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Philosophy in Hungary 
	Though there individual efforts in Hungary have been amply recorded for the reception of major philosophical messages emanating from Western Europe since the Renaissance, initiatives of serious intellectual exchange about topics philosophical started only at the end of the 17th century via former students in the Netherlands (discussing Descartes) and later. Several authors were engages since the 18th century in discussions of the philosophical statements of the Enlightenment. There were public debates on Kant (in the years 1792-1818) and on Hegel (in 1835-1842) by professors of mostly protestant colleges. The famous figure of political liberalism József Eötvös (1813-1871) made major statements of political philosophy while the ‘lonely polymath’ Samuel Brassai (1800-1897) elaborated on psychological logic.
 Though the latter was professor at the Arts Faculty of Kolozsvár/Cluj and philosophy had always been taught at either the Theology or/and the Arts Faculties of the University of (Buda)Pest, as well as aesthetics, the discipline remained marginal in these faculties for lack of professional employment market of graduates. It was an auxiliary study branch for teacher training only, due to the absence of philosophy instruction in secondary schools (unlike in 19th century France or Germany). A second chair of philosophy was nevertheless founded at the Budapest Faculty in 1880 and a special chair of the history of philosophy in 1895.

This was indeed a period of enhanced public interest for the discipline with further strengthening of its institutional infrastructure. In 1881 two neo-Kantian academics launched the book Collection of Philosophical Authors. A Hungarian Philosophical Review was also born (1981), ceding its function to another journal the Athenaeum in 1892. The appearance of a Hungarian Philosophical Society dates from 1901. The Hungarian Association of Social Sciences (1901), the gathering place of freethinking academic youth, got also engaged in philosophical discussions. Kantian and neo-Kantien conceptions remained dominant in these circles till the end of the old regime in 1945 - before and next to the influx of Marxism in academically mostly marginal or marginalized specialists appearing in the late 1910s.

In the mounting new generation Georg Lukács (1885-1971) and Béla Fogarasi (1891-1959) were initially committed to the German Geistesgeschichte. Both were active with Karl Mannheim ( 1893-1947) in the organization of the informal but famous debating society of thinkers, turning into left radical activists, the Sunday Circle (1915-1918). Historical hindsight regards Béla Zalai (1882-1915) a theoretician of systems, a major unaccomplished figure of the generation. The generation broke up following the war, due essentially to the emigration of most of its members, fleeing the counter-revolutionary backlash of the White Terror and the Christian Regime. Since the 1930s some of them were active in Moscow till 1945.

In the inter-war ‘Christian Regime’ of the post-Trianon rump state the influential professor of the Budapest Arts Faculty Ákos Pauler (1877-1933) was an anti-positivist, theist metaphysician, turned into the canonized academic philosopher.
The philosophical field was mostly occupied by representatives of the Geistesgeschichte, such as Gyula Kornis (1885-1958) or the neo-scholastic cleric Antal Schütz (1880-1953).
None of Hungary’s philosophers reaped international recognition in the old regime outside leftist philosophers of art or esthetes, mostly emigrés close to Georg Lukács, like Arnold Hauser (1882-1978), Frederic Antal (1887-1954) or (the non émigré) Lajos Fülep (1885-1970).
    
	Developments of the pre-socialist regime historical (till 1945)

	The collapse of the old regime swept away most of its philosophical figures, especially during the purges and the reform of academic institutions completed by 1949. Both the historic Philosophical Society and its journal were shut down in 1947 already and committed Marxists authors organized the Stalinist Gleichschaltung of the discipline, whereby orthodox Marxism-Leninism, came to be professed at all levels of education as the universal salvation doctrine. Its representatives were either intellectual ‘converts’, joiners or careerists, like László Mátrai (1909-1983) and the young József Szigeti (1921-2012) or surviving émigrés returning from Moscow, like Lukács or Fogarasi, who obtaining immediately high academic positions. 
The seminar of Lukács at the University of Budapest became a major philosophical workshop, where the master and his disciples often tried to overcome the trivialities of official Marxism. This was enough for ideological watchdogs of the Party hierarchy to condemn the attempt in the infamous ‘Lukács debate’ starting in 1949 and forcing the only internationally recognized and sincerely committed communist thinker first to silence as well as early retirement and – after his formal participation in the 1956 revolutionary government – sending him into temporary Romanian deportation.

The post-1956 scenery comprised both repression and détente in the philosophical field too. In 1957 the Hungarian Academy of Science founded its Philosophical Institute under Fogarasi, later Szigeti, and readmitted the Philosophical Review. In 1960 another journal, Világosság (Light) was founded to promote philosophical studies of religion as initiated by József Lukács (1922-1987). 
With the liberalization of the political regime since the 1970s an intensive professional work could develop in various domains, such as the translation of philosophical classics, the history of the discipline or the philosophical critique of religions.

Georg Lukács’ old and new disciples formed after the return of the master from forced residence the famous circle of initially Marxist, later dissident post-Marxist circle, nicknamed the Budapest School. It included Ágnes Heller (1929-), Ferenc Fehér (1933-1994), Mihály Vajda (1935-), György Márkus (1934-2016) and others. In 1974 The young András Kovács (1947-) edited a samizdat volume marking the final parting of ways with official Marxism in this generation, followed by the temporary or definitive emigration of most of ‘Lukács’ children’. 

The period of emigration produced a number of interesting essays published abroad, often in Hungarian, notably in the Parisian collection Cahiers hongrois. 
	After 1945 – regime change, Stalinism and post-Stalinism (till cc. 1989)

	After the ‘negotiated revolution’, the discipline, like other SSH branches was completely freed from ideological constraints imposed from above. The old Hungarian Philosophical Society was reestablished and a number of new journals offered space for philosophical writings. Some hitherto neglected Western trends, like analytical philosophy, gained a new professional clientele as well as other paradigmatic impulses from the West. Some of Lukács’s ‘grandchildren’ took academic positions like György Bence (1941-2006) at Budapest ELTE or András Kovács and János Kiss (1943-) at the Central European University.
The discipline’s institutional infrastructure evolved, like that of other SSH, by the termination of academic ‘candidacy’ (2003) and the introduction of PhDs (1993) as well as the Bologna system of higher education. 
As an indication of the fact that the reproduction of the discipline rested up to recently in the hand of an ‘old guard’ of scholars, in the majority of the staffs in doctoral schools around 2010 was holding still an academic doctor’s or candidate’s degree : 52 % as against 42 % on average in the SSH. 
Contrary to some Western countries, the discipline remained a modest parcel of the SSH both in terms of its position within intellectual hierarchies, its public impact and the size of its practitioners. It represented 4,5 % of those having published in one of the SSH fields since the 1950s (following the records of the Budapest Municipal Library), 4 % of all doctoral staffs in the SSH around 2010, 5,2 % of all candidates and 6,8 % of academic doctors active since 1950. 

As to feminization, this is still one of the relatively under-developed, male-dominated disciplines, the proportion of women just exceeding the average among academic doctors (14,8 % as against the SSH average of 13,3 %), but lagging below it among candidates (20 % as against the 24 % average in the SSH) and even more among doctoral school staffs (18,5 % against the SSH average of 29 %). 
	Main developments since 1989 
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