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ABSTRACT

The study follows the changes in the picture of the circumstances surrounding the origin of
the Czechoslovak Republic and the course of the day Oct 28, 1918 in Czech history textbooks
from 1920-2013. The changes between the texts from the interwar years and those published
after February 1948 are clear in the degree of attention paid to the activities of the foreign
resistance, the actions of its main representatives, deployment of the Czechoslovak legions,
and the personalities of the domestic resistance. While in the older “Eurozone” works these
themes were given widespread coverage, in the textbooks from the Socialist period certain
facts were reduced to a minimum. Readers were deprived of the names of those who came to
the head of the newly created ‘bourgeois’ state, since the ‘working people’ were identified as
the creators of independence. The textbooks of the last twenty-five years are marked by the
objectivity and balance of the information and themes covered in them; in addition they adopt
a multi-perspective approach. The empirical research confirms that since Oct 28, 1918 was
the beginning of the evaluated period of Czech history, so the most significant of the creators
of our independence hold a dominant place in the Czech national memory. The significance
of the national holiday by which we commemorate the birth of the independent state is not
given the importance it had in the first twenty years of the existence of the CSR. However, we
see as encouraging the finding that many young people emphasize the need to remember the
democratic tradition of our past, as well as the personalities who belong to it.

KEYWORDS:

Czech history, history textbooks, Oct 28, 19

O
[@e]




/4

H]STORIA@TEOR'IA THE PRESENCE OF THE PAST

INTRODUCTION

The Czech attitude to the Habsburg monarchy in the final decades of its exist-
ence could be described as ‘a marriage of convenience’ The negative stereotype of the
Habsburgs, one of the many enemies of the Czech national struggle, was only reinforced
by the disappointment with the dualism, the frustrated attempt at Austrian-Czech
equality, and the unfulfilled promises of the emperor. Essentially, the Czech national
relation to the monarchy and the dynasty — with the exception of the person of the
Emperor — was irredeemably hostile'. The Austro-Hungarian and German alliance
in the First World War was perceived by Czech eyes as almost identical to Austrian
allegiance to the German Empire, thus disturbing the positive conception of coex-
istence in a common state among its previous supporters’. The main motives and
decisive reasons for the formation of an independent state were created by the war,
its course and its condemnation®. On the creation of Czechoslovakia, these national
stereotypes grew in significance as a means towards a beginning national political
self-definition". The overthrow was publicized as the “The Battle of White Mountain
Reparations) public demonstrations were packed with phrases like the Three-Hundred
Year Subjugation, the Jail of the Nations, the Black-Yellow Hydra, and the like”. We
will concern ourselves with which of the indicated stereotypes contributed to the
picture of key events in history textbooks and which can even today influence the
viewpoint of the young generation.

October 238, as the origin of an independent Czechoslovakia became the symbol
of the pinnacle of the ongoing emancipation struggles of the Czech society and at the
same time the beginning of its new-era democratic existence®. Ferdinand Peroutka,
in his Building a State, admits that it is controversial from which day date the legal
existence of the Czechoslovak state dates from, whether from the recognition of the
Paris temporary government or from October 28, therefore from the admittance of
the Czechoslovak delegation to the peace conference’. He advocates October 28, “since

'J. Rak, Byvali Cechové. Ceské historické myty a stereotypy, Praha 1994, p. 138-139.

?J. Galandauer, “Cesti vojaci ve velké vilce a vzajemny obraz Cechtt a ¢eskych Némct’, in: Obraz Némci,
Rakouska a Némecka v ceské spolecnosti 19. a 20. stoleti, red. J. Kien, E. Broklové, Praha 1998, p. 78.

¢ The Czech perspective in the war objectives of the Central Powers — the creation of Mitteleuropa — caused
problems, then disappeared. R. Kvaek, “Ke vzniku Ceskoslovenska’, Cesky ¢asopis historicky, 1998, 96,4, p. 717-735.

“ D. Labischovd, Cech zdvistivec Rakusan byrokrat? Promény obrazu Cechit, Rakusanit a jejich minulosti ve védomi
studujici mlddeze, Ostrava 2005, p. 17.

°J. Rak, Byvali Cechové. Ceské historické myty a stereotypy, Praha 1994, p. 139-140

¢ J. Randak, Rijen mezi dvéma epochami: ke konstrukci a podobé historického faktu, [in:] Ceské kizovatky evropskych
déjin, red. 1. Sedivy, J. Némecek, J. Kocian, O. Téima, Praha 2010, p. 233-242.
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that is the date when the state began to exist materially”” Zden&k K4rnik points out
the fact that not only the Czechs, but also the Slovaks and the Germans, possibly also
the Hungarians, participated in the uprising. But in his opinion the Czech uprising
above all the others led to the victory®.

METHODICAL APPROACH

The goal of the following section however will be to show the change of the
interpretations of the events which led to the origin of the CSR in the pages of Czech
history textbooks over the course of almost one hundred years. The introductory
considerations were simply to indicate that an analysis of the basic educational me-
dium cannot be limited to the date of the declaration of independence but also to
the other processes which led to it, as well as the days immediately following. We had
to establish a concrete outline which will direct the analysis’. Accordingly, we will
follow the following sub-themes:

« A clarification of the reasons for which it was not possible to remain within

the Habsburg monarchy.

« The activities of the representatives of the foreign resistance and its most
significant personalities.

« The significance of the deployment of military supporting the Allies as an
agent for the facilitation of the recognition of the CNR as the representative
of the emerging state.

« The significance of the activities of the domestic resistance.

« The share of the expressions of dissatisfaction of the inhabitants of the Czech
lands and the military insurrection in the achievement of the independence.

« The proclamation of independence abroad — the Washington Declaration
of 18.10. 1918.

o The 14th the 28th and the 30th of October 1918, November 14, 1918 — the
appointment of the first government and the election of the President of the
Republic.

« Reflections on the correctness of the decision to form an independent state.

’[Je sporné,] “od kterého dne datovat pravni existenci ¢eskoslovenského stdtu, zda od uznani patizské zatimni
vlady, nebo od 28. fjna ¢i teprve od piipusténi ceskoslovenské delegace na mirovou konferenci® [P¥imlouva se za 28.
tijen,] ,protoze je to den, kdy stit pocal existovat hmotné.“ F. Peroutka, Budovdni stdtu I. 1918-1919, Praha 1991, p. 101.

© Z. Kérnik, Ceské zemé v éfe pruni republiky (1918-1938). Part 1, Vznik, budovdni a zlatd léta republiky (1918-
1929). Praha 2000, p. 48.

° A content analysis of the basic education media indeed monitor the quantity of the searched information, but
primarily it has as its goal to present the way of interpreting the information; therefore it involves a quality analysis.
The contribution by D. Labischové - B. Gracova in this publication is closely related to this.
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The textbook passages differ from each other according to the year of their pub-
lication. History was and is a political tool, and each political system controls this area
of education and instruction. In the case of an authoritarian or totalitarian system, this
means direct control over and manipulation of the facts. In democratic systems too
there appear justifications for the positions taken and of the opinions, even though
their criticism is tolerated". The slice of the past monitored by us has been the subject
of a great deal of manipulation, as the following text will indicate. In order to examine
the effect of the textbook interpretations of these events on the Czech population, we
will also look at the results of the empirical research executed by official institutions.
The findings from the research of young students relate directly to our theme.

CLARIFICATION OF THE REASONS FOR THE NECESSITY
TO SEPARATE FROM AUSTRIA

The clarification of the reasons for the necessity for the Czech lands to break
away from Austro-Hungary receives the most attention in those textbooks published
just after the founding of the republic. Materials determined for younger pupils
displayed markedly emotional but more general interpretations, both in the titles of
the relevant passages (“How Czech trust in Austria ended”, “How the nation is help-
lessly suffocating”), and in the content of the texts themselves (“the evil Austria does
not deserve to live longer, for its yoke has strangled free nations”, “States of the 20th
century cannot be based on injustice and violence but on justice of independence”)".
Also in later years there are found similar descriptions of the persecution of the Czech
political representation and the suppression of human rights underlining the threat-
ened existence of the Czech nation in the case of the victory of the Central Powers,
reminders of the fate of the Polabian Slavs, and at the same time their unwillingness
to fight against their ‘Slav brothers’ in the interest of the suppressors”. The lessons for
students in their high school graduating year were accompanied with a smaller dose
of emotion but with a listing of specific causes. In a paragraph designated marginalia
‘Mental and Emotional State of the Czechs, Jozef Pekai claims bombastically: “The

1'Z. Benes, “Ucebnice dé&jepisu jako eduka¢ni médium a jako didakticko-historicky text”, in: Vzdjemny obraz
souseda v polskych a ceskych skolnich ucebnicich, red. B. Gracovd, D. Labischova, J. Szymeczek, Ostrava 2014, p. 15-16.

' L. Horak, Pocdtkové déjepisu ndvodného na skole ndrodni, s cdsti theoretickou a praktickou. IV. (pro 7. - 8. ro¢nik),
Praha 1920, p. 106-107; L. Horék, ,Nase $kola“. Knihovna pokrokové prdce ucitelstva ceskoslovenského, I11. dil, Praha
1923, p. 225.

" Jirék, Reitler, Déjepis pro rocni kursy (IV. roénik) pti méstanskyich skoldch, Praha 1935, p. 151; L. Horak, Déjepis
pro tieti tFidu métanskych skol, Praha 1936, p. 137; Gebauerovd, Jirdk, Reitler, Déjepis pro méstanské skoly, I11. Dil,
Praha 1937, p. 93.
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thought that with their blood and property they must provide help to strengthen the
domination of Germany-Hungary over them was as unbearable as the duty to kill
their friends — Russian, Serb and French.”” The author does not have in mind only
the Czech territory, but also Slovakia. Experiences of Nazi occupation in the Second
World War were again presented with an increase in emotionality in texts following
the end of the war (“Free after three hundred years of slavery!”)".

In textbooks published after 1948 however we encounter a totally different the-
matic conception. The sufferings of war are limited only to the ‘working people’; the
‘bourgeoisie’ is presented as the group of the Czech population who are parasites on
human misery. Tom4s Bata for example is named as a war profiteer. The persecution
of the Czech political elite is also skipped over”. The unwillingness of Czechs and
Slovaks, ‘suppressed for hundreds of years by the Germans and the Hungarians, to
fight in the interests of the Austro-Hungarian ‘bourgeoisie® is given mention, while
sympathy for the Slav nations and specific expressions of the anti-Austrian thinking
of the Czech ‘people’ and the types of their persecution are emphasized".

In textbooks published after the Velvet Revolution, this negative attitude of
the Czechs is documented by the tune, ‘Red frocks, turn around them, we’re going
against Russia, and we don’t know why’”. The differing reactions of the Czech and
German populations to war were identified as the reason for the growth of national-
ism and, on the German side, increasing aggression towards Czechs. “There deepened
such nationalist dissension that left no hope for the future balancing of the relations
between the decisive nations living in the Czech lands.” Or in other words: “The at-
titude of the government, the aggressive approach of nationalist streams in the ranks
of the German population, and not least the strengthening of the dependence on the
policies of Wilhelminian Germany all brought about with new urgency the question

" “Mygslenka, ze maji krvi i statkem svym pfispéti k utuzeni nadvlady némecko-madarské nad sebou, byla jim
nesnesitelnou, stejné jako povinnost zabijeti své piatele, Rusy, Srby a Francouze.” ]. Pekaf, Déjiny ceskoslovenské. Pro
nejvyssi tfidy Skol stfednich, Praha 1921, p. 168.

“].S. Touc, Struéné teskoslovenské déjiny, Praha 1946, p. 71; E. Storch, K. Condl, Pracovni uéebnice déjepisu, part
3, for the 3rd class of lower secondary schools, Praha 1946, p. 174-175.

" Déjiny doby nové a nejnovéjsi. Ucebni text d&jepisu pro osmy postupny roénik vieobecné vzdélavacich skol,
Praha 1954, p. 75-76; K. Barto$ek, Déjepis pro 9. rocnik zdkladni devitileté $koly, Praha 1987, p. 27-29.

© Déjiny CSR. IL. dil. Uebni text pro 10. postupny ro¢nik vieobecné vzdélavacich kol a $koly pedagogické,
Praha 1956, p. 81; J. Joza, A. Ort, Déjiny doby nové a nejnovéjsi pro 8. ro¢nik zakladni devitileté $koly, Praha 1962, p. 56.

" M. Trapl, V. Capek, Déjepis pro devdty ro¢nik zdkladni devitileté skoly, Praha 1962, p. 115-116; V. Husa,
Ceskoslovenské déjiny. Uéebnice pro stfedni $kolu, Praha 1966, p. 200-201; M. Dohnal, Déjepis pro 9. roénik zdkladni
devitileté skoly, Praha 1980, p. 25-26.

¢ “Cerveny $atecku, kolem se to¢, my jdeme na Rusa (ptipadné ptjdeme nebo tdhneme na Rusa, Srba), nevime
pro¢”. M. Hijek, J. Rysdnkové, Svét a Ceskoslovensko ve 20. stoleti, Praha 1990, p. 17; Coll., Déjepis 8, ucebnice pro
zdkladni skoly a viceletd gymndzia, Plzeti 2010, p. 136; F. Capka, L. Vykoupil, Déjepis — novovék. Pro 8. ro¢nik zakladni
skoly a tercie viceletych gymnazii, Brno 2009, p. 106; V. Olivova, Déjiny nové doby 1850-1993, Praha 1995, p. 37.

//
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of the relationship of the Czech nation with Austro-Hungary."” Robert Kvacek adds
to this that certain Czech politicians, of whom there were not many, saw in the war
changing the contemporary world “a historical opportunity for a significant change to
the constitutional position of the Czech lands™””. But we also encounter a generalizing
explanation for the outbreak of the war as an impulse for the developing emancipation
struggles of minority nations in multi-national states and nationally-mixed territories,
in the case of Austro-Hungary with reference to the “prewar inability of the state to
effectively resolve nationalist squabbles™".

FOREIGN RESISTANCE

The differences between interwar textbooks and the themes that were published
after February 1948 are visible in the degree of attention paid to the activities of the
foreign resistance and the actions of its main representatives, as well as to the signifi-
cance of the deployment of the Czechoslovak legions. While extensive passages are
given them in the older books, certain facts are reduced to a minimum in socialist
texts. Their authors, shortly after the formation of the CSR, inform younger pupils
that Masaryk understood that in the case of the victory of the Central Powers “the
Czech nation could expect nothing from them apart from complete legal and national
downfall.” This was to explain his attempt to persuade the Allies of the necessity to
liberate the Czechoslovak nation from the Habsburg Empire?’. The nobility of the
efforts of the representatives of the foreign resistance, capable of understanding the
need for their own nation in its wider context, receives emphasis. “They did not
come to plead, but rather to demand the right for an educated nation in the center of
Europe to have its own country. They did not come with just a map of their land but
with a plan for a new, fairly divided Europe in which all the subjugated nations would
gain their independence.”””. Pekar limited the discussion on the foreign resistance
and the Czechoslovak legions to a few pages of text in chapters eloquently entitled

' “Prohloubil se tak ndrodnostni rozkol, ktery do budoucna ned4val nadéji na urovndni vztahtt mezi obéma

rozhodujicimi nirody Zijicimi v ¢eskych zemich.” Ceské a ceskoslovenské déjiny II, od roku 1790 do soucasnosti, Praha
1991, p. 59. “Postoj vlady, agresivni ndstup nacionalistickych proudi v fadach némeckého obyvatelstva a v neposledni
fadé posileni zévislosti na politice vilémovského Némecka, to vse kladlo s novou naléhavosti otdzku vztahu ¢eského
naroda k Rakousko-Uhersku”” J. Harna, R. Fiser, Déjiny ¢eskych zemi II. Od poloviny 18. stoleti do vzniku Ceské
republiky, Praha 1998, p. 126.

0 R. Kvatek, Ceské déjiny II, Praha 2002, p. 89.

! Moderni déjiny pro stiedni skoly. U¢ebnice. Svétové a ceské déjiny 20. stoleti a prvniho desetileti 21. stoleti,
Praha 2014, p. 24.

72 Cesky narod od nich [R-U] ni¢eho nesmi éekat, nez tiplné prévni a ndrodni zkdzy* L. Horak, Déjepis pro
tfeti t¥idu méstanskych skol, Praha 1936, p. 106-107.

% Jirék, Reitler, Déjepis pro roéni kursy (IV. roénik) pti méstanskych skoldch, Praha 1938, p. 151.
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“the resistance of foreign Czechs, Masaryk and his collaborators, Czech resistance in
Russia, Czech army in Russia, the arrangement of the Czech army in France and Italy,
the Czech military uprising against the Bolshevist Russians, the significance of the

Czech victory in Siberia™*"

. He evaluated Masaryk’s role with the words: “from those
Czechs acting politically and scientifically abroad he is the most significant, knowing
well foreign countries and languages, in particular the Anglo-Saxon world (and also
Russian), and is especially capable of the grand task he committed to.” He mentions
the Paris Manifesto of the Czech foreign committee of 14 Nov 1915 as the first official
manifestation of foreign Czechs advocating independence. He states that the idea “of
the complete dismemberment of Austria and the establishment of an independent,
Czechoslovak state” was first formulated by Arnost Denis in the work War published
in 1918, therefore at a time when this option was not acceptable to the majority of
the Allies”. He sees the “Czech domination of Siberia, when for the three months the
name of our nation filled the press of the entire world” as of decisive importance for
the fulfillment of the foreign resistance’s program. He added that this was followed
by the recognition by all the Allies at the Paris Council of the future Czechoslovak
government and the Czechoslovak nation as an Allied country’. The theme of the
Legions was not missing from any textbook during the interwar period. Its content was
offered to elementary school children in a rather emotional form. They made reference
to “the spirit of the Hussite forebears” and to the heroism of the Legions who “filled
the world with wonder for there was no example in history that an army thousands
ofkilometers from home could manage without resources to defend themselves in an
enemy country’. The lesson ends with the claim that the participation of the Czech
legionnaires in battles on the side of the Allied countries had, along with Masaryk,
the greatest credit for our freedom and independence’’. Hordk’s text is even more
impressive, depicting Masaryk as a white-haired old man leaving behind family and
homeland to swear to our martyr, in the name of the whole nation on July 6, 1915 at the
memorial to Jan Hus in Kostnica, “a break from the cursed Austria and its dynasty”™”.
From the prisoners in Russia he created an army “which, like once the brave Hussites,

?1]. Pekat, Déjiny ceskoslovenské. Pro nejvyssi tridy kol stiednich, Praha 1921. p. 172-174, 176,179, 182..

% “Jsa z Cechi pisobicich politicky a védecky v ciziné nejznaméjsim, znaje dobie cizinu a zejména svét a jazyk
anglosasky (ale i rusky), byl zvlast zpisobilym k veliké tloze, jiz se podjal.” ]. Pekat, Déjiny ceskoslovenské. Pro nejvyssi
tfidy skol stednich, Praha 1921., p. 172-173.

7 “[C]eskému opanovani Sibite, kdy jméno naseho naroda po tii mésice plnilo tisk celého svéta”, J. Pekat,
Déjiny ceskoslovenské. Pro nejvyssi tiidy skol stiednich, Praha 1921, p. 181-182.

*/ [Hrdinstvi legionatt] “napliiovalo svét tzasem, nebot neni ptikladéi v d&jinich, aby vojsko vzdélené tisice
kilometri od vlasti a bez prostiedku dovedlo se v nepratelské zemi tak dlouho bréniti” J. Hor¢icka, J. Nespor, Déjepis
pro skoly méstanské, dil tiet, Praha 1922, p. 77-78.

¢ L. Horék, ,Nase $kola“..., p. 226.
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had a Zizka platoon, a Prokop platoon and a Hus platoon who gave themselves in
heroic battle on Russian and French battlefields™. We find references to the glory of
the Hussites in most interwar textbooks: “The spirit of the Hussite forefathers came
back to life in the Legions, Unafraid of death in their enthusiasm for the liberation of
the homeland, they overran the trenches, invaded the German defence lines and by
their example stirred the timid Russian divisions. Then all nations spoke the name of
the Czechoslovaks with wonder.”””. The students were reminded of the names of the
legionnaire fighters who were celebrated on various fronts and who gave down their
lives in the struggle for liberty, as well as the names of illustrious commanders. They
were together offered the titles of books on the theme of the Legions, or the authors
even included quotations from them®'. In the textbooks published in 1946 there were
already clear efforts to downplay the Legions’ conflicts with the Bolsheviks. Rather
the successes at Zborov were emphasized, along with Masaryk’s order for the Legions
to return to Europe and their relocation to French battlefields to fight the Central
Powers. The Siberian adventure was reduced to a few sentences. “Since there occurred
misunderstandings with the Soviets, the Legionnaires decided to keep fighting to
Vladivostok. They occupied the Siberian main line and, protected by armed trains,
finally reached the Pacific Ocean after many difficulties.’”’

A significant change in the teaching of the theme in textbooks was brought
about by ideological manipulation, rooted of course in the newly-published works
of Czechoslovak historiography. The main credit for the independent state could
no longer be given to the foreign resistance and the Legion’s military activities, but
rather to the influence of the Great October Socialist Revolution. It was written that
Masaryk’s move abroad — with the consent of the Czech bourgeoisie — was dictated
by one goal: to secure a position for the bourgeoisie, in the case of a victory by the
Allies, in the winners’ camp. The activities of the resistance leaders were belittled by
the assertion that “Although Masaryk and Benes publicly demanded the liberation
of the Czech and Slovak nations, in actuality they were willing to subordinate them-

% [Vytvaii armddu,] ,ktera jako kdysi state¢ni husité méla rotu Zizkovu, Prokopovu, Husovu a na bojisti ruském
ifrancouzském se dala v hrdinsky boj“ L. Horék, ,Nage skola”..., p. 199.

“0 “Duch husitskych ptedki ozil v legionétich. Nelekajice se smrti, v nadseni pro osvobozeni vlasti dobyli
zdkopt, prorvali némecké obranné linie a strhli svym piikladem i vlazné ruské oddily. Tehdy bylo vyslovovano jméno
Cechoslovéki viemi narody s obdivem. J. Mléoch, Utebnice déjepisu pro méstanské skoly. 1L Novovék, Praha 1938, p. 109.

*']. Ml¢och, Uéebnice déjepisu pro méstanské skoly. I1L. Novovek, Praha 1935, p. 110; Gebauerovd, Jirak, Reitler,
Déjepis pro rocni kursy (IV. roénik) pti méstanskych skoldch, Praha 1935, p. 94-96; J. S. Touc, Strucné ceskoslovenské
déjiny, Praha 1946, p. 69.

%2 “Kdyz véak doslo k nedorozumén se sovéty, rozhodli se legionari, ze se probiji az do Vladivostoku. Obsadili
sibifskou magistrilu a chrinéni obrnénymi vlaky doséhli po mnoha svizelich kone¢né Tichého oceanu.” E. Storch,

K. Condl, Pracovni uéebnice déjepisu, part 3, for the 3rd class of lower secondary schools, Praha 1946, p. 172.
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selves to the interests and the wishes of the Allied powers.”**. Since for all textbook
authors the October Revolution was for almost four decades the decisive act behind
the emergence of the CSR, quotations of Gottwald’s words are found which expanded
further this idea. “It will be forever recoded in the history of the Czech and Slovak
nation that Stalin, as spokesman for the Russian Bolsheviks, was the first, even be-
fore Czech politicians, to highlight the right of our people to freedom and national
independence outside the framework of the Habsburg monarchy”*". The share of the
Czechoslovak legions in the victory of the Allies was undermined by the claim that
it suited the imperialists that the Czechs and the Slovaks were fighting for them™.
Almost no textbook from the 1949-1989 period lacked various lengthy passages on
“the abuse of the Czechoslovak military in Russia for the imperialist intervention”
In texts from the 1950s the explanation of these facts are given the greatest space.
In one of these we come across an absurd explanation for Masaryk’s stay in Russia.
“Masaryk was passionately engaged against the Bolsheviks. He was willing to sup-
port anyone fighting against them. He avoided encounters with the representatives
of the Soviet government while negotiating with the anti-revolutionary bourgeoisie,
and supported the terrorists who were plotting the assassination of significant Soviet
activists.”®”. The authors again supported their words with quotations, in this instance
with Lenin’s words that “by the day of secession, the leaders of the Czech national
council received approximately 15 million, for which money the Czechoslovak army
was sold to the French and English imperialists.”” ”. The whole story of the conflict
between the Legionnaires and the Bolsheviks wasdeliberately misrepresented, for
example by the affirmation that Masaryk “during his stay in America bragged that
he was the ruler of Siberia and of half of Russia” and that he advised the Americans
to expand he intervention, which is later balanced out by a detailed discussion of
Czechoslovaks in the Red Army in Russia®®. Elsewhere it is claimed that the goal of

%% “Masaryk a Benes se sice vefejné dozadovali osvobozeni ¢eského a slovenského ndroda, ale ve skute¢nosti

byli ochotni podiidit se z4jmam a préni dohodovych velmoci” Déjiny doby nové a nejnovéjsi, p. 76-78.

¥ “Zustane navzdy zapsano v déjinich ¢eského a slovenského néroda, ze Stalin jako mluvéi ruskych bolseviki
vyzvedl prvni, jesté diive nez cesti politikové, pravo naseho lidu na svobodu a stitni samostatnost mimo rdmec
habsburské monarchie.” Déjiny doby nové a nejnovéjsi, p. 77.

% Déjiny doby nové a nejnoveéjsi, p. 78.

%6 “Masaryk byl vasnivé zaujat proti boldevikiim. Byl ochoten podporovat kazdého, kdo proti nim bojoval.
Vyhybal se setkani s predstaviteli sovétské vlady, zato vSak jednal s protirevoluéni $lechtou a burzoasii a podporoval
teroristy, kteff chystali vrazdy vyznamnych sovétskych ¢initela.” Déjiny doby nové a nejnovéjsi, p. 82.

%7 “Do dne vystoupeni obdrZeli viidcové Ceské narodni rady od francouzské a anglické vlady piiblizné 15
milion a za tyto penize byla ¢eskoslovenskd armada prodana francouzskym a anglickym imperialistim.” Déjiny
doby nové a nejnovéjsi, p. 83.

“¢ [Masaryk se] ,za svého pobytu v Americe chlubil, ze je panem Sibite a poloviny Ruska.” Déjiny doby nové
a nejnovéjsi, p. 84-8S.
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the Czechoslovak Legions was the occupation of Moscow™”. In textbooks published
in the 1960s, the blame for the actions of the Legions against Soviet Russia was placed
on their ‘Bourgeois commanders) enemies of the October Revolution, who outright
lied to the Legionnaires in order to convince them that the Bolsheviks wished to turn
them over to the Germans and so they must fight. They emphasized the contacts
between the Legion commanders and Czarist generals and added “this action by the
Czechoslovak Legions, decided in advance by the representatives of our bourgeois
resistance with the Allied powers, was part of the intervention war of the capitalist
countries against Soviet Russia.”"” More information on the foreign resistance and its
leaders can be found in a text from 1970.The significance for their activities abroad, are
detailed along with the connection to the domestic resistance and the purposes of the
creation of the Czechoslovak legions. Their organization in the individual countries
and the battle at Zborov are described in detail. In contrast to the preceding textbooks,
there are no margin notes emphasizing information on the armed encounters of the
legions with the Bolshevists, which the authors limited to one sentence: “While in
the period of the events of the revolution the leadership of the legions stood on the
side of the Counterrevolution, part of the Czech and Slovak prisoners were gained
by the revolutionary ideas to fight at the side of the Russian proletariat.”"'. A similar
approach was taken by the authors of texts from the 1980s ™.

The importance of the foreign resistance and the military activities on the side
of the Allies are again accented in text materials published after 1989. They present
profiles of a trio of the most significant resistance representatives and define the be-
ginning of the declaration of war on Austria-Hungary ‘to the death’ (6 July 1915) and
mention the proclamation of the Czech Foreign Committee (14 Nov 1915). In one
textbook it is emphasized that “the success of the political negotiations often depended
on individuals. Therefore the Czechoslovak exile movement also needed a significant
personality. This was Toma$ Garrigue Masaryk [...], who enjoyed a certain prestige

*° Dgjiny CSR. I1. Dil, p. 86.

‘U “Toto vystoupeni ¢eskoslovenskych legii bylo predem dohodnuto predstaviteli naseho burzoazniho odboje
s dohodovymi velmocemi a bylo sou¢asti interven¢ni valky kapitalistickych stata proti sovétskému Rusku.” J. Joza,
A. Ort, Dé&jiny doby nové a nejnovéjsi pro 8. ro¢nik zékladni devitileté $koly, Praha 1962, p. 59; M. Trapl, V. Capek,
Déjepis pro devity ro¢nik zakladni devitileté $koly, Praha 1962, p. 118; V. Husa, Ceskoslovenské dé&jiny. U¢ebnice pro
stfedni $kolu, Praha 1966, p. 200-201; M. Dohnal, Déjepis pro 9. ro¢nik zdkladni devitileté $koly, Praha 1980 p. 203.

“1“Zatimco vedeni legii se v dobé revolu¢nich udalosti postavilo na stranu kontrarevoluce, ¢4st ¢eskych a slov-
enskych zajatci1 a legionait byla revolu¢nimi myslenkami ziskdna k boji po boku ruského proletariatu.” M. Dohnal,
L. Stolatik, Déjepis pro 9. roénik zdkladni devitileté $koly, Praha 1970, p. 26-29.

2 M. Dohnal, Déjepis pro 9. ro¢nik zékladni devitileté $koly, Praha 1980, p. 26-27; Déjepis IL pro 2. roénik
gymndzia, Praha 1986, p. 326-327; Déjepis pro 3. rocnik gymndzia, Praha 1987, p. 46.
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13” In other materi-

abroad which helped him gain political support for his exile action.
als the authors mention the complexity of Masaryk’s attempt to convince the Allied
states of the need for the destruction of Austro-Hungary and on the other hand they
point out the financial and moral support of the Countrymen’s Association (2 mil-
lion Czechs and Slovaks living abroad), which made the formation of the Legions
easier. Their significance is documented not only by the specific military successes but
also by the number of legionnaires (France 10,000, Italy, 20,000, Russia 60-70,000).
Kvacek explains that joining the legion “was for the most part an expression of deep
national feeling nurtured even before the war” He added that the Legionnaires “be-
came the army of a state that did not yet exist and did not have its beginning solidly
assured, but who believed in it and tied their fates to it.”** Elsewhere it is stated that
“the Czechoslovak army joined the fighting on the western and the eastern fronts, and
its existence meant above all significant political support for foreign actions towards
implementing the idea of a Czechoslovak state. Its international significance grew on
Russian soil after 1917.°. The so-called Chelyabinsk incident and its consequences,
the occupation of the Siberian railway, are explained briefly but objectively. Younger
pupils too receive the lesson that “the Legion’s successes in the fight against the
Soviets gained the admiration of the whole world” and quickened the diplomatic
recognition of the Czechoslovak National Council®. V In one textbook the students
read of a downplaying of the conflict of the Legionnaires with the Bolsheviks after
1948, and Vilkova claims that then they were not allowed to teach anything about
the Czechoslovak legions™.

The idea of uniting the Czechs and Slovaks in a single state is described as “too
daring a proposal” because “the program of the national union of Czechs and Slovaks

“ “Uspéch politickych jednani ¢asto zavisi na jednotlivcich. Proto i ¢eskoslovenské exilové hnuti pottebovalo

vyraznou osobnost. Tou se stal Toma$ Garrigue Masaryk [ ... ], tésici se v ciziné jistému renomé, které mu pomohlo
ziskat politickou podporu pro jeho exilovou akci.” Moderni déjiny pro stfedni skoly. Ucebnice. Svétové a ceské déjiny
20. stoleti a prvniho desetileti 21. stoleti, Praha 2014, p. 24.

" [Vstup do legif] “byl vétsinou vyrazem hlubokého narodniho citéni vypéstovaného jiz pted valkou.” [Legionati
se] “stali vojskem st4tu, ktery jesté neexistoval ani nemél zrod pevnéji zajistén, ale uvéfili v néj a spojili s nim svij dalsi
osud”. R. Kvacek, Ceské déjiny II, Praha 2002, p. 94.

% “Ceskoslovenské vojsko zaséhlo do boji na zédpadni i vjchodni fronté, jeho existence viak ptedevéim zna-
menala vyznamnou politickou podporu zahrani¢ni akce pfi prosazovani myslenky ¢eskoslovenského statu. Svého
mezinirodniho vyznamu nabylo na ruské pidé po roce 1917.” Ceské a ceskoslovenské déjiny II, p. 60-61; M. Héjek, J.
Rysankové, Svét a Ceskoslovensko ve 20. stoleti, Praha 1990, p. 18-19; M. Hlavacka, Déjepis pro gymndzia a stiedni
$koly, Praha 2001, p. 166-167; V. Olivova, D&jiny nové doby 1850-1993, Praha 1995, p. 39-41; R. Kvatek, Ceské déjiny
11, Praha 2002, p. 90-91, 93-95; J. Harna, R. Figer, Dé&jiny ¢eskych zemi II. Od poloviny 18. stoleti do vzniku Ceské
republiky, Praha 1998, p. 127-128, 133; V. Valkova, Déjepis 8 — novovék pro zdkladni skoly, Praha 2008, p. 136-137.

“© V. Olivov4, Dé&jiny nové doby 1850-1993, Praha 1995, p. 40; Ceské a éeskoslovenské déjiny I1, p. 62; R. Kvacek,
Ceské déjiny IT, Praha 2002, p. 94; J. Harna, R. Fiser, Déjiny ceskych zemi II. Od poloviny 18. stoleti do vzniku Ceské
republiky, Praha 1998, p. 133; Moderni déjiny pro stiedni skoly, p. 29.

V.. Valkova, Déjepis 8 — novovék pro zékladni skoly, Praha 2008, p. 136.
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departed from the current Czech conception of historical state rights.”® The genesis of
this project, its support by Czech and Slovak countrymen’s associations, the reasons
for and the undoubted positives of this union are observed. Kva¢ek however pointed
out the negatives which were brought along by the Czech ‘paternalism’ “in which
was conflictingly present a self-sacrificing, a superiority and an underestimation of
the partner [...], which the entire Czech society shared concerning Slovakia and the

Slovaks, and then brought into the common state.”"

DOMESTIC RESISTANCE

The fact that in history textbooks the Czechoslovak domestic resistance has
been granted substantially less attention than the activities of the foreign resistance is
a proof of the perception of the latter as a more significant agent in the emergence of
the independent state. Information on events in the Czech lands is concentrated on
the persecutions in the first months of the war and in particular the names of some of
those executed, S. Kratochvil, E. Matéjka and the publisher J. Kotka, for distributing
the manifesto of the supreme Russian commander. More often there appear the arrests
of leading politicians and well-known writers: V. Klofd¢, J.S. Machara, V. Dyk, and
especially K. Kramdr and A. Rasiina, sentenced to death as the persons responsible
for the anti-Austrian thinking of the Czechs and for causing Czech platoons to change
sides””. The theme is made clearer for younger students through the concrete story of
Kramdr. They are informed that “the Archduke Bedtich announced that there is no
more dangerous enemy than the vile Masaryk — that he must be captured - removed!
And so this man, who tried for 25 years to combine the good of the nation with the
good of the empire and against whom not the least fault could be proved, after a year
in prison as a ‘traitor’ was condemned to death by hanging.” He adds that the carry-
ing out of the sentence was suspended due to the realisation that this would be an
injustice”. We can find a reference to the Mafia, a secret society maintaining contact

® R. Kvacek, Ceské déjiny II, Praha 2002, p. 90; M. Hlava¢ka, Déjepis pro gymnazia a stfedni $koly, Praha
2001, p. 166; Moderni déjiny pro stiedni skoly, p. 30.

19“V némz [v ¢eském paternalismu] byla rozporné ptitomna obétavost i nadtazenost a podcetiovéni partnera
[...], ktery sdilela vii¢i Slovensku a Slovédkim celd ¢eska spole¢nost a prenesla si ho pak i do spole¢ného statu.”
R. Kvaéek, Ceské déjiny I, Praha 2002, p. 90.

°0 L. Horak, “Nase skola”, p. 226; J. Ml¢och, Ueebnice déjepisu pro méstanské skoly. IIL. Novoveék, Praha 1935,
p- 110; L. Horék, Déjepis pro treti tridu méstanskyich skol, Praha 1936, p. 137-138; Gebauerova, Jirdk, Reitler, Déjepis
pro roéni kursy (IV. roénik) pti méstanskych skoldch, Praha 1935, p. 93.
a— odstranén! A tak tento muz, ktery po 25 let snazil se spojiti dobro naroda s dobrem fi$e a jemuz ani nejmensiho
provinéni nebylo lze dokazati, po roce zaldfovani jakozto ‘velezradce’ odsouzen byl k smrti provazem.” L. Horak,
Pocdtkové déjepisu..., p. 107.
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with the foreign resistance, with a list of the names of its members*’. The authors
then return to the domestic setting, somewhere in the section entitled ‘Domestic
Resistance, with a discourse on significant events from the final years of the war’.
It is stated that fear of the Russian (February) Revolution led to a revival of political
life. The declaration of Czech writers from May 1917, the constitutional declaration
of Czech members of parliament, the so-called Epiphany Declaration, the national
oath, occasionally theatre celebrations, then meetings in Liptovsky Mikul$ and the
formation of the National Committee are all mentioned™".

In the textbooks from the socialist era, the persecution of Czech politicians does
not appear as a theme. The wartime problems of the inhabitants and the demonstra-
tions of resistance to the difficult situation in the form of strikes and protest meetings
are stressed, and the numbers of victims are stated. The Russian revolution, primar-
ily the response to the October revolution, is identified as the inspiration for these,
among the other results of which is mentioned the massive May Day demonstrations
of 1918. The activities of Czech politicians and writers from 1917-1918 are indeed
mentioned, but the greatest attention is devoted to detailed descriptions of military
mutinies, again with references to the numbers of victims and sometimes also to the
specific participants. Significant space is reserved for a critique of the policies of social
democracy. The formation of the National Committee is interpreted as an attempt
by the bourgeoisie to secure their influence on the course of events, to influence the
leaders of the worker parties, and to make of them collaborators. The individual names
of the protagonists have been left out since there was no need to mention the leading
representatives of a slice of our history which should best be forgotten®. “The Men
of October 28” are mentioned in the text of J. Ptek alone, while in other places we

°2J. Ml¢och, Uéebnice déjepisu pro méstanské skoly. IIL. Novovék, Praha 1938, p. 111; L. Horak, Déjepis....,
p- 143; Gebauerova, JJirdk, Reitler, Déjepis pro rocni kursy (IV. roénik) pfi méstanskyich skoldch, Praha 1938, p. 94;
J. S. Touc, Struéné ceskoslovenské déjiny, Praha 1946., p. 69; E. Storch, K. Condl, Pracovni uéebnice déjepisu, part 3, for
the 3rd class of lower secondary schools, Praha 1946, p. 170; V. Husa, Ceskoslovenské d&jiny. U¢ebnice pro sttedni
skolu, Praha 1966, p. 200-201; M. Dohnal, Dé&jepis pro 9. ro¢nik zakladni devitileté §koly, Praha 1980 p. 201.

* Jirak, Reitler, Déjepis pro rocni kursy (IV. roénik) p#i méstanskych skoldch, Praha 1938, p. 152.

*"Jirak, Reitler, Déjepis pro rocni kursy (IV. roénik) pii méstanskych skoldch, Praha 1935, p. 152; J. Hor¢icka, J. Ledr,
Déjepis pro méstanské skoly. Dil éturty, Praha 1935, p. 124; L. Horak, Déjepis.... , p. 148-149; Gebauerovi, Jirdk, Reitler,
Déjepis pro rocni kursy (IV. rocnik) pii méstanskych skoldch, Praha 1938, p. 97-98; J. S. Touc, Strucné ceskoslovenské déjiny,
Praha 1946, p. 70; E. Storch, K. Condl, Pracovni uéebnice déjepisu, part 3, for the 3rd class of lower secondary schools,
Praha 1946, p. 177; J. Ml¢och, Utebnice déjepisu pro méstanské skoly. II1. Novovék, Praha 1935, p. 112.

*> Déjiny doby nové a nejnovéjsi..., p. 79-82, 85-86; Déjiny CSR. I dil..., p. 81-86; J. Joza, A. Ort, Déjiny doby
nové a nejnovéjsi pro 8. roénik zakladni devitileté $koly, Praha 1962, p. $6-58; M. Trapl, V. Capek, Déjepis pro devaty
roé¢nik zakladni devitileté skoly, Praha 1962, p. 115-117; V. Husa, Ceskoslovenské dé&jiny. Uéebnice pro stedni $kolu,
Praha 1966, p. 200-201; M. Dohnal, Déjepis pro 9. ro¢nik zakladni devitileté $koly, Praha 1980 p. 200-202; M. Dohnal,
L. Stolaiik, Déjepis pro 9. ro¢nik zékladni devitileté $koly, Praha 1970, p. 25, 30-32; M. Dohnal, Déjepis pro 9. ro¢nik
zakladni devitileté skoly, Praha 1980, p. 26, 29, 32.
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occasionally meet with a reference to V. Srobdr*°. The name of the “factory owner” or
“reactionary bourgeois politician” Kramdr is mentioned in the context of negotiations
for the first government, which he headed”’.

An essential change in the teaching of the share of the domestic resistance in
the emergence of the republic is noted in all the textbooks published after 1989.
Characteristic is the attempt to increase knowledge of the period of liberty preceding
the two totalitarianisms, the Nazi and the Communist. In some texts it is possible to
read of the persecutions of individual persons after the forming of a military/bureau-
cratic dictatorship in Cisleithania, on their party allegiance, membership in national
organizations or the “Secret Committee — the Mafia”, on the activities that led to their
capture, the political trials, the convictions, in some cases the carrying out of capital
punishment sentences. In the listings we find the names Klofa¢, Kramar, the head of
the Sokol movement J. Scheiner, Rasina, and also Kratochvil and Kotka. The organ-
izers of the Mafia, especially E. Benes and P. Sémal, but also those who participated
to a significant degree in its intelligence activities, are mentioned. In one textbook the
author, making use of professional publications, attempts to evaluate the significance
of the Mafia association. “Today we cannot overstate the intelligence value of the
information that the Mafia passed abroad. Probably more significant was the two-
way mediation of knowledge on the Czech (Czechoslovak) anti-Austrian resistance
abroad and on the domestic political situation as a whole.””

In textbooks from the past 25 years the shift in Czech domestic policy in the final
years of the war is demonstrated by a number of proclamations from 1917. A passage
rejecting the concept of an independent Czechoslovakia state by the Czech Associa-
tion (from 24 Jan 1917) states that “the Czech nation, as always in the past also in the
present and in the coming period, sees its future and the conditions of its development

»59

only under the Habsburg scepter”™”. and the contemporary protest of Czech writers

against this too, calling on parliamentarians “to care for the interests of the nation

% J. Patek, Ceskoslovenské déjiny (1918-1939), SPN, Praha 1975, s. 12.

*’]. Joza, A. Ort, Déjiny doby nové a nejnovéjsi pro 8. roénik zdkladni devitileté skoly, Praha 1962, p. 61; Déjiny
CSR. 111 dil. Utebni text pro 11. postupny roénik vieobecné vzdélavacich $kol a $koly pedagogické, Praha 1956, p. 3.

*¢ “Nemtizeme dnes pteceiovat zpravodajskou hodnotu informaci, jez Maffie pred4vala do zahrani¢i. Zavaznéjsi
pravdépodobné bylo dvoucestné zprosttedkovéni védomosti o ¢eském (Eeskoslovenském) protirakouském odboji
vzahrani¢i a o celkové politické situaci doma.” M. Hlavacka, Déjepis pro gymnézia a stfedni $koly, Praha 2001, p. 166;
V. Olivové, D&jiny nové doby 1850-1993, Praha 1995, p. 37, 39; Ceské a ceskoslovenské déjiny I1 ..., p. 59-60; R. Kvacek,
Ceské déjiny I1, Praha 2002, p. 88; J. Harna, R. Fiser, Déjiny ¢eskych zemi II. Od poloviny 18. stoleti do vzniku Ceské
republiky, Praha 1998, p. 127; F. Parkan, T. Mikeska, M. Parkanovd, Déjepis 9 — ucebnice pro zdkladni $koly a viceletd
gymndzia, Plzen 2011, p. 136; Moderni déjiny pro stedni skoly ..., p. 29.

%9 “Nérod ¢esky jako vzdy v minulosti, tak také v ptitomnosti a v dobé ptiiti jen pod zezlem habsburskym
vidi svoji budoucnost a podminky svého vyvoje” V. Olivova, Déjiny nové doby 1850-1993, Praha 1995, p. 42; Ceské
a Ceskoslovenské déjiny II, p. 61; Moderni déjiny pro stedni skoly ..., p. 29.
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and to work for a Europe of free nations,” with the explanation that “as has been the
custom in Czech conditions, where politics failed or were excluded, the cultural sphere
stepped forward.”’ It is claimed that the Manifest of Czech Writers (17 May) bullied
the deputies into a proclamation calling for the change of the monarchy into a com-
mon state, and for the union of Czech lands with Slovak®'. Harna and Figer consider
that “in relation to the flow of quickly-changing events, there exists a row of partial
milestones which accompanied the concluding phase of the struggle for a change of
the constitutional status of the Czech lands and the bringing about of the long-term
goals of Czech politics.”” In other books it is made clear that the so-called Epiphany
declaration openly demanded “an independent, sovereign, social-democratic state.”
The national oath by the representatives of Czech politics, culture and science of April
13 reacted against the arrogant condemnation of Czech emancipation attempts by the
Minister of Foreign Affairs, Czernin, speaking of the activities of the “miserable and
pitiful Masaryk” at home and abroad and that the most effective public demonstra-
tion were the National Theatre celebrations (16-17 May) with the participation of
representatives of the Slovaks®’. In the majority of textbooks, the breakup of Austro-
Hungary is also accompanied by military uprisings and desertions and the unhelpful
stoking of the situation by strikes and demonstrations influenced by reports on the
Russian Revolutions. The preparations for a state overthrow are then documented by
the formation of the National Committee in July 1918 and especially by the October
Days. The balance of the information provided is characteristic of textbooks of the

last quarter-century.

IMAGE OF OCTOBER 28, 1918 AND OTHER DATES
CONNECTED WITH THE ACHIEVEMENT OF INDEPENDENCE

Which dates are emphasized in textbooks as key for the establishment of the
state? Pekdr gives dates to all the significant events directly preceding the birth of
the CSR - first the recognition of the Czechoslovak state by the Allied countries,

°0J. Harna, R. Fiser, D&jiny ¢eskych zemi I1. Od poloviny 18. stoleti do vzniku Ceské republiky, Praha 1998, p. 129.

¢1V. Olivové, Déjiny nové doby 1850-1993, Praha 1995, p. 42; Ceské a ceskoslovenské déjiny I1..., p. 61; R. Kvacek,
Ceské déjiny IT, Praha 2002, p. 93; J. Harna, R. Fiser, Déjiny ceskych zemi II. Od poloviny 18. stoleti do vzniku Ceské
republiky, Praha 1998, p. 129; M. Hlavacka, Déjepis pro gymnazia a stiedni $koly, Praha 2001, p. 167.

©2 “V souvislém proudu piekotné se zenoucich udalosti existuje fada dil¢ich meznika, které doprovézely
zdvére¢nou fézi boje o zménu statopravniho postaveni ¢eskych zemi a uskute¢néni dlouholetych cilt ¢eské politiky.”
J. Harna, R. Figer, Déjiny ¢eskych zemi II. Od poloviny 18. stoleti do vzniku Ceské republiky, Praha 1998, p. 131.

& Ceské a ceskoslovenské déjiny I1..., p. 62; V. Olivova, Dé&jiny nové doby 1850-1993, Praha 1995, p. 42; J. Harna,
R. Fiser, D&jiny ceskych zemi II. Od poloviny 18. stoleti do vzniku Ceské republiky, Praha 1998, p. 132; R. Kvaéek,
Ceské déjiny I1, Praha 2002, p. 95; M. Hlavacka, Déjepis pro gymnézia a stiedni $koly, Praha 2001, p. 168

8/
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specifically mentioning June 29 (France), July 2 (USA), less specifically August and
September, 1918. In addition he mentions October 14, when Bene$ announced the
formation of a new government in Paris, and its dedication to steering the destiny of
the ‘Czechoslovak Land’, and October 18 as the date of the ceremonial proclamation
of Czech independence by Masaryk — the Washington Declaration. October 14 how-
ever is mentioned in connection with the attempt by the socialist parties to declare
arepublic. October 28 was unambiguously designated the Day of Czech Liberation.
He adds that by the Martin Declaration of October 30, Slovakia joined the common
state. Also mentioned are the Geneva meeting with Benes, attended by leading Czech
political figures. The list is topped off by the ‘Great Day’ of November 14, when the
Habsburg-Lorraine dynasty was deprived of its right to the Czech throne, the republic
was proclaimed, and its president and government elected. Also specified was the day
the President arrived in the country (December 21)°". In those textbooks determined
for elementary schools, the authors restricted themselves to listing the dates 28 October,
30 October, and 14 November. They do not forget to mention the date of Masaryk’s
return from abroad, and occasionally October 18°°. But significant space is reserved
for the picture of October 28. Its description contrasts with Pekat’s factuality. “Due
to the prudent leaders, on that beautiful day not one shot was fired during those in-
toxicating moments when the nation shook off almost 400 years of Habsburg rule. In
joy over the unbelievable news, the Czechs cried, embraced, exalted. Prague rang out
with national songs, and two-headed eagles, the symbol of 300 years of subjugation,
were torn down from official buildings. Czechs in other cities enjoyed similar joyous
moments listening to the speeches of their leaders. They took to the streets to the
sounds of music and the chiming of the bells, packed together and ignoring grudges
and social differences. After so much suffering they were witnesses to that blessed day
for which generations had waited in vain. The fairy-tale moment spread throughout
the entire homeland.”® Elsewhere we read that “early in the day delighted crowds of
people flooded into Prague. Everywhere was joy, music, singing, tears of happiness.

©" J. Pekat, Déjiny ceskoslovenské. Pro nejvyssi tfidy skol stfednich, Praha 1921, p. 182, 184-187.

©° J. Ml¢och, Uéebnice déjepisu pro méstanské skoly. II1. Novovék, Praha 1935, p. 116; Gebauerovd, Jirdk,
Reitler, Déjepis pro roéni kursy (IV. rocnik) pfi méstanskych skoldch, Praha 1935, p. 97-99; E. Storch, K. Condl, Pracovni
ucebnice déjepisu, part 3, for the 3rd class of lower secondary schools, Praha 1946, p. 179, 181; J. S. Touc, Strucné
Ceskoslovenské déjiny, Praha 1946, p. 71.

% “Z&sluhou proziravych viidcti nepadla v pekrdsny den ani jedna rana v opojnych okamzicich, kdy se narod
zbavil témét 400letého panstvi Habsburki. Z radosti nad neuvétitelnou zpravou Cechové slzeli, objimali se, jasali.
Prahou znély vlastenecké pisné, z ifednich budov byli shazovani dvouhlavi orlové, znaky tfistaleté poroby. Stejné
radostné chvile prozivali Cechové v ostatnich méstech, naslouchajice fe¢em predéka. Ubirali se za zvuka hudby
a hlaholu zvonu ulicemi, svorné vedle sebe, necitice spole¢enskych rozdila ani zloby. Po tolika utrapach byli svédky
blazeného dne, na néjz marné ¢ekaly generace. Pohddkové chvile se rozlila po celé vlasti” J. Ml¢och, Utebnice déjepisu
pro méstanské skoly. I1I. Novovék, Praha 1935, p. 114.
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The great day of our nation! After three hundred years of slavery, once again freedom!
Extreme delight, emotion — and such discipline and order; not one drop of blood
was spilled.””_Of course the picture of October 28 is not presented so emotionally
in all textbooks. But it is always emphasized that the National Committee performed
the overthrow smoothly and without bloodshed, that the military garrisons gave up
without much resistance, and that volunteers, Sokol movement members and scouts
replaced them. “Never had Prague seen such delight as on that day. The liberated nation
rejoiced.”*® Some authors included quotations from the proclamation of the National
Committee on October 28, and even from the Martin Declaration®”.

Authors of textbooks from the times of socialism place a different accent on the
dates connected with the formation of an independent state. The milestone that influ-
enced European developments becomes the October Revolution, and everything that
happened in our land was under its influence. For this reason all the mass demonstra-
tions by ‘the working people’ are highlighted. The most crucial moment leading to the
declaration of the CSR was not the 28th, but the 14th of October 1918: “the culmina-
tion of the revolutionary movement of the Czech and Slovak peoples.” The formation
of the Socialist Council and its call for demonstrations and strikes against the export
of food are mentioned. One of the authors includes the text of a poster which called
for these actions’” and another quotes the manifesto of the action committee of the
Socialist Council to prove that the republic was declared on that date. “The time has
come about. We have thrown down the shackles of slavery. With our own unbroken
will and in face of the sanctions of the whole democratic world we proclaim that here
we stand as creators of a new state independence as citizens of the free republic of
Czechoslovakia.””' There follows an explanation that the bourgeoisie, who first report-
edly wished the preservation of the monarchy, were upset that the people declared
themselves in favour of a republic and therefore the National Committee apologized to
the Emperor that “it did not intend to prepare a coup.” It emphasised the exceptional

¢/ “Uz v poledne nadgené davy lidu zaplavily Prahu. V3ude jasot, hudba, zpév a radostny pla¢. Veliky den naseho

ndroda! Po tfistaletém otroctvi opét svoboda! Nesmirné nadseni, dojeti — a také kazen a potddek; nebylot prolito
jediné kapky krve.“ Gebauerova, Jirak, Reitler, Dé&jepis pro ro¢ni kursy (IV. ro¢nik) pti méstanskych skolach, Praha
1935, p.98-99

°¢ “Nikdy jesté Praha nevidéla takového nadseni jako tento den. Osvobozeny narod jasa.” E. Storch, K. Condl,
Pracovni u¢ebnice déjepisu, part 3, for the 3rd class of lower secondary schools, Praha 1946, p. 180; L. Hordk,
Déjepis..., p. 151

£9]. S. Touc, Strucné ceskoslovenské déjiny, Praha 1946, p. 71.

70 K. Bartosek, Déjepis pro 9. ro¢nik zékladni devitileté skoly, Praha 1987, p. 32.

T“Doba se naplnila. Shodili jsme okovy rabii. Z nezlomné viile vlastni a za sankce veho demokratického
svéta prohlasujeme, ze tu stojime jako vykonavatelé nové stétni samostatnosti, jako ob¢ané svobodné republiky
Ceskoslovenské.” Déjiny doby nové a nejnovéjsi. Ueebni text déjepisu pro osmy postupny roénik vieobecné vzdéldvacich
gkol. Praha 1954, p. 86. M. Trapl, V. Capek, Dé&jepis pro devaty ro¢nik zakladni devitileté §koly, Praha 1962, p. 119.
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significance of that day when the Czech working people led by the working class
declared the independence of Czechoslovakia and declared that the new state will
be a republic and contribute to the consequent capitulation of Austro-Hungary”’’.
We read on that “the immense power of the workers caused the bourgeois’ fear,” that
the actions of the proletariat frightened it and accordingly the National Committee
decided “to act decisively”*. This was their explanation as to why the general strike did
not grow into a proletarian revolution. “At the head of the struggle for a Czechoslovak
state during the war there stood bourgeois politicians whose leader, T. G. Masaryk,
was abroad. They claimed to be the greatest fighters for the liberty of our nation and
thus gained the trust of most of the population.”” The news of the capitulation is
given as the impulse for the overthrow of October 28. The role of the ‘bourgeoisie’
and their leaders abroad is downplayed and ‘the people’ are designated as the agents
of the event. “The people went into the streets. Crowds of people marched through
the capital and proclaimed the glory of the Czechoslovak republic. Everywhere there
were troops in red and white. The soldiers tore Austrian badges from their caps and
replaced them with tri-colours. Everywhere people began removing the Austrian
symbol — the two-headed eagle.” Further it is stated that: “When the members of
the National Committee saw what was happening, they feared that the same would
happen to the bourgeoisie. So they tried to calm down the revolutionary fever of the
people’s actions and sent brass bands into the streets. They also had announcements
pasted on street-corners calling Citizens, remain calm!”’> There followed information
on events in the country and on the Declaration of the National Council in Martin and
on a common state. The image of events concluded with the summarization that the
working class, inspired by the successes of the Soviet proletariat, weakened and then

72 Déjiny doby nové a nejnovéjsi..., p. 86-87; M. Trapl, V. Capek, Déjepis pro devity ro¢nik zikladni devitileté
skoly, Praha 1962, p. 120.

7S Déjiny CSR. IL dil ..., p. 87; ] Joza, A. Ort, D&jiny doby nové a nejnovéjsi pro 8. roénik zakladni devitileté
gkoly, Praha 1962, p. 61; Déjiny CSR. I11. dil. Utebni text pro 11. postupny ro¢nik vieobecné vzdélavacich gkol a koly
pedagogické, Praha 1956, p 60; V. Husa, Ceskoslovenské déjiny. Uéebnice pro stiedni $kolu, Praha 1966, p. 200-201;
M. Dohnal, Déjepis pro 9. ro¢nik zdkladni devitileté $koly, Praha 1980 p. 203-204.

" “Do ¢&ela boje za ¢eskoslovensky stat se totiz béhem vélky dostali burzoazni politikové, jejichz viidcem byl
vzahrani¢i T. G. Masaryk. Vydavali se za nejvétsi bojovniky za svobodu nasich narodi, a ziskali davéru vétsiny lidi”
K. Bartosek, Déjepis pro 9. ro¢nik zdkladni devitileté skoly, Praha 1987, p. 34.

7> “Ten [1id] vysel do ulic. Davy lidi prochdzely hlavnim méstem a provolavaly sldvu Ceskoslovenské republice.
Viude bylo plno ¢ervenobilych praporu. Vojaci strhévali z apek rakouské odznaky a nahrazovali je trikolorami. Lid
zacal viude odstranovat rakouské znaky — dvojhlavé orly. Kdyz ¢lenové Narodniho vyboru vidéli, co se déje, méli
obavy, aby nedoslo také na burZoazii. Snazili se proto ztlumit revolu¢ni raz lidovych projevii a vyslali do ulic dechové
kapely. Zaroven dali vylepovat na narozich vyhlasky s vyzvou Obcané, zachovejte klid!”. Déjiny doby nové a nejnovéjsi... ,
p- 87;J. Joza, A. Ort, Déjiny doby nové a nejnovéjsi pro 8. ro¢nik zdkladni devitileté $koly, Praha 1962, p. 61.
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overthrew the Habsburg monarchy, but then the bourgeoisie “again seized power.”’®

Only exceptionally were Benes§’ negotiations with the representatives of the National
Committee in Geneva mentioned’’. Another fact that is found in the textbooks is
November 14, the date of the meeting of the so-called Revolutionary National As-
sembly, where Masaryk was elected President and the ‘factory-owner’” Karl Kramar
as the Chairman of the Government. In texts from the 1980s the emotionalism of the
interpretation has lessened, the facts are presented more factually, but the premises of
Marxist interpretation remain’®. In all the textbooks from the socialist era the theme
is concluded with a section on the significance of October 28. The formation of the
independent state, in which the influence of the Great October Socialist Revolution
was decisive, is praised, along with the rescinding of aristocratic privileges. But it is
nonetheless emphasized that the government of the new state was not held by the
people, who fought for national liberation, but by the bourgeoisie. Given as the reason
why power remained in the hands of the bourgeoisie is the lack of a revolutionary
party “armed with the teachings of Marxism-Leninism” and the betrayal on the part
of the leaders of the social-democratic party’®.

A considerable number of dates related to the complicated road to Czechoslovak
independence are found in high school textbooks published after 1989, especially
in textbooks dealing with Czech history. One group of these consists of data related
to the activities of the foreign resistance from its beginning (6 July, 14 Nov 1915)
through to the recognition of the Czechoslovak National Council by the Allied pow-
ers (29 June, 9 Aug, 2 Sep. 9 Mar, 3 Oct 1918), the proclamation of independence
abroad (14 Oct, 18 Oct) and the negotiations of the representatives of domestic
politics with the representatives of the foreign resistance in Geneva. In some texts
this list is completed with precise data, in others the authors themselves collected
exemplary dates or content determining the appropriate month and year of the given
event™. In this context, there also appear significant milestones of the project of the

7° Déjiny doby nové a nejnovéjsi..., p. 88; M. Trapl, V. Capek, Déjepis pro devity ro¢nik zikladni devitileté
skoly, Praha 1962, p. 121.

/7M. Dohnal, L. Stolaiik, Déjepis pro 9. rocnik zdkladni devitileté skoly, Praha 1970, p. 3S.

7 M. Dohnal, Déjepis pro 9. ro¢nik zdkladni devitileté $koly, Praha 1980, p. 32-36.

7° M. Dohnal, D&jepis pro 9. ro¢nik zékladni devitileté $koly, Praha 1980, p. 88-89; D¢jiny CSR. 1L dil..., p. 87-
88; J. Joza, A. Ort, Dé¢jiny doby nové a nejnovéjsi pro 8. ro¢nik zakladni devitileté skoly, Praha 1962, p. 61; M. Trapl,
V. Capek, Déjepis pro devéty ro¢nik zikladni devitileté $koly, Praha 1962, p. 122; M. Dohnal, Déjepis pro 9. ro¢nik
zékladni devitileté $koly, Praha 1980, p. 36; Déjepis pro 3. ro¢nik gymnazia..., p. S1.

¢0 J. Harna, R. Fier, D&jiny ¢eskych zemi IL. Od poloviny 18. stoleti do vzniku Ceské republiky, Praha 1998,
p. 128, 133-135; M. Hlavacka, Déjepis pro gymnézia a stfedni $koly, Praha 2001, p. 166, 168; R. Kvacek, Ceské déjiny
11, Praha 2002, p. 91, 96-98; V. Olivova, Déjiny nové doby 1850-1993, Praha 1995, p. 39, 44-45, 48

I
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joint state of Czechs and Slovaks negotiated in the United States (the Cleveland and
Pittsburgh Agreements)®.

The picture of the events of October 28, 1918 in textbooks from the last quarter-
century is presented either with the author’s own characterization of the atmosphere
on the day or by using quotations from popular educational literature, or directly
from proclamations of the time. In material designed for younger students, Olivova
in her introduction chose passages from the first variant and described the situation
as follows: “On October 28 tri-colour and red and white troops appeared in Prague.
Soldiers tore Austrian badges from their caps. Singing and rejoicing people removed
banners with the Austrian two-headed eagle and threw them into the Vltava. Glory
to the independent Czechoslovak state was chanted”. Then she quotes the words of
one of the ‘Men of October 28, Franti$ek Soukup, who spoke on Wenceslas Square
on that day. “Maintain order and calm everywhere! Let not even one Czechoslovak
hand be raised for an act of violence. Let us praise the moment when the nation, after
300 years, again proceeds towards freedom not be stained by even one manifestation
of human passion, retribution or anger. The truth has prevailed over the lie, freedom
over tyranny, democracy over absolutism — from truth, freedom and democracy we
will build our own Czechoslovak state”” We should comment that the authors of texts
from the era of socialism took the introductory sentence out of context and interpreted
it as an attempt by the ‘bourgeoisie’ to prevent the socialist revolution. The mentioned
author closes with a quotation by the National Committee: “Czechoslovak people!
Your ancient dream has become a fact. The Czechoslovak state on today’s date has
entered the ranks of the cultured states of the world.”®* Similarly she documents the
union of the Czechs and the Slovaks with two points from the Martin Declaration and
the explanation that “it was spread by the press, was read in the churches, in front of
local offices, on the squares. The Slovak people had sworn to it.”®" The author of the

¢']. Harna, R. Figer, D&jiny ¢eskych zemi IL. Od poloviny 18. stoleti do vzniku Ceské republiky, Praha 1998,
p. 128, 134. - R. Kvagek, Ceské d&jiny II, Praha 2002, p. 9. - Moderni déjiny pro stéedni skoly ..., p. 29.

#2“28. tijna zavlaly v Praze trikolory a ¢ervenobilé prapory. Vojéci strhavali ze svych epic rakouské odznaky.
Zpivajici a jésajici lidé odstrafiovali $tity s rakouskym dvojhlavym orlem a hézeli je do Vltavy. Byla provolavéna sléva
samostatnému &eskoslovenskému statu. [ ... ] Zachovejte vsude potadek a klid! Necht se nezvedne ani jedin4 ruka
ceskoslovenské k nijakému aktu nasili. Necht velebnost chvile, kdy narod po 300 letech znovu povstava k svobodg,
neni poskvrnéna ani jedinym projevem lidské va$n¢, odplaty a zloby. Pravda zvitézila nad klamem, svoboda nad
tyranif, demokracie nad absolutismem - z pravdy, svobody a demokracie vybudujeme také svuj stat ¢eskoslovensky.”
V. Olivové, Déjiny nové doby 1850-1993, Praha 1995, p. 48, S0.

# “Lide ¢eskoslovensky! Tvtij odvéky sen se stal skutkem. Stat ¢eskoslovensky vstoupil dnesniho dne v fadu
samostatnych kulturnich stit svéta” V. Olivova, Déjiny nové doby 1850-1993, Praha 1995, p. 50; Obdobné E. Capka,
L. Vykoupil, Déjepis — novovék. Pro 8. ro¢nik zékladni skoly a tercie viceletych gymnazii, Brno 2009, p. 107.

# “Byla rozsitovana tiskem, byla pted¢itana v kostelich, pred obecnimi domy, na niméstich. Slovensky lid na
ni piisahal”” V. Olivové, Déjiny nové doby 1850-1993, Praha 1995, p. 50.
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high-school books underlines that the Prague Proclamation of a joint Czechoslovakia
state from October 28 “was confirmed by the Martin Declaration as the unmistakable
expression of Slovak national political will”*” In another textbook, in order to give
amore concrete picture to younger pupils, the memory of the writer’s own experience
was chosen: “On the way to school I saw gentlemen tearing down the two-headed
eagle, the symbol of the Austrian monarchy. In the evening, my father got dressed in
his tuxedo and took us with our mother to the Varieté theatre, where he was a direc-
tor, and before the show he got onto the podium with a red and white flag and gave
the gala speech.”®® An excerpt from the book by A. Branald adds another passage
from the National Committee declaration, similarly concretizing the atmosphere of
that exceptional day with the usage of a popular educational publication was used by
Milan Hlavacka. “Czechoslovak people! The whole world is following your steps into
anew life, your entry into the Promised Land. At the beginning of this great day the
National Committee, from today your government, imposes on you that your conduct
and your joy be dignified on today’s great moment. Thus began the first ordinary day
in the new state.”’

In all the texts, the ‘Men of October 28 are mentioned, sometimes even drawn
or celebrated. “These individuals’ readiness for action was admirable. After a series of
weeks of waiting, they managed to organize, without great excesses, a principled state
revolution. They kept order over the celebratory mood of the people, and right on
the next day, they abolished, in negotiations at the land command headquarters, the
right of the army to the events, and immediately established their authority beyond
the centre into other regions”®® The five names of the ‘Men of October 28, the execu-
tors of the state revolution, are found only seldom in the textbooks from the interwar
period, and always with the clarification that they were representatives of the National

¢ [Prohl4geni spole¢ného stétu] “bylo Martinskou deklaraci potvrzeno jako nezpochybnitelny vyraz slovenské
narodné politické vile”. R. Kvacek, Ceské déjiny II, Praha 2002, p. 101.

£ “Cestou do $koly jsem vidél, jak pani strh4vaji dvojhlavého orli¢ka, symbol rakouské monarchie. Vecer se
tatinek oblékl do fraku, vzal nds s maminkou do divadla Varieté, kde byl rezisér, a pted pfedstavenim vystoupil na
podium s ¢ervenobilym praporem a mél slavnostni proslov.” F. Parkan, T. Mikeska, M. Parkanova, Déjepis 9 — ucebnice
pro zdkladni skoly a viceletd gymndzia, Plzen 2011, p.142.

¥/ “Lidu ¢eskoslovensky. Cely svét sleduje tvé kroky do nového Zivota, tviij vstup do zemé zaslibené. Na pocitku
velikého dila uklada ti Nérodni vybor, ode dneska tvoje vldda, aby tvé chovéni a tvé radost byly dastojny velké chvile
dnesni. Tak zacal prvni obycejny den nového statu.” M. Hlavacka, Déjepis pro gymniézia a stiedni $koly, Praha 2001,
p. 169; R. Kvacek, Ceské d&jiny I1, Praha 2002, p. 99.

#8 “Akceschopnost téchto jednotlivct byla obdivuhodnd. Po fadé tydni vyckavani dokézali zorganizovat bez
velkych vystielka zdsadni stitopravni prevrat. Udrzeli pofadek, slavnostni naladu lidi, hned nésledujiciho dne jednanim
na zemském velitelstvi vylou¢ili zdsad armady do udélosti a okamzité prosazovali svou autoritu mimo centrum do
dalich region.” J. Harna, R. Figer, D&jiny ¢eskych zemi II. Od poloviny 18. stoleti do vzniku Ceské republiky, Praha
1998, p. 136-137.
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Committee™. Although the number of reported participants in the domestic struggle
for an independent state in some textbooks exceeds ten, and members of the Mafia are
counted among them, along with the persecuted and other leaders of political parties.
Similarly the participants in the fight abroad are here given undoubted prominence,
including foreign supporters of their struggles (E. Denis, R. Seton-Watson, W. Steed).
In the analyzed textbook materials emphasizing the influence of the Grea October
Socialist Revolution on the creation of the CSR, ‘Men of October 28} were not given
much space. Their listing as representatives of the domestic ‘bourgeoisie’ was discov-
ered in only one”™. While the names of the three most significant representatives of
the ‘bourgeois’ foreign resistance were included, in textbooks from this period it was
regularly with a critical commentary. Secondary school textbooks published after 1989
matched the texts from the interwar period with respect to the number of historical
personalities responsible for the emergence of the independent state. A reduction of
the number of names in texts written for younger students is understandable, but the
names Masaryk, Benes and Stefinik were never left out.

WAS BUILDING AN INDEPENDENT STATE THE RIGHT
DECISION?

We find such a consideration in one of the most recent textbooks. The authors
called the relevant section “Open Question: the Collapse of Austro-Hungary”. By
listing the positives of the cohabitation until that time, they pose the question if it
would not have been sufficient just to reform this state. “The monarchy provided the
nations living under it protection against external threats, in a democratic society was
essentially created the Cisleithania part, the Czech part was offered the opportunity
for significant economic growth and participation in a large duty-free market, and it
was not such a cruel jail of nations” as has been claimed until recently.” They add that
precisely for these reasons influential Czech politicians considered Austro-Hungary
as a feasible state arrangement. But they immediately add that the situation devel-
oped otherwise after the First World War, when the Viennese government fell under
the influence of the German Empire and its pan-Germanic tendencies. It planned
to divide the lands of the Czech crown so that its distinctive form would disappear.
“That was unacceptable for the Czech nation and for Czech politics. Accordingly
they gradually identified with the idea of creating their own national state, which

¢ ]. Pekat, Déjiny ceskoslovenské. Pro nejvyisi tiidy skol stiednich, Praha 1921, p. 185; E. Storch, K. Condl, Pracovni
ucebnice déjepisu, part 3, for the 3rd class of lower secondary schools, Praha 1946, p. 180; L. Horék, Déjepis... , p. 151.
%0 1. Patek, Ceskoslovenské d&jiny (1918-1939), SPN, Praha 1975, s. 12.
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would continue the historical traditions of the lands of the Czech crown”, is how the
authors conclude their idea”. In another text the problematic fulfillment of historic
and natural right is pointed out — “Self-determination in theory and in practice.”” It
is possible to conclude that the correctness of the decision to build an independent
state is not put into doubt in the history textbooks, the prehistory of the historical
section, considered an exceptional period of the Czechoslovak past, occupies a sig-
nificant place on their pages.

STUDYING YOUTH'S HISTORICAL CONSCIOUSNESS
OF OCTOBER 28

In an appendix of the cultural-historical review, History and the Present entitled
“Celebrations, Feasts and Jubilees in the Changes of Time” the authors of one of the
contributions stated their conviction that “October 28, spontaneously celebrated by
our First Republic leaders (and by Capek’s dog and cat), does not say very much to
us anymore. For many this picture of a celebration based on a no more existing state
is completely absurd.”” Is it possible to agree with the opinion of these authors? We
need to search out the answer in findings from empirical research. Most recently we
attempted to discover the contemporary relation of the young generation to the date
October 28 by polling young students”.

All those polled associated the date October 28 with the foundation of Czecho-
slovakia. The most complete response was provided by a Czech studies student who
first of all “came up with October 28 as the date of foundation of the CSR’, and then
mentioned the holiday and the day off connected with it, the presentation of awards
by the President of the Republic in the Wenceslaus Room at Prague Castle, and the
Open Doors Day at the New City Hall in Moravian Ostrava. Another polled student
with this same major came out with the names of the personalities who were respon-
sible for the establishment of the independent state, therefore Masaryk, Bene$ and the

° “Monarchie totiz poskytovala nirodam, které v ni zily, ochranu pted vnéjsim ohrozenim, v predlitavské ¢4sti

vytvotila v zdsadé demokratickou spole¢nost, nabidla ¢eskym zemim moznost pozoruhodného hospodatského rozvoje
a uplatnéni na velkém bezcelnim trhu a nebyla také tak krutym ,7aldfem naroda‘, jak se doned4vna tvrdilo. [ ... ] To
bylo pro ¢esky ndrod a ¢eskou politiku neptijatelné. Proto se postupné ztotoznila s ideou vytvofit vlastni narodni
stat, ktery by navazoval na déjinnou tradici zemi Koruny ¢eské.” J. Kuklik, J. Kuklik, Déjepis pro gymndzia a stfedni
Skoly 4. Nejnovéjsi déjiny, Praha 2002, p. 15.

°2 Moderni déjiny pro stredni skoly ..., p. 32.

% “28. tfjen, spontdnné slaveny nasimi prvorepublikovymi ptedky (i Capkovym pejskem a ko¢i¢kou), nam jiz
mnoho neiikd. Pro mnohé je ptedstava oslavy zaloZzent jiz neexistujiciho stétu pfimo absurdni.” J. Pokorny, J. Rak,
“Patroni, svatky a vyro¢i. Slavnosti ¢eského naroda”, Déjiny a soucasnost, 2008, 8, p. 30.

" 56 students of history, Czech language and literature, and civic studies from the Ostrava University and
Sliezsa University in Opava answered five questions in a questionnaire.
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‘Men of October 28%and also the change of the state arrangement and the concepts
of independence and democracy. Students of history also associate the date with the
end of the First World War, the role of the Czechoslovak legions, but above all they
consider this day a significant milestone of our past; for some it is the most impor-
tant marker in our new-era history. Many complained that the ordinary people today
have no idea what actually happened on October 28, that its significance is not even
sufficiently dealt with in schools, apart from in history lessons, and that people often
see it as just another state holiday since they take liberty and democracy for granted
and do not realize that they are not automatic, that they must be ‘nurtured, as one
future civics teacher expressed it. Noteworthy was the reaction of one respondent,
who stated that he cannot take seriously ‘a day which celebrates an event almost one
hundred years old.

The reaction to the issue as to whether the establishment of the CSR was a sig-
nificant anniversary for them personally was not completely unilateral, although the
affirmatives did prevail. We also met with the opinion that it is ‘a rather strange holiday
that celebrates something that de facto no longer exists’ Some students compared the
significance of three anniversaries: October 28, the foundation of the Czech Republic,
and the Velvet Revolution. Only exceptionally was the date 1 January 1993 identified
as more significant than or as significant as November 17. A certain segment of the
young people, most frequently studying the teaching of civics, doubted the significance
of the anniversary, or at least its exceptionality, in today’s times, which corresponded
with the reported ignoring of its importance, along with that of celebrated church
feasts, in other social/humanities subjects,where the opportunity to do so is obvious.
On the other hand, many pointed out the need to also remember in this context the
personalities connected with the beginnings of independence as an inspiration for
the present. Also emphasized was the opportunity to stand as an equal partner with
other European nations which the formation of an independent state gave us. One
of the respondents was of the opinion that thanks to October 28, we have our ‘own
roots’ which we should defend within the Eurozone.

On the question as to whether separating from the monarchy was the right
move, a majority of the respondents answered positively, with a reference to the
long-term inability of that state to resolve ethnic issues. Some did not feel competent
for an adequate judgment, and students of history listed both the positives and the
negatives of this solution. The Czech studies student considered that by remaining
within Austro-Hungary “we would have lost a piece of our own Czech nature but that
she would not change for anything else despite the fact that ‘today we curse what
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we cannot control” The foundation of the independent state is perceived not only
from the economic aspect, but as such a moment of significant strengthening of the
national pride, “the self-confidence of Czechs and Slovaks” necessary in the difficult
situations with which our nations would later be confronted. The future civics teacher
emotionally expressed her convictions: “We preserved the Czechness and showed the
world that a small country too can achieve great things, and that there are exceptional
people living there”; her colleague considered that otherwise a loss of our national
identity would threaten.

The union with Slovakia was evaluated pragmatically by the young people as
the only possible solution of the situation at that time, and only occasionally with
emotion: “I don’t know with whom we could have better united.” The economic and
personnel burdening of the more developed Czech country, the conviction of greater
advantages in the union for Slovakia and even a belief of “saving the Slovaks from inevi-
table Hungarization” were emphasized. Negative or uncertain standpoints arose from
the knowledge of the continual expressions of dissatisfaction in the Slovak part of the
first CSR, ‘the betrayal” of 1939, and also the fact of the country’s dissolution in 1993.

We got the fewest unilateral answers in the questionnaire on justification of the
state form chosen in 1918, although the conviction prevailed that a democratic republic
was a good choice, that it created a certain tradition which it was possible to tie into,
that it reflected the trends of the times, and that it satisfied the demands for change.
A non-negligible part of the respondents perceived positively both possibilities, i.e.,
a constitutional monarchy in their opinions is distinguished by a greater respect for
tradition, and is less volatile. One history student stated that more important than the
form of the government are the specific people who rule. The stated views are likely
to be influenced by contemporary experience with the present-day political scene
and with their confidence in the problem-free operating of European constitutional
monarchies.

Within the extensive research of the project “Multicultural aspects of education
in social-humanitarian subjects and their reflection in the historical awareness of
studying youth” carried out in 2011-2012, those teaching history and those studying
the teaching of this subject were invited in the focus groups method to choose ten
key dates from our past. From the 19 selected options, only two were not called into
question: the date of the formation of the CSR and the beginning of the so-called
Velvet Revolution®. The viewpoint of the Czech population as a whole may differ in
many points. We do not have up-to-date findings of the reactions to national holidays,

%D D. Labischovd, Co si uchovdme v paméti? Empiricky vyzkum historického védomi, Ostrava 2013, p. 154-156.

9/
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but all sorts of things may be derived from other sociological research based on the
opinions of a representative set of respondents. Part of the recently completed “Re-
search of the historical consciousness of the population of the Czech Republic” was
a battery of questions regarding an assessment of Czech history. Those questioned
gave preference to older parts of our past, in particular the era of Charles IV, but the
period most close to the present, the era of the first Czechoslovak Republic, was
nonetheless evaluated first and seen as a time of flourishing™. A retrospective look
at the results of the empirical research shows that from 1968 this period of our past
is evaluated positively, with the year 1968 in fact the most celebrated period of Czech
history (39%). In the IVVM research from 1992, as in later research carried out by
CVVM (2001, 2005, 2008), the period of the First Republic received 23% (eventually
16-19%), perceived with increasing margins as the second most highly egarded after
the period of the rule of Charles IV (29 to 41%), therefore always belonging among
the dominant periods in the Czech national memory. Similarly, the founder of the
Czechoslovak state TG Masaryk permanently remains among those figures from our
past most highly appraised (sharing first place with Charles IV)”". In the evaluation of
the individual periods of the new-era Czech history, the First Republic unambiguously
comes out the best (70%). The declaration of independence in October 1918 then
took fourth place (11%) among the periods of the past or decisive moments in which
the Czechs acted most bravely”®. However, we do not have at our disposal current
data from research investing the need of the whole Czech population to celebrate state
holidays recalling significant historical events, so not even October 28.

FINAL THOUGHTS

The analysis of Czech history textbooks confirmed that those produced at pre-
sent offer the students at both levels of studying history sufficient information on the
reasons for independence in 1918 and on the activities which significantly contributed
to it. With generous usage of written and iconographic resources they also provide
a picture of the course of the ‘glorious’ October 28, 1918. Both in the area of quality
and quantity of facts they rival the texts from the interwar period, and logically enough,
surpass it in terms of didactic facilities. But this reality itself cannot influence the rela-
tions of today’s studying youth to the day which is our most important state holiday.

% J. Subrt, J. Vinopal et al., Historické védomi obyvatel Ceské republiky perspektivou sociologického vyzkumu,
Praha 2013, p. 108.

%7 8. Pfeiferovd, J. Subrt, “Vetejné minéni o problematice ¢eskych déjin’, Nase spolecnost, 7, 2009, 2, p. 16-23.

% S. Hampl, J. Vinopal, J. Subrt, “Reflexe novodobych ¢eskych déjin, sametové revoluce a sou¢asného vyvoje
v nazorech vetejnosti’, Ceskd spolecnost, 9, 2011, 1, p. 19-30.
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The need to celebrate the foundation of the independent state in the first twenty years
of its existence was essentially greater than it is today. Apart from other facts, this is
documented by the fact that even the youngest generation was led to respect for this
date, as illustrates the quoted work by Capek designed for children who could not
yet be taught in detail in their homeland studies courses. This fact was also realized
by our respondents, who repeatedly mentioned that today this holiday has lost some
ofits significance and that its celebration is not perceived like in the times of the First
Republic. The question is if this did not in part contribute to the depreciation of its
significance first in the years of the Nazi occupation and for a much longer period
during the era of socialism, the dissolution of the common state, or taking today’s
Czech Republic being for granted, which manifests a link to the message of October
28, the declaration of the First Czechoslovak Republic. The conviction of at least a part
of the respondents that it is imperative to continue to remember the efforts of our
ancestors, who accomplished the ‘fulfillment of the ancient dream, is encouraging.

TRANSLATION: Eva SCIRANKOVA
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