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Zsuzsa L. Nagy, the prominent Hungarian diplomatic historian, noted 
more than thirty years ago that interwar Central Europe, and more specifi-
cally Hungary, was in the backwater of American diplomacy. This lack of 
interest was demonstrated by the mediocre quality of US representation in 
Budapest. Between 1934 and 1941 President Roosevelt's envoy was a 
Democratic Party stalwart, the wealthy businessman, John F. Montgom-
ery. He received his post for political reasons, and had no previous 
training or experience in the Foreign Service. 

In this book Professor Frank includes the recorded summary of 
182 conversations Montgomery had with various Hungarian establishment 
figures and diplomats of foreign legations in Budapest. These aide memo-
irs, which are masterfully annotated by the editor, served as bases for the 
diplomatic reports Montgomery sent back to the State Department. 

Through Professor Frank's seventy page introduction, one could 
get a better understanding of Montgomery's naivete as reflected in the 
documents. The summaries of conversations with Hungarian officials, 
who became Montgomery's "advisers," also provide a remarkable insight 
into the Hungarian authorities' attitude about the varieties of fascism, 
communism, anti-Semitism, etc. 

The introduction's title, "A Vermont Yankee in Regent Horthy's 
Court: the Hungarian World of a U.S. Diplomat," points to Professor 
Frank's theme: Montomery's misunderstanding of Horthy's role in Hungar-
ian politics. The American minister perceived the regent as a Hungarian 
version of a British constitutional monarch, rather than the authoritarian 
figure that he was. 

Professor Frank notes that among Montgomery's friends was 
Joseph E. Davis, the U.S. ambassador in Moscow, "who had shown 
himself both blind and deaf as a star guest at the Moscow show trials" (p. 



14). Yet from the documents presented, one could see that the American 
minister in Budapest was also blinded and deafened by the pomp and 
circumstance he encountered in the regent's court. If Davis wrote his 
apologia for Stalin's system in his 1941 book Mission to Moscow in 
response to the Nazi aggression against the Soviet Union, then Montgom-
ery did the same for the erstwhile Horthy regime at the outset of the Cold 
War 1947. His work, Hungary the Unwilling Satellite is, as Frank notes, 
"an apologia for Hungarian politics in general and specifically Horthy in 
person" (p. 45). This is evidenced most starkly when one reads his 
conversation with the German Minister Otto von Erdmannsdorff regarding 
the draft of the "racial" (p. 219) anti-Semitic Second Jewish Law and 
compares it with Montgomery's account in the latter's memoirs. In the 
document dated 17 December 1938, Montgomery noted that the represen-
tative of Nazi Germany spoke to Horthy a number of times about the 
need to slow down the Hungarian government's anti-Jewish measures in 
order to avoid economic chaos. Erdmannsdorff told the regent that "the 
ideas he presents so far as the Jews are concerned are the ideas of his 
government, that is, they would understand it if the Hungarians did not 
get rough on the Jews at once" (p. 218). 

In his Hungary the Unwilling Satellite, however , Mon tgomery 
claims that the anti-Jewish laws were passed in order to placate Hitler. 
"The safety of the Jews in Hungary was largely due to the type of the 
restrictive laws passed. Through them Hungary seemed to be falling in 
line with the demands of the tyrant..." (p. 99). He also relates his conver-
sation with von Erdsmanndorff, but with a different twist: "... he was 
telling me this privately, Hitler was compelling him to put pressure on the 
government.... It can be seen that this situation offered excellent opportu-
nities to anti-Semitic demagogues" (pp. 105-106). Thus, Montgomery's 
conversation, which was put down on paper right after the meeting, 
indicates that the Nazi government put pressure on Horthy to slow down 
Hungary's anti-Semitic policies. Yet in 1947 Montgomery twisted the 
facts in order to make Hungary a victim of the Nazis. 

Montgomery's book was translated and published in Hungary in 
1993. Its publication seems to support the argument of some Hungarian 
intellectuals, who claim that unlike the Germans, the Hungarians have yet 
to come to terms with their country's responsibility for being Nazi Ger-
many's ally and for the Holocaust. The publication and analysis of the 
conversations will contribute to this cleansing effect, especially since the 
document collection was first published in the Hungarian in 2002. 

In the United States some unrepentant Hungarian emigres fi-
nanced the reprinting of Montgomery's original book in 1993 in order to 
convince a new generation of readers about Hungary's wartime innocence. 
Professor Frank's publication will serve as an antidote. 




