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Maté Szabo

Political Science — Hungary
Discussant: Andras Lanczi

The development of political science in Hungary has to be interpreted against the background of a
totalitarian and post-totalitarian tradition and the democratic transformation of 1989. The
totalitarian system annihilated all autonomous social sciences, including Hungarian political
science from the pre-communist period. In the 1970s, some social scientists began to conduct
political analyses and empirical surveys related to attitudes, legitimacy, and public opinion. The
first scholars oriented toward a Western type of political science came from other disciplines, such
as philosophy (Csaba Gombar), sociology (Kélméan Kulcsar), law (Péter Schmidt), and public
administration (Jozsef Halasz). Hungarians started to participate in IPSA meetings, and thereafter
the idea of Hungary having its own political science discipline was on the agenda. The 1979
Moscow IPSA World Congress was the breakthrough, not only for the Hungarians participating,
but also for the legitimacy of political science. From the Moscow conference on, one could hardly
deny the legitimacy of political science in Hungary (Szoboszlai, 1982; Farkas-Halay, 1984). So-
called “legitimizing” debates at the end of the 1970s, especially after the 1979 World Congress of
the International Political Science Association in Moscow, set the stage for the institutionalization
of political science in Hungary. Is political science possible and useful, for what, and do we need
it? What are its relations to history, law, and political theory? All these questions needed to be
discussed within the new frame of political and spiritual opportunities after 1989.

Parallel to the process of liberalization starting in the 1980s and concluding with the
democratization of 1989, political science gained more and more access to scientific resources and
to public life. Some political scientists, such as Attila Agh, Laszlé Lengyel, Laszlo Kéri, Mihaly
Bihari, Kalméan Kulcsar and Béla Pokol, played an important role in the process of
democratization, using their expertise to help new political organizations, advising them or the
new government and parties. The mass media often asked political scientists to interpret the new
institutional setting for the public. The possibility of publishing on subjects taboo in communist
times opened up space to publish archive material, to interpret it, and to discuss problems of the
new political system. Most of these discussions were tied to current problems of Hungarian
democratization, the new institutions, and their balances and imbalances.

After 1989, international political analysis deliberately separated its development from that of
political science, meaning that its practitioners left the Hungarian Political Science Association
(HPSA) and established their own organization, and the study of international relations went its
own way in teaching and in the later development of publication. However, in the mid-1990s, the
challenges of EU accession for research and teaching have shown that this separation can no
longer be maintained. The Europeanization process, the analysis of globalization and its effects,
and studies of global and international governance are newly integrating the community of the
policy-related social sciences.

The main research interests today are party systems, elections, public opinion, voting
behavior, institutional change, and civil society, especially NGOs. The specific way the regime
changed in Hungary — an institutionalized replacement of the old political elite with a new one —
took place without major mass mobilizations; and rapid development toward a Western-type party
system and with few triumphs for trade unions directed the focus of political science to
constitutionalism, elections, elites, and political parties. There are very few projects oriented
toward political protest, strikes, trade unions, and corporatism. The most important foreign policy
issues are European integration and NATO partnership, of course. The Teleki and Illyés
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Foundations provide separate research funds for research on Hungarian minorities in other
countries. Thus, ethnic minorities, self-government, and autonomy are also important areas of
research. Basic research on political theory and history is located mainly at the universities. The
Institute of Political History, the Institute of the 1956 Revolution, and the 20th and 21st Century
Foundations are centers of contemporary history and political science research, and they have
publication series based on their research materials.

The Hungarian higher education system has recently accepted political science as a major of
its own. No more than 500 diplomas have been issued. This means that political science — like
economics and sociology — is still not glutting the Hungarian labor market. Until recently, students
with a double major such as law/political science or economics/political science could find jobs
quite easily in various areas of higher education, civil service, or politics.

Political science at the beginning of the 21st century in Hungary is on the verge of becoming
one of the mass curricula channels of social sciences in higher education, but it has been
established in the research and scientific qualification system for a longer time.

Hungarian political science, like the social sciences in general, enjoys much more freedom and
autonomy than during the communist period; but it is faced with political and social problems and
challenges generated by the transformation. The discipline was born in and through the
transformation and, like economics and sociology, does not have any institutionalized past in the
Communist system.

In Hungary, the destruction of former structures and experiences of social sciences has been
limited; the academy of sciences has maintained its position as a kind of “ministry of science”, and
government-based higher education still has an almost exclusive monopoly, the only exceptions
being the reinstitution of church-based higher education and the establishment of some
international or foreign (Western) university programs. How is social science restructured under
conditions of free access to international market and of academic freedom? Private or association-
based social sciences have their own budget for research and teaching; its privileges of access to
internal or international communication and resources are equal to those of government-based
institutions. Hungary preserves a continental-European style of the domination of government
support and control over research and teaching, but since 1989, NGOs have been developing as a
form for education and research. Main private institutions, like the Central European University,
are foreign; Péter Pazmany and Karoli Gaspar Universities are church-based.

1. Analysis of the pre-1989 situation

After the defeat of the 1956 revolution and especially after the experiments with economic reforms
in 1968, the development of Hungary’s social sciences was ambivalent. Hungary’s communist
leadership included “softliner” and “hardliner” groups after 1956; their ideas about science policy
were different, too. The “softliners” in particular viewed the social sciences as “tools for social
engineering”, a type of “social technology”, and they tried to establish “pseudo-free zones” where
research and teaching without the limitations of the ruling ideology and elite could support party-
led modernization. This sector enjoyed government/party resources and political support for
applied research for the political elite, but its results did not become part of general scientific
communication. The majority of the publications and teaching and research units had no free
communication with Western or other free social science communities and produced solely for the
“official” market. Another segment was the independent sector: dissidents and critical intellectuals
who obtained their education and some training at official universities and then gave up or were
forced to give up their official carrier, thus breaking with the limitations of the official social
science and political discourse (Csizmadia, 1995).

Two institutes of the Central Committee of the Hungarian Communist Party, the Institute for
Party History and the Institute for Social Sciences, were important for the development of political
science in Hungary and gained recognition after they were transformed and put under public
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control after 1989. Archive material of the Hungarian Socialist Workers’ Party and of other leftist
parties, interviews, and other documentation allowed for the development of a research institution,
the Institute of Political History (Politikatorténeti Intézet). It was loosely tied to the newly
established Hungarian Socialist Party, which governed the country from 1994-1998. Well-known
political scientists like Mihaly Bihari, Csaba Gombar, Péter Schmidt, Laszl6 Lengyel, Béla Pokol,
Laszl6 Bruszt, Janos Simon, Istvan Hiilvely, Zsolt Papp, Istvan Balogh, and Jozsef Bayer carried
out research related to political science at the Institute of Social Science in the 1970s. This group
was also connected to universities and other institutes and formed the core group of the Hungarian
Political Science Association before 1989. After 1989, the reorganized institute was established as
the Institute of Political Science of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences (Magyar Tudomanyos
Akademia/MTA — Politikatudomanyi Intézete).

There was also a “dissident social science discourse” with elements of political analysis,
political theory, and philosophical debates. Some intellectuals had professional social science
education, defined research interests, and the desire to disseminate their research results in a kind
of “alternative education” (Szilagyi, 1999). Though their numbers were limited, they had
considerable impact on Hungary’s pseudo-free official social science community as well as on
Western social sciences. Before and after 1956, there was a Hungarian “exile social science
community” in Western political and other social sciences — for example, Ivan Szelényi, Agnes
Heller, Mihaly Vajda, Péter Kende, Charles Gati, Ivan Volgyes, Rudolf Tokes, etc. These people
had connections to the dissidents and also an impact on official social and political analysis
(Farag6, 1986). Some Hungarian dissidents were relevant for the development of political science,
like Miklos Haraszti, Miklos Tamas Gaspar, Gyorgy Bence, Gyorgy Konrad, Miklos Szabo, Agnes
Heller, and Ferenc Fehér, among others.

Among the various Western foundations supporting social science development, the joint
George Soros/Hungarian Academy of Sciences network (Quigley, 1997; Noveé, 1999) was
especially beneficial; since the mid-1980s, it has provided official and unofficial Hungarian social
scientists interested in political research with broader opportunities to participate in Western
education and research. The Soros network, today fully developed regionally and globally, began
its Eastern European activities in Hungary. It certainly had a great impact on the opening up of the
old system and on the early renewal of the social sciences, including of political science. The
Soros-HAS programs included fellowships, conference grants, equipment, research costs, and
books for the groups of the unofficial and of the official but non-dogmatic scientists and
intellectuals. The appearance of the Soros Foundation, combined with the Academy of Sciences,
was a clear sign of regime change in the 1980s. Its activities in political science have included:

- the establishment of a network of official and of unofficial interested persons,

a network of Hungarian, Western and Eastern scholars,

the establishment of a semi-independent evaluation system, separated from the communist

hegemony, and

helping new institutes and young scholars to win scholarships, books, equipment, or gain

access to research facilities.

This had a great impact on the political and intellectual transformation in Hungary and the whole
region.

A wide range of pre-communist traditions was rediscovered and popularized by the founders
of political science in Hungary. There is a debate whether these traditions have anything to say for
re-emerging political science of the new millennium in Hungary (Balogh-Bayer, 1999 versus
Lanczi, 2001/a).

My own interpretation of the relevance of pre-communist political science and theory,
especially of theory in the democracy tradition, is as follows. Hungarian culture and education
developed after the Habsburg Empire finished the “reconquista” of state territory from the
Ottoman Empire at the end of the 17th century. The Habsburgs consolidated their power against
the rebellious Protestant Hungarian elites in the 18th century. During the 19th century, in the
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process of establishing the national and liberal values of a civil society against Habsburg rule, a
current of critical political thought with contributions toward a scholarly political analysis
developed. On the other hand, the official state science, “Staatswissenschaft”, and cameral science,
“Kameralistik”, were part of the university curricula for lawyers and administrators, too (Arczt,
1987).

Hungarian contributions to the theory of democracy and civil society came from unofficial,
critical political thinkers, forced into inner or outer emigration (Nagy, 1994; Schlett, 1996, 1999)
during their lifetimes. Some of them held official teaching positions in Hungary, but they were not
part of the official Staatswissenschaft. Jozsef Eotvos (1813-1871), an activist of the 1848-49
national and democratic revolution and an émigré in Germany, wrote and published in German
against the Habsburgs, and later returned to Hungary (Schlett, 1987; E6tvos, 1981). Oszkar Jaszi
(1875-1957), an activist in the 1918 republican revolution and later an émigré in the USA until his
death, publishing there in English (Jaszi, 1989), worked against both the Habsburgs and the
nationalism of Hungarian elites and for a civil society. An opponent of Fascism and later of
Communism was Istvan Bib6 (1911-1979), an activist both in the 1945 national and democratic
renewal and in the 1956 revolt against Stalinism, published in English in the 1960s (with the help
of the UK political scientists, Bernard Crick and Bibd, 1986) after long prison years in “inner
emigration”.

There are many parallels in the life stories of these three thinkers, whom I regard as the
mainstream tradition of the theory of democracy and civil society in Hungary: All of them were
long excluded from the official Hungarian discourses, they played an active role in the higher
ranks of politics for awhile, and they had to come to theoretical terms with their defeat in
emigration, and this had some fruitful impact on their political theory.

So, we find a Staatswissenschaft tradition irrelevant to the modern social sciences and the
theory of democracy; a “nominal” political science; and a “critical” unofficial tradition of critical
and innovative political theory, relevant to the theory of democracy and civil society in Hungary.
Established and boring political science versus an unofficial, interesting, and critical “dissent” that
developed parallel to the former in a rather non-communicative way between 1848 and 1989. The
communist period continued these patterns of development that had been established in the
previous systems, so the schism between official and unofficial continued, and the new dissenting
political science looked back upon the old one. The pre-communist traditions had a symbolic
alternative character for generations of dissent and opposition in Hungary that criticized and
rejected official Marxism-Leninism. Needless to say, current socio-political orientations
determined which earlier Hungarian political thinkers they considered interesting; nationalists,
liberals, and socialists had and have their preferences within the range of pre-communist political
analysis in Hungary.

2. Redefinition of the discipline since 1990

One author suggests that the political science that grew from Western Marxism and oppositional
discourses has led to a “society versus the state” paradigm, with a latent or manifest plea for the
idea of the self-government of civil society (Kordsényi, 1996, 1999/a). In his view, this trend is
overwhelming in the Hungarian and generally in post-communist political science communities.
To counterbalance this “hidden continuation of Marxism” and leftism, he says the new political
science must be rooted in the government-oriented study of politics, in analytical policy and the
tradition of studying governance. This approach maintains that Marxism and leftism survived the
fall of Communism and that the nominal decline in references to the Marxist tradition does not
mean a new beginning. It is true that, after 1989, some subjects of the oppositional discourses, like
Central Europe, human rights, and civil society, became major foci and topoi of political science
discourse and entailed a continuation of the international opposition discourses in a new
institutionalized setting. Theories of democracy and civil society, mainly liberal and neo-liberal
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ones, emerged from these circles of scholars (Kis, 1987; 1997; 2000; Halmai, 1990; 1994),
disseminated by the international and especially regional networks of the Soros Foundations and
Open Society Institutes. But the same institutions also support sober public policy analyses and
government studies (Kordsényi, 1999; Stark and Bruszt, 1998; Toka, 1995; 1999). One may have
doubts whether Marxism survived in the political sciences and in the other social sciences after its
death in the post-communist region, as hypostased. “Transitology” also focuses on
democratization, so it has also been a trend supportive of the dominant civil society paradigm
(Bozoki; Korosényi and Schopflin, 1992; Miszlivetz, 1999; Szoboszlai, 1991, 1992). But a closer
look at the transition literature shows that, especially in the beginning, it was highly oriented
toward institutions and elites and only later included approaches stressing the role of political
culture and civil society.

Among Hungarian émigré political scientists, Gyorgy Schopflin (London School of
Economics), Ivan Volgyes (University of Nebraska, died in an airplane crash in Hungary in 2001,
commemorated in Politikatudomanyi Szemle, Vol. 10, No. 1-2, 5-7), Rudolf Tékés (University of
Connecticut), Andrew Aratdé (New York City, New School of Social Research), and Andrew C.
Janos (University of California at Berkley) played especially important roles in organizing
research teams and projects on Hungarian transition in a comparative perspective and in helping
young scholars to gain fellowships and publication possibilities.

3. Core theoretical and methodological orientations

Let’s have an overview of the subjects of these discussions, based on the ten volumes of the
academic journal of political science, Politikatudomanyi Szemle (Political Science Review).
Presidentialism vs. parliamentarism in the new democracies

The Hungarian system is a parliamentary one, but in the early 1990s there were tensions between
the first president’s drives and the constitutional rules, which were interpreted by the
Constitutional Court. The debate brought up interesting comparative materials on the separation of
powers and regime types.

Civil society in Eastern Europe

The suppressed, “catacomb”-type civil societies of the region were liberated during the transition,
but new institutions and rules have developed that exert influence and constraints on them.
Dissenters’ civil society utopias are confronted with the post-communist reality of political apathy
and alienation in Hungary and elsewhere.

Left and right in the new politics

Non-Communist political directions were banned to a common garbage can in the Communist
system, but after 1989, a new differentiation, cleavage system, and party system developed and
organized in various patterns and profiles; classical Lipset-Rokkan cleavage theory is applied to
interpret this new system.

State neutrality vs. state interventionism

The “Party-State” was almighty and powerful in the communist era; after 1989, the two domains
separated, and the power of the state was pressed to reduce, but at the same time the
transformation itself, its regulation, and its institutionalization in the economy and in civil society
assigned new and great tasks to the state. The preservation of state neutrality makes divergent
challenges to the post-communist political realm.

Politics of the 21st century

What is the future of politics? Is there any politics in a globalized new world where nation-states
diminish and supranational coordination mechanisms emerge?

Democracy in Hungary

What are the requirements for pluralist democracy and stability in a new political system where
legacies of the past and challenges of the international environment, of economic transformation,
and of social tensions test the performance of democratic institutions? Do liberalism and
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democracy have their own Hungarian roots, or do they share in the international crisis of
liberalism?

Parties, electoral behavior, the electoral system, and the party system of Hungary

The general elections repeatedly exhibit the interplay of these factors of political behavior,
institutions, and their country-specific features. Political apathy, a process of concentration in the
parties, dominant majority elements, and the disproportionality of the electoral system produce the
ambivalent consequences of stable governments and party concentration.

Constitution-making in Hungary

The constitution-making debate is unreal in the sense that we do not have a systematic, new post-
communist constitution in Hungary, but a complex of piecemeal modifications by Parliament and
the Constitutional Court of the old, communist constitution. How should we develop a new one:
through expertise, referendum, compromise?

Ethnicity and politics, diverging political community concepts

Hungary and the millions of Magyars abroad have a public sensitive to these questions in times
when the role of the nation-state is diminishing due to globalization, Europeanization, and regional
autonomy. Minority rights protection is still a matter of politics with and against the state.

The Europeanization process and its challenges to policy-making in Hungary

EU enlargement has implications for the institutions and policy processes of the new Hungarian
democracy. What are the requirements? Are there EU patterns in the different areas of politics,
polity, and policy? What can we expect accession to result in? Will Hungarian democracy have a
second transition after ten years of democratization? And if so, how?

Debate after 1989 focused sharply on pre-communist traditions in Hungary, raising questions

like: Do we have any? Are they helpful in establishing or re-establishing a new political science?
The main focus of the debate was on the relevance, existence, or rejection of former Hungarian
traditions (Balogh-Bayer, 1999; Lanczi, 2001/a). In the mid-1990s, Andras Kordsényi articulated
the problem of the re-emergence of a still dominant Marxist-Leftist paradigm (1996; 1999/a). A
generally debated thesis was that Western patterns and research were colonializing the social
sciences in the post-communist countries (Gyorgy Csepeli; Antal Orkény and Kim Schepple,
1997). The most recent identity discourse in the Political Science Review 1999-2000 is about
political science’s boundaries with journalism, political essays, and analysis writing for the public,
which try to define the limits of academic analysis, policy-making, and public debates in a
pluralistic political system. The role of the think tanks and of political science in policy making
was earlier articulated in the 1998-1999 debate in the Political Science Review; again, the question
was the practical efficacy of the science and the limits of its scientific mission. Erzsébet Szalai
(2000), the winner of the 2000 Bib6 Prize, initiated at the weekly Elet és Irodalom (Life and
Literature) another discourse on the lack of critical social science in post-1989 Hungary.
Surveying the wide range of topics of debates, we may state that the basics of the new politics
were at the forefront of the debate, which translations of texts by major Western political scientists
connected to international and European debates and which reflected Hungarian political and
public issues, too.

Political science in Hungary has made few methodological innovations and has little
methodological consciousness. Political scientists apply mainly traditional legal, historical
methods in case studies, policy and institutional analysis, or philosophical and historical analysis
and focus on the field of history of ideas and political philosophy. The more empirically oriented
research is done by sociologists and social psychologists applying the methodologies standard in
the analysis of political phenomena in the US.

4. Thematic orientation and funding

Transition became a major — almost the exclusive — object of study after 1989. Earlier, a very few
scholars performed avant-garde work on alternatives of social and political change in Hungary and
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Eastern Europe, working with foreign, mainly American institutions and scholars. We may
mention Elemér Hankiss (1990) and Lészl6 Bruszt (with Stark, 1998), who later become part of
the international transitology discourses. Other young Hungarian scholars — Akos Rona-Tas,
Jozsef Borocz, and Arpad Szakolczai — spent longer periods abroad in graduate or postgraduate
studies in the US and could join the transitology discourse at an early stage, mainly as employees
of American or other Western universities. The abovementioned scholars, who gained prestige in
international networks, introduced some younger scholars to the subject during their research work
in Hungary, and other Hungarians cooperated with foreign institutions and scholars, so a second
generation of transitologists, including Andras Bozoki, Zsolt Enyedi, Miklos Siikdsd, Béla
Greskovits, arose, later to crystallize mainly around the Central European University Political
Science department. For the broader group of Hungarian political scientists, it was very important
that the American Political Science Association launched some bilateral meetings of scholars in
the US and in Hungary (the joint volumes of the conferences, Szoboszlai, 1991, 1992) and that the
Fulbright Foundation and other US-based foundations supported the development of Hungarian
political science in many ways. Important in the Hungarian transitology discourse is the
outstanding scholar, Attila Agh (1998), who maintained US connections after the bilateral
association meetings. He developed the Department of Political Science of the Budapest School of
Economics into a kind of Hungarian Center of Democracy Studies with the support of the
Fulbright Foundation and of other international foundations, which launched a series of
conferences after 1989 on the issues of transitions, inviting the international transitology
community and issuing a series of papers in a number of series of books in English and Hungarian.
Some thematic orientations with methodological implications are mentioned below.

Political theory, political ideas

Here the research focus is on works in the specific Hungarian liberal, nationalist, and conservative
political intellectual traditions, which were suppressed by the communist system. After the
communist regime, leftist and especially Marxist traditions are not very popular. Anarchism,
feminism, and new social movement theories have some impact, but on the whole the “left” is left
out of the “mainstream” of non-Marxist, non-leftist ideologies as subjects of research in Hungary
(Lanczi, 2001/a). Mainstream activity in political theory is the translation, interpretation, and
“reacquisition” of Western political philosophy after four decades of isolation.

A theoretically important problem that has long challenged Hungarian thinkers is the
composition of the political community, because the Hungarian ethnic community includes
millions of Hungarians in Western emigration and in neighboring countries like Romania,
Slovakia, Croatia, Serbia, Ukraine, Slovenia, and even Austria. This implies a strong affinity to the
theoretical problem of the “nation”; the establishment, analysis, composition, and legitimacy of
“political community”; and issues of “minority vs. majority”, regionalism, autonomy, ethnic
minorities, and multi-culturalism.

The Hungarian political system

Research highlights vary in this field according to the main problems of Hungarian democracy
after 1989, which challenged political science in a fruitful manner. Major topics were:
- parlamentarianism vs. presidentialism;
- representative vs. direct democracy;
- majority or proportional electoral system;
- “partocracy” vs. civil society;
- European integration vs. sovereignty, and

the nation-state vs. minority issues.
Theoretlcal approaches are rather eclectic. There is a mainstream, old-type constitutional
institutionalism connected to the framework of human rights. Behaviorist approaches dominate
electoral, public opinion, mass media, and party system research. There is a connection between
old and new types of historical and contemporary approaches to institutionalism. New
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institutionalism is linked to rational choice theory in policy research, especially in the field of
European integration. The practical reason for the pursuit of research on minority problems is
mentioned above.

The main orientation of Hungarian political science was institutionalist and theoretical, but,
since 1989, there have been attempts to introduce more pragmatic, policy-oriented methodology
and orientation. Among younger scholars, there is a shift from the earlier “German-style”, legal-
philosophical approach toward a more “American-style”, economically oriented social science.

International and comparative politics

Hungary is a small East-Central European (ECE) country that never had many direct overseas
socio-cultural ties. Area studies are not really developed here. The main focus, of course, is on the
welfare democracies, especially in Western Europe, and on EU accession. Thus, the Pacific, Asia,
Africa, and Australia are not really integrated in political science research. The main focus is on
the ECE area itself and on Europe as a “moving target” of EU accession. This limited focus
characterizes both international and comparative approaches. Of course, there is teaching on
international organizations in the form of international law and international relations studies.
Special attention is paid to the issues of regionalism, minorities, and autonomy. Globalization
studies are an upcoming, but rather weakly developed field in Hungarian political science. One of
the reasons for its weakness is the dominance of “transitology interest”, which overstresses self-
reflectiveness in the post-communist countries. Inner-area comparison is also a rare product.
Impending EU accession has increased interest in other ECE countries. But interest in neighboring
countries with larger Hungarian minorities is stable. Issues of minority rights, territorial and
personal autonomy, regional cooperation, and Europeanization as a process integrating semi-
sovereign nation-states in a new political community are very popular subjects in Hungarian
political science.

Political science institutions

State universities

A major in political science was first established at Miskolc University in the Faculty of
Letters/Philology in 1993. The curriculum was established by Béla Pokol (successors: Istvan
Balogh, Sandor Kovacs, and at present Laszl6 Kiirti), who, at that time, was dean of the institute,
but later left the faculty. The first diplomas were awarded in 1998. The second major was
established in 1997 at the Budapest Eotvos Lorand University, Faculty of State and Law, headed
by Mihaly Bihari (1985-1999) and continued by Maté Szabo. Its first main diploma output was in
2002. In 2001, the first university-based Political Science Institute was established here; it offers
MA and PhD courses and has the right to award the “habilitation”. At the same university, ELTE
in 1995, Jozsef Bayer established an MA program at the Faculty of Letters/Philology as well; his
successor Istvan Vida established another in 2001 at the new Faculty of Social Sciences. Istvan
Hiilvely began a major program at the Faculty of Letters/Philology in Debrecen in 1997. In Pécs, a
major program was opened in 1999 at the Faculty of Letters/Philology, headed by Marta Kunszt.
At the Budapest School of Economics, the department led by Attila Agh (1989-) organized a
political science minor curriculum for students with another major in economics, international
relations, or sociology. This type of secondary diploma teaching started early in 1986 at the ELTE
Faculty of State and Law, headed by Mihaly Bihari. There is a bigger department at the University
of Szeged, headed by Péter Paczolay, and there are two departments at the University of Pécs
(Gyorgy Andrasi, Faculty of Law; Marta Kunszt, Faculty of Letters). International relations are
taught at the Budapest School of Economics in an institute separate from political science and
headed by Zsolt Rostovanyi. The first main diploma course in international relations started in
2000, before a combination of economics and international relations was instituted there.
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In 1991, Istvan Stumpf established and has since headed the Szazadvég-Budapest School of
Politics , a private school training politicians and oriented toward improving practical skills; later it
combined forces with the Budapest School of Economics Political Science Department.
PhD courses in political science are taught at the ELTE Faculty of State and Law, the Budapest
School of Economics, and the Miskolc University. There are 15-20 PhD students per semester in
international relations and in political science. A growing number of young Hungarian social
scientists are completing their PhDs abroad, especially in the U.S. or in Western Europe.
Habilitation in political science is currently only possible at the E6tvos Lorand University’s
Faculty of State and Law and at the Budapest School of Economics. About ten habilitations in
political science were completed by January 1, 2001. Only the Academy of Sciences is also
entitled to grant a “Dr. sc.” qualification, which allows doctors to apply for a professorship at a
university. At the moment, there are about 10-12 professors of political science in Hungary. Some
of them got their qualification in other disciplines (law, philosophy, history), some of them qualify
as a Dr. sc. from the Hungarian Academy of Sciences, and some of them qualified by ELTE’s
Faculty of Law “habilitation”.

Colleges

In Hungary, there are plenty of colleges (féiskola); their differences from the universities are great.
There are no proper political science departments at the colleges. Rather, there are integrated
departments for social science; these teach sociology, psychology, history, economics, and
international relations to students who do not have any qualifications in these fields yet, and there
are too many students of low or doubtful quality. Thus, after 1989, accreditation regulations were
developed to qualify for “university” and “college” status. Attempts were and are made to
integrate some of the colleges in local or regional universities. This process is far from finished.

In localities like Pécs, Szeged, Debrecen, Gyor, and Miskolc, where universities do exist, local
and regional colleges are conceived as parts of a “local higher education network”. This does not
exclude the parallel existence of university and college political science departments. Budapest has
a special status. There has never been an integrated University of Budapest. Thus, it is almost
impossible to establish one, although management and finances almost require it. There have been
many attempts to organize it, but all failed. So, the Ministry of Education accepted some of
Budapest’s local higher education networks or alliances in 1999, but no overall integration has
been achieved. Cooperation in higher education in Budapest does not include the CEU, which is an
international institution acting in Hungary according to its own rules, finances, and policy. This
means that there are parallel departments of political science in Budapest (CEU, ELTE, BSE,
private universities).

Research: the domination of the Academy of Sciences

In Hungary, research is still a domain of independent research institutes, while universities are
mainly for teaching. There have been attempts to reintegrate research and teaching in post-
communism, but without real success. The Hungarian Academy of Sciences supervises and
finances the Institute of Political Science. The Institute has prestige among the research institutes
of the HAS; evaluations rank it quite highly. The Institute of Foreign Affairs (Magyar Kiiliigyi
Intézet) and Institute of Regional Studies were organized in 1992, independently from the
Academy, in the Laszl6 Teleki Foundation. They have some functions in advising the government
in foreign policy affairs. There is a private institute for “Research on the 1956 Revolution”; it
functions partly as an institute for contemporary history, publishing a vast amount of archive
materials on and analyses of the revolution and its consequences. The 20th and 21st Century
Institutes, supported by the Viktor Orban government (1998-2002), also focus on contemporary
history, political science, and policy analysis, and they support various political science projects as
well as conferences.

Political science research is financed mainly by the government and the Academy. Some
political parties have their own small research groups or units. Most research funding is distributed
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competitively. There are some research funds available for Hungarian political scientists from the
Soros Open Society Foundation. Western governments, the European Union (EU), the U.S. and
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) launched various research support programs for
democratization research, providing political scientists with financial support. “Korridor”, a
private research institute established by Csaba Gombar and Laszl6 Lengyel, conducts political
analysis and consultation for and on government and policy processes. The Szazadvég-Budapest
School of Politics is connected to the political education center of the same name, and there are
some public opinion research centers as nongovernmental institutions (TARKI, Szonda-Ipsos,
Median).

Private universities

The sole foreign private university that has some importance in the area of political science is the
Central European University established by George Soros. Janos Kis, a leading figure of the
liberally minded dissent in Hungary in the Kadar era, established its political science department in
Budapest in 1992. Later, Departments for International Relations and for European Studies were
established. The CEU is registered in the U.S. and recruits professors from the U.S., Western
Europe, and even Eastern European countries. The staff of the Political Science Department also
includes some Hungarian citizens. Students come from all over the world, and the courses are in
English. The guiding idea of the CEU was to educate or re-educate a new elite in post-communist
countries, based on the idea of an open society, spreading liberal values, and using the
methodology of the U.S.-dominated, Western social sciences. In 2001, when the institute had its
10th anniversary, new goals and organizational forms for the further development were declared.
Originally, CEU activities were oriented toward awarding a second diploma to people who already
earned a university or college degree in their respective countries. There are more and more PhD
programs in both political science and in international relations/European studies.

In 2001-2002, three new private educational institutions were opened: the King Sigmundus
University, the College of Communication, and the Gyula Andrassy German-language university.
They are located in Budapest, do some work political science, and are oriented toward journalism,
international relations, and European studies.

5. Public space and academic debates

Before 1989, political science existed solely in oral debates, mainly in the Hungarian Political
Association and its sections, without any written publication or documentation. Later, the
Association produced its yearbooks, which documented these debates. The Yearbook of the
Hungarian Political Science Association series of the HPSA was the sole national periodical
(Magyar Politikatudomanyi Tarsasag Evkonyve 1983-1992, 11 volumes). The yearbooks were
thematically oriented, but basically all subjects discussed in the HPSA were welcome. There was
documentation of the most interesting discussions, but studies were also published without oral
discussion. It had a wide circulation, and most of the bigger libraries bought it. Members of the
HPSA, at that time between 400-500, received a copy; and it was sold in social science bookshops.
Its editor was the general secretary of HPSA, Gyorgy Szoboszlai.

After 1989, with the publication of the two English volumes of the Association’s Yearbook,
the series finished with its 11 volumes (1984-1991), and from 1992 to the present, the Institute of
the Political Science of the Academy of Sciences and the Association jointly published the
Hungarian-language Political Science Review (Politikatudomanyi Szemle), which is not the only,
but the main organ of political science debate.

These institutional dynamics — first the Association as a vital and central point of discussion,
then its transformation and the pioneering role of the Review — can be viewed in historical
perspective. The Hungarian Political Science Association (HPSA) was established in 1982 as a
forum for softliner communists, for social scientists interested in politics, and for some of the
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unofficial thinkers. Before 1989, the Hungarian Political Science Association was the only focus
for national and of international cooperation among political science-oriented social scientists.
Luckily, after 1989, it lost its former monopoly as a wide range of recently established institutions
of research and teaching thrived and pursued cooperation policies within and outside Hungary.
The role and function of the HPSA changed under the new conditions after 1989. Local and
institutional positions of political science became stronger, and the association is no longer the
only place to meet and publish.

International relations studies established their own association in 1992, The Association for
Foreign Affairs of Hungary (Magyar Kiiliigyi Tarsasag). After 1989, the HPSA’s policy has been
to stress the professional character of the discipline. In 1992, the HPSA and the Institute of
Political Science of the Academy of Sciences jointly launched the Political Science Review, a
quarterly with peer review. This is the first and only professional political science journal in the
Hungarian language. Every year since it was established, the HPSA has organized an annual
meeting in Budapest on a special topic. Every year since 1995, there has been one meeting with a
local group outside Budapest in one of the bigger towns.

Since the 1994 meeting in Austria, every year there has been a Central European meeting, too,
a regional cooperation meeting of Central European Political Science Associations. The second
meeting, in 1995, was organized in Budapest, Hungary; a Hungarian group has participated in
every meeting since (1996 Slovenia, 1998 Croatia, 1999 Slovakia, 2000 Poland, 2001 Vienna). In
2000, the associations of the cooperating countries established the Central European Political
Science Association as a regional unit within the IPSA. Jerzy Wiatr from Poland was elected the
first president and Jozsef Bayer of Hungary a vice—president. The association publishes a journal
in English (2000-) called Central European Political Science Review. lIts editorial office is in
Budapest, and Janos Simon is the editor.

In 1993, in cooperation with the Istvan Bibé Foundation, the HPSA established a prize for the
most outstanding political scientist of the year, the Istvan Bibo Prize. Istvan Bibo played an
important role in the 1956 revolution, was sentenced to prison, and was never allowed to re-enter
scientific and public life. So far, the prize has been awarded to the following scholars: Csaba
Gombar, Péter Schmidt, Mihaly Bihari, Istvan Schlett, Attila Agh, Jozsef Bayer, Andras
Korosényi, Erzsébet Szalai, and Kalman Kulcsar. Since 1998, Jozsef Bayer, Director of the
Institute of Political Science of HAS, has been President of the HPSA. From 1998-2000, the
General Secretary was Tibor Navracsis, ELTE University, Faculty of State and Law; since 2001, it
has been Gabor Torok, Department of Political Science of Budapest School of Economics.

The Review is not the only publication in political science in Hungary. We have a
differentiated group of periodicals and series of books on political science and materials related to
policy analysis.

National journals and periodicals

In 1988, the Budapest School of Economics Department of Political Science began publishing The
Yearbooks of Hungarian Politics, which are edited by a board consisting of Sandor Kurtan, Péter
Sandor, and Laszl6 Vass. The Yearbook of Hungarian Politics tries to focus on the events in the
respective year. Their documentation, analysis, surveys, texts, and facts, plus scholarly essays,
studies, and politicians’ writings, provide an impressive “testament” of a year of Hungarian
politics. The large volumes are now published with the support of universities, the state, political
and other foundations, and business. They are available by subscription and can be purchased in
bookshops (Magyarorszag Politikai Evkonyve, volumes every year from 1988 on; a special issue
on the first ten years was published in 1998).

Supported by the Institute of Political Science of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences and the
HPSA, an editorial board with changing composition issued the Political Science Review as the
first (and still only) political science journal in Hungary (Politikatudoményi Szemle, two issues in
1992; four issues each in the 1993-1999 volumes; two issues in the 2000 volume; four each year
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from 2001 on). The founding editors were Andras Bozoki (ELTE/CEU), Marton Szabo (Institute
of Political Science), and Maté Szabo (ELTE University, Faculty of Law, Department of Political
Science). Chief of the board was Csaba Gombar, succeeded by Péter (Pierre) Kende, a repatriated
former émigré. The current editorial board consists of Tamas Fricz (IPS), Ervin Csizmadia (IPS),
Sandor Kurtan (BSE), and Andras Lanczi (BSE). The journal publishes studies, information,
debates, book reviews, and translations.

Foreign Affairs (Kiilpolitika), covering international politics, has been published by the Institute of
Foreign Affairs for a long time. It began a new series in 2000. There are many other journals
publishing social science articles, including political science and related fields, e.g. Szdzadvég
(End of Century), Multunk (Our Past), Valdsag (Reality), Kritika (Critique), and Mozgo Vilag
(World in Motion). The proceedings of the annual meetings of the HPSA since 1995 have been
published by the organizing faculties (Szeged, Pécs, Miskolc, Székesfehérvar and Nyiregyhaza).
Needless to say, all larger departments try to have their own book series, such as the Budapest
School of Economics, the ELTE Faculty of Law, and Sz4zadvég-Budapest School of Politics ,
which also launched a social science journal Szdzadvég: uj folyam in 1996. The historically
oriented research institutes have plenty of archive and interpretive publications, such as Multunk,
the journal of the Institute for Political History. There are many publications, yearbooks, and
various series of the Institute of History of the 1956 Revolution.

The substantial issues of the debates in Hungarian political science are not particularly
methodological. On the other hand, Hungarian political science is quite self-reflective, being keen
to establish the discipline’s contours and borders against related disciplines and to delineate what
political science is about. The character and the institutional boundaries of the respective programs
determine what related disciplines are involved in teaching and research. Generally, political
science is seldom combined with sociology, for reasons based in the differing development of the
two disciplines in Hungary. Sociology was established under communism in Hungary and wanted
to avoid the “dangers” of studying politics under authoritarian rule. Political science was fully
established after 1989 in the middle of the democratic transition, when sociology was already a
“closed”, institutionally matured, and established discipline. As a rule, sociologists have a good
methodological background. Political science, in contrast, has less empirical sophistication, tends
to verbosity, and combines dreams and reality under the eyes of the already “complacent”
sociologists.

Political science in Hungary was institutionalized as a new discipline at the time of regime
change, when Western aid and support was rather open to the demands of a new discipline in a
new democracy. This means that various Western governments and Western-based programs
provided helped to build up the new discipline, including financing new computer systems,
developing data bases, teaching computer skills, and networking. The CEU publishes the most in
English, followed by the Budapest School of Economics Political Science Department and then the
Institute of Political Science of the HAS and the “Savaria University Press” of Szombathely.
Important were the English-language volumes of the aforementioned Hungarian Center for
Democracy Studies of the BSE on the first parliaments, as were those of the Institute of Political
Science of HAS on organized interests and those of the “Korridor” Institute on the first Hungarian
government.

In some courses before 1989, a kind of “socialist” political science or political sociology was
taught based on the Hungarian translation of a political sociology manual written by a Polish
sociologist and political scientist, Jerzy Wiatr (1980), which tried to implement Western categories
in Marxist-Leninist terms, i.e., using some Marxist phraseology, but basically importing the
concepts of Western social sciences, or on the political sociology manual of Hungarian law,
political science, and sociology by Kéalman Kulcsar (1987).

The manuals, comprehensive introductory volumes on political science in the Hungarian
language, were as follows. The only manual of political science in the Hungarian language was
long the joint effort of Mihaly Bihari and Béla Pokol, of the Department of ELTE Faculty of State
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and Law. It was first issued in 1992, is now in its 9th edition with more than 8,000 copies sold, and
is still one of the most widely used manual (Bihari-Pokol, 1992-2000). It has a heavy German-
oriented theoretical, institutional approach and almost no empirical orientation. It is written for
students with some legal background and includes no problems of international politics at all. To
provide a basic political education, a collection of essays “What is politics?” was published in
1994, supported by the centrist liberal-conservative party FIDESZ (Gyurgyak, 1994). With similar
goals, a collective reference work, “Good Citizen”, was published in Debrecen in 1996 (Civitas,
1996). A collection of texts of contemporary political philosophy and political science has been
used at the Szeged University and elsewhere since 1995 (Kovacs, 1995). The Bihari-Pokol
volume’s long-lasting monopoly was broken in 1996 by another duo of authors, Katalin Haské and
Istvan Hiilvely, who designed their much shorter manual with a background in history and
philosophy for the new political science program in Debrecen and faculties other than law (Hasko-
Hiilvely, 1996; 2000). A second revised edition was released in 2000, and about 3,000 copies have
been sold. This manual is also a type of reference work, systematically using short definitions. It is
an introduction to theories and institutional patterns of modern democracy and does not include
empirically oriented methodology instruction. Of its nine chapters, only one shorter chapter
focuses on international politics. Important Western reference works were translated into
Hungarian, for example the Blackwell Encyclopedia of Political Thought. Gergely Andras, Jozsef
Bayer, and Kalman Kulcsar (1999) have edited a collective Hungarian-language reference
collection of studies of the most relevant research fields in political science.

The third widely used manual, by Jézsef Bayer and published in 1999, treats issues and
problems of both political science and international politics. It is based on a systematic analytical
differentiation between politics, policy, and polity, following U.S. models. Bayer also published an
introduction to the history of political theory (Bayer, 1998). Already in 1996, Péter Paczolay and
Maté Szabo attempted to deal with the history of ideas and political theories, with an emphasis on
the emergence of the American science of politics. There are publications by Andras Lanczi (2000,
2001) and Ferenc Huoranszki (1999) available in Hungarian on the past and present of political
philosophy. Istvan Schlett (1996, 1999) treats Hungarian political thinking in a still-continuing
series of volumes written in the vein of a German-oriented history of ideas. There are various
series of area- or issue-specific manuals, like the one from Osiris publishing house, translating
standards by Lipset, Almond-Verba, Dahl, etc. and publishing some Hungarians authors, too.

The biggest faculty in Hungary, the Department of Political Science of the ELTE Faculty of
State and Law, issued its own manuals with Osiris and Korona publishers, but since 1999, mainly
the faculty’s own publisher Rejtjel has issued its textbooks and manuals (about 16 volumes so far).
The most fruitful series of political science books, partly manuals and textbooks, is the political
science series published by the foundation Villanyi tti konferenciakdzpont alapitvany and edited
by Janos Simon, a researcher of the HAS Institute of Political Science since 1996. This series has 2
volumes, including the Haské-Hiilvely manual.

A variety of databases are available. Research related to political science is done in public
opinion poll institutes. The abovementioned Yearbook of Hungarian Politics publishes some of the
most relevant material for political scientists, among them Media, Szonda-Ipsos, Gallup, TARKI ,
Marketing, and Modus. More historically oriented databases, including on historical electoral
results, party statutes, and oral history materials, are found at the Institute of Political History, the
1956 Institute, and the Open Society Archives of the CEU. Various institutions produce historical
and contemporary databases on the work of the Hungarian Parliament, like the Jelenkutatd
Alapitvany or the Parlamenti Iroda. The party-based foundations finance the publication of the
Yearbook of Hungarian Politics, which tries to be open toward all political directions and to
involve experts who are able to collect reliable data on Hungarian politics. The goal of the
yearbook is to refer to all relevant databases and to deliver current political analyses.
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6. Views on further development

America is a high-ranking target in international exchange and communication for young
Hungarian and East Central European scholars. PhD programs in the USA and other university
programs and centers of civic or other types of adult education, such as the UK-based Open
University, are present in Hungary. The European Community-centered political and cultural
orientation of young Hungarians is again supportive of English-speaking scholars.

Among Western European organizations, the ECPR has four Hungarian member organizations at
present: the TARKI, a social science research institute; the CEU Department of Political Science;
the Department of Political Science of the Budapest School of Economics; and the ELTE Faculty
of State and Law Department of Political Science. The recently emerging Thematic Network, a
European political Science Network organized in France in 2001, has a growing number of
cooperation partners and dues-paying members in Hungary. The HPSA is an IPSA member
organization and participates in the European and Central European regional and sub-regional
networks of national political science associations.

Another US-centered pillar of assistance in reconstructing Hungary’s social sciences is private
and corporate donors who work through and with NGOs to establish institutions alternative to the
government-based official education and research in the post-communist, East-Central European
countries. One of the most famous of these institutions is the network and system of the Soros
Foundation, the network of research support in the Open Society Institute and the Central
European University. The first ten years after 1989 in Hungary and the region saw a boom of
especially US-based aid and restructuring programs for social sciences, especially for political
science. There is also a network and subsidy system based on EU funds, governments, academies,
foundations, and private donors. The same pattern is to be observed in the case of the Collegium
Budapest, a center for advanced study located in Budapest, which also focuses also on social
sciences and political science research cooperation (Heinrich, 1999), and at a similar institution,
the Vienna-based Institute for Human Sciences, which focuses on the post-communist region and
has vibrant contacts with social scientists, including political scientists, in Hungary.

Selected Bibliography

“A magyar politikatudomany kialakulasa és oktatasanak kezdetei” (The beginnings of the Hungarian political
science education: A report) (1997), in: Politikatudomanyi Szemle, Vol. 6, No. 3, 159-169;

A politikai filozofiak enciklopédiaja (Blackwell Encyclopedia of Political Thougth), Budapest, Kossuth, 1995;

Agh, Attila (ed.) (1994a): The First Steps, Budapest, Hungarian Center of Democratic Studies;

Agh, Attila (1994b): “Country Report on Political Research in Hungary”, in: Political Research in Eastern
Europe, Klingemann, Hans-Dieter, Mochmann, Ekkehard and Newton, Kenneth (eds.), Bonn-Berlin,
Informationszentrum Sozialwissenschaften, 77-105;

Agh, Attila and Kurtan, Sandor (eds.) (1995): The First Parliament, Budapest, Hungarian Center of
Democratic Studies;

Agh, Attila and Tlonszki, Gabriella (eds.) (1996a): The Second Steps, Budapest Hungarian Center of
Democratic Studies;

Agh, Attila (1996b): A magyar politikatudoméany helyzete (Current situation of Hungarian political science),
in: Politikatudomanyi Szemle, Vol. 5, No. 1, 144-149;

Agh, Attila (1998a): Emerging Democracies in East Central Europe and the Balkans, Cheltenham, Edward
Elgar;

Agh, Attila (1998b): The Politics of Central Europe: Systemic Change in East Central Europe and the
Balkans, London Sage;

Angelusz, Robert and Tardos, Robert (1998): “Létviszonyok és utanpdtlas a tudomanyos szféraban” (Life
conditions and recrutation of contemporary Hungarian science), in: Szdzadvég, Vol. 3, No. 11, 63-79;

Anveiler, Judit et.al. (1993): “Tuddselvandorlas” (Brain-drain), in: Magyar Tudomdny,Vol. 38, No.5, 568-
572,



272 Maté Szabo

Aratd, Andrew (1999): Civil tarsadalom, foradalom és alkotmany (Civil society, revolution and constitution),
Budapest, Uj Mandatum;

Arczt, llona (1987): 4 “politikai tudomanyok” oktatasa a budapesti egyetem jogi kardan 1770-1948 (Teaching
of the policy sciences at the university Budapest Faculty of Law), Budapest, Diss. Elte Ajk Politologia
Tanszék;

Balogh, Istvan (1999): A politikatudomany Magyarorszagon (Political science in Hungary), in:
Politikatudomanyi Szemle, Vol. 8, No. 2, 131-143;

Balogh, Istvan and Bayer, Jozsef (1999): ,,A politikatudomany elméleti alapjai” (Theoretical foundations of
political science), in: 4 politikatudomany arcai, Gergely, Andras, Bayer, Jozsef and Kulcsar, Kalman
(eds.), Budapest, Akadémiai Kiado, 53-91;

Balogh, Istvan (2000): Hatarharcok. A politika és a tudomanyos értelmiség kapcsolatai (Political and
scientific elites in Hungary before 1989), Budapest, MTA Politikatudomanyi Intézete;

Barnes, Samual and H.-Simon, Janos (eds.) (1998): The Postcommunist Citizen, Budapest, Erasmus
Foundation, IPS-HAS;

Bayer, Jozsef (1998): 4 politikai gondolkodds torténete (History of political thougth), Budapest, Osiris;

Bayer, Jozsef (1999): 4 politikatudomany alapjai (Introduction to political science), Budapest, Napvilag;

Beracs, Jozsef (2001): “Rendszervaltas el6tt a magyar felsdoktatas” (Hungarian higher education before the
transitions), in: Vezetéstudomany,Vol. 22, No. 3, 41-53;

Best, Heinrich and Becker, Ulrike (eds.): Sozialwissenschaften im neuen Osteuropa, Vol. 1-3, 1994, 1995,
1997, Bonn-Berlin, Informationszentrum fiir Sozialwissenschaften;

Bibo, Istvan (1986): Valogatott tanulmanyok I-1V (Selected writings), Budapest, Magvet6;

Bihari, Mihaly (ed.) (1982): Politika és poltikatudomany (Politics and political science), Budapest, Gondolat;

Bihari, Mihaly (1987): “A politikatudomany helyzete” (The current situation of political science), in:: Valsdg
és reform. A Magyar Politikatudomanyi Téarsasdg Evkonyve, Szoboszlai, Gyorgy (ed.), Budapest. MPT
212-237,

Bihari, Mihaly and Pokol, Béla (1992-2000): Politologia (Political science), Budapest, Universitas;

Bogdanor, Vernon (ed.) (2001): Politikatudomanyi enciklopédia (The Blackwell Encyclopedia of Political
Science), Budapest, Osiris;

Bozoki, Andras, Korosényi Andras and Schopflin, George (1992): Post-Communist Transition. Emerging
Pluralism in Hungary, London, St. Martins Press;

Civitas (1996): 4 jo polgar (The good citizen) Tarsadalomismereti forraskdnyv, Debrecen, Csokonai Kiado;

Csepeli, Gyorgy, Orkény, Antal, Schepple, Kim et al. (1997): “Colonialisation or Partnership? Eastern
Europe and Western Social Sciences”, A Discourse in: Sozialwissenschaften im neuen Osteuropa Best,
Heinrich and Becker, Ulrike (eds.), Vol. 3, Bonn-Berlin, GESIS, 21-59;

Csizmadia, Ervin (1995): A magyar ellenzék. I-11I (The opposition in Hungary), Budapest, T-Twins;

Eo6tvos, Jozsef (1981): Miivei I-11 (Works), Budapest, Magyar Helikon;

Farago, Béla (1986): Nyugati liberalis szemmel (Under Western eyes), Parizs, Magyar Fiizetek;

Farkas, Dezs6, Halay, Tibor (eds.) (1984): Politikatudomany és tarsadalomtudomanyok (The political science
and the social sciences), Debrecen, TIT;

Gergely, Andras and Bayer, Jozsef-Kulcsar Kalman (eds.) (1999): 4 politikatudomany arcai (Profiles of
Hungarian political science), Budapest, Akadémiai Kiado;

Gombar, Csaba, Hankiss, Elemér, Lengyel, Laszl6 and Varnai, Gyorgyi (eds.) (1995): Question Marks: The
Hungarian Government 1994-95, Budapest, Center for Political Research;

Gombar, Csaba, Hankiss, Elemér, Lengyel, Laszl6 and Varnai, Gyorgyi (eds.) (1994): Balance. The
Hungarian Government 1990-1994, Budapest, Center for Political Research;

Gyurgyak, Janos (eds.)(1994): Mi a politika? (What is politics?), Budapest, Szazadvég;

Halmai, Gabor (1990): Az egyesiilés szabadsdaga (The freedom of association), Budapest, Atlantisz;

Halmai, Gabor (1994): A véleményszabadsag hatarai (Limits of the freedom of opinion), Budapest, Atlantisz;

Hankiss, Elemér (1990): East European Alternatives, Oxford, Clarendon Press;

Klingemann, Hans-Dieter et al. (eds.) (1994): Political Research in Eastern Europe, Bonn-Berlin,
Informationszentrum Sozialwissenschaften;

Haraszti, Miklos et.al. (1992): Beszéld dsszkiadas 1-111, Budapest, AB Besz¢16;

Hasko, Katalin and Hiilvely, Istvan (1996, 2000): Bevezetés a politikatudomanyba (Introduction to political
science), Budapest, Villanyi uti konyvek;

Heinrich, Hans-Georg (ed.) (1999): Institution Building in the New Democracies, Budapest, Collegium
Budapest;



Political Science - Hungary 273

Huoranszki, Ferenc (1999): Filozdfia és utopia, Budapest, Osiris;

Jaszi, Oszkar (1989a): A kommunizmus kilatistalansiga és a szocializmus reformja (Communism and
socialism), Budapest, Szazadvég;

Jaszi, Oszkar (1989b): Magyar kalvaria-magyar feltamadas (Hungarian retreat and resurrection), Budapest,
Magyar Hirlap;

Kis, Janos (1987): Vannak-e emberi jogaink? (Do we have human rights?), Parizs, Magyar Fiizetek;

Kis, Janos (1997): Az allam semlegessége (Neutralism and governance), Budapest, Atlantisz;

Kis, Janos (2000): Alkotmanyos demokrdcia (Constitutional democracy), Budapest, INDOK;

Korosényi, Andras (1996): “A magyar politikai gondolkodas féarama (1989-1995)” (The main current of
Hungarian political thougth), in: Szdzadvég, No. 3, 80-108;

Korosényi, Andrés (1999a): The Hungarian Political Sytem, Budapest, CEU Press;

Ko6rosényi, Andras (1999b): “The Mainstream of Hungarian Political Thinking (1989-1995)”, in: Hungary in
Flux, Spéder, Zsolt (ed.), Hamburg, Kramer Verlag;

Kovacs, Laszl6 Imre (ed.) (1995): Politoldgiai szveggyiijtemény (Texts of political science), Szeged, JATE;

Kulcsar, Kalman (1987): Politikai és jogszociologia (Sociology of law and politics), Budapest, Kossuth;

Kurtan, Sandor, Sandor, Péter and Vass, Laszlo (eds.): Magyarorszdg Politikai Evkényve (The Yearbook of
Hungarian Politics), Budapest, Demokracia Kutatasok Magyarorszagi K6zpontja, 1989-2001;

Lanczi, Andras (2000): “A magyar politikai filozoéfia sziiletése” (The birth of political philosophy), in: 4 XX
Szazad politikai filozofiaja, Lanczi, Andras (ed.), Budapest, Pallas-Attraktor, 199-219;

Lanczi, Andés (2001a): “A politikatudomany helyzetérdl és allapotardl” (The state of political science), in: 4
politika reneszansza, Lanczi, Andras (ed.), Budapest, Pallas-Attraktor, 146-167;

Lanzi, Andras (2001b): “A politika, mint tradicié” (Politics as tradition), in: A politika reneszansza, Lanczi
Andras (ed.), Budapest, Pallas-Attraktor, 130-146;

Magyar Politikatudomdnyi Térsasdg Evkényve (The Yearbook of the Hungarian Political Science
Association), Budapest, 1982-1992;

Miszlivetz, Ferenc (1999): lllusions and Realities, Szombathely, Savaria University Press;

Nagy, J. Endre (1993): Eszme és valosag (Ideals and realities), Budapest-Szombathely, Pesti Szalon;

Nové, Béla (1999): Tény-Soros, Budapest, Balassi;

Ormos, Maria (1992): “A reformtdrekvésekt6l az autondémia felszamolasaig” (Science under communism),
in: Magyar Tudomany, Vol. 37, No. 9, 1051-1060;

Paczolay, Péter and Szabo, Maté (1996): A politikatudomany kialakulasa (The development of political
science), Budapest, Korona;

Quigley, Kevin F. (1997): “George Soros: The Leader of the Band”, in:. For Democracy’s Sake. Foundations
and Democracy Assistance in Central Europe, Quigley, Kevin F. (ed.), Washington-Baltimore,
Woodrow Wilson Center Press and The Johns Hopkins Press, 87-103;

Réz, Pél et.al. (1991): Bibo emlékkonyv I-1I (Homage 4 Bibo), Budapest-Bern, Szazadvég-EMPSZ;

Schlett, Istvan (1987): Edtvés Jozsef, Budapest, Gondolat;

Schlett, Istvan (1996, 1999): 4 magyar politikai gondolkodas torténete I-II (The history of Hungarian
political thougt), Budapest, Korona;

Stark, David and Bruszt, Laszl6 (1998): Postsocialist Pathways, Cambridge (Mass.), Cambridge University
Press;

Szabo, Maté (1992): 4 politikatudomany helyzete (The state of political science), in: Magyarorszag politikai
évkonyve, Kurtan, Sandor, Sandor, Péter and Vass, Laszld (eds.), Budapest, Demokracia Kutatasok
magyar K6zpontja.-Economix, 232-242;

Szabo, Maté (1996a): “Politikwissenschaft in Ungarn®, in: Politikwissenschaft. Geschichte und Entwicklung
in Deutschland und Europa, Lietzmann, Hans J. and Bleek, Wilhelm (eds.), Miinchen-Wien, Oldenbourg
Verlag, 314-385;

Szabo, Maté (ed.) (1996b): The Challenge of Europeanization in the Region, Budapest, HPS IPS HAS;

Szalai, Erzsébet (2000): “Vita a tudas és az értelmiség tarsadalmi szerepérél (Elet és Trodalom)” (Discussion
on knowledge and itellectuals), in: Ezredvalté dilemmdk Magyarorszagon, Szalai, Erzsébet (ed.),
Budapest, Uj Mandatum, 98-238;

Szilagyi, Sandor (1999): A Hétf5i Szabadegyetem (The Free University) Budapest, Uj Mandatum;

Szoboszlai, Gyorgy (ed.) (1991): Democracy and Political Transformation, Budapest, Hungarian Political
Science Association;

Szoboszlai, Gyorgy (ed.) (1982): Studies in the field of political science in Hungary, Budapest, Hungarian
Political Science Association;



274 Mateé Szabo

Szoboszlai, Gyorgy (ed.) (1992): Flying Blind. Emerging Democracies in East-central Europe, Budapest,
Hungarian Political Science Association;

Toka, Gabor (ed.) (1995): The 1990 Election to the Hungarian National Assembly, Berlin, Edition Sigma;

Toka, Gabor and Enyedi, Zsolt (eds.) (1999): Elections to the Hungarian National Assembly 1994, Berlin,
Edition Sigma;

Toéka, Gabor, Kitschelt, Herbert, Mansfeldova, Zdenka and Markowski, Radek (1999): Post-Communist Party
Systems, Cambridge (Mass.), Cambridge University Press;

Tdékés, Rudolf (1988): Politikatudomany Magyarorszagon az 1980-as években (Political science in Hungary
in the eighties), in: Szazadvég,No. 6-7, 16-37;

Tokés, Rudolf (1996): Hungary’s Negotiated Revolution. Economic Reform, Social Change and Political
Succession 1957-1990, Cambridge (Mass.), Cambridge University Press;

Wiatr, Jerzy J. (1980): 4 politikai viszonyok szociologiaja (Sociology of politics), Budapest, Kossuth.



