
T H E  O R IEN TA L COM M ITTEE OF T H E  H U N G A R IA N  ACADEMY OF 
SCIENCES ON T H E  CO-OPERATION OF U R A L IC  AND ALTAIC STU D IES

IN  HUNGARY

On 14th December, 1966 th e  Oriental Com m ittee o f  the  HAS under the chair- 
m anship o f Professor L. L igeti discussed the current p roblem s o f the co-operation between 
the U ralic and A ltaic stud ies in  H ungary.

Professor B. K âlm ân in  his report reviewed th e  h isto ry  o f Ural-Altaic studies. 
In  the  firs t period, beginning w ith  Strahlenberg, the  scholars had  no doubts abou t th e  
genetic relationship o f the  U ralic and Altaic languages. The H ungarian  scholars o f th a t  
tim e — H unfalvy, Reguly, Budenz, Munkâcsi and o thers — w orked in th is line. A lthough in 
the  second period there were such em inent scholars as Sauvageot, R äsänen, Fokos- F uchs 
and others, who believed in th e  genetic relarionship the  m a jo rity  o f the scholars were seep- 
tical or even negative. The problem  was made more com plicated by the  fact th a t  while the 
affin ity  o f the Uralic languages seemed beyond doubt, th e  affin ity  o f the A ltaic languages 
was strongly disputed. In  consequence o f the negative a t ti tu d e  tow ards the U ral-A ltaic 
affin ity  and  the growing specialization w ithin th e  science itself the  split between the 
Uralic and A ltaic studies becam e alm ost to ta l. Professor K âlm ân em phasized th a t  th is  
sp lit is harm ful to  bo th  U ralic and  A ltaic studies. A t th e  p resen t stage of developm ent 
o f science it is impossible for one person to  m aster all b ranches and th is makes co-opera- 
tion  all th e  more unevitable. The same trend of co-operation has been also observable 
abroad for some years p as t. In  th e  U nited States and  in  th e  Germ an Federal R epublic, 
for instance Uralic and A ltaic studies are combined in academ ic institu tions, universities 
societies and publications. There can be no doubt th a t  we are  a t  the  beginning o f a  th ird  
period which will be called th e  period of co-operation.

Concerning the  possible fields o f actual co-operation Professor K âlm ân suggested 
th e  following areas o f research:

1. P rim itive historical correspondences between th e  tw o groups irrespective of 
the question of relationship;

2. typological sim ilarities;
3. m utual influences betw een individual U ralic an d  A ltaic languages;
4. geographical term inology and toponim ics in th e  te rr ito ry  inhabited by bo th  

groups;
6. th e  H ungarian language in its historical con tac ts w ith A ltaic languages;
6. co-operation in the  research of pre-history, cu ltu ra l and  physical anthropology, 

folklore, folk-music and  archeology. Professor K âlm ân stressed in conclusion th a t  the  
co-operation has to  be realized bo th  in organizatory a c tiv ity  and  publications.

On behalf o f A lta ists A. Röna-Tas welcomed th e  idea o f cooperation proposed 
by the  Com mittee and by  Professor Kâlm ân. In  his rep o rt he underlined th a t  from  the  
fact th a t  neither the  views aga in st nor those in favour o f th e  U ral-A ltaic affin ity  were 
convincing one should n o t conclude th a t  the problem  is insoluble. There was some kind
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o f  in te rre la tio n  among the  tw o groups and  we have to  s tudy  i t  w hatever i t  was. This is 
th e  com m on basic problem  o f b o th  studies.

T he objective conditions ex is t in  H ungary  for U ral-A ltaic research. The old tra- 
d itio n s , th e  historical profile, th e  connections w ith  the  national studies, th e  relatively 
good access to  the living m a teria l, an d  last b u t n o t least the  favourable po litical and 
soc ia l conditions give H ungarian  U ralic and A ltaic studies a  unique o p p o rtu n ity  to  
c o n tr ib u te  to  the in ternational scientific efforts to  solve th e  problem s o f basic im portance.

W holly  agreeing w ith  th e  proposals o f Professor K âltnân R öna-Tas m entioned 
som e fu rth e r  possible fields w here co-operation is needed:

1. The m utual discussion o f  m ethodological principles and th e ir  lim its in establish- 
ing  lin g u istic  relationship;

2. th e  use of the  facts o f  early  contacts and  la ter borrowings for chronology of 
lin g u is tic  developments;

3. sinoptic research o f ou tside influence (Indo-European, A rabic, Paleo-Asiatic, 
R u ss ia n  etc.) on both groups o f  languages;

4. th e  problems o f su b s tra tu m  and  language-change;
6. research on the  causes o f  typological sim ilarities;
6. problem s of m achine tran sla tio n  from  U ralic to  A ltaic and  vice versa.
A fter a thorough discussion o f  questions o f  principle and organization th e  O riental 

C o m m ittee  o f the HAS adop ted  a  unanim ous resolution to  m ake the  p roper recomen- 
d a tio n s  to  the  Academy. The recom m endations stress the need for fu rth e r organisatory  
effo rts  in  co-ordinating the  U ralic an d  A ltaic studies in H ungary  and  describe th e  views 
o f  th e  Com m ittee on the  sh o rt a n d  long te rm  task s as well as the m ethods to  be persued 
fo r th e ir  realization.

A . Rona-Tae
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