
I am uploading Eugene Helimski’s review of my 1984 book Toward Proto-Nostratic to clarify 
my reaction to it and to answer a recent statement published by several Russian authors that I 
continue to ignore the concerns raised by Helimski in my subsequent work.  The answer is easy:  
I disagreed with most of Helimski’s review when it was published (in 1987) and still do.   
 
Some of the criticisms raised by Helimski fall into the category of “straw man arguments”.  To 
quote Wikipedia:  “A straw man is a common form of argument and is an informal fallacy based 
on giving the impression of refuting an opponent's argument, while actually refuting an 
argument that was not advanced by that opponent. One who engages in this fallacy is said to be 
‘attacking a straw man’.”   
 
Another problem with the review is “cherry picking”.  Again, quoting Wikipedia:  “Cherry 
picking, suppressing evidence, or the fallacy of incomplete evidence is the act of pointing to 
individual cases or data that seem to confirm a particular position, while ignoring a significant 
portion of related cases or data that may contradict that position. It is a kind of fallacy of 
selective attention, the most common example of which is the confirmation bias. Cherry picking 
may be committed intentionally or unintentionally. This fallacy is a major problem in public 
debate.” 
 
In those (relatively few) cases where I felt Helimski raised legitimate concerns, I have made the 
appropriate corrections in subsequent works. 
 
Helimski’s review follows. 
 

Allan R. Bomhard 
19 January 2017  

 










