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The History of Modern Sociology in
Hungary

Tibar Huszir

While assessisg Coente’s work in the 18708, ihe eminent Hungarian his.
torian Gywls Pasler omoc wrole: “By the time Western ideas and institu-
tions resch us, they usually booome oeolele 81 home asd are about to be
replaced by ather ideas in their owes coumry.”™ A fow yoars later Kiroly
Taginyi repudisied that view in the same jourmal: “it's nossence 10 &y
that thosghis are delayed by a century belone they rench e, or thal all
b ideas we have, have been brought here frem abroad™ In a srange
wiy, ihere was somic truth ia what both men sabd as far as Hungarisn
social scienee in general, particalarly sociology, was concerned

HUNGARY'S INTRODUCTION TO SOCIAL SCIENCES

Ir the LE80s, a fisne when disire for social asd political neform resched
a high piich, palitical writers asd yousg ichilars tried to "vabject clements
al spcinl structens to analysis™ and rercgulate the *fund | Eestitue
tbans of society,” Tor example, family, marriage, and wealth.

“Callecting information aboul the Btheriand' was the shgan of the day.
Arkenaenm, an autstanding joarnal of ke tme, carried sumerons articles
im this vein. Dépite the sedudtivencss of the slogan, many scholars al
wniversities resnained indifferent to (ki miliative bocause they were con-
servative and were sommiticd 16 (ke sell-coatmdiciorny tenct of reform-
minded nalionalism.*

“The demand for sockal sciences reemerged following 1be Conpeomise
of 1867, The exponents of this nsovement were statesmen who were [a-
millnr with igtermational social scicnee litemature, They wasied to moddm-
fre and libeealize Hungary, They were influenced by the waorks of Auguste
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Comte, Herbert Spencer, Jobn Steart Mill, and Adolphe Quetclet. They
sxpired to what ey described ax “suthentic knowledge™ and reliamce on
what ihey called “sclentillc experience.™

Sonse of them had se1 oul 1o explore the cousley dunng the heady
vears of the reform-minded 18408 Aler the disssirous sosial effiocts of a
crushed revodution amd the ensuing stiflimg of political thought and cul-
ture, these sintesmen supported efforts o cxamine social conditions in
their reality.

Those in the vanguard of this movement were aware of rebated achieve-
ments in more advanced parts of Europe, Kéroly Keletl and his associntes
laid the foundations of statistics in Hungary by introducing advancod toch-
nigques of collecting data about society and applying the comparalive
awcibod * Led Boihy and Gyuls Pagler tried to modernize attitudes and
technigques in higoriography asd (he wedy of socsely. They ook it for
gromied that ibese disciplines emploved the methadology of the natural
s

Unfortanately, the steam of (e movement was spenl on causes lying
outside science. The inlellectual clite opted for Giution in the faoe off drises
which accompanicd the politkcal scuffles over sulfrage.

Al that time sltempis wene made 1o feinterprel and reconcile the con-
iradictions of reforme-minded nationalism, bal all these effara led 1o ihe
conclusion 1hat liberalism could not be reconciled with democracy, pro-
vided the latter was consisteaily ssserted, 18 was feared that if nationalities
were granted the status of naticahood, Greater Hangary would disiste-
gEate.

Social sciesces were nol the only disciplines o be affected by these
chamges in approach. Druring 1his ora b eatire lanpuape of research and
paolitics was restpoctured. Social scientists, whao {among ather things) stud-
ied the proocss in whach the Enstitutions of science were created. were
mure aware of tho chamges than olbers,

“The most popular argument of the lime woml as follows: in the course
of kistory Hungari [ the dominant nation of the Carpathian Ba-
sin through aalural selection, and iberefore they did not have the right Lo
valuntarily give ap this “evolationary schievement.” Cossequently, they
have o subsrdinaie the struggle among classes b thal asmoeng aationak-
ties."

This tenet emerged in various fores i (ke works of several noted think-
ers of the era® To use the lerminodogy of Thomas Kubn, marked differ
enoed in views aparl, Uthere was consensus over a paradigm which, peshaps
with an updated set of arg Midafed the positions of historicsm
and 1he conservative amd hicrarchical approsch 1o goael smsues.

On one hand, more and more cwans were devabed 1o ibe works of
Comte, Cuatelet, and Spc.nm.“ On the ather, members of the acsdemic
establishment dismissed positivism as a theory dangerous to the Hungarian
nation’s supremsey, the family, property, asd the state!®
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The exponenss ol this parsdipm were hostile 10 schalarly effosts which
atiempled by cxpose social conflicts and reveal other sspects of reakity.'
Maoreover, (b sdvocates of his school of though rejected the theory and
enctbodd of pediivism, Thoy were convineed that schalars preoocupscd with
the Tacis of iife could nos grapple with satsons ke natsonal sparil {Fodke-
jgelsr), national ct ponal soul, sational lemp arsd mae
ticnal genis,

This altitede was eloquenily sot forth ia a paper writtes by Ferenc Toldy
on the causes of Hungary's backwardness in schesce " He presentod the
paper in 1868, yet his angements wese embaaced well into the middle of
ik 1HTs—even by thinkern who had urged a [resh sarl on collectisg
first-hamd information abost Husgary in the yean following the Comspro-
L1

Mudersization picked up speed in Hungasy daring the 1550s and 1890s,
Al hranekes of the coonomy were affected by the nse of capitalism. The

i to thin dewel was sodally helerogencous, The

aribtude of the landed arisiceracy differed from that of some advocates of
reformemimded conservatism™ who belonged 10 the pew middle class,
which rose from the landlcs gentry and the burcausracy.

Althaugh this pewly formed elite had same affisity to socology, they
aspired o adogl only those non-Hungarisn rescarch findings that coukl
be connected wilk what they Igrmed as coganic processes. rooded in the
past ol ihe Hengariass, Once sgalm, the criterion for deweemsning what
was good or bad was whether a tenet served o maistain B integrety of
Greater Hangasy,

There wai & new ¢l tin their app h. thoaghe in addition bo con-
sithringg capitalism as @ force that disintegrates traditional patierns, they
oxaggeraled the imponance of the role of purposedly roolless, bul in
elfeet assimilnied, German ased Jewish intelleciuals. Consequenily, they
used whatever doctrines they eosld Bnd 1o counderbalanss the sway of
liberatizm and 1o promsote organbmtion, equilibsiam, cohesica, solidarity,
and the popetuation of traditions. Crealisg & theory of Utheir own was
heyond e, They comcentrated o8 evolving the imstitulions for sosial
policy, primarily agricaliaral policy.'

THE “FIRST WORKSHOP OF SOCIOLOGY IN
HUNGARY,” 1900-1012

Enlial SiepuFailures

Having cstablished ila sconomic position, the bousgeotsie sought influ-
emcn an B¢ country’s iniellectual life. Alis, the progress of rescarch asd
asts abwoad had an impact om rescarch and aris in Mangary. At the tum
ol ik century, in response to this eecconservatism the Hungarisn Soclety



Huszar Tibor ar Ti
Huszar Tibor: The History of Modern Sociology in Hunga
ry

HUMGARY 424

mmmemmnmmmiwlnﬂmmdiuwmrdmn#m
ritred by 1he Vicnna-haied UNESCL cember:

\0il. The Instivee fof Sockal Scwencet, which was [anded in V96T, berame ihe
mdmmhmmlw-ﬂﬂmmhmnﬁmﬂm1mﬂ-pﬁdﬂl
it prinhed, Tarsadskmnndoményi lemdnyek (lmacs i Socl Scicsoe), be-
came &n imporiast forum. Ofhet nol o thy workshops of sodklogy wee (e
Research Cenver for Highet fducation, the nsiiule for Celture Roscasti
trpund-dml-m:.udme' itube Bor Bducagional h {feunded in 19861).
mmm-mmmuwzmmﬂhamummwmmﬂ.
muniiy) launched in 1979, wiach grew mhmmmwwﬂmmnlmﬂu&

Mdme.m1mwwm=wmm&-
& peridical entitled Jel- Kip (Symsbol and Imageh The Rescarch Coster
ol Coopcratives {boardsd in §057) fontered nural we oy

bk Ader b ing an irdap fen) institute, the dep ¢ of sockology of
\he Fasehy of Ams st ELTE Unifversity lunched & socalogy coune in 1971, ln-
Isally Iqumnh-;m.min Iz il bocame a day cosfie. The pot-
#Mlnungﬂkﬂmnd’mhhﬂmmﬂmlmmmbun
Laught a1 the Budapes Univ:rﬂwu!ﬂ;w-inm1mm¢mﬂﬂlm
for ceonomie socskogy ALariod Mmhm.-umiwwnm:n-

ol nechology
Universily i 1979, and 81 the Pécs Univenity in 1961 A1 \he Thchiecon Lalversily
& ROy ;mupiuwl.wlu 1978 pﬂad:pmurrcu:d'mdoﬂ i B0E3.
100, The Hungarsan W}uﬂdﬂﬂﬂhﬂin 1978, s fimt pres-
ident wa Shndor Sxalai
1N.Th:puh:uwmmﬂul1dh the Instivese for Socl Schences. The

Lot Elemdr Haniis, Erifk &5 esadalom atacs s Socicty), Budspest, 1977

m&mmmmmmm1huﬁnﬁum socialist, & pany-
am.wl"mmwir."w refierred 1o the “stale of workers™ & 8 WAk
umwluwmtmmyemr d intes liierary sochops iy oof foured
Mmulbkmpummhnmn-n.wdmﬂw thair works
A-udﬁhumhtmnmmlnlhepmdpumlm.!ndn Ke:
midny, *The Unmegatercd Eoomomy in Hungary,” Sovier Smadie, w0l 3, no M,
lmmmmn.-AmMm,amu.u “ [Tt Sceond
Bccsomy in Hungary), Magrar Fiizetek, Pasis, 1984, no, 13 Kordny, “Hongrie
Mg:mlum." LAwtre Esrope, 1987, na. L3, pp- 1450, Phigr Kende,
u.ﬂmzﬂxnuk.uudpm*p mmm:w
ahaul the Riscas of Maneuver]), Magpar Fuzeick, Pasis; Pk SechEnyd, “The P
pad'llnﬂ'l.inﬂu-ohhﬂ Eaul ﬁpﬂpﬂlnﬂﬂ{hﬂﬁ*ﬂ.hn.ﬁm&ﬁkﬂﬂn—
mmmmﬂumhmlh umdmmm:-u.'"munwm




Huszar Tibor Huszar Tibor: The History of Modern Sociology in Hungary

424 EASTERM EURCPE

wil. I oo 15, D66-1987, pp. 10O-44; Soclémyi, Socaiisr Entrep Embaur
RECisEmEm N m:m l:.‘lnimlgf ]M

D6 Havin B Cilhor, * ndsodik SEREY ials Ve
hrdp, 1950, mo, T-8: Liaxdd Kngaat, Iw.l'orrn.'ll.l! 1mma|m [ Law-
making, Socely knd Legitimazy, Instivme for Socisl Sei b sepon,
Budapes, 1984; hidn Sxclinyt and Rdbord Manchin, “Mac, redsiintadad & idr-

dalerd cpyeniilemdpek o kolet Opal seockalis ol resdadmsk bas™ [Markes,
Rediribution and Social Incqualitics in the East Exmropean Socialing Socictica),
Medverdne (Bear Dasce), 198, no. 2=3. See also Magyar gerdenly & szocioldsis
a nyedcvanar fekiden (Hungariaa Esossomy and Sociology in the 198K), Comp,
Tamis Mikhis, mpﬂl. 19E; Aniila Bloskebadz, A vilighkippd kvl rbokd mi-
tenxa’™ (The Myth of Reason That Turned isto a World View), Vakindy, 19659, no.
H, pp. 261,




Huszar Tibor Huszar Tibor: The History of Modern Sociology in Hungary

0 EASTERN EUROPE

for Secinl Sclences (MTT) and the journal Huszedik Sedzad (Twenticth
Cemury) were formed.

Their appearance marked a new chapler in the history of ool seicnoss
in Hungary. The first isswe of Twemtienh Comtury cartiod & leiber by Herbert
Spenoer.” He expresscd his pleasune over the docision 1o lausch a joussal
ihet was commilted 1o the propagalion of sdcnlifically iound ideas on
sncasl mwnes. The publication of this ketter marked a silesione is the his-
1ory of ike Hungarian receplion of (his eminent Britzih sociologsl.

The journal asd the Society became the first Hengarian workshops for
sociology. They rallied gifled, crudite thinkers ass journalsis, old and
yousg. Their patrons were .Jlgml Pulszky and Gyula Fikler, renowmed
peofessors at the Budapest Faculty of Legal and Adminisarative Sclences,
and Béidog Somld, lecturor at the Orades (iben called Magyvirad) law
school. Their carly works can be indsrectly associated with Led Bodthy's
wrilings on primilive socay,'™

The young social scienlits, law school gredustes, and poditical writers
rallying bohind Twentietk Creatury sought positive sofutions for the chal-
lenges pased by modersieation. These responses inchded Ihepm'u;mln
of people with college of sniversity diplomas in IridLIlI.I" and trads in
Budapeit ans<d certain other regons. Simuh 0 tho lution of a
melirn puahlic sdmanistration and (he development of transpon assl com-
municalin islastrocuee, (he site of corlain groups of peaficssiosal enen
rapadly imerensed. Social mobility and migration scocleratad. New inber-
prelaliong were given Lo the history of the Hungarian intelligenisin when
these developments were diiscusaed by measherd of the 5‘-‘#'-“!’"

The prall lization and invitutionalizsticn of o discipliee do not
sccessarily take place simslancouly, and theie eriteris are not identical.
For a discapline 10 reach maturity it asust reach a certabn level in terms of

theory, terminalogy, aned method,

“Two crucial questioss emorge when the sctioes of the Society are ex-
amined: Why were these intelloctush unable 1o formally institusonalize
sociology in Husgary? Why was this workshop nod integrabed into Hun-
gany’s nelwork of academic {asd eollegiste) institations, when susch ime-
gration woukl bave cresed the basts for ihe professonalization of

All went well im the begisning. The patrons were profossars
of the Budapest Law S¢hool. The keaders end members of the Socicty
were popular and inlecntial Seee members of the Society and of the
editogial stall of Fwenfedy Cermry were in comiact wilk noted sosiological
waorkshops abroad. They published numerous sociological asd other social
scienes works & the series “Tarsadalomiudominyi Kosywiir” (Social S
cmee Liheary ), Smrveys were mado abowt nearly all socisl sirats. A section
al seciology was set up under the auapices al e Seclely and il iook parl
&0 an internatonal comparative projecl.
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The Society failed to institutioaalize sociology for a number ol reasoss,
i the least of which was the asy wal modernization of Hungari
socicty. Although modernization in general accelerated, Hungasian agri-
cullure contigued 10 be dominated by large estales. The aristocracy and
ihe major churches wishded a strong inflecncs, whereas (he bourgeoisie
had only a limited influcnee.

In such u situation the allasce of the likeral-conscrvative ational' ins
tellectzals, amd of the radical bourgents intellectasls, could noy st for
Jang, The members of the liberal-conservalive national wing left 1Bs So-
ciely in 1905 te form their own association (MTE) and journal (MTSz).

The increasingly marked division showed—among other things—ibat
the intellectual efile of the fe workshop of sodology is Husgary could
got find a common platform fof evaluating Hungarian hastorical condi-
tions, patlerns of thought, and valas,

There were additional barriers to the institutioealization and profes-
somslization of socsology kn Hungary. The radical carp falled, even within
its cwen ranks, 1o firmly esablish the inbelloctual, structieral, and method-
ological aspects of a copnitive idenzity. Al that fime sociodogy was treated
a4 a natural science, The (so-called) organic theary was isitally more
widely emibraced than any olber theary. The theoretical dehales concens
trated an ihe reception and critical analyss of Spencerism, later of Masx-
ism. By comtrast, seminal works by French asd German thinkers wire
exnmined cither belatedly or not at all.™

Craelodr Jdszi visitod E. Dusichelm s carly as 1905, After their discussion
Jiawd pealived how backward Hungarian sociclogy was in lefma ol theory.
Huvwever, Baving reservations abos) the theosies of this Fremch sociologst,
Hisni did ot adapt such Durkheimian erms ax “social fect,” “division of
labor,” “solidariy,’” and “anomie."™"

Conflicts rent the Sockety for Social Sciences in 1905 through 1906 and
obliged the members of the association, and plrl'li-:uh-l‘lj'il.m'. b give um-
equivocal wording 86 thelr political conclussons.™ In response to passion-
gle comtributions duaring the general mecting at which ihe split of the
Society was decided, Jiss declared that differentiativs berween theary
and prectice would bocome ineressingly marked. He added tbm ihoory
and praxis, science and politics, would benefit from this differentzation.™
He argued that this process was in ling with the universal law under which
progress mecesitates Tancisonal differentiation. This tendeacy, be wrenil on,
may oaly unlold entirely in advassed societies whero a natios is developed
crough o facilitnle an articalated socisl division of labor ™ Jiszi conceded
that 1ke lises of divison wers nod rigid, yet phenomena that qualify as
exceptions is fancibonally differontiated societies can beocome the rulc in
backward and bardly differcntiatod socicties. ™ He concluded 1hat 1he So0-
ciety for Social Scsences, tbe scienlific body of an extremely undilferci-
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tinted society, may nod confine itself 1o puncuing pure science. Testead it
bkl lay domm in s bylsws the commibtment 1o isckle, among olber

things, issues of social policy. Furth it shruld organine public rewxd-
ings and debates, He sadd that wiih ihese activities the Socicty could
taunch practical movementa™

These stnbements wery motivaled by real social needs, as ihere was a
gesuine thirst for new ideas. Jissi wishod 1o steer the Soclety toward using
ohservations af ibe (et of lile for “writing out approprisic recipes lor
curing secial il It i clear from Jdsei's words that he was commitled
1o progress. Unfortunately, the pragram ke outlined was suitable neither
for turning sociology into a medern specialized discipine nor for ade-
guasely instbtutionalizing is.

It secens from ibe nature of the debales going 0@ &1 the time that the
memboers of the Society wene not aware of the boorotical debates which
ook place during an carly phase of the development of sociology in Ger-
maey on delimiting sociology, sodial palicy, and palitics, nor were they
aware of the works of Max Weber™ Alhough cognitive identity was nod
reached in German socsology prior to Warld War 1, the debanes and em-
pirical experiments carricd out there enabled German sociolagists 1o clab-
orate the essential questsons of theory and meibad. 1t was on this basis
ikt Inler, dusing the Weimar Republsc, seciclogy became a malure dis-
cipling and was acoepled as such.™

In Hungary &0 member of the movement, fid éves the best infoomed,
naliced 181 the intellecius] map of Europe had boen pedraws, They fxiled
to realizg that the érisis of naturals positivism rosultod in (1) e fesdas-
sance of meo-Kantian tendencies, and (2) the conchsion thal scienoe miay
aspare o more tham mene observatios of empirical reality. The gquestion
of Bow to use cutward traits of haman behavior 1o trace inner sotivalions
(., hirw B sighject 1o enalysis the ing of husan Behasior) was not
raised in Hungary cither.

The Sociely for Social Sclences retained its appeal well into the first
decade of this conlury: namerous young and able scholars joincd the pro-
gram of surveying Eraditional Hngarinn social values.™

While the Twemsicth Cranory carvied profound essays on limaly social
fssues, the chamges in the social and political climate gradually turned 1he
attentios of the brightest minds of (he Society 10 polites. Thos they be-
camse divarced from ibs scademi Ialish Profecssors embracing na-
tional conservatism andior stalus guo Bheralism came o domisstc e
universities, With time the theoseticsl questions of social science decroased
in ispenance in articles published by the Twertieth Cenrary.

Andther neteworthy development occurred when o group of talented
and progressive young men realized that the 1escts of positivist sodology
had become ohsslete, They urmned to the method of Grinerwitensehafien
(sciences of the mind, of humas sclences). Al firsl thoy publashed articles
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in the Tweatieth Cemtury and pasticipated in it discusason evenlags. Then
they opted for o path of their own by luncking 1k journal Spellers (Mind)
and the Free School of Geisteswisenschafien™ Gydegy (Georg) Lukio
Lajos Filep, Edraly (Karl) Masnheis, Arnold Hauser, and Frigyes Antal
were some af the notable sames among tkese editors and lectuners,

They concentrated of the theory of knowledge, on logic and peychology.
Lukdos—uds, with Lajos Flep, was Lhe spiritual leader of this group—
camse infe conteet with intellectasls in Heidelberg, He anended seméinnrs
by Max Weber, Simenel read some of his cisays,

It was probably dise 1o the influznoe of (bese thinkers (kat the group
did mot reject seciolegy ks such. On the contrary, Luk$a's wrilings oa (b
histary of drama are believed to have helped foussd (e sociobogy of -
cratuee,™ Chzkér Fiszi and Ervin Szabd alio atignded some of the meet-
ings organized by this group, and they were prepared 1o mocepd critical
remarks about their views. Condilions were favorable for a comstructive
dialogoe betwoen 1916 and 1918, as the verous camps were usdergaing
realignmeni and many participants i the debates bad modified their po-
sition

In the meantine, the sdvocates of the conservative-liberal 1eadency
continued their efforts 1o evolve a Hungarian institution for sociology.™
They were prosccupicd with protecting and improving indigenous inss.
tutions and opposing what they described as a “lorcible adaption of slien
medils. On theie grounds they beoame hoatilo 1o thoary, Maofe prociely,
they attempted to replice theoretically founded amalyics of society in
Hungary, and elsewhere in Europe, with wrilings bt were coadined 1o
abridract g Biles and spoculation. They tied 1o make the empirical
rescarch of society & funcibon of the social welfere aysicm™

It was & bogical comsequence of their isterpectation of sociology that no
commitice of sociclogy was sol up usder 1k auploes of the Hungarian
Asspcintbon for Social Sciences, nor was any section of the Humgasian
Social Srience Revlew devosed exclusively wo sockology ™

“The Association and the Review came 1o take positions close b refarm-

leded ngrarian Jencies. ™ and there was imicrpenctration bolwsen
ibese organizalians.™

There was 8 housgects democratic revolution in Husgary in October
1918 It was &% short-lived as the o FIgLE Bap dhat followed it
in 1919, This eplsode of a few momibs had positive and negative come-
ieences for the institutionalization of sodiclogy in Hangary.

Craly two aspects of the develepments need to be desoribed. In Newvens-
bees 1918, ncting om tha dnitiative of (e Minksary of Culture, the Facully
of Legal and Administrative Seiences of Budapest Universily adsnitted to
Fis stafll Bidog Sambi “withoul obeerving the relevant stipulations of the
uniwersity bylaws.” The msinister granted him fall profeaarship (ignossg
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the schedule of appomntments) o December 3, 1918 A week later the
mangEley, in & letter to ibe university, recommended the appointment of
sdditional prat amd the crestion of depanments of economic policy
and al poditical sociology,™

The: mimistry intondod 1o reform the faculty by transforméng i into ong
ol begal, adminisirative, and sociel sciesces. However, ihe besdership of
ihe faculty considered the proposals 1o be a violation of the upiversity's
automamy nd rejocted all of them*

In January 1918 Zsigmond Kunfi, & besding personality in the Associa-
tion, hecame mindster of calture, On Januasy 22, realizing that the leaders
of the [sgalty were nol propancd 1o transform the faculty at their own
imitiative, b new minister proposed the creation of new departments and
appoinied the head of the newly established depariment of sociology. Bat
the faculiy’s resssance increasod. On Fobraary 4, 1918, the minister ap-
proEd Chkehir Nisxi povernmont commissioner of the umiversity, He did
nat serve on the post for bong. After March 21, 1919, during the communist
dictatorship, aniversity facultics Jost their independent states, several fnc-
ully memsbors wore banned from teaching, and Osokdr Jis resigsed,

Folkwwing the fall of the communist dectstorshep, & sutusn 1919, the
seven prodessorial appointmenis made during the bourgeois domocratic
revolution were declared illogal. Thoy were found o be “unsuitabde™ for
Icaching al the wniversity.” (The nutharities wished 1o es he gase of
Biédog Somld as an exception, but he refused 1o aocept his renewed ap-
poiniment, In 1920 be committed suicide in Cluj, then called Kolozsvir.,)
The mewly establiched departments w«er: mhi disalved, Iy amlnj -1

end of the first i o wis und reougnilion for socialugy
The ether Blow that schnllr:h.q'r in I‘Il.m,gur:r suffered from 1I:|.|. ture of
evenls was the emigration of hodars wie had staried their

careers in ik first workshop of socsology in Hungary andion in the Sunday
Clzele. Many became noted saciologists abroad ™

SOCTOLOMEY 1IN THE INTERWAR PERICID (1919<1945)

There was no real progress in institutionalizing sociology between the
twir warld wars for several reasons, Comservatives asd roform-minsded in-
tellectuals formed o social science sodtion within the Ethnographical So-
diely as early as 19200 Later the sacticn continoed usder the name Social
Science Society (TT) and lounched s joarnal called Social Seirnce.

These names were selected in order 1o neutralize the inffuence nl‘ rad-
icali, As there was no olher journal d excl ly b dagy at
that time, the Socal Scicnce Scciety and s journal became 1k primcipal
inslitalioes for seciological Bsues. They regulasly oqgamiped discussion

gs and senl e ives b0 international socisdogical coafer.
eiges, The journal, pu:l like the Social Sciewmce Hooblets which were
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Imanched s 1925, regalarly carried (nnsong other things) sintistical mnal-
yaes and euays om social history which helped popelarize mociology.

Im the absence of any domestic institutions devoted to the training of
socinlogists, the Social Scicnoe Socicty could mot recruit more stodents to
study socology, The pericdical did not foster o workskop (0 encourage
socrolopical nebearch in Hungary The weilisgl B carned, apecally the
socinlogical ones, were abatract and lacked originality. The sociclogical
comriigions lacked a clear-cot th ical pasition, Their imgs eclec-
tically mized asp of pare s anslior an <nid tp cxtablish Hun-
garian national sociodogy, as well as syntheses of remedial programs o
heeal Abse lle of sesiey*®

Im 1921 the eszentials of sociology and coonomics became a schoal sub-
ject in colleges and in the eighih class of the grammar schools. Bt alse
becanse am opticnal subject an the Feculty of Ecomomics of Budspest Uni-
versity, al the Academy of Law of Kecikemdér, and 31 some charch schools,
But these attempis al inslitstionalirng sociology romainod iwekated dac e
ceriain iendenciss in the official scientific life and ideodogy of the time. In
the late 19208 anc carly 19308 the Gelsrenvioeshafien method gained
broader carrency. This development was encouaraged by the framers of the
adibcial scientific policy, cven though there were dillerences in the ovalu-
ation of this method by ke scientifc policy makers and the framers of the
palicy of higher education, The makers of schentilic policy ensured prel-
erence for so-called nalional scionocs whon deciding which sow instingions
1o ereate. Theoretically speaking, they sapparted historicism and an ap-
proach that cesiened om the concepl of naticahood.

They wene nol consistent in assceting ibese considerations, though, Cne
reasan for this inconsistency was the natural altornation bolween reform-
mrinded copservalism angd nndioas) radicsll which hapy d in connecs
tion with changes in the i ioaal politicel env of the country,

That decision making was often improvised in moments af crisis (oven
though cerinin siiltudes and conditbons were there to stay for & long pe-
ricul) was proven by the wrangling over the establsshment of cerinin de-
partments at the Budspest University, litthe veiled resistance o heir
estnblishment, the i=olation of the advooates of 1beir citablishment, asl
the virhasl faslure of attempts to institutionalize sociclogy.®

Hans Freyer served as a visiling professor at the Faculty of Ars of the
Féter Pammdny University belween 1939 and 19944.* He d5d nol teach
sociology butl held lectures on German cultural hisiory under the auspices
of the Imstitute of German Studices.

Alhough the openlag scciology courses by professors of some presti-
ghous university departments of social sciences did not direcily mean the
adoption of sociology ad an independent university discipline, I sigasled
an imporiant singe on ke road of profesionalizaison.
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Hungarian waorks on the hislory of domestic sociology mix facts with
myihs. 1t is an often-quoted fact 1hal in e coutse of his research into the
iheosy of lew Bams Horvith, professor of the Facubty of Legal and Ad-
manisirative Sciences ol ibe Szeged University, became aflractod e socd-
wdogy, In 193 he poblished a mosogrmph in Germany  entitled
Rechissoziafopie’™ He called atention to susercos debaled issues of Fer-
enc Erdel and Istwin Bibd, two schodars who were 10 play & major role in
the histary of Hungariam sociobogy later, and his theoretical teaching ac-
tivity had a positive influenee on their ikinking.* However, Barna Horvith
was nol among the feanders of sociclogy (of law) as a Tull-ledped G-
pline in Hurgary, nor did he play & plonecring role in elaborating cognitive
mspects, which are 30 vital 1o ihe institutionalizaiéon of each discipline.™

By contrast, Istvin Hajnal's research oiput was ol seminal imporiance
i the Beld of social history, the comparalive maethesd, and the sodalogy
of kistory, Fumbermore, his sociological anabsis of the kistory of wanillea
recends was already up 10 intersational sinsdnrds in the 1930 In his esay
“Tosidnelem ds seocioligia™ (History and Seciology) he surveyed the so-
ciclogical literature of his itme and made an ambitious thedretical Sigcmpl
by contrast hislorical asd sociologhcal methods and (o reinterpret some
categaries of social theory (socializatbon, the rise of forms, intellectaali-
eaisnm, amd reghonal development )™

1t is livthe wonder that his disciples wrode outstanding warks in the ficld
ol socialogy, sociography, the sockology of history, and the sociology of
[TOLD

'[mm:dlllth' praog 1n World War 11 critical tendencics could sl gain
i, Bourgoois lisen could pot recover from the loss cased by
e eenigrtion of its brightes! minds. The joursal of this camp (Szdzo-
dienk) cominued, bat its editors (Sfndor Araan, Ruseies Vimbded, and
Tstvin Varrd) could nol create a pew intcllectual warkibop, The Marxists
were doctrinaire and were hostile lﬂiﬂﬁlﬂﬂﬁ,‘f It was nndumch‘ for po-
litical considerations that 1hey supponied critical graphy. Cosslitions
were ot saitable for field work. In this respeet sn essay by Ferenc Foldes
was excoplional
Rural sociography wai a eoteworthy tendency among the ctical
schools. Diescribing this movement would go beyond the scope of this
hapice.” We only sddress cne question, Why didd Ferene Erded, Gyula
Ortutay, and Béla Reitzer, 81l with scholarly ansbitioss, abandos (heir plan
b pursse 1he theoretical and meihodological questions they defined dir-
ing the formalive 1940k, when these quesibons would have been exsontial
for the cognitive instilutionalization of sociclogy and for ibeir cam pro-
fesssonalism ™
Paradoxical as it may sousd, these thinkers could not promale the -
siitatbonalization of sodobogy bocasse at that tkme conditions neccssary
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fior e elficics operstion of sociodogy did sot ¢xisa, En L, dhe imslifutions
under whose auspices they could have operated hed nol even come inlo
existence. Whal i msore, they could not establish lastisg relations wilh
international warkskops of sociology for varioud Feasoss. Furthermore,
they could not entirely di th bwes from ibe infl of Gelses-

haften-related Hung studies which treated sockal conflicts as
“futelsl questions" {Sehipksatyfrage) ™ They would sl entirely adopt the
wabse considerations af “official” Hungarian stedics; the crtical attitude
{5 ~the arl of seeing 1he exseniial things,” the capability fos eppaiby, which
“gbliges ane Lo announce the prophecy of possdbilizy,™™

The advocaies of Hungarian stsdles did noa question (e importence of
ficld work, yei they gave preference o writer's melbod of collecting
material aver the systematic schodasly method of collecting dats, This was
trug gven for the two most imponias peojecis of the time: Magyarorzdg
feifedecére {Discovering Hungary) and the activities of Szolgdlar £ Inds
Munkakizdedy {Team for Serviee and Writing).

It is possible 1o classify the warks published between 193 amdd 1938
according 1o types. Taking as cxiteria patterns of description asd inlcrpre-
tatian, it is possible to differendiate betwees waorks belonging 1o scholarly
sociagraphy. journalism with sociographical ambtion, and lierary sociog-
graphy. The works crealed s these years shared the: traft of uiilizing a
Hilcrary npproach.”

Tsvolvement in polilics divened ke atteniion of epresentatives of rural
socinlogy frem some of the professional issues of sociology, but their lit-
erary isstingt showed even in theie politcally motivabod writings.

"That iheir writing is called “Eterary”” should not be counted a5 & denis
gration of the cutput of these “founding faihers” of sodograghy. Ther
wrilings were informative and had & powertul appeal 4o resders, Raral
sociologists outdid all otbers in postraying ibe peasantry vividly and with
artistic auwthenisity. However, sociclogically speaking. their achisvement
was delicical. Ferenc Brdei stated in 1941 “Hed any of us boon able to
synihesize our lindings, a brillias social theory, sy, a sciological les-
doncy, wolld have been barn, ... Bt we were not able 10,/

In the early 1940k there was a shifl toward scientifically sound sociology.
The mest poteworthy works in this respect belonged o Ferene Endeic A
magyar p rsadal e Socicly of Hung P b and an
wunfinished wark os the struciure of Husigarian socsety ™ His cooperation
with Istviin Hajnal was a key facior in his shift townrd sociclogy propes.
Hajmal's original thoughts oo the evolution of sodal forms, and on (he
eharacteristics af (he developmsent of Evropean regioss, inspired both Er-
det nnd Istvin Biks, They benefited frem Hajnal’s methodology of ex-
amdning dhe emergence of ibe middle class, Esder Inter disounsed (ks
phencmenon in the context of Hungary's complex soclal struciare, in
which traits of vassalage, feudal estates, and capitalism coexisted =
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In the early 1940% Ferenc Erdei was also eapaped in field work spos-
sored by the Research Center for Country and Poople, He made a soci-
ological study of the histary of the village of Nagykdrds in cooperation
with lstvin Mirkus and Jolin Majlat,

Istwiin Hajnal regarded this projodt as nolewoeniby and pointed out fs
merits ned shoricomings. If the achievements of tbe Endei tcam had at-
tracied greater professional attention asd served s a general topsc of dis-
cussdon, they could have cneated & :r\nrlnﬂ'l warkihop wherels & leap coald
have been mads toward prof; tian and geouine theoretical anal-
yais ™ Warld War 11 the gvents after, and changes in the carcers of the
people concemned postponcd this opporiunity, Ta 1945 :Ialuin. Hajnal mnde
am aitempt io institutionakine this kxhop, bt the
for suceess did oot then exist. Mow that pearly filly yeam have passed, :I
i clear that the ipfliesncs of the work of Isiviin Hajnal, Fereme Erdei.
Istwim Bk, and latee of Isiwin Mirkes, Istviin Kemény, and their siu-
dents, was there to stay, even if (a1 times) in disguise. When sociology
bocame instigopalized in the secomd hall of the 19608, ibcir thoughts
foroefully rosurfacod.

“The demand for modernization, and the increasieg reliano: on the cens
teal slale redistribution of goods (the war cconemy). cresled o soed for
cmpirical surveys in areas where no such surveys had boen made befone,
Two examples include (1) the empirical research related to the maodemi-
eation of public administration {casmied out in part by the Research Center
Tor Cowantry aed People and in part by the University Department of Hun-
garian Public Adminisiraibon and Financial Law under Prolessor Zolida
Magyary); amd (2) the empirical surveys covering the condition of factory
warkers, careied oul by the Hungarian Research Institute for Ecoromy. ¥
It was probably (ke tcam of thess researchers who, with the mediation of
Gyula Rédder, initiated the trail-Mazing empirical survey of a machine-
building factory in ibe Kispest district of Budapest,* This survey was cons
ducted by Rezad Hilscher ™

The end of Workl War 1T in 1945 marked the beginning of a now chaptor
in the kistory of sociology in Hungary, The Society for Social Scicnoes was
relaunched, nnd the editors of the journal Valdadg (Reslity) staried ral-
lying & new g b ol ' 1 There were signs that sociology
might be recognieed as an academic discipline. Istvin Hajnal, the dean of
the Faculty of Aris of Budapests ELTE University, proposed ihe creation
of a depariment of sockology as early a5 Apeil 1945 In Seplember 15945
the chance arose 1o pul this idea into practice. Aler Tstwin Dékény re-
signed, the post of bead of the department of social theary becanss vasast.
Hajral set up a committes under Liszld Mited 0 seck o suooessor, and
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the reao ded the insitation of Kdroly Manabeim from Losdon te Gl
ihe post.™

Hajeal also proposed the creation of a department of soclography wilh
Ferenc Erdei as head, The misutes of the meeting 01 wiich be spoke do
not reflect how heated the debate over his propossl was, yet o letter Hajnal
sent fo Joddn Majlit docs®” The opponcals b this propasal argued that
Ferene Erdei was workisg ns 8 government misister 81 the time.

Mo mpid decision was msde. The better in which Mannbeim politely
dismissed the proposal was read nloud at a meeting o8 December 13,
1945, Mansheim cited bis cogags in London bat memained sllent
abunat his ehiel motivation—his relationships with Gyorgy Luk#c. Béla
Fogarasi, asd Jdescl Rivai (whe had assumed controd over 1he alfbeial
intelloctizal e of Hungary) had varned sour in the early yoart of bis cm-
igration* Mansheien knew that if a political wrm for the worse took Hace
in Hungasy, ke would be trapped. s a related development, in 1947 Fo-
parasi published o pamphlet (wrillen s 1950) atiacking Manshein ™

The Courel of the Paculty of Aris se1 up another commillee, Following
a propassl submitted during a council meeting on Jaly 11, 15946, the ap-
plication of Sandar Sralai was scccpied. He wis appointed full profesor
of the depastinssat of social theory on Augest 15, 1986.™

The plan 10 1 up & department of sociogeaphy did sol come 1o (-
fion.™ Altheugh groups of students submzilted o petition proposing Foneec
Erdei for the professorship,™ the uni y's. leadership was divided on
ibse fsvoc and e himself rejecied the offes. The fsue was Bmally taken
from the agonda in 1946

By comirast, the department of social theory appeared 1o have poties
inio ibe best of handy Sndor Sealai (age 34 at ike tbme) did nol have
Erdei’s prestige by viniss of his socklogical warks, but thanks to his cx-
cellent skill as a locturer, |8 wook Eitle tme for hisn 1o make sociology a
popalar subject. The lestures he held, and the scmisers he conducted,
ensde he Sealai name and sociolagy synonymeous in stsdents’ minds.

T lay the theoretical Foundations af tenching this dissiplsne—bo schisve

mitive identity—he wrose Tdrsadaiel valiadg é srsdalomudeminy.

In 1948 he pbliskhed Fevezesds o sirsadalemmdomdryba with the sole
purpose of helplng teach sockology &1 the usiversily. In the second ook
he adhered o ibe theoretical position of the first bul prescated & more
comprehensive overview ol the socological tendencies af the time. He
devoled an entite chapler o beaching soctology and its importance ia
teacher training™ Apari from the conecaings e had 10 make b0 the
sarxist idoobogy of 1be time, it is a merit of his works that ey catabliahed
sockology o a full-Bedped discipline, nsade an atiempl at fsding its gl
in e system of socisl sciences, and defized it relationship 10 socal prac-
tiice, espocially palitics and sodial policy.™
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1n il early postwar years universilies worked ender ad di
The depariment of social theory hed an especally difficult time, & it
lacked the tradiGons which belped maintaxin more established depant-
menks, ™

At that time Istvin KikS started a course |n seclology at the Pacully of
Legal and Administrative Sciences a1 1be University of Szeged. His becture
motes have come down to us. bl he did sot bave the time 1o wrile a
texthenk. Howewer, the essays be published in Voldedg snd Villarz (Re-
iposse) opensd new vistas for the sociclogical analyis of sociopaychiod-
agical phesomena,™

These promising beginnings could not reach fruitivn owing to changes
in ideclogical and polilical conditioas, &nd 1o a mdical alieration of the
soctpcubtera] environment. Hostile jourssl articles heralded the start of an
olfeesive ngalsst ibe depariment of sociclogy, Concrele measuses fod-
Towed ™ Even ibough Sindor Szalai agreed to make several condcsisons,
ithe Instilule of Social Sciencess flgs bast s independence, then was ched.
Szalnl was fired and became a defendant in a show trial. The professorship
of lsrwin Bitd was suspendod, amd both wore capslled frem the Academy
of Sciemes, Seciclogy aed sockngraphy were branded a3 bousgeods scEence
and silenesd, {nee agala the institutiooalization and prolkssonalization
of sociology was itopped i Humgary.

THE FROBLEMATIC FPROCESS OF
PROFESSIONALTEATION AND
INSTITUTIONALIZATION DURING THE YEARS OF
STATE SOCIALIEM

Sociology was 1o be revived e Hungary after the suppression of ihe
1556 revolution under condstbans of criss. Open physical and intclleciusl
repression was the arder of the day wntil abous 1960, The crisis, which
affected all strata of socey, called for o movel, onitical abtifuds 16 docal
phenomena.

The first initistives to revive sociolagy were repected with rigomous ide-
ological argumerts.™ The pioncerisg “free groups”™ were rather betero-
genoous in backgrousd™ The political leaders of the cownlry were
ambiguous in their attitede to sociclogy. They agreed with the intealon
io mainiain the primacy al idoology. bat wnlike in 1548 they neither ob-
structed nor encouraged the slow and cosiralled process of the instilu-
tiopalization of sociology.

The process of sociology™s institutionalization amsd b ez a fall-
Redged discipling was Full of setbacks well into the 19708 and l‘ﬂ-ll- Mo
moeograph has yet boen writien about this era, amd the sope of this
chapier allaws linle peam for more than an outlive of major evests

The posi-Stalinist reginses sdbened to the party-stato patlerm, continused
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1o rely on the ceniral redistribution of goods, and sdhered 10 one-parly
rule and rubberstamp parli ixm. The i of sclences was
resteicied,

Yt for several reasons (which casinot be described in this chapier) and
despite crwel reprossion after 1956, Hungary bad a relatively Bexible ver-
shon of ibe Stalinist model. Pre-1550 isstitutions wore maintiined, bul ke
roam b mancuves was greater in the econcmy asd intellectusl life, and
there was greater freedom of speech ihan in the other ¢ousirics of Eastern
Eurcpe. In other woeds, 31 sinke in the behind-the-secns infighting ws—
depending oa 15 ebb and fow of developsents i (e Soviet Linion—
the narrowing o¢ becadesing of elbow room.™

The develapment of the imellectual sphere in general, and that of the
individual dissiplines in particular, coekd net be stricily associated with the
datet jsl given, espedally im the caie of sulcsomous disciplines. However,
Ilcse historical jumctures were af imporiance in the hisbory of altempts
secure the emancipation of seciclogy i Hungary, During this pericd so-
chology lacked strong institutsons and consobidated imlernational relations,
andl imdtially it had Emited foom L0 mEneuver.

The process of the inativeisansliztion of sociology saried s the carly
194, The most importast event in this conlext wad Uhe foundation af the
seciobogical groap of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences™ Sociclogy be-
gan io be tasght at several universities™ and empirical surveys were
lamnched ™ Sociagraphy, which had a long-standing traciisan i Hungary,
was alvo nevivod.

As the nustber of sirictly scientific surveys increased, sociographens
were keen o emphasize their indepeadence from academic sociology,
Howeves, the influemce of sociology remained Emited ai thal tinss, This
was e 1o severa] factor: Lhe sctwork of Esiitutions was underdeveloped,
1B cognitive aspects of sociology wede not d, and profeasiosali
was &1 & low level.

As far as cognilive sspests wese comcerncd, the debhates in the carly
yeurs of the 1960 mads il clear that however camlicandy 1he ohjest snd
method of sodokigy were defined by e (hinkers who Bad the coarage 1o
“reapen (his case,” coscemions 1o the Marxst system weee incvitable,
There was na ather optioa in the sociocultural environmesi of Lhe tlime
bt b prosent sochslogy 5 a Marxist discipline.

For some sociologists his was no conceiason al all. This group isteaded
1o Ircal sockology as part of a Marxiu socis] ileory, free of dogma, Deaning
1he 19605 this meant advocacy of the line repaesented by Gytegy Likis.
Agnes Heller, a member of (b s2aff of the research group fos sociology,
was mn outstanding ropresentative of this school.

darxism was the dominast ideology of the time snd as such served
painly fanctiossl aims, Afer the pablication of the first few major soci-
ological works, some of which synthesized the findings of empinical sur-
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voys,™ il bocame evidesl, botk i comlent and method, that there was no
way b0 avold drawlsg o dem: on line | the fedings of the sur-
veys o sociely andl what ke political regime considered &% & legitimabe
image of sockety, The preparations thal were made in the middle of the
1966 b0 introdluce 8 reform of contral economic management allowed an
increasing rale for i anbeulation of conflicting views. It can pow be seen
ikt the openieg at thal time was lemporary. Of importance were Andsis
Hegedds's essay on the structare of socicly, which appesred in 1964.% asdd
the survey on social sratification carmied oul under the asspices of the
Central Satistical Office with the participation of Zsues Ferge amg Istvin
Kemény, Ferge pablithed an article snd 5 boak o this tapic.™ These
watks challenged both the then prevalent dschotomes structurall patlom
of socioly and the theoretical foundations of class siructans in goneral.

The warks written by Gyorgy Konsid snd Ivin Szelényi. together or
separately, dulined a new paradigme they systematically described the la-
te=l and manifest dysfunctions of the socialis) ssosomis sysom of central
rodistribution™

The publication of classic works of socishogy, which Bad beon banned
far mamy years, resumed.™ This helped populatice sociology. The series
T#ﬂdafﬂml‘ld'mﬂnyl Knyvde™ wns relausched, and several apily edised

dumes were publi ﬂﬂmmmhmbhclpeduq:&
cific mcbuu of intellechaals oo scamire & new k for
New socicdogical issthistions were greated, rescarch was carmied out én
miwe and mose placcs, amd adning was also done in more and more
imstituhons ™

Soclology i Hangary in the late 1960x was beset hy contradictions
when, & 1he wiks of slisdent mevements in the Undied Sintes asd Wesicen
Ewrope and of the ovents of 1968 in Pans. the New Ledt tendency reached
Husgary. So-called eritical sociology gained grownd here.

s ibe carly 19608 posstivism, due b #s gensine or celensible objectivity,
was & widely secepled form of Sacil opposilion 10 ollicial ideology. but
eritial sogmlogy proved o be a much mone offedtive ool (o ose in op=
position to Marxisd idoodogy. Comscquently, the vicws of C. Wiight Mills,
Alvin Gomldser, and Alain Towrasine had an appeal, not ondy 1o redical
gromps of young socisbogists but also o several former followers of ibe
structuralist-functional school. These researchers decided 1o give prefer-
ance 1o the critical fenction of sockology over iis ohjective merits™ This
rosubted in peculiar instances of coasensus between representatives of the
markodly nonconformist neo-Marxist tendency and that of critical sacal-
gy Al the lime important socological works highly oritical of aliensted
labar and lEfestvles carried references o Max Hoskheimer, Theodor
Aclormn, Herbert Marcase, Jrgen Haboermas, and the voung Georg Lu-
ki sidde by side.

Furthermsore, in this period a coumterodffensive by comservative forces
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tock place. This was anothee cosequence of 1968, espocially of the inter-
yeption in Crochoslovakia, Hangary's political leaders strove Lo ercate the
Empressson thal a relerm would be introduced in sciemoe polscy.™

However, it ook bzl & short time for fendamemalists, who enjyed
international sappon. Lo gain the uppes Band. Thinkers like Andsis He-
pedils, Agnes Meller, and Maris Mirkus, who used to bo nm-b-'iml*ll.
weee publicly criticeed ™ [vis Szelény and the iomally me
wriler Ciytrgy Konrkd were harassed by ibe police ™ Sarveys. lod by Iit-
vin Kemény, which focused on poverty and the conditions of gypsics.
reccived po fusther fands and were later barned ™ With ibe cxceplion of
Andris Hegedis, they were all fosced o emigmie botween 1973 amd
1976

Theis thinkers ndd d themes (ke politienl keadership scdored ba-
bewn, bul sverage academic sociolagy in Hungary either [ully ignared o
omly tacitly ioucked upon—ihemes usch as the mode of production undds
stale socialissn, the oseparty system, the soclal hiemarchy that was parihy
bureaucratic and partly leudalistic, and 1be imterplay betwoen the prerog-
atives of corain keredilary clite groups asd poventy.

In Hungary viciories and defleals wero always temporary in the tug-of-
war betwees fusdamentnlists and refarmers, The “lefl-wing™ turm that
oocurred batween 1973 and 1975 showed that (ke refoams could hardiy he
fially implesnented within the framewrk of the given social system, There
was andather dus duel.ulh: o B recession, the soope
for ferther reforms was condi d—wiihin ceriain limits.

Alhough Hungariam socickgy --n. sulfering from a scrious blow, i
could susvive il it made certain concesiond. Dusing the mid-1970 ane
form of survival was puiling strong emphais on the requirements of pro-
fessionaliztion ™

This incentive o professbonalize socalogy and beisg il up io interna-
tiomal slandards ws powerful enough 1o finally, at least in pa, achieve
these bong-desired poals. Hungarian sodalogy was integrated into inter-
national socialogical lite better than ever before,'™ Surveys were of higher
standards (heoretically and methodologically, In somse areas (socil stral-
ification and social mobility) rescarch wans absolwcly 81 o par with inler-
nintional standards,

Progress was dncel dwnsmic In institutionalization, Mew gesearch centers
wefe | amd e i imgly turned towand sociobogy ™
Bociology was introduced as & wubject 10 more univerifly asd college de.
partments.!™® The Hungasian Sociological Association was catablished ™

Fram e second half of the 19708 &n increasing nummbor of susveys wene
comsissioned, often will the enoperation of soveral instin Some of
the surveys covered sizable samples.'™

The sophistication of melbods p d btk i

dicn and
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professionalization, However, 1he Weberian ereed of objectivity could mot
b consistently implemented. Member: of the varous sociclogicnl schools
of thoughl shared the wiew thai the differentiziton of sociely could only
be ptrayed in mulidimensional ficlds, and that ibe featuges of this dif-
ferentintion were related o the reproductbon of social incqualities. This
reasoning bod 1o the conclussen that \Bere were canillict-ridden, <defnable,
and quanlifiable differences in inlerests and valees in Marxist sociciics as
well &5 in capitnlisl societies.

Al tha jancture sidciolopy, willy-nilly, entered the reabm of polites. [t
became clear that the opporiunity—or Inck of B—io aniculye inleness,
the size of ibe moome, the quakity of cducation, and sodial policy in il
Broadest sese ang all structure-lorming faclors, In olbor words, the social
simacture is ood @ mere derivative of ohjective processes that are inde-
pendent of people’s actipes.

Sociodegheal findings, synihesaresd in part with the tenets af critical so-
ciodogy, were used 10 further explore reality and discard myths about i,
Some laboo subjects were also challenged.

Huowewver, the mest fundamenial tswes ralsed Between 1965 and 1974
wite only adidrcasod on the kovel of abstract generalitics, or were relegated
to questions of method. This was the price paid to the existing polity for
institutbonalization, The sociologsis on the siall of poversmen-isbiidised
instiales made indirect erticism of (he mode] of oxisting socialism, but
thoy cither acoopted ils existence as historically given or canefully avoided
an open challenge to its legitimacy. ™

Professionalizatbon was therefone probk i, amd cogniti
wat bused cither on hushing up questions of o8 wing an esatenic aode for
qucslions belt unamswerod by Marxist thealogy. This lack of profession-

lizart bor wos. e o il e of ihe following fecis ibe precomdiibon and
& key componeni of the professionalizatos of all discapls including
SoEology. I8 AUICHOMY —AULOROmTY in Ik scose That sclholars arc si'ﬁ:ﬁ
frew reign to cvaluate, rojecl. or roward rival views among themselves
independently of government politics.

The ever mose masifest legitimation erises of (he scelalsl socelis in
ke 19606 pave rise o pow procesics in sociology, They bed loward the
definition of a new paradigm.

Sociological works were pablished in Hungary that discussed the follow-
ing themes: bow ke Ci ist pariy snd g offigials arg re-
cruited, and whal privileges they have: what dystunctions are caused by
the over-politiciztion of all spheres of life; what are the problems in na:
tional identity; which irregularities in the 1 al student snd schisd-
arly performance are duc 1o restrictions in the sutonomy of universitics
and rescanch institutes: what does the so-called secosul socioty {ihe tolor-
ated, a1 times encouraged, private market) really consist of, and so forthe
These issues were raised in the broad context of the rise of the middle
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class and of modernization.'™ Some rescarchers openly called for the re-
dedinition of ke premizes of the theory of sociology.

Thie history of (ke irsiEmionalization and professionalizeibon of sociol.
oy in Hungary offers an impastant assiaage Mor those who foaght for the
= pandmm- the expanison &nd smath opefation of the sctwerk of
socialogical institutions are isdispeniable proconditions o professioasdi-
zalion. but 1key are ot sulficient in mhﬁ F'I.I"- P‘Wm
the perfection of the cognitive di af imsti lization, may anly
take place provided ibe funclions of a scholar (lectarer and rescarcher)
are clearly scparated fromn those of & politicaen and n social policy ol
cial—in shon, usder condstiong of auosoey.

Hun.'p.l;l":nnwl:rwml'mcduh hi: inatituti o[p- hi win, ollice
its scholars new opportunitics in this respoct, yot it will ke some time
before Hungary's East European backwardness can bo overcoma.
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18, When falking aboul & Dall-fledped divciplise, we mean (a1 leasd in Ui cons

furyl & plenly articulatod sodisl suby ool s was (he case carlion) @ ook
imegraion of rescarchers busy purssing similar projects, Major scicntific cagani-
sations have the trappings of & burraucracy, bul unlite the siluation in agencie
of peblic (il Beslarky achic are evaluated by | ——
schomsific di b, iratead of admink or hegal indti Edeally, there-
Teste, the wehiches af sciemilic iradition ans Leams of researchers wha enjay varying
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4%, Karl Masabeim reseriled in Vicsna, then in Heidelberg. In 1950 he bocare
4 university profeusor i Frankhart. Fe played an impottant ek in iminiluthonal-
iring sociolgy in Genmany. Between 1933 and his death in 1947 he taughs a1 the
Landon Schood of Ecoaomics. Mis principal works ase deology and [opis, Eng:
lish trans. 1936, Man and Socety te an Age of Reconruction, teass. 1960, [Neither
have Bees iraralated ints Hungarian.) Al Seende did not bocomss a university
lecbaror, Herweves, two of his works, Verklitung wed Eateiiiong. Leipaig, 1922,
and Eine sarinlogische Theonie der Abuirakiion, 123, arg still moted in Ceerman-

countrics. {They have not been iramlaled wto Husgarian zither.) Arnold
Hauser seitbed in Wienns, From 1913 be lived in London, From 1951 he was a
profeaser al Leeds University. He wiote ihe (ollowing soclologcal works: Soial-
geschichee der Kunrt und Lirerater, Munich, 1933, and Solologie der Kuns, Mu-
nich, 1974, Anial Frigres fiest lived in Ttaly, then, from 1933, in Beitain. Hi
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mﬁguumqmguulm,-vmunmux.m-h:mﬂ
1o Cford, Betwesn 1947 and 1553 Be was a peof a1 Cielumbia U ity
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ahe Habsburg Mosarehy, Chicago, 1929, has become an offen-quoled referenet.

44, The most ehoquent examgle from this point of view b8 “Nemarti & somic-
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45 BTE KKe 1930131, ELTE Anchives. June 30, 1931 1080 DSE BTE jkr
i, June 1, 1932 IX. 3. & BTK. IV, Vil v mecting. 41368 DSZ BTK Jer. March
7, 1934, [V, r, mestisg. ih. 108% DSZ BTK KKr. 22 May, 1939, 1. ¢. mecilag. 1015
L;S&ﬁq;ﬂ;.hliﬂaﬂcp-ﬂmolhchlﬂwymmupﬁlhhﬂnbé—
kdsry as hemd, Diilkdny was a phaloaopher of socicty mather than a sociologisl. His
works om the social phenomesa are of & dedective, spoculative chamctar, Sec
Ténadatomjliordfis slap gl dapeat, 1939,

6, Hana Freyer was a profoscs of sociology al Leiprig Usiversity, His works
iz sncial philesophe, history, a2 ethnography were ofien referred 1o by Hengatian
schodars, From 1934 he aciod as president and the mot influcatial member of the
Cerman Sockological Seciely.

47, Barna Horviilh, Rechinoziologhe, Berlin, 1934

4R, Tibor Huscdr, Rikd linvdn. Berzéfperfek, polink iy
ok (lstvin Bibd, Comverstions, Political Biographics, and Dosuments). Duda-
peat, 1980, pp. -2,

4. This what be had 1o say of tv relaticaship of soclology asd the philosophy
of society in 1943

Reiearch oa sodal reality and valucs b philsophical p di it anpiees 10 pam the
lmﬂimhmrﬁmﬂlmlﬁHle-ﬂﬁﬂﬂ
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Plamds™ 1hil we @y olly ipeil of speclalined wocial schencos. aned the Sheory of socery, and
itha lstier may Bo called sockolongy o plilosophiy of sakety.
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in Tardmales £ ipooiolipia, Budapen, 1979, pp. 249-553,

4. Gipula Ortutay, ~A mapyer fabekutaile of dijal” VFigile, Hlm.u.q- 1935, p.
V16 Béla Reitrer, “A seochogrifia modaenasi problémis” Flais! Magyarsdg
l"l'vnu.n; Hurngaran ), November I, 1934,

The comcept wan borpewes by Hunganian esayiots and social scestis
Im-| Crman cthmographical and celiure hisiorical works, namely, from Lo Fro-
beenius, Schichaatibunds im Sine diz Kwlwraondms, Leipeip. 1932

$6. “Tho real qualification for syone 1o practise the scholasihip of fute i
marnkind a5 it i ried by fale. That bas 1o reach out for the things known.™ Liazid
Mémoth, *A magyandgiudominy feladatai™ (The Taaks of Mungarian Soediet), in
Klntaslan sanubmdayok (Unpublshed Esaya), vol. 1, Badapest, L0968, p. 183

57, Feres Erded, the archelype of autborn of scholarly sociography, wrolo in
15940:

hmmmummaﬂlm i becare Hierary. AL thal tise we
desevileod it an inLelk ight now i can b enequivocally clsssfled m. one
Mwmunmmmwuwnmuwmnmivm

poing, and dhe 1o ol the pabiie rescted io
& reading BadE

Forane Endai, A reflormborzak epiligua” (Epilogus 1o the Relorm Era), Kaler
Népe (Peogde of the Fast), vol. 8, 1941, pp. 34

58 Fefenc Erded, A refcembkonzak epikipea™ (Bpilogus to the Hefoem Era),
Krlet Ndpe | Peopla of the East), wol &, 1961, p. 3 Isconsitenciss & thes melhod
mlhtﬂﬂcﬂdb}lh&mlnn E:rul.h Rédler, Oyula Rédder, Falukadasdl
i adech k. A mmagyar ik pdlaia az elosdd Svdlcedben |Hwml

Saochalagiil. and Sociographars. The Self.[: of Hungarian Society in the

Paak Dheosde ), Budagesi, 1943,
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59, Peronc Erdei, A magyar paraszidriadsion, Budagest, 192, Now availsble
In A magyar iraadafomea) (On Hesgasian Society). Budap 1983, pp. 32T
In English: “The Socicty of Hungarian Peasast.” i Ferenc Erdel: Sefeciea Weir-
ings, B, Tibor Hezir, Budapod, 1954, pp. 156-204 Beo also *Hungarian Sockety
between the Two Wosld Wars,” in Selecred Writiags, pp. 7-95. In Husgarian: Fes-
enc Erdei, A magyar uirsadalom a ke vilighibord koedel,” im A mogres dea.
dafomrdl, pp. 291-M7

&, Ferenc Erdei, Selecred Wrinngr, p. 12,

&1, lavin Hajnal's letier 1 Fofer: Erded, Movember 10, 1943, Archive of the
Socsiological Imtiiute of ELTE Uniwersily, Hudspes.

62, Folin Mapyery=lsteim Kis, A bizigesganis &5 az emberek [Fublic Admin:
istration and Peopich. Pécs, 1903 Magyey gvdri munk&iok. Stovidis helvzeckip
(Facteay Waorkers in Husgary. Thair Living Conditsns], Ed (ysla Réeles, Bu-
dapeat, 1945, Gyula Riézlor made & feossern ibasticmn 10 surveying the Hves

E

of Tactory workers in Hungary well before this book. His major socicpraphical:
wingorical plece, A sagvar sagyipari i Gialidulina (PE6T=T00) (The Bng
ol Faclory Labor in Hungary, 1867-1914) could only be publitked in 148

63, The survey of 1200 woek d emontisl wiskogical data. The ques-
I ires remained unp 4 but werg preserved in the anckive of a grammar
school af Sérenpaiak. Miklos Lackd processed tham filly yeass laver. See ~Cep-
gvin munkisok ar 193025 Evekben™ (Maching Factery Workers in the 193],
Srdzadunk, vol 1=2. 1959, pp. 2-41.

64, Rersh Milscher, a leeterer af the Radapeit Usiverity of B
Besded iho social wellare department of the Iraniute of Social Policy.

5. Péter Piomdny Universily, minuies of the council of the Facalty of Ars,
Agprl 17, 1945,

&6, Thid., September 20, 1S,

&7. %ee Ivvin Hajnals levier 1o Ferene Erded, Budapesi, Soptemiber I, JE- LY
Copy held in the sociological archive of ELTE Univenity, Ferene Erdel published
writings even during his 3pell as n minister, 13 May 1983 he presented a paper al
a semion of the recrganized Socicly for Social Schonces.

% Misstes of the Pizmisy Usiversity's Aris Faculey Council, December 13,
L5,

59, In & letter 1o Béla Ralic, Manaheim gave a Lere explanation for this.
HicideIberg, Pebguary 15, 1930, |n Vasirnspi Ko (Sunday Circle), Eds. Eva Kanidi
and Preséhct Verér, Budapest, 1980, p. 145

T, Publivked fing as Adaiberl Fogarmic “Dic Sesiclogie dev Inicllipen: and
die Intellipenz dov Semsologhe,” Unier dom Barser des Marriome, 1930

1. Do Keresridey's leiler 1o the eeotor of he sniversily, August I3, 1936,
Aschive of ELTE University, correspondonct of pecton.

72 Minates of the Pizminy Univenity’s Arts Fagulty Comsil, Sepsembar 9,
1,

TA. Dezso Kercertiny's better 10 the roctar of the universisy, Asgus 23, 1948,
ELTE conmpomsdenie.

74, Sdndor Szalai, Tdnadeimi valtsdg dv drmadalom sdomdny Boial Reality
and Social Scienez).

75, Rindor Sralal, Beveznifn @ ki fpmdnyba (1 duction bo Socisl
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Sesence], i the sevies Mevelbk Koayvuire, Noo 4, Budapest, 19488, pp. 149-58, 175
k)

6, Socakogy goes beyond ining conaim ph Sor a practical pes-
pose. i applics sclentific mothods and ook poneral principdes. Féd, po 171,

T7. Elek Kassai joined the departsmest in 1948 & jusser loelurer preicnling
the recommendation of Emma Léderor, His docioral dsseviation was i the feld
of history. Evidenrly, he had o sociologheal qualificatsons, The departmeat, which
was lalor o bocoma an institeic. bad fwo other fuli-ime sall mombon: historian
Cieea Pespls, who worked m lbrarian, sed Ivis Segis, who hasdled the imGlule's
adminisrative affairs. Is 197, Jinos Harsing joined tho insiicwic as an unpasd
traince,

TA. Msivim Hibad, A bala-eurdpal b difesmed Ayossoniishs (see note 51) El
Sarzodd mogyer slkat, puikeicds magper frddnelem (Distoricd Hunparian Chasscier,
Dead Alley in Hesgaiian Hitory), Suidakirdds Magpareis dgon [Jewnb Queatios
in Hengary), in Fdfoparor Tanulmdnvok (Selocicd Bssays), Ed Tibor Husmir,
Budapeat. 1956,

™. Thtmﬁlkpﬂemkmlrlﬂl-HM‘ muﬂw:ﬂlrﬂr A
tiches by Ldszid Haktas anticipated the q maaures. Soo “Mi
willemed L pavaly Oue GlaT Wilase Sealal Sisdornel ™ |m||u|:1|upamm
FallT Am Arawer (o Sdndor Sralad), in Ldszié Fedas, Elmdle dr grakontar (Theory
and Practice), Budspest, 1950, pj. 217-250

B0, For the debaie. soe A hazinkban lofyd seociokigiai betatisok holyroie ds.
adinrerll problémdi” (The Sivsation and Timely lisoes of Socsshogizal Rescarch in
Our Homeland), Magyer Filerdfai Sremie (Hungaran Philaophical Review),
1960, po, 2, pp. 615-631.

#1. Sémdor Sralas, whis had been politically rebahilitated, represesied e older
pnmll-un. The majority of the r:prmnﬂll: middle pencration came
o dacspliacs e Liw, o ethwography. Dihers came from polilics,
Bike Ald‘llslhmdlhﬂnhd bean prims mlnnd:lr of Hungary Bstween 1554 and
1956, Oxhees, lor imaasce litvka Kemday, pol isvolved & poliths i 1955, Thede
wogwe, fwihormore, younper people who axpected sociology 8o froc sacial ackoncg
from ideakogical castest.

RE From iho poligical snd coonomic point of view the periodi of 1963-1968,
ERSH<I0T3, 19T5<1978, 197E-1985 ww alvernating waves of partal reform and
Bard-liners counteralfensive, From 1S Ih: w—munrﬂ l-ylkm bepan o come
wrrituck, The proccss led inta & negot St li y el
tions and ke aim ot a market

RE Charsctoridically, Ih:m:ﬁmfwmhn'lnlln"r speraled wadcr
the amipiges of the [k ok i 1965 was
ummmmummlmamﬂmnmm The founder and
Bamd off |ha proup was Andrds Hegedin

B AL the deganment of philosoply of (e Faoulty of Arts of ELTE Usiver-
siky; ai dogarimenis of law, economics, and legal Sheory in Budapest, Pés, and
Srcged; al 1be depariment of philiophy of the Bodapeit Unlversity of Eocaomics.

8% The moo imporiant empinical project was conducted by the cconomics
deparimend of the Conlral Statkitical CHRc b carly P63 The survey, whsh oy
ered 15000 howie holds, focused on the dysamics of social siratilication. Seo =T
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sadalemd rélepphads Magyaronzigon” (Secisl SiatScatics in Hungary}. KSH
{Central Seatigical Oifica), fddazaki Kozlominpel, 1904,
ﬁmmw.m«mtwmmrm. Bu-
dapest. 1963; Gyula Cuike, Mépenger dramids (Doop-Sea Currenis), Buodapest
1363, The sermes “The memnl}lu.u.prf‘mrdlundwdlnwzndﬂlht
10600, It penerally contains works falling under the eategory of lorary swcogra-
m.hkmmm.mﬁmﬁ vidéhe (Torwn and s
Burroendings), Fudapeat, 1971; lavhn Markw, Az simevetien [diserepdd (The Lia-

HT. Andein Hegedia, A ialisia Breadalos sireksinilis modellic é a L
sadalmi réteguidia” (Suuctural Wl of Sociafit Seckety and Socisl Stratifics-
tion), Valdsdy (Realiny), vol, 5, 1963, pp, 1-15.

8H, Zsursa Fonge, “Tarmdalei rélegidds apyarorsedgon™ [Sesial Stratid
eatlon in Hongary), Valindg, 1966, no, 1. O, Tdvradalrh rdiepoddéie (The
Suratification of Chue Sockety), Budapes, 1969,

&%, See ybrgy Koardd-lvim Seekéngl, i Lekdielepek socinkigial wizigdla-
Mﬂnu&nnmgbkmdlmwmmluﬂﬁwﬂuﬂ.&
1wte), Budapest, 1969, Konsid-Seelénygi, “8) lakdclepek Erocioligisd vigilala,”
Valindg, 1965, mo. &, p, 28 Gydegy Koarid, A kfdehetent viroalsjleiarés i
sl konflikisisi™ (Social Coallics of B ded Urban Develop Waldnady,
190, e, 12

a0, Drarkheim, Sulelde, 1967, Max Weber, Economy end Sechety {axocrptil,
Comp, haiia Vargs, 1947 Mu%h.mﬂhm;ﬁnu.m
Seiemoe), Compd. kivin Kemény and [vin Varga, 1970,

@1, This series wad itaried in the cazly yean of this century, I includes mearly
seventy authon, early and modem. Emineat thinkers Trom unkversilics and the
Acadesy have hoen on s odoral Board

a1 The sesearch proup was transfoemed wio an inslilte. In 19659 1he dopart-
sment for public opinion rescarch of the Hungaruan Rsdia and Televinkon conlinued
an the Instivuie for Media Besearch and became a cealer for domese sockalogical
sumnwumnrua&mkhhlmawﬂwlm
n-mup-m&nummmuma:s«duphmﬂlml-dmk
tabos were exnmined by i1s thres sceticas with woph | methedology. The
mmmumm:mlmnwwwm.}.ﬂmm-
ieatiien {lcaded by Lishd CychSrombathy), povery (headed by liivin Ke-
mémy). T proatgraduals coures, Orgas: d tyy the Ietitute for Social Sci
plqtdunmwummkinlheu-irudwﬁwthh:mmbdhg
Tibor Husir, beéin Szeléayl, Fussa Ferge, and Kilmis Keladr. A sociobegy
group waa ict up st ELTE Univensitys Ans Faculty in 199 and bocame aa in-
dependent doparimenl on year lated. An independens sociology group staricd at
the Tedapest Univarsity of Economict in 1967 weder Tibor s

93, e Andris Hegodis-Mira Mirku, Ember, munks, kogsasdy (Man, La-
bor, Community), Belapest. 1966 Foluin Zsille, “Fiaial dEphomiok esdlyci”
{Young Cradustes’ Chances of Sucicn B Carper), Waldsdg, 1971, no. 7. Lajn

Wik, Munkfimagasrusok & pozdasdgi szervesel (Pasiera of
Workes Beb and E: Oirgasi (}, Predapesi, 1971

i, A documen enkitled “Ciukdeling Tor Science Poliy” was imucd ia 1509,

It paid lip servics to U al gch bt in elfect igted the scholar”
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ability io publish iheir sritings. “MSzMP KB Tudomsnypoliticsd irényetved, Juse
IT, 196, i Masdrozamok é dokwmensenod (968100 (Resobatins and Diocu.
mests 1967-1970, Budspest, 19734, pp. 33507, As inhtiated by the Secectasian of
the Commgnist party, oo men were simaltanecmly removed from sonior poais:
the direcior of the Institste of Philmophy, wha wan well knows for Bis seclanan
sl dirpmalic vigwn, and Andrks Hogedds, the director of the Imtuie of Sociolagy
af the Academy. who played a plonecring role in roviving sociology, "hMSzMP
Thkiruiginak hati " {Resolution of the O ist Party Secrecariat), P
stber [Farty Lifc), Docombaor 1968,

95, A Magvar Szocialon Munkispis KR Kulurpolitikai Munkak e i
mek dllisfoplabha ndhiny tknadabmbetatd anti o (Sulement
of the Culterg Policy Pamal Sgt Up by the Central Comminee of b Hungarian
Socalivt Waorkon” Party on the Ami-Mardit Viess of Cortain Social Scientisis),
HNavfrozarok s doduwmenmmok [977-1975 (Resolatiom asd Documents. 1971=
1575}, Budapeil, 1978, pp. S56-6%

W, The Read of the favefecmals o Class Power: Sociological Study of she In.
feliigenisa in Socfalies, New York, 1979, wrilten by Guirgy Koarkd and Ivin
Srcknyd, wan confricaled by polios in typesoript form. It was published shrosd.
97, The Coniral Smisteal Odfise disssiised Bavin Kemény: o now hesd was

inted o the dey o ancial sistivlics and (he depariment (el was pe-

[ rllhhmmwlheuunpmmnmﬂmﬁ-w. Ivdn Srchinyi gives
d wivhil desetiplion of this peocos. Bomdd-Secling, Az dreimicdy dels gz casad
dyhatafomboz (The Rosd of ib Inicllectmals), Budapest, 1969, pp. S-f:

[Feoam 1he @omend we slaried working on ihe book wo wore dhparty s shat e ek we
Badd sl camatves wan. an impoesible 0% we have 00 wrile & book (hat b sasceptabls for
e Hussgarion poditical authoritio and polios and is hoosd 1o emain wch is e fonesecabic
Bty Aler il By ok gl of 197) we Baed botome cwtcats from B offical inglleciud
life sl weore joblen. Ad o rowilt of the resctionary armeboul thal ook pliss n Husgary
afopr 1968 and eupecially in the caily 19705, which we domcribs in this book ax i counssn
olfemive of ihe roling clas, the comsevatsg pary s secren-polios buitistssy puibed m
10 Tl margin of isteliociusd lmckhood, The wme bag 10 mumy of oor driends and B
rircted scqeaintances. Trs, i woes parily oer (4l 10 bedome ouicants. Ihe mafe come rathve
the polisial regime bocame, the mens nlical we grew intcloctoadly, W refossd b e the
bcological mursle thei wan equired, On e comirary, we siresd u1 dresing ever moec
iAol (sl (1o our poscarch. We could not retrcat sndl bebave. Char 3im. e DG
Forrnulaic cer ddeas ax procisdy sad charply s possitde. We wished 82 wiite & book free of
Vabseeri bl shired otwn We founly prep for v “achodily il
oide,” We wory swae ThEL Ofid =i pebdsh b sisky, we canned work o sockclogi in
Eilees Evsope any more.

¥, Kilmin Kulodr, Tirsadslom, poliika, fox (Sockety, Politos, Law), Buda-
posl. 197, See also Lajos Héthy=Csaba Makd, “Anlimirois aocoldgs & s
vakndgleluies™ [Asti-Massiit Sociology and Exploring Reality), Tdvesdal
Seemir (Social Review), 1973, noy 11, pp. 19=300 O, A mandsia ssocioligia oa-
immaretinek birdésdher™ (On the Question of the Sell-Knowledge of Maruist So-
ciobogy), Tirnadaled Semile, 1974, g 1.

100 Mewe sndl more Hunparian rewzarchorns sitend tha congresses of the Imee-
naticeal Sockological Asociation. The papers they present e publiled in Eng-




