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The Study of National Literature in Hungary
	The political nation building process launched by the liberal nobility in the early 19th century necessitated (like elsewhere in emerging ‘national’ societies) as a basic ideological ingredient of cultural self-assertion two interconnected initiatives: linguistic modernization and the invention of ‘national literature’. The latter involved the scholarly canonization of the literary past as well as its contemporary heroes : the best known among these were two poets Sándor Petőfi (1823-1849) and János Arany (1817-1882) and several novelists, among them the prolific Mór Jókai (1825-1904). They contributed to the definition of Magyardom, the ‘national character’ stressing its populist or peasant component.  
	Historic context at birth

	Hence early attempts at the institutional support of these endeavors, facilitated by the upgrading of the University of Budapest and the ‘systematization’ of secondary education (especially after its imperial reform in 1849) as well as the foundation (1825) of the Academy of Sciences (HAS). Parallel with the public efforts to promote literary studies as a discipline, private initiatives were also important due to strong scholarly personalities as Ferenc Toldy (1805-1875) and Pál Gyulai (1826-1909), both holding chairs of literary history at the Faculty of Arts and Sciences in Budapest. Already in the early Vormärz the Kisfaludy society (1836) was born as a representative, self-recruiting circle of authors and literary scholars, serving till the mid-20th century as a quasi-official vehicle of the definition of mainstream literary values. In 1876 a Petőfi Literary Society began its monthly meetings to popularize the contemporary national literature. 

Following principles of empirical positivism inspired from France and Germany, the first chair in Europe of comparative literary studies was founded at the Arts Faculty of Kolozsvár since 1882, with an equally first multi-lingual journal Acta Comparationis Litterarum Universarum (1877-1888) edited by Hugo Meltzl (1846-1908). By the turn of the century literary studies established their firm institutional basis both in academe and outside. A major organ started to be published in 1891 Communications of literary history. In 1911 a Hungarian Society of Literary History was also born with a journal of its own : Literary History (1912). 
The dominant personality of the discipline in the first part of the 20th century was János Horváth (1878-1961), starting young as a professor of the Eötvös College (the Hungarian Ecole Normale), later (1923-1948) holding the chair at the Arts Faculty of Budapest. Inspired by the French positivism, he combined fine tuned literary criticism with long term overviews of the changing literary landscape. Though a national conservative in matters literary, he was the first to recognize in a book (1909) the stylistic revolution of the poet Endre Ady (1877-1919) as well as the new literary generation around him. 

	Early initiatives of professionalization in the long 19th century

	The early 20th century saw the emergence of avant-garde modernity in the conception of literature and its production as demonstrated in the flagship of he movement Nyugat /West/ (1908-1940)  around – among others – the poet and learned literary historian Mihály Babits (1883-1941). Thanks to his authority as a modernist poeta doctus, he was appointed as university professor under the communist Republic of Councils in 1919, a nomination automatically cancelled in the counter-revolutionary Christian Regime. The young Georg Lukács (1885-1971), member of several liberal and later radical intellectual circles like the Thalia theatre society (1904-1908), the informal Sunday discussion circle (1915-1918), published his first studies, among them the impressive Theorie des Romans (1916).
The political regime change in 1919 contributed to the further parting of ways between national conservatives (now often tainted by anti-Semitism) and modernists à la Nyugat (funded and initially edited by Jews), though not completely at first. On the conservative side the new organs were the Minerva society’s journal Minerva (1922-1940) with an anti-positivist scholarly program in the line of the German Geistesgeschichte and Napkelet /East/ (1923-1940) linked to János Horváth and his new Hungarian Literary Society (1923), in opposition to Nyugat. New authoritative histories of the national literature and the canonized (mostly West European) ‘world literature’ were published besides Horváth by the conservative Jenő Pintér (1881-1940), the modernist-liberal Antal Szerb (1901-1945) and Mihály Babits.
In the 1930s the complex network of relations in the literary field was passably politicized and remodeled by the emerging division of the Christian Regime’s political opposition. They straddled between the West oriented ‘urban’ sector (with heavy participation of Jewish and leftist authors, critics and scholars) publishing among other reviews in Szép szó (Beautiful word – 1936-1939) around the poetic genius Attila József (1905-1938), opposed to their ‘populist’ counterparts, preoccupied above all with  the misery of the poor peasantry (the ‘three million beggars’), clustered in the review Válasz (Response – 1934-1938). The ensuing nazi type anti.Jewish legislation exacerbated this opposition, traces of which being identifiable even in communist times.
After the suppression of Nyugat, the allegedly ‘populist’ poet Gyula Illyés (1902-1981) succeeded to launch Magyar Csillag Hungarian star – 1941-1944) maintaining the balanced liberal policies of its predecessor.

	The crisis of the early 20th century, the revolutions of 1918-19 and the Christian Regime in the rump state (till 1945)

	The transition period to communism (1945-1948) was a new start in the discipline. Its academic protagonists were submitted to sever control of their earlier political commitments and purges attained the radically reformed HAS as well, though János Horváth could retire with a state prize in 1948. Stalinism imposed its ritualized doctrine on literary history as well, combining elements of archaic nationalism (epitomized in the communist catchphrase : “Petőfi is our flag !”) with mandatory Marxist-Leninist interpretation of literature as a central part of the ‘cultural superstructure’ of societies, based on economic relationships and class struggles. The enforced ideological censorship made nevertheless possible the survival of the discipline in academe (both in secondary and higher education), unlike several other SSH study branches. In fact via intensive (and costly) policies of cheap publications, popularization of favored authors and works in factories, reading circles, prearranged meeting of authors and publics, as well as the multiplication of libraries and easy access of even popular strata to theatres, etc. Literate culture was an important vehicle of the regime’s ideological message and narcissistic self-assertion, together with the expansion and formal democratization of schooling.  This included the reinterpretation of literary history following often trivialized pseudo-Marxist principles. But it led to an historically unprecedented extension of publication activities and book circulation, sponsored by exclusive state agencies. Following national statistics, the circulation of literary books grew by eight times from 1938 to 1960, though the number of books published was oscillating around the same average. 
As to institutional developments, most of the literary forums of the old regime were abolished or replaced by new ones by 1949. Some old journals were ceased to be published for several years after 1948, only to resume publication after 1956 or in the 1960s. The regime created its new journals, notably the Csillag (Star – 1947) published by the recently founded Association of Hungarian Writers (1945) where literary scholars were also admitted, securing some social benefits to authors. The same Association started to edit Nagyvilág  (The world outside - 1956) dedicated to the presentation of foreign literatures. In 1957 Kortárs /Contemporary/ appeared. The Petőfi-Jókai House (1909) became Petőfi Literary Museum and transferred with new functions into the palace of the aristocratic Károlyi family in Budapest (1957). In January of the ominous year 1956 a Hungarian Institute of Literary History - directed by two younger scholars, István Sőtét (1913-1988) and the medievalist Tibor Klaniczay (1923-1992), was founded by the HAS and established in the former premises of the Eötvös College (that had been abolished in 1949). These institutions contributed to maintain the tradition of erudition in the discipline in spite of its ideological constraints.  
Since the discipline was invested with a high stake in the ideological battle field of the regime, its big debates were amply publicized, much beyond  the circles of specialists. Both the critical discussion of recent works by Georg Lukács or the novelist Tibor Déry (1894-1974) turned around the right way of applying the official Marxist canon to literary creation or the interpretation of literature. Both authors will be implicated in the 1956 revolution, Lukács deported to Romania for accepting a ministerial post in the revolutionary government, Déry jailed for anti-regime activities (both at an advanced age). Many communist writers (especially Jews, like those cited) reverted to an anti-regime stance in 1956 and suffered heavy prison sentences.  


	1945-1964 - Stalinism, anti-communist uprising and its aftermath

	Although censorship started to be eased in the aftermath of 1956, the real détente arrived in the mid 1960s only. The amnesty (1964) of ‘those of 1956’ brought about a new situation with enlarged liberty of professional activities, debates and contacts, including with the literary world outside.
 The pressure to publish (and take for an ideal) Soviet-Russian contemporary authors was relaxed almost immediately after 1956. While in 1952 some 73 % of foreign books in Hungary were translated in from Russian and other ‘socialist’ languages, by 1957 already this proportion fell to 25 %, according to official statistics. The reception of contemporary Western literature reached high proportions and became almost unrestricted later, following the slogan postulated by the Party secretary Kádár : ‘Those who are not against us are with us’, reversing the former Stalinist statement : ‘Those who are not with us are against us’. In none of the other SSH disciplines was this principle more amply applied than in literary studies. 
The discipline became thus open to contemporary Western trends of the interpretation of literature like structuralism, text centered analysis,         
From the 1970s Hungarian professors of the discipline could give courses with official assignments in various Western universities on Hungarian literature (Paris, Rome and elsewhere). The HAS Institute started in 1964 the publication of a new, multi-volume History of Hungarian Literature
Among prominent contemporary scholars engaged in the management of the field of literary studies István Király ( 1921-1989) and Miklós Szabolcsi (1921-2000) may be mentioned – both close to the powerful Party boss for artistic affairs György Aczél (1917-1991).
	cc. 1964-1989, the phase of ‘liberalization’ of the Party-state’

	The negotiated transition to democracy generated similar developments in the field of literary studies as in other SSH. There was a general growth of enrollments in higher education in the discipline together with an unprecedented decentralization and diversification of trends, activities and cluster-formation, together with new journals and publishing houses. In 1993 PhD was introduced with the foundation of doctoral schools, whereby the discipline came third (with a doctoral school staff of 333) among SSH study branches in terms of size after Economics and History. By 2010 some 61 % of the staff of doctoral schools in literary studies held a PhD (without other degrees), As a consequence the grant of the academic degree ‘candidature’ was suspended by 2003. 

Literary studies remained among the most important branch of the SSH throughout the communist and post-communist period. 12 % of all SSH doctoral school staffs, 11,9 % of all having published studies in the SSH (following the records of the Budapest Municipal Library), 10 % of all candidates and 13 % of academic doctors were active in the discipline.
As to feminization, the discipline showed a somewhat higher proportion of women by the end of the period than the average. Among academic doctors 12,5 % were women (as against the SSH average of 13,3 %), among candidates 28,4 % (against the SSH average of 24,2 %) and among doctoral staffs as much as 36,5 % (against the SSH average of 29,2 %). This is the rather well known pattern with the highest level of feminization among the younger generation of professionals and those holding lower academic qualifications. 
	after the fall of Communism in 1989
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