Ofiental Institute
University of Chicage
Chicago 37, Illinois
February 15, 1956

ala Universitet
At4f8 Professor Torgny Segerstedt
Uppsala, Sweden ’

Dear S8irs

By letter of December 3,°1955, yeu honored
me by entrusting mé with the function of 'cpooiai adviser in assesé-
sing the work in Assyrielogy™ of two of the applicants for the chair

" of Semitic languages, namely Docents Alfred Ossian Haldar and Gustav
Frithiof Rundgren, Herewith I fulfill this highly responsible assign-
ment, I t say in advance, however, that I cannot completely sepa-
rate my Jufigment of this particular aspect of these candidates from
that of their persepality and schelarship as = whole. My Judgment is
based, as to Mr, HEMdar, on four books, three articles (ene of them
umpublished and never meant to be publishked), and three reviews; as
to Mr. Rundgren, on one bdok, two published articles, and three un-

P shed articles which are, however, cbviomsly intended to be pub-

l4shed. .

I do not hesitate te tell you that Mr. Rund-
gren is by far more gifted than Mr, HE s @4lthough his domain seems
to be limited by comparison with the broad field commanded by Mr.
Haldar, and although his talents all go in one direction, the so-called
Sprachwissenschaft, As to Mr, Rundgren's "work in Assyrielogy" 1
would limit myself to one sentence: he is no Assyriologist and does
not claim te be an Assyriologist. The lattér fact gives him a moral
superiority over his competiter, who claims to be an Assyriologist
and is not, Mr. Rundgren uses the Akkadian language many times in

- his books and articles, but he only hevers over the grammar as Ged

. d4d over the waters, ﬁ. has no intimate knowledge of this language
vhatsoever, as he showed especially in his treatment-of the ‘Akkadian
$=form. Perhaps his acquaintance with the Ethipoic dialects is a
little better, . '

A It is the claim of the Sprachwissenschaft teo
make discoveries, without really understynding any langusge, by the
so~called comparative method, the only form of thinking of which Mr,
Rundgren disposes, The conviction that it is unnecessary to under-
stand a language in order to make 'comparisons of this kind is common
to all Sprachwissenschaftler, Mr, Rundgren is very eptimisticsabout
the prospects of these comparisons, which he bases by preference en
the fifferent dialects of Ethippic with the inclmsion also of what Ame
termed the Hamito-Cushitic (African) group, I am extremely doubtful
of the prospects of discovering any truth in this way. As a matter of
fact the conceptions Ur-semitisch and even Ur-semito-hamitisch are
very vague, #nd remain ill-defined and uninvestigated to this day,



oo The atomizing of a language by isolating
_ Bo=-called deictic elements which jump from nouns verbs, from
-prefixes to suffixes, is in my eyes a by-passed stage of linguistics,
;Although Mr. Rundgren quotes Trubetskoy twice in his book, he is
still completely addicted to the old Sprachwissenschaft which has ne
conception of structure or Gestalt, and uses a simply additive methed
to reconstruct older stages of a language in a pursly hypethetical
way, The prototypes of M. Rundgren are Bauer, Brotkelmann, Christian,
and his teabher Nyberg, DBut for the latter twe, being philologists,
the construvtive SprachwissensiBhaft was enly more or less of a hobby,
vhereas Mr, Rundgren means to have founded a new field of truth-detect-
ion, It is easy tp predict that, as Brockelmann changed his basic views
" three times during his life, so Mr, Rundgren, having ripened, will also

 "shsngen all these oversophisticated analogies and hypotheses on which

his grammatical and etymological comparisons are based,
. o ) At the momént he destroys in his book the
~ very bases on which all Semiticists agree, namely, the equation of
" Zthippic Eggg_:_r_ with' Akkadian ikassad, the parallels found in the
Cushitic Ianguages for the Akkadlan sulfix -is and the Akkadian

Bative suffix, and the ngtural and gehsrally agtepted derivation of
Akkadian' assym from ana swa, For him both ikessad and the Akkadian
_dative gpdJasnuffixes are examples of "innerakkadische Entwicklung®,
while assum Is & compound of two or thrwe assumed deictic elements, He
. goes 80 far as to split even Semitic SM (name) into two deictic glements,
entirely ignoring the fact fhat Sumerian, which has mu = ,es =3 @
corresponding to Akkadian assum,atrictly contradicts his audacious
‘etymologies, : T ' . :

I can censider all this only as a game without
foundation in reality, which does no harm but is not taken seriously
by anyone. The derivation of Akkadian summa from a spurious Akkadian
‘demonstrative element su + ma, though advanced first by a serious scholar
like Speiser, I cannot rate higher than the @kamples just quoped. In
this case, paradoxically enough, Mr. HAldai, derided by Mr. Rundgren,
has hit on the truth, namel¥ the equation of Akkadian swmma with Ugaritic
hm, Hebrew *im, etc, Without denying the great talents and the wonder-
Ti mental aghlity of Mr, Rundgren, I can énly pity the studiats who
will learn from him no more than the usual hypétheses about the so-called
Lautschieberei and neck-breaking etymolégies, o

- As to Mr, Haldar, I have already charged him
_with pretending more than he represents by cilling himself an Assyrio-
logist, There are three contributions, two published and une unpub-
lished, in which Mr, Haldar has comiitted himself in our field. One is
the edition of an 0ld Babylonian letter (Bibliotheca Orientalis X 1k);
~ By checking the accémpanying photegraph of this ¢ let, it 18 easy to
discover more than a dozen elementary mimreadingsaand mistranslatiens,
The second is an unpublished treatment of some of the easiest 0ld Baby-
lanian letters and contracts availablejwh#iMoubt if any periedical
‘would publish this - I would net accept’it even as a Master's thesis
because of uncounted elementary mistakes. The third is a translation
" of shmmilaw}ionian Epic of Creation into Swedish, Here Mr. Haldar clatms
that, in three cases, he advanced the regdings by cellations in the

He even teaches Poebel Sumerian in erder to get rid of Akkadian i_i_;_.



British Museun, readinfs “sstablished by such meetddent copyists as
Delitzasch and {- W, King., If we check these passages it is evident
that, in the case of I 36, Delitzsch's reading (el-li-ti[m-ma]; cf.

‘ [ol-n-ti}m in KAR 317:&) is to be preferred t¢ Haldar's (ellitemma,
‘based on BM 45528), while, in the case of Iv 11 and 30, Haldar's
_readings, theugh :lngnnions s &re pmod impossible by the new Sultém
‘!’opc duplicates,

Mr, Haldar never was trained in Assyriclogy,
etherwise he would have learned this language deppite all its diffi-
culties, But the bad thing is not that he dees not the langaage but
‘that he pretends to know it, for thereby he threatens the moral basis
of a university. How can he knew Akkadian? In his first velume

(Asseciations of Cult P”_x_'@ots, P. .¥) he thanks Professor Widengren

- for teac = guage, but I wonder whence the latter's com-

petence? Then he .pmt some time with Mr, Goetze in Yale (see his

"Some 01ld Babylonian Letters”), but the fruit of his work there we

have already assessed above, Yet Mis self-confidence goes so far

that he dares to critidige the Akkadian Orammar of W, von Seden, a man

whe spent decades of the most penetrating study before he published

this book, It is true thét Mr, Haldar, from his very limited hwlodgo

of Uld Babylonian letters, contributed two additions te ven Seden, whe

is too concise to ge inte all detdils, But in criticising him he com-

mitted the mest incredible blunders, especially when he tries to teach

m Soden that ma is & ueond person singular preterite from
%’ P. 128), vhereas it is in fact & second persen
ag is g any deubt by the other.verbs in this letter,

and thareforo clearly a perfect from p_ag !lw can anyone feel so
ult-confidont, bcing 8o weak?

. _But these three coutributd.ms made by Mr, Hal-
dar to our field are miner in comparison with the many eccasions en
whixh he has used Akkadian for compariscns, Here he relies tetally, as
did ¥Mr, Rundgren f@v grammar, en secend-pand infermation, and imn this
respeot the twe scholars ars the same! dﬁm is what fits xy theery.
Whether it be an utterance of Bezeld's diting from jhe nineties, a trans-
lation ef Witzel or Langden, or the newest preducts ef the methedical
scholarship ef & vem Soden or a Falkenstein, all is on the same level.
Quotation is the mgin instrument, and it is used in the mest arbitrary
way. We can only state that Mr, Baldar adds te his quotation his owm
analysis of a problem, and is in this respect superier to My, Rundgren,
whese approach in these cases is purecly "histerical®"., That is, the
latter quotes the most diverse authorithes, all the way frem H:I.tlig to
ven Soden, and lifts his quetations eut eof thiir contexts,

In his own way, hevever, Mr. Hlldar is quite
as old-fashiened as Mr, Rundgrem and his Sprachwissenschaft, As the
latter's vague reconstructiens take ne account of medern linguistics,
se the foremr's conceptions of histery, especially histery ef culturs,
are hopelessly eutdated, The old pan-Babyfeniadism of Zimmern, regarded
as dead and superseded by structural analyses and the dectrine of Eigen-
bdgrigflichkeit, is still quite alive in the school to wtnch Mr, Haldar
adheres. Comparison to him means showing net the skl ) V
bhé ebiky the similarities between - tho Semites! TRhmsfor mh, tho
concept of mae (in Sumerian) % adian) is cgo of th:aﬁst

in Akk
1 "gizen I yridlogy.
5‘5& §rcm ese ﬁzﬂbs%flﬁaldar makes no erfort t«o study the respective




semantic ranges of these terms, their mutual differences, or their
phenomenology, and he contributes nothing new to their philelogical
‘elucidation., And, strange te say, he makes Semites out of the Sumeri-
ans; The craft ef hepatescepy or exstispicy fall_acc@rding te Mr,
. Haldar into the sphere of the aem; ‘the Akkadian ba;'u is a priest
belonging te a temple comumnit.y Associatians of ¢ hets amo!
gy e e G U D S S
once more to make of the Semites a cultural unity, and to peduce to a
common denominator the theudands of years old Sumerian culbure with
the desert spirit of the Arabs and the original religion of Israel.
It is true, Mr., Haldar belongs to & scheel and is net the enly ene
who indulges in comparisons of this kind, But he ait least should
have avoided the temptatien to use widely diachronic material for es-
tabl:lshing a point. . Instead he has fallen squarcly into this trap
n§hout his werks, even using p¥e-Sargenic lexical lists (ibid.

a class of texts which is prior te and utterly different Frem
the min traditien of Sumero-Akkadian schelarship, and has up to new
defied all attempts at penetratien, tegether with the mere than twe
thousand years youn(ar material from Nineveh,

Imutrm]y serry not to be able to give
ny wholo—haarud roéomcndathn te either of the two candidates, Teo
sum up, Mr, Rundgren has & brilliant but \mdiaciplined mind, isolated
from the latest developments in linguistics; Mr, Haldar has a preofound
knowledge of Second~hand sources and a very good methedical approach,
but he disterts fadts by his devetiem to the theroughly antiquated
pan-Babylonistic and Fragserian schedls. Mr, Haldar is net unwerthy to
receive this chair in a university with an old tradstion of scientific
solifiity, but enly on the condition that he absolutely renounce his
claim to be an Assyrielegist, Otherwise you would be appeinting a
quack pretending to be a docter,

With that I have cmied out your commissien
to the best of my knowledge and censcience., If any further questions
sheuld arise, I am ready to answer them in order to help beth yeur
Univmity and my diaciplino.

Very faithfully yours,

B, landsberger
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