 
accepted article of fai th regarding the Kassa incident. Horthy 
had spoken on the matter , historians in Hungary were at one with 
him, and the majority of historians in the West had also endorsed 
their interpretations. Under the circumstances it is evident that 
reminiscences written in the past three decades are not reliable 
sources of information on the subject. We may ask the question 
whether there are any conservative, i.e., non-communist sources 
predating the Horthy memoirs that endorse the conspiracy 
theory—along with references to the testimony of Krudy and his 



supposed message to Bardossy? As has been seen, neither 
Ullein-Reviczky's nor Nagybaczoni Nagy's work qualify in this 
category. Apparently, the only account that does, is the 
unpublished manuscript of Domonkos Szent Ivanyi. This massive 
work, in part a collection of documents and in part a semi-official 
account of Hungary's role in the Second World War, was started 
soon after the war's outbreak. Its aim, apparently, had been to 
show Hungary in a favourable light to postwar audiences. The 
work attributes the Kassa conspiracy to Hungarian and German 
military circles, working behind the backs of Horthy and the 
Hungarian government. The manuscript also refers to Krudy's 
letter to Bardossy about the Kassa bombing. 22 

The conservatives' case for the theory of the "German 
bombing" of Kassa rests really on only two sources: the Horthy 
memoirs, and the war-time writings of Szent Ivanyi. But we may 
ask the question, where did these two authors obtain their 
information? Obviously, this is an important question and we are 
fortunate to know the answer. Horthy himself reveals that he 
gained his knowledge of the events concerning the Bardossy 
decision to enter the war against Russia from Istvan Barczy, 
Hungary's Permanent Under-Secretary of State at the time.23 

And before Szent Ivanyi died in Western exile, he was asked 
where he had obtained his information about the same events. 
His answer was that he had "heard it" from none other than the 
same Istvan Barczy.24 It seems then that, as far as the 
conservatives are concerned, the whole business of the German 
comspiracy theory derives from one single person. If this is 
indeed the case, then we may ask whether it is possible that this 
man had certain personal or political motives in spreading such 
information? To speculate on this possibility it is necessary first 
to examine certain developments in Hungary in the months that 
followed the Kassa raid. 

The Dismissal of Bardossy 

As has been mentioned, in the afternoon of the 26th of June 
Hungary's authorities —as well as newspapers —pronounced the 
Kassa bombing to be the work of the Russians. This conclusion 
was reached in Budapest as a result of reports that had come 
from Kassa through military channels —civilian communications 
having been disrupted by the raid for many hours. This was the 



"official" explanation. How various Hungarian leaders ex-
plained the event to themselves and their most trustworthy 
friends is a matter of conjecture. As has been mentioned, 
Bardossy had suspected the Germans right from the start. There 
is no concrete evidence concerning the views of others, but as 
resentment against the Germans grew in Hungary, the climate 
became receptive to the acceptance of beliefs such as Bardossy's. 

That the German alliance was unpopular with a large portion 
of Hungary's elite (as well as her people), is illustrated by 
developments in the aftermath of the country's entry into the 
war. It seems that no sooner had the decision to join the war been 
made, the country's leaders began making efforts to diminish if 
not to dismantle their newest entanglement. True , lip-service 
continued to be paid to German-Hungarian friendship, and the 
Germans were given all kinds of "reasons" why Hungarian 
soldiers were needed more at home than in Russia. But the basic 
tenet of policy became the lessening of military involvement. 25 

General Werth was unhappy with these trends in government 
policy and objected to them. He was dismissed in September. 
Both he, and Dezso Laszlo, the pro-German Chief of the General 
Staff's Operational Section, were replaced by men who were more 
in tune with their civilian superiors' attitudes.26 . 

Werth's dismissal, coming as it did long before the possibility 
of German defeat in the war became evident, has puzzled 
historians. It has been seen as a "reversal" of Hungarian 
policy.27 Rather than being a major shift in policy, the 
dismissal of Werth represents a continuity in Hungarian attitudes 
to the issue of involvement in the war. Most of Hungary's leaders 
had been averse to involvement before 26 June 1941, and they 
remained averse to the idea later. Their aversion only grew as the 
country was becoming committed to Germany more and more, 
and as circumstances forced them to pretend increasing 
enthusiasm about a cause they did not really believe in. It was 
under these circumstances that another important development 
took place in Hungary early in 1942: the dismissal of Bardossy 
and his replacement by Miklos Kallay, a man with even fewer 
pro-German sympathies. 

Bardossy's demise became inevitable when, in the eyes of 
Regent Horthy and his closest advisers, he came to symbolize 
Hungary's deeper and deeper involvement in the war. Horthy in 
particular felt that Bardossy had committed himself to the 



German line more than was necessary and desirable. Professor 
Macartney aptly explained that, in blaming Bardossy for the 
country's involvement in the war, Horthy unconsciously tried to 
silence "a voice of inner self-reproach...by putting the blame on 
someone else."28 After the war Horthy accused Bardossy of 
withholding from him vital information during the crises of late 
June, 1941, including the report about the "German bombing" of 
Kassa from Krudy.2 9 How Horthy came to the conclusion that 
Bardossy had betrayed him cannot be ascertained exactly. But 
one possible explanation can be advanced from a careful 
re-examination of the story of Adam Krudy, the star witness of 
the Kassa raid. 

The Secret of Adam Krudy 

Most historians of wartime Hungary know Adam Krudy as the 
Hungarian air force officer who had witnessed the Kassa 
bombing and has claimed ever since that the perpetrators had 
been Germans. The most commonly known account of the raid 
by Krudy goes something like this: 

In the early afternoon of the 26th, Krudy was at the 
Kassa airfield. Shortly after one o'clock he noticed 
four planes approaching. They flew in a "German 
formation" and bore the "yellow markings of Axis 
aircraft." After circling the city, they dropped their 
bombs on the centre of the city. With two of his 
comrades, Krudy took to the air with their own aircraft 
and managed to get close enough to the attackers to 
determine that they were German-made Heinkel 111 
twin-engined bombers. On returning, Krudy made 
attempts to report his findings to his military superiors. 
To make sure that his message was not lost or 
disregarded by the military, he contacted Prime 
Minister Bardossy and informed him that the attack-
ing aircraft were German and bore Axis markings. 3° 

Many questions come to mind in connection with this account. 
Why would the attackers, if they were really German, fly in a 
"German formation" and have markings that betrayed their 
identity? How could planes parked on a runway catch up with 
ones already departing the scene? And there are other problems 
as well. Most witnesses to the Kassa incident reported seeing 
three planes, the German formation Krudy mentioned involves 



four. "Yellow" markings, allegedly seen by Krudy, were not the 
markings of Axis aircraft, but those of all military training craft 
in Europe at the time. The Hungarian military at Kassa did not 
have fighter planes which could catch up with Heinkel 111 
aircraft, in fact there were no Hungarian fighter planes at Kassa 
at all. What training craft there were sat on the runways low on 
fuel, and Krudy and his men did not even try to take to the air. 

The question may be asked at this point if Krudy's story is 
obviously false, what is the truth? The precise answer to this 
query may never be known. The actions of statesmen and 
diplomats can often be traced fairly accurately even from the 
distance of several decades, but those of low-ranked people 
cannot be documented. Nevertheless, some information has 
surfaced on Adam Krudy and it is both unexpected and 
intriguing. 

In June of 1941 Krudy was a young captain, a flight instructor 
with the Hungarian Air Force Academy at Kassa. The raid 
found him at the academy's airfield, on the southern outskirts of 
the city.sl He and his colleagues had just returned from the 
morning's training flights and were about to drive into town for 
lunch. Their planes sat unserviced on the runways. The 
appearance of unexpected aircraft did not cause particular alarm 
at the airfield, and some of the men present even assumed that 
the planes were coming to land: exactly twenty-four hours earlier 
two German military aircraft had made an unscheduled 
stop-over at Kassa. The approaching planes appeared strange, 
however, as no one at the airfield could recognize their type or 
manufacture. When the men realized that the planes came to 
bomb the city, they sounded the air-raid siren and opened fire on 
the attackers. Giving chase to them with unserviced training 
craft was a useless proposition so, with the attacking planes gone 
unscathed, Krudy and another of the instructors, Jeno Csirke, 
drove into Kassa to inspect the damage and to report their 
observations to their superiors at the Air Force Academy's 
headquarters. 

In the raid, the local Post and Telegraph Office was heavily 
damaged and civilian telecommunications were put out of action 
until after midnight. When the lines were restored, a request 
came from the Premier's office in Budapest for an air force 
officer who had witnessed the bombing. Csirke was summoned, 
as he lived closest. He was asked to describe the events and say 



whether the planes were German or not. He replied that the 
planes had come from the East, had dropped their bombs and 
had been fired on as they departed. To the specific question 
whether the planes were German, Csirke answered that they were 
definitely not of German manufacture. 

This is the story of the events of the 26th at the Kassa airfield as 
reconstructed from the testimony of Jeno Csirke (known later in 
Montreal as Eugene Chirke), Krudy's colleague and the man 
whom Krudy had named as having been one of those who 
accompanied him on the flight which resulted in the positive 
identification of the attackers. Csirke's story is corroborated in 
some of its details by other witnesses. 32 Perhaps this hitherto 
little-known version would accomplish little, had Krudy not been 
telling so many transparent lies. But given the nature of Krudy's 
testimony, the above version certainly appears more credible. 
There is another aspect to the Csirke version, something which is 
more difficult to corroborate. According to Csirke, no one at the 
airfield, not even Krudy, identified the planes as German at the 
time. Krudy has claimed otherwise in all of his public statements 
(given after the war) and his private conversations (the earliest of 
these we know about took place in September of 1941, and the 
latest, three decades later, not long before his death).3 3 

When the war was over, it became possible for Krudy to reveal 
his version of the Kassa raid publicly. One would expect that he 
would have been invited to testify at the war-crimes trial of 
Premier Bardossy, but this does not seem to have been the case. 
As far as this writer knows, Krudy went public with his story in 
the popular periodical Kepes Figyelo (Illustrated Observer), early 
in 1946 . 34 We cannot know how accurately Krudy's words were 
reported in this publication however, there does not seem to have 
been reasons for any deliberate misrepresentation of the "facts" 
he was trying to convey. 

The Kepes Figyelo version of Krudy's account goes like this: At 
the time of the appearance of the planes, Krudy was with two of 
his mechanics at the Kassa airfield. They immediately realized 
that the planes were German, as they flew in a "foursome" 
formation and had yellow markings. When the bombing began, 
Krudy immediately phoned the headquarters of the Air Force 
Academy and then proceeded to write an official report on the 
incident. When his report was not forwarded to the "appropriate 
authorities," he wrote a letter to Premier Bardossy telling him 



that not Russian but German planes bombed the city, and that 
the official investigation gave a false account. Krudy was hoping 
that the declaration of war might be reversed as a result of his 
letter. There is another piece of interesting information in this 
version of the Kassa raid: Krudy tells that after the bombing he 
was reproached by Hungarian military authorities for having 
failed to take to the air for the purpose of giving chase to the 
attackers. 35 

Apart from a few inherent contradictions and inaccuracies, 
this version of the raid is still plausible. A great change in this 
respect seems to have taken place by the 1950s when communist 
historians began exploring the incident, usually in the light of 
Krudy's new and more detailed accounts. It was at this time that 
the by now familiar communist explanation of the Kassa 
bombing began emerging. As has been mentioned, this involved 
the story of Krudy and his colleagues (including Csirke) taking to 
the air, catching up with the attackers, and identifying 
them —beyond any doubt — as being German. These stories even 
talked of a phone call which Krudy made soon after the bombing 
to Premier Bardossy. 36 

Today, the total unreliability of Krudy's testimony is evident to 
the few Western historians who have examined the Kassa 
incident. 37 No one seems to have taken the effort, however, to 
try to explain Krudy's motives for telling transparent lies and, 
more importantly in our opinion, for changing his story in a 
substantial way twice since that fateful day in June of 1941. Of 
course, the riddle of Krudy may never be solved satisfactorily: 
perhaps he had an overactive imagination coupled with a desire 
to keep himself in the limelight. But there may have been other 
reasons — a method to his madness, so to speak. If we would have 
a case of an eyewitness who began blaming the incident on the 
Germans during the dark days of the Rakosi dictatorship, we 
would have a relatively easy task at guessing his motivation. In 
this period ex-officers of Hungary's wartime forces often faced 
persecution, and providing support for the communists' official 
interpretation of events could have helped to save a person from 
the fate of some of his less fortunate former comrades-in-arms. 
Still another explanation could be offered if Krudy came out with 
his story at the end of, or immediately after, the war. Evidently, 
during that period it would have been in the interest of Hungary's 
wartime elite to prove that the event that had prompted them to 



become involved in the war was the product of a vile conspiracy. 
Presumably, such a story would help to lessen the responsibility 
Hungary's leaders shouldered for their decision to join Hitler's 
campaign against the Soviets. Krudy's testimony, in particular, 
could have served the specific purpose of shifting some of the 
blame from Horthy's shoulders onto those of Bardossy. The fact 
that in their writings several members of Hungary's wartime elite 
paid special attention to Krudy's account, often exaggerating its 
significance, suggests that the Krudy story was indeed meant to 
serve such a purpose. But this still does not mean that it had been 
invented for this reason. In fact, there is evidence that the whole 
affair originated before there was any indication of Axis defeat, 
and served a different, though definitely political, objective. 

The clue is the message Krudy allegedly sent about the 
bombing to Bardossy. Secondary sources are especially confusing 
(and confused) about this. Some talk about a letter, others about 
a telegram, still others about a telephone message or even a direct 
telephone call. Unfortunately for the supporters of the 
"conspiracy theory," this whole business of the "message" is 
suspect. First of all, Bardossy spent the afternoon away from his 
office —first with the Regent and then in a cabinet meeting—not 
situations in which he could be interrupted by a phone call. 
Secondly, civilian telephone communications had been interrup-
ted by the bombing, and it is inconceivable that a captain would 
be allowed to use military lines to contact the country's civilian 
leader, especially to contradict the report of his own military 
superiors. Thirdly, in his first postwar public disclosure, Krudy 
talks not of a telephone message or a telegram, but a letter 
written to persuade Bardossy to reverse the decision to go to 
war. 38 As that decision had been announced on the 27th of 
June, Krudy could not have sent his letter on the 26th (and it 
could not have reached Bardossy until days later). 

Finally, it is quite probable that the so-called "Krudy 
message," even in a letter form, has never existed. To our 
knowledge, no historian has seen its original. All references to it 
can be traced to Krudy himself, or to the aforementioned works 
by Horthy and Szent Ivanyi. The latter two persons, as has been 
pointed out above, have heard about it from Barczy. We may 
now continue probing the question whether Barczy had any 
personal motives for telling a story which may not have been true? 
Was there anything in his background that would prompt him to 



do so? Unfortunately, these questions cannot be answered with 
certainty as we know little about him. We know, however, that 
he was a trusted advisor to Horthy in fact, one of his friends.39 

We also know that at the end of the war he bitterly denounced 
Bardossy and accused him, among other things, of tampering 
with the minutes of the Ministerial Council. And there is 
evidence that Barczy hated Bardossy already in the summer of 
1941. 40 One is tempted to conclude from all this that Barczy 
may have had an interest in convincing Horthy that Bardossy had 
been instrumental in prescipitating Hungary's entry into the war 
with the full knowledge that the Kassa bombing was a "German 
provocation." To what extent, if any, Bardossy's dismissal in 
early 1942 was the result of Barczy's (and Krudy's) whispering 
campaign, may never be known. That in the long run these men 
succeeded in thoroughly discrediting Bardossy in the eyes of the 
Regent —and in those of the Hungarian public —is certain. 41 

What is most unlikely to be known ever is whether there was any 
collusion between Barczy and Krudy in these machinations which 
seem to have been designed, first and foremost, to destroy the 
political fortunes of Bardossy. 

The theory that Krudy's allegations — rather than being simple 
hallucinations, or lies inspired by the communists —were part of 
some domestic intrigue within wartime Hungary's establishment, 
explains a surprising number of riddles in connection with the 
whole "Krudy testimony" business. It explains why this man, who 
according to his colleagues at first did not consider the attackers 
to be German, changed his mind later. It explains also the 
timing of his change-of-heart: not at the end of the war when it 
would have been more logical —and much safer —but just about 
the time some of Hungary's leaders, in particular, Horthy, began 
having serious second thoughts about the whole Russian 
adventure. And it explains above all why Krudy claims to have 
contacted Bardossy, and Bardossy only, among the members of 
Hungary's elite at the time. One would presume that if he really 
wanted his government to be aware of the facts, he would have 
made efforts to reach other leaders in Budapest as well; at least 
would have tried to contact Ferenc Krudy, his own illustrious and 
influential uncle.42 

The explanation offered here concerning the Krudy story 
might even account for the man's behaviour after the communist 
takeover in Hungary at the end of the 1940s. With the 



communists' accession to power, Krudy inevitably found himself 
in an awkward situation. His earlier testimony now ideally suited 
the purposes of his country's new masters. Krudy, undoubtedly a 
staunch believer in a Christian and conservative Hungary, must 
have been very unhappy about this turn of events, yet he could 
not retract his allegations. In his frustration, he decided on 
another approach. He would dress up his story in a way that 
would not arouse the suspicion of the communists, but would be 
seen as preposterous in the West and would help to discredit the 
official communist interpretation of the affair. Accordingly, he 
began talking about "taking to the air," "catching up" with the 
attackers, and so on. He even named Csirke as one of the persons 
who had accompanied him on this mission. All this was sheer non-
sense: a successful chase couldn't have been possible, it didn't 
take place, and Csirke was there (in Montreal) to testify to this 
effect. Krudy's ploy worked. Communist historians of the 1950s 
and 1960s seem to have endorsed, without reservations, his "new" 
and "more detailed" version of the story. Overnight, Krudy, the 
secret agent of wartime "Horthyite" intrigue, became the star 
witness of communist historiography. However, instead of doing 
that historiography a service, he bequeathed it only misinforma-
tion, as well as a legacy prejudicial to its reputation. 

The Kassa incident, which may or may not have been the result 
of a conspiracy, certainly seems to have given rise to intrigues by 
those who for one reason or another wanted certain explanations 
attached to it. The complete story of these historiographical 
conspiracies may never be known. Nevertheless, it seems certain 
that, if historians ever wish to start unravelling the mysteries 
surrounding the incident itself, they will have to be much more 
careful when they assess what has been said about this affair by 
everyone, and especially by its star witness, the perplexing and 
indubitably mischievous Adam Krudy. 
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