
1

Eötvös Loránd Tudományegyetem

Bölcsészettudományi Kar

Doktori Disszertáció tézisei

Pál Zoltán

Politikai döntéselőkészítés és valóságismeret a Kádár-korban.

Az MSZMP KB Társadalomtudományi Intézete (1966–1989)

Történelemtudományi Doktori Iskola. Vezető: Dr. Erdődy Gábor DSc, egyetemi tanár

Modernkori Magyarország Doktori Program. Vezető: Dr. Varga Zsuzsanna DSc, 
egyetemi tanár

A bizottság tagjai és tudományos fokozatuk:

Elnök: Dr. Izsák Lajos, professor emeritus

Felkért bírálók: Dr. Bartha Eszter, habilitált egyetemi docens

Dr. Csizmadia Ervin, egyetemi docens

Titkár: Dr. Sipos Balázs, habilitált egyetemi docens

Tagok: Dr. Simon István, főlevéltáros

Dr. Földes György, címzetes egyetemi tanár (póttag)

Dr. Takács Róbert, tudományos munkatárs (póttag)

Témavezető és tudományos fokozata:

Dr. Varga Zsuzsanna DSc, egyetemi tanár

Budapest, 2018.



2

1.Thematic concept

The dissertation deals with a special research place of socialist Hungary, the Social 

Science Research Institute (SSRI) of the Central Committee of the Hungarian Socialist 

Worker’sParty (HSWP), and it also deals with the Institution’s role in the preparation of 

politica ldecisions. Researches about the history of Hungary between 1945 and 1990 have 

already explicitly analyzed the transformation of Hungarian social science life after the Soviet 

example, and the history of science institutions after 1956. The researchers emphasized the 

slack of ideologically chains and the parallel professionalization. But the Hungarian historians 

dealt little with the interactions between the science workplaces and the communist sphere of 

power yet. Most of the publications presented the adversarial/controversial relations of some 

scholars and the politicians, based mostly on sources of the state authorities or the history of 

law. Against this, in mywork, I have tried to answer the question, the Kádár Regime why 

decided to establish the SSRI? Which were the expectations to the Institute, were they change 

after years? Which were the characteristics of the researches? How changed the 

maneuverability of the Insitute in the variable political wind, and how the researchers could 

actuate to the politicans? What was the role of the directors of the SSRI in this interaction? 

Although I have been interested mainly in the preparation of decisions, I have also tried to 

schematically present how state organizations could put the solutions suggested by the 

researchers into practice.

2. The structure of the dissertation

I have divided my work into three bigger parts. In Chapter I, I have tried to present the 

connections between modern social sciences and policy, and the theoretical background of 

scientifical preparation of decisions. Besides I have sketched the history of connections 

between the leaders of the Hungarian Socialist regime and the social scientists, and the history 

of some scientific background institutions of the party state, with the history of the Central 

Committee’s institutions (Institution of Party History, Political Academy). The reason for this 

was that I think it is important for us to see the institutional forcefield where the SSRI had to 

work. In Chapter II, I have reviewed the history of the Social Science Research Institute, with 

the research projects, and the international relations of the SSRI. In Chapter III I have tried to 

present the role of the scholars in the preparation process of decisions by describing three 

research projects (researches about the workingclass, the youth, and the socialdemocracy).
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3.Sources of the dissertation

The history of the Social Science Research Institute is well documented because it was 

one of a central institute, researchplace of the HSWP. Now the documents made by the Social 

Research Institute of the HSWP is guarded in the M Section of the National Archive of 

Hungary, in two groups inside the 904. fond. In Group 1, we can find documents about the 

operation of the Institution, and in Group 2, there are the documents of research projects. The 

Fond 904 was my researches' main source base. I have also used the documents created by the 

Secretary, Central and Political Committee, Agitation and Propaganda Committee, Class and 

Class of Party and Mass Organizations of the Central Committee of the HSWP in the National 

Archives of Hungary.

There are documents about the Social Science Research Insitute in the City Archives 

of Budapest too because the party organizations in the city were often in close communication 

with the HSWP-institutions located in Budapest. I was able to use the registers of the 

conferences and of the committee and the executive committee of the Budapest Committee of 

HSWP for my researches. I have found important sources to my work in some county 

archives (Heves and Nógrád County Archives of the National Archives of Hungary). The 

documents of the Coordination Committee of Social Sciences (guarded in the National 

Archives)  were used to understand the socialscience life and science political background 

under socialist period. I have got information about the life and carrier, and the years in the 

SSRI of scholars in the sources of Academical Archives and in my interviews with former 

associates.

4. Achievements of the dissertation

I have tried to present (on a macro level) the structure of preparation of decisions, in 

which the SSRI was placed by the party leaders. I have analysed three bigger research 

projects in greater detail: the projects about the working class, the youth, and the social 

democracy. The utilization of the scientist’s results was various, and it influenced by the 

period of the research as well. The surveying of the working-class was conducted under the 

period of New Economical Mechanism (1968–1972) when reformative thinking gained 

popularity ground in the circles of scholars and politicians. This period was advantageous for 

the sociologists to bring their advice to the decision-makers, and the politicians in the party 

headquarter really needed their conclusions. After a decade, when the scholars made their 
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researches about the youth, fewer suggestions got across the power’s filters to the higher 

partyleadership. The most important reason was that the upper class of the regime couldn’t 

really change; although the party apparatus became professional in the 1970–1980s. The old 

communist leaders were rigidly attached to the ideological thesis of the regime. Some of the 

older leaders couldn’t or maybe didn’t really want to understand the social researchers. Even 

if they were informed about the problems, some principles were unquestionable (for example 

protecting the industrial labour class and the traditional manufacturing industry, raising the 

standard of living, the one-party system, fellowship with the Soviet Union), and this basically 

influenced the preparation of decision-making. Researches about social democracy were 

observably affected the rising reformists and younger party leaders in the 1980s; they could 

use the researches of the SSRI to gain deeper understanding of the ideologies and politicians 

of Western left movements. But the real advantages of this project could only be exploited in 

the 1990s.

The Social Science Research Institute made many proposals, analyses for the party 

leaders, who often didn’t accept them, because their of political-ideological bonds. Those 

open-minded politicians (for example István Huszár, Rezső Nyers, Lajos Fehér, Jenő Fock, 

Imre Pozsgay etc.) who often consulted with the social scientists were in leading positions 

only for a short time, and even if they were, the actual international and national situations 

were not suitable for them. But the period of the preparation of new economic mechanism 

was a unique period when János Kádár also convinced about the the accuracy of the reform. 

In that period, it seemed like the politicians could collaborate with the social scientists. 

However, in the period of ’conservative half-turn’ (1972–1978) the researches were strictly 

controlled again in those years the political and scientific spheres were divided again. The 

prestige of social scientists in the eyes of the party leaders increased only in the last years of 

the socialist regime. They were in great numbers to handle the crisis. But that was too late: 

after 1988, the scholars generally worked not for the reformation of the regime, but for the 

change of it.

Originally, the leaders of the party state tried to break the monopoly of Sociological 

Research Institute of the Academy, because it played a leading role in Hungarian sociology. 

With the SSRI, under the Party’s Central Committee, the government wanted to employ a 

loyal scientist guard, which was committed to the policy of HSWP. This attempt failed, 

moreover, after a few years a critical intellectual attitude was rising against the socialist 

system in the Insitute, which became increasingly stronger after years. Although inside the 
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barriers, the SSRI could help the work of the Party, indirectly it weakened the dictatorship by 

promoting and operating the sociology and political sciences, because it took part in some 

kind of ’westernization,’ by the collateral helping the inner political reforms.

The research confirmed that the Social Science Research Institute was the only 

institute of the Central Committee, which perfectly fit into the group of reform workshops of 

the Kádár-era. It seems like that the Institute was one of the most important, most known 

reform research workplace, thanks to its great infrastructural qualities (a well-selected staff, 

good salary, library with many modern international books, opportunities to build connections 

with Western scholars etc.) and its intellectual freedom (free discussion boards inside the 

Institution, minimal magisterial control thanks to the party institute aspect, opportunities for 

reading samizdat etc.). Moreover, the reason of the Institution’s popularity in the circle of the 

Hungarian opposition and intellectuals was that the sociology lost many of its earlier 

popularity (among others thanks to the ’conservative half-turn’), and the economic and 

political sciences took over its critical role and attitude from the 1980s. These two sciences 

(and partly the terms of jurists) characterised the Hungarian oppositional discussion in the 

1980s, and the SSRI, as an interdisciplinary workplace, and as one of the bases of political 

sciences, could become one of the intellectual initiatives of Regime Change. (The statement in 

public speaking and sometimes in the press, which suggested that the Regime Change was 

’planned’ in the Institute, cannot be verified by sources. This wrong assumption probably was 

born under the party political fights in the 1990s, and served political interests.)

Similarly to the other reform-supporter scientific institutions, the SSRI also could 

create relatively free research circumstances for its employees, because the directors could 

always assure the maintenance of the Institutions’ relatively autonomy. If the scholars of the 

SSRI – and the other reform workplaces – did not openly break the ideological taboos, they 

could work relatively calm (but they had to often endure the censoring of their writings, even 

in the 1980s too.) Although, the leadership of the Institute had to discharge a worker (Mihály 

Csákó) because his ’oppositional activity’ once, there were lots of scholars in the SSRI who 

were at least suspicious in the eyes of the conservative politicians of the HSWP. But they 

didn’t have to change their job, thanks to the directors (Sándor Lakos, István Huszár, György 

Aczél). Lakos carefully and tactically selected his staff members, accurately controlled the 

publications of his subordinates, not to get the attention of impatient leaders of the party 

headquarters. István Huszár, who already had experiences in managing a reform workplace 

(because he was the director of the Central Statistical Office) had a good relationship network, 
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so he could easily protect his scholars. It can be even more accurately said about György 

Aczél, who directed the SSRI in a period, when the highest political leadership less and less 

wanted (and could) to interfere with the life of a scientific workplace. It has to be added that a 

status in a party institution meant a kind of protection in itself for the workers against the 

harassments of the authorities.

The SSRI made many progressive, worthy scientific researches. There is no doubt, 

from the point of science history, the Institution was the most valuable organization among 

the scientific institutions of the HSWP. It mediated the ideas of many important Western 

scholars to Hungary, whose works were prohibited or could only be published censored or 

shortened in Hungarian. Moreover, the SSRI – as many memoirs say – was a special 

interdisciplinary workplace, it helped many scholars to great scientific achievements. The 

interdisciplinarity is also remarkable because the Social Science Research Institution kept its 

heterogeneous nature during its operation, in spite of that the Hungarian science was not at all 

interdisciplinary before 1989. Real sociological results and valuable analyses came out from 

the Institution’s interdisciplinary workplace, from the hands of the well-selected, well-trained 

scholars. Many scholars cite their writings today. Many active scholars started tehir carrier in 

the SSRI, some of them are still working. For them, the Institution gave experience, the 

opportunity for developing and publications, and at last, but not least, international relations. 

Many of them played an important role in the appearance and stabilization of a new science, 

the political science. These were great achievements – compared to the research institutions 

with a parallel profile in other socialist countries.
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