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Introduction

After the second world war, the Iron Curtain hadidkd Europe, and the Central-East
European countries came under the influence ofStindget Union. The satellite countries’
communist parties took over the power by the hélMoscow, consequently, these coun-
tries lost their independence. The relationshipvben the Hungarian and the Yugoslavian
Communist Party gradually improved because Josiz Bito's' policy was regarded idé€al
by the Hungarian Communist Party, led by MatyasdRék

The relationship between the two countries hadeimpside down suddenly in 1948.
Stalin' reckoned the socialist countries as a monolititlblnd he did not tolerate any di-
vergence from the policy of Moscow. However, Tittempted take independent action in
the Balkans. The Soviet leadership didn't allovstindependence, therefore by decision of
the Cominform in June 1948, the Yugoslav Communist Party wasekeg from the
Cominform by the decision of the other communigtipa, and certainly, by the direct or-
der of Stalir® Consequently, Stalin anticipated the fall of thi® Fegime, but it did not oc-
cur so.

Rakosi was one of the first communist leaders, attacked Yugoslavia. Hungary had
a long common border with the South Slavic countingrefore the conflict had a bigger
impact on Hungary. After June 1948, border incidédsgcame almost daily, and propagan-

! Josip Broz ,Tito” (7 May 1892 [officially 25 May] 4 May 1980), Yugoslavian dictator, secretary
general of the Non-Aligned Movement. During theas®t world war he was one of the leader of the
partisan movement. Between 1945 and 1963 he waBritme Minister of Yugoslavia, until 1980 the
President of the League of Communist of Yugoslavia.

2 About the relations: Péter VukmaBaratbél ellenség - ellenségjtbarat?

3 Matyas Rakosi (9 March 1892 — 5 February 1971tglj$s best Hungarian student”. Between 1945
and 1956 the General Secretary of the Hungarian GonistnParty, later the Hungarian Working
People’s. Between 1952 and 1953 the Chairman of theaclloof Ministers of the People’s Republic
of Hungary.

4 Josif Vissarionovic ,Stalin” (18 December 1878 March 1953) Soviet dictator. General Secretary
of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union.

5 Communist Information Bureau, international communiganisation, that worked between 1947
and 1956. It worked completely under Soviet control

5 About the conflict: J6zsef Juhagz Kominform és Jugoszlavia
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da campaigns launched against each other and @useséecret agent war started in the
background.

Both Belgrade and Budapest tried to establish a&wigkent network in the other coun-
try. In the Historical Archives of the Hungarianat&t Security one can find substantial
amount of paper about presumed agents who cameungaty by the order of the Yu-
goslavian State Security (Uprava Drzavne Bezbednoshceforth UDB). In most of the
cases, it is quite hard to ascertain, which onthen was actually an agent or informant
because the documents from that period are mostigeptual, and unfortunately the state
service archive documents are not researchableipdst-Yugoslavian countries yet.

Road to the trial

Aranka Urban was a double landowner: she had lbotsin Yugoslavia and Hungary.
Since early 1948, she regularly travelled throdghliorder to uphold her estates, and occa-
sionally, she also smuggled cigarettes, and laikt and gemstonésin 1947 she met Perl
Ipoly, a former partisan, who was disappointechim Tito regime.

In the summer of '48, Perl asked Urban to taketi@iéo Ferenc Kiss a border patrol
officer. Kiss and the woman met in spring '48, andove affair evolved between them.
Kiss used Urban as ad hocinformant and she eventually became a courier é@tvthe
two men. In September, Urban was caught on theebavtien she smuggled cigarettes and
the Yugoslavian authorities arrested her. She watesaced to ten months in prison. She
served three months in Szabadka (Subotica, Seahihfive months in Re#bhaza (Kréa-
nin, Serbia) where she worked at the labour camp.

In her cell, a UDB officer, named Nikola Klaudjeléyvisited her, and he promised,
that he would help Urban, but she had to reveathatacts in Hungary. Urban mentioned
Ferenc Kiss, the border patrol officer. Two daysr@another UDB officer visited her, Ste-
van Curin, who recruited her as an UDB agent. Laterjrduan interrogation Urban stated
the followings:“l declared, that I'm willing to come to Hungary asUDB agent with any
task”.!® Earlier, she always strictly denied that the UDped her in.

After Urban became a UDB agent, KlaudjetoandCurin visited her several times in
her home. She had a task to go back to Hungaryganhih touch with Ferenc Kiss. They
obligated her to secrecy. In case if she couldeftig touch with the Hungarian officer, she
had to stay in Kisszallas and start to work. Thgd8lavian authorities instructed her that
somebody would visit her there. She also had akbtagistration form, which was false.
Later in the trial of Urban, the Hungarian authiestused this form as a proof that the
woman worked for the UDB.

Urban escaped to Hungary on"2Beptember 194%,and she met Ferenc Kiss. He gave
a task to the women to go back to Yugoslavia awmd giletter to Perl Ipoly. Urban fulfilled

" About the “agent-war” between Yugoslavia and HupghaszI6 Ritter,Titkos habor(i Magyaror-
szag és Jugoszlavia kozott.

8 ABTL 3.1.9. V-116701. 171.

° Ferenc Kiss Ferenc (1920 Péterréve — 1?) Hungaaader patrol officer. ABTL 3.1.9. V-
116701/1. 13.

0 ABTL 3.1.9. V-116701. 173,

ABTL 3.1.9. V-116701/1. 243.
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the work and later she visited Perl Ipoly three entbmes. She got hold of the UDB on ev-
ery trip and she wrote reports and signed as “A4From the latter statement of Radovan
Lukovi¢ we know that the UDB'’s plan was to rope in KisgngsUrban. From this state-
ment we also know that the connection with Urbars Wwald by Josip Jakubec ,Bord”
UDB colonel and Milan Milenkt UDB captain®®

In November 1949, Urban was taken to Budapest fkaskunhalas. In Budapest, the
Military Counterintelligence recruited her, and sfezame a Hungarian agent too. Her task
was to go to Yugoslavia and get in touch with Pemarivo, a KOS officer in Zagreb’
Paravina is a key character in the Zagreb triadahse the first and second defendant was
indicted based upon of his statement. In the falgsa, | will introduce three former KOS
officer’s story and | attempt to point out the cention between Aranka Urban and the Za-
greb trial.

Kolundia Boskd® KOS captain, Ante Rdk KOS lieutenant and Menovi Radé’
KOS first lieutenant escaped to Hungary off November 1948. Their goal was to travel
through Hungary to the Soviet Union, but to accastpthis, first they had to prove to the

12|1dem. 20. p.

13 Leader of the®l Subdivision of the UDB in Ujvidék (Novi Sad). In43 he infiltrated into the Us-
ta3a Movement. ABTL 3.2.4. K-903.

14 Deputy leader of theISubdivision of the UDB in Vajdasag (Vojvodina). 1850 he became the
leader of the intelligence central in Szabadka (8uh). ABTL 3.2.4. K-903.

® ABTL 3.2.4. K-903. 19.

16 Kontra Obavestajna Sluzba — Yugoslavian MilitaryBerintelligence.

" ABTL 3.1.9. V-116701/1. 243.

18 Kolundia Bosko (5 January 1923, Doljni Lapac — 1?). Heigdouch with the illegal communist
movement in 1941. Until May 1942 he was a membéh®fSKOJ (youth movement), between 1942-
1943 he fought as a partisan. His father was kilgdhe chetniks in 1945. In 1948 he committed
himself to the Cominform. After this, the Yugoslaviauthorities arrested him. His plan was to es-
cape to the Soviet Union through Hungary. On 17 évolver 1948 he crossed the Hungarian-
Yugoslavian border, and later the Hungarian autiesrioped him in. His alias was D-K/2. The Hun-
garian state Security sent him back to Yugoslavth task. In a document, dated 18 August 1963 it
stated that he worked as a professor in Budapesfukher life is unknown. ABTL 3.2.4. K-563.

19 Ante Rak (2 February 1921, Dubrava — 1?), Croati#got in touch with the illegal communist
movement in 1942. In this year he fought as a gemti In 1943 he joined to SKOJ and become a
member of the Yugoslavian Communist Party. On 1y 1948 in a fight he committed himself to the
Cominform. After this, the Yugoslavian authoritigsested him, but later they released him. He met
Mrdenovic during his sentence. They planned to escape t&dhveet Union through Hungary. He
crossed the border on 17 December 1948. The Huwmgatithorities roped him in, his alias was D-
R/5. Later he became a member of the Yugoslaviagration in Hungary. His further life is un-
known. ABTL 3.2.4. K-680.

20 Rade Mdenovi (24 February 1925, Zut — 1?), Croatian. He gobirch with the illegal commu-
nist movement in 1942. In November 1941, he joiS&®DJ, in June 1942 he started to fight as a par-
tisan. On 10 January 1943 he joined the Yugosla@lammunist Party. Until November 1948 he
worked as a KOS. After the conflict evolved betwésm Soviet Union and Yugoslavia, he planned to
escape to Hungary. On 17 December 1948, he crabsedorder. The Hungarian authorities roped
him in, his alias was D-M/2. He travelled to Yugngh with a task. He became the first defendant at
the Zagreb spy trial. He was sentenced to death fidther life is unknown. ABTL 3.2.4. K-862.
[“D-M/27].
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Hungarian authorities that they were true commuilisey could do it, if they accept a task
and go back to Yugoslavia and rope in a KOS offineZagreb?! Kolundia and Mdenovi:
accepted to do so. On"2March 1949 the two former KOS officer started theavel to
the Hungarian-Yugoslavian border through SzeksaaiPécs, as newly recruited Hungar-
ian agents. Four Hungarian officers travelled ® llorder with the two Yugoslavian. Ko-
lundia and Mdenovi crossed the Hungarian-Yugoslavian border at Oldigep on 24
March? Their task was to collect information about theggslav agents who work against
Hungary, their names, networks, addre$d&n 33" March they arrived back to Hungary.
Their only success was that they roped in Stojazibff, the party secretary of the artillery
school of Zagreb. They gave him the task to gaithermation from the KOS school of
Zagreb. Koludia and Mdenovi also wrote a detailed report about their trip. Fhungar-
ian authorities found some strange sign aboutrégsert. For example, they moved too eas-
ily through the border. In Zagreb, they went to tiféicer’'s school and knocked on the
door, without fearing to been caught. Accordingtie reports, they visited Koldia's wife
and therZSHungarian state security find it strangat the Yugoslavian authorities didn’t ar-
rest her.

In the whole about the work of Kolufia and Mrlenovi, the Hungarian authorities
had extreme expectations both in quality and inp@mal way. The information they
brought was negligible®®

The Hungarian state security wanted to send theofficers to Yugoslavia with a task
again, but they refused to do so, but they sugdestee Rak instead of themselves. Rak
accepted the task to escape back to Yugoslavigetnid touch with Stojan Nje&ithe new
informant of the AVH in Zagreb. Rak had to takehwiiim a letter and bring back the infor-
mation that Nje&i would send. He crossed the Hungarian-Yugoslavdsood 25 April
1949 at Torjanc (Torjanci, Croatia). He went to tieeise of Mdenovic’s brother and asked
him to fulfil his mission because Rak was afraid@mbe get caught. The brother travelled
to Zagreb on 28 April and got in touch with Njezi After he completed the task, he trav-
elled back to Rak, who arrived back to Hungary 6 April.?” NjeZic sent information
about the military school of Zagreb. After Rak cdeted the task, he came back to Hun-
gary, but he refused to go again to Yugosla¥ia.

In summer of 1949, Stojan Njézioped in two officers, Milan Ruélimajor general
from Belgrade and Trivo Paravina KOS first lieutenfrom Zagreb. After four month of
work, Njezi quitted from the networf After his disappearance, the Hungarian state secu-
rity had to find out, how to continue the correspemnce with the two newly roped-in offi-
cers, so they sent lvan Mappolitical emigrant to Milan Rudiand Aranka Urban to Trivo
Paravina.

21 ABTL 3.2.4. K-680. [“D-K/2" 7.

22 ABTL 3.2.4. K-680. 5.

3 ABTL 3.2.4. K-680. p.

24 The life of Stojan Nje#iis unknown until this point.
25 ABTL 3.2.4. K-563. 9-23.

26 ABTL 3.2.4. K-563. 8.

27 ABTL 3.2.4. K-563. 4.

2 ABTL 3.2.4. K-563. 4.

2 ABTL 3.2.5. 0-8-004. 296.
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On 4" November 1949, the Hungarian state security seb&mwto Paravina Trivo as a
courier. With this action the Hungarian authoritsest to Zagreb a person, who was earlier
roped in by the UDB. Until December 1950, she had Raravina five times. Paravina told
Urban, that the information he sent to Hungary Vedse. He also told her that the whole
operation was overseen by the Yugoslavian statgrisgbecause the Rajk-trial was hold in
Hungary at the same time. In December 1949, Urbék & radio to Paravina. On this trip
of Urban, Milan Milanko, Josip Jakubec ,Boro” anthdjic KOS officers spent one or two
days with the woman. The Hungarian state secusitg@ Paravina, what he knew about the
Yugoslavian army. When she arrived to Szabadka,ashays called her UDB contacts.
According to Urban’s statement, in December 19%0 ralationship with the UDB came to
an end. After this date, the Yugoslavian state igcnever visited her again in Hungaty.

For the Hungarian state security it was necesgsaprdve the connection between Ur-
ban and Paravina. The UDB started to investigdts Bfaravina, because Urban reported to
the UDB that she took information from ParavinateAfthe Yugoslavian state security in-
terrogated Paravina, he spoke aboutiéovi. This is how Mdenovic became the first
defendant at the Zagreb trial.

The Zagreb trial

On 4" November, 1950, Rade Wenovi and Antun Kopi political emigrant went to
Yugoslavia the third time to rope in counter-Titaéficers. Before their trip, Trivo Parav-
ina and Stojan NjeZigave detailed information about &movi to the UDB, so the Yugo-
slavian state security kept under continuous olagienv his friends and relatives. When
Mrdenovic and Kopé wanted to visit one of the relative of §&movi, the Yugoslavian au-
thorities arrested them. According to the testjftee Yugoslavian agents wanted to hide at
the houses of Ignac Balikiand Tadia Pril§, but the two civilian reported it to the Yugo-
slavian authorities. When the military officersettito check the identification of Kapihe
through a grenade among them, and four people wevaded*

The proof against the agents were their weapongtanéhformation Paravina gave to
the authorities. The charge against the first dédah Mdenovic were the followings: On
17" December, 1948 he escaped to Hungary [...] He gelstdrom the Hungarian state
security to work against the Federal People’s Réipubf Yugoslavia [...] He delivered
military and state secrets. [...] According to hiskahe had to come to Yugoslavia, set up
a spy network, gave a radio to the network’s ledd@r

The second defendant was Stojan Nje&ccording to the Hungarian documents, the
Yugoslavs didn’t charge Major General Milan Rubecauseit wouldn't have been politi-
cal’.® The charge against Njézwas that he fulfilled the tasks that was giverPtravina
and Rudé.

The third defendant was Antun Képiwho was in Yugoslavia three times with task. He
was charged with spying and with the help he gavelrdenovi. The fourth and fifth de-

30 ABTL 3.2.4. K-903. 213.

81 ABTL 3.1.9. V-116701/1. 299.
%2 ABTL 3.1.9. V-116701/1. 271.
33 ABTL 3.1.9. V-116701/1. 300.
34 ABTL 3.1.9. V-116701/1. 300.
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fendant were Julia Hatvalic and Stojan &raYugoslavian civiliand® The Hungarian
agents were hidden in their houses. Moreover, Sojasa was a relative of Menovi:. *®

The trial got big publicity, the Yugoslav radio meted from the trial several times a
day. By contrast, during our research we didn'tifansingle report in the Hungarian press.
However, theAssociated Presseported from the trial and lot of article appebadout it in
the newspapers in the United States.

In the ,Trial of Hungarian spies” the prosecutorswieeutenant colonel Ahmed Ha-
jrovi¢, the defence attorney was major Tlaker. The clairof the court was Major Djuro
Polak. In the indictment the prosecutor, Ahmed bldjr said that the Zagreb trial was fit in
with the other trials was held in Nis, Skopje, Batte and SuboticH. These trials proof
that the socialist countries want to destroy th® Tégime. Other goal of the trial was to
respond to the Rajk trial in Hungal¥y/Hajrovi¢ said: ‘the Hungarian leaders can't hide
their aggressive and non-peaceful policy in frohtttee whole world and our people by
holding an untrue and conceptual Rajk-type trials”.

The Rajk trial was a counter-Tito show trial, tle@alrdefendant was Tito. At the Zagreb
trial, the prosecutor charged not only the form&SKofficers, but the Hungarian leader,
Réakosi too: The Hungarian authorities are those, who threat ithdependence and free-
dom of the Yugoslavian people. The fact that theejt decause of the Soviet suggestions
don’t reduce their responsibility in front of thewd, the history and their own people. The
Hunga{gan people are enslaved and the policy ofdR&took their freedom and independ-
ence.”

The defendants didn't deny their guiltiness duting trial. On the first day the court in-
terrogated Mtenovic and NjeZ, on the second day (¥MMarch) Anton Kopt. Kopi¢
stated that after he escaped to Hungary he livedl $afe-house where the leaders of the
Yugoslavian political emigrations interrogated hifiney gave him tasks. In Budapest a lot
of interrogation was leaded by Zarko Ljubojev. GojKrbovi and Milutin Velimir**
evaluated the quality of the information that Koprought from Yugoslavi& Because the
names of the Yugoslavian emigrant leaders appeduedg the trial, we have reason to
think that the prosecutor wanted to charge thetipaliemigrants in Hungary in a trans-
ferred way.

On the third day, 28 March, the prosecutor held his final speech. Adicar to Ha-
jrovi¢, the trial proved that Mienovic and Kopé were agents of the Hungarian state secu-
rity services, and they accomplished various missifor them. The trial also proved that
NjeZi¢ collected information for the Hungarian authostieetween 4 May 1949 and %
January 1950. The two civilians, Hatvalic and &r#&ided the agents and they know that
the spies work for the Hungarian authorities. Ofi ®rch at 17.00 the judgement was de-

% ABTL 3.1.9. V-116701/1. 300.
%6 The Evening SuyrBaltimore, 29 March 1951. 2.
ST ABTL 3.1.9. V-116701/1. 280.
%8 ABTL 3.2.5. 0-8-004. 156.
%% ABTL 3.2.5. 0-8-004. 285.
40 ABTL 3.2.5. 0-8-004. 285.
1 The three persons were the collective leaderdhipeoYugoslavian emigration in Hungary between 8
gzune 1949 and 13-14 May 1950. Vukman Péktarcban Tito és Rankovics klikkje eller271.
Ibid. 276.
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livered. Midenovic was sentenced to death by firing squad. Antun Keg@is sentenced to
twenty.”® Njezi¢ to fifteen, Stojan Dr& to four, Jilia Hatvalic to one and a half yeéms.
the archival documents it is mentioned that Triasa®ina was executed after the trial, but
we cannot prove this statement from other soureeé’y

The trial of Aranka Urban

The Hungarian state security started an investigatf Aranka Urban in May 1951. In
the autumn of 1951, the authorities roped in ZoFanka$®, the common-law husband of
her. His task was to collect information about Urb%He was roped in by ideological ba-
sis, but he proved to be not a trustable persothfosecurity services. In February 1954, he
was arrested, because he didn't tell the authsritiat he knew that Urban worked for the
Yugoslavs. Furthermore, he told Urban that his task to investigate after h&rUrban
was arrested on #MNovember 1953 She was interrogated by Janos Kujalek twenty-eight
times between 27November and f1December 1953. From the documents we can follow
through her state of mind, because her cellmateamaagent and she reported about her.
The interrogations had a bad impact on Urban’s nfd¢dijalek was a tough and insensi-
tive interrogator, Urban had fear of dying, sheldol sleep and she had some serious
nervous breakdowns, she cried hysterically. Kujale&e told stories to her about the pro-
cedure of the hanging. On the other hand, accotditdrban, Kujalek was simple-minded,
unexperienced and sadistic. On a report, somebadiewhat Comrade Kujalek! Review
your own technic, | believe, that in this periodtloé interrogation, it's pointless to stretch
the strings:®>® Even in light of the archival documents it is haodreconstruct what Urban
did exactly, and what were those things that sh#essed, if any, because of the way she
was interrogated.

On 11" June 1954, Urban’s closed trial was held on tHiamj court of Budapest. Ac-
cording to the chargeUrban was spying for the Yugoslavs between Septeri®49 and
December 1950. Because of her actions, the Zagiabatas held in Zagreb and the UDB
arrested officers and civilians and sentenced théhiThe evidence, which meant to
proven her association with UDB, against her wé following: the blanc registration
form, which she got from the Yugoslavs, a Doxa Wwatehich she got as a present from the

43 n other place there is 25 years. Vukman Pét&rcban Tito és Rankovics klikkje eller269.

“ ABTL 3.1.9. V-116701. 204.

45 Zoltdn Gyzd Farkas (Zalaszant6, 31 January 1926 — ?). In h8%f%came member of the Hungar-
ian Working People’s Party. The Hungarian MilitaCpurt sentenced him to twelve years in prison.
On T April 1957, the Supreme Court of Hungary releasisdsantence. His further life is unknown.
ABTL 3.1.9. V-116704.

46 ABTL 3.1.9. V-116704. 4.

47 ABTL 3.1.9. V-116704. 4.

“8 ABTL 3.1.9. V-116701/1. 16.

49 ABTL 3.1.9. V-116701/1. 200.

9 ABTL 3.1.9. V-116701/1. 203.

*L ABTL 3.1.9. V-116701. 205.
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Yugoslav state security. Also, Tibor Gatai,ajosné Bodoglari: Zoltan Farkas and Fer-
encné Stockét testified against het>

The court found Urban guilty in spying and sentehber to death by hanging as the
main punishment and complete confiscation of priypes side-punishment.On 3£ July
the Presidential Council changed her punishmenh feapital punishment to sentence to
life. One year later, 4 December 1954 the Presidential Council releasedrémaining
years. Unfortunately, the archival documents doematble us to reconstruct the further life
of Aranka Urban.

Summary

Finally, | would like to raise some issue. From #rehival papers we can reconstruct
the complete story about the Zagreb trial and the of Aranka Urban in it. However, if we
take a closer look to the events, there are moestmns than answers. We don't know if
Aranka Urban really committed the crimes that stes wentenced for because her final
statement was the result of a long term interrogatif we assume that she worked as a
UDB spy, the question also arises that maybe Paaaliivo was an UDB agent from the
beginning and the whole action was just a provooagigainst Hungary. In this way -
novi¢ and Njez¢ weren't get caught because of her and the chaggmst Urban was not
true. We can'’t be sure about the story of the th®& officers neither. There is a possibil-
ity that they arrived to Hungary as Yugoslav ageltts possible that Mienovic was sacri-
ficed for sake of the trial. Furthermore, we cdirid any paper that the judgement was
executed. We hope that our further research wik ginswers for these questions.
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Parodies de proces de Yougoslavie — L’histoire du@ces d’'un espion de Zagreb et son
arriere-plan

A I'époque de la guerre froide, aprés que le systbipolaire a commencé a se déve-
lopper, le conflit entre Josip Broz Tito et Jos&thline a causé une rupture dans le bloc
monolithe des Etats satellites est-européens €Ud®n soviétique. Le 28uin 1948, les
pays socialistes ont « excommunié » la Yougosldueominform. Matyas Rakosi, « le
meilleur éléve hongrois de Staline » état I'un gesmiers leaders communistes qui a
offensé la Yougoslavie de Tito : au début, seuldrpan des mots, mais le conflit entre le
leader hongrois et le leader yougoslave s’est aggrapidement en une situation quasi-
guerre. Les incidents frontaliers sont devenusidigots et les services secrets des deux
Etats ont fait une guerre réelle en arriére-plan. dhapitre oublié de cette guerre des
espions était le procés d’espion a Zagreb qui beeuentre le 26 et le 28 mars 1951. Le
premier accusé était un ancien officier du KOS, eRddfdenovic, qui avait déserté de
'armée yougoslave et avait fui en Hongrie avecxdautres officiers. Mais plus tard, il a
retourné en Yougoslavie avec une mission comploiés autorités yougoslaves l'ont
capturé. Le procés a eu cing accusés et tous érdédlarés coupables avecddnovic,
condamné a mort.

Trois mois plus tard, I'Autorité de protection dEtht hongrois (AVH) a commencé a
examiner I'une de ses anciennes agentes, ArankanUgoi semblait étre une agente
double. En 1954, trois ans aprés le procés, lemena de 'AVH ont découvert une
relation plus profonde entre Urban, le procés dgrela et I'officier du KOS yougoslave.
Pendant I'auto-enquéte a l'intérieur de I'AVH, iest aussi révélé que la police secréte
hongroise a fait beaucoup de fautes. Dans ma coioation, je voudrais présenter
brievement le procés d’'espion et le réseau destagenbles. Je voudrais aussi parler des
enquétes intérieures de 'AVH et de leurs résultats



