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Nové kniha M. S. Duricu - profesora dejin strednej
a vychodnej Eurépy na univerzite v talianskej Padove
- je dal$im délezitym dielom z oblasti slovenskych né-
rodnych dejin, ktoré sa objavuje po pade komunistic-
kej totality. Jeho délezitost eSte rastie po roku 1992, po
utvoreni $tatnej samostatnosti. Prof. Durica vel'mi ak-
tivne vstipil do ,,sklenikového® Zivota slovenskej histo-
rickej obce uz roku 1989, ak neberieme do ivahy fakt,
Ze niektoré jeho publikacie sa predtym rozsirovali ako
samizdaty. Prichod M. S. Duricu na Slovensko vyvolal
u vel'kej éasti domécich historikov odmietavé reakcie.
Podaktori zlahéovali alebo tplne spochybiiovali jeho
vedecké ndzory, s ktorymi sa ani poriadne neobozné-
mili. Svoju ulohu pri tom zohral 1 jasny postoj prof.
Duricu k otazke slovenskej $tatnej samostatnosti. Této
skupina historikov si dostatoéne neuvedomila véznost
chvile, ktord prindsala novy priestor a moznosti pre
vecnu vedecku diskusiu. Naskytla sa prilezitost prek-
lentit umelo vytvoreny rozdiel medzi exilovymi a do-
macimi historikmi. Chybala v8ak ochota, dstretovost
a vzdjomné pochopenie. Ved' kazdy z domadcich histo-
rikov vedel, Ze historici v exile nemali pristup do
slovenskych archivov a moznosti komunikécie s do-
macimi historikmi boli znemoznené. Na druhej strane
exilovi historici vedeli o oktrojovane] marxisticke] ideo-
légii a hlboko zakorenenej autocenzire a opatrnosti
domaécich historikov. Obidve strany sa usilovali sami
sebe dokdzat svoju legitimitu na dkor toho druhého,
preto sa az do dnes$nych dni udrzalo rozstiepenie, kto-
ré ma neprirodzeny zéklad.

M. S. Durica vydal za uplynulych pit rokov na
Slovensku niekol'ko prac ku klti¢ovym problémom slo-
venskych dejin. Z nich spomenime 1. zvézok monogra-
fie Jozef Tiso, slovensky kilaz a $titnik 1887-1939
(Matica slovenskd 1992), zdsadnu $tudiu Slovensky
narod a jeho $tétnost (Alfa 1990) a Stadiu K otdzke
podiatkov slovenskych dejin (Matica slovenska 1995).
Pozornost si zaslizia jeho $tidie, uverejnené v domé-
cich periodikdach Slovak Review, Slovak Studies,
Historicky éasopts a vo viacerych zbornikoch a &aso-
pisoch. Ide o pomerne $iroky tematicky zdber, ktory sa
koncentruje na vyznamné osobnosti (A. Hlinka, J.
Tiso, sv. Cyril a Metod), pokusy o synteticky pohlad na
dejiny slovenske] Stitnosti a etnogenézu Slovakov.
Prof. Durica sa ziéastnil niekol’kych vedeckych konfe-
rencii a ¢o je osobitne déleZité - venoval mimoriadnu

The new book by Milan S. Durica, a professor of
central and eastern European history at the University
of Padau 1n Italy, is the one of the few important works
of Slovak national history to have appeared since the
fall of the Communist regime. Its relevance is even mo-
re important, given the creation of an independent
Slovakia after 1992.

Professor Durica moved with great vigour into the
barren and isolated terrain of Slovak historiography
soon after 1989, although some of his earlier publicat-
1ons appeared in samizdat before that time. The arrival
of Professor Durica to Slovakia has provoked some ne-
gative reactions from among one segment of Slovak his-
torians. Some of them have belittled his scientific views
or dismissed them outright, without careful study.
Professor Durica’s very resolute attitude towards inde-
pendent Slovak statehood has also played a part in the
dispute that has ensued. This group of historians has
failed to realize that the moment for a frank scientific
discussion has come, and that Durica’s book has provi-
ded a chance to overcome the artificially created gap
that exists between exile and local historians. What has
been missing is the will to compromise, or an attitude of
mutual understanding. It has been clear to every local
historian that, for many years, exile historians did not
have access to Slovak archives or opportunities to com-
municate with local historians. On the other hand, exile
historians have been aware of the Communist imposed
ideology and of the deeply rooted habits of self-censor-
ship and prudence which have resulted among local his-
torians. Both sides have tried to convince themselves of
their own rightness by dismissing the other side. Thus,
to this day a split prevails which stems from very unna-
tural foundations.

In the past five years, Professor Durica has publi-
shed in Slovakia several works dealing with the seminal
events of Slovak history, including the monograph, Jozef
Tiso: Slovak Priest and Statesman 1887-1939 (Matica
Slovenskd 1992, Vol. 1); The Slovak Nation and Its
Statehood (Alfa 1990); and An Inquiry into the Origins
of Slovak History (Matica Slovenska 1995). Also note-
worthy are his articles published in local periodicals like
Slovak Review, Slovak Studies, Historicky (,V’asopis and
in numerous edited works. His interest is given to a bro-
ad range of topics. In some writings, he focuses on pro-
minent personalities such as Andrej Hlinka, Jozef Tiso,
and Saints Cyril and Methodius. In others, he seeks to
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pozornost pedagégom - uéitelom dejepisu na zéklad-
nych a strednych skoldch s vedomim, Ze s to prave
oni, ktori formuji narodné, historické a kultirne po-
vedomie buducich slovenskych generacii.

M. S. Durica venoval svo] najnovsi knizny titul slo-
venskej mladezi a u¢itelom dejepisu, ktor{ st paradox-
ne pit rokov po pade komunizmu odkézan{ na diela
zaburinené marxistickym alebo postmarxistickym vy-
kladom slovenskych dejin. Syntetické praca M.S. Duri-

cu Dejiny Slovenska a Slovédkov je v mnohom priekop-

nicka. Ved' ide o prvi viiésiu prirucku slovenskych de-
Jin - 0 prvé komplexné kalendarium slovenskych dejin.
Publikicia Ceskoslovenské déjiny v datech, ktord vy-
dal roku 1986 kolektiv 16 ¢eskych autorov, je zatazena
dobovou marxistickou interpretaciou dejin a nie vzdy
dostato¢nou znalostou slovenskej reality. Dielo M. S.
Duricu teda prichadza do prazdneho priestoru.
Podarilo sa mu predist dva slovenské autorské kolek-
tivy, ktoré pracuji na podobnych projektoch.

Dejiny Slovenska a Slovdkov obsahuji celkovo
2216 hesiel (udalosti) z oblasti politického, kultdrne-
ho, nédbozenského a hospodarskeho Zivota. Z uvede-
ného poétu pripada 789 hesiel (udalosti) t.. 35,6% na
obdobie od 1. storocia do roku 1918 a 1427 hesiel (u-
dalosti) t.J. 64,4% na obdobie od roku 1918 do roku
1994. Z uvedenych éisiel vyplyva, Ze autor sa sustredil
na najnovsie slovenské dejiny, ktoré st najdiskutova-

nejSou epochou v nasej historiografii 1 v celej spoloc-
nosti. Hesld majui rozny rozsah od 1 do 32 riadkov.
Obsahuji stru¢nd informéaciu 1 podrobny vyklad.
Dolezité udalosti, zachytavajice osudy narodného cel-
ku 1 udalosti zndmych 1 menej znamych jednotlivcov.
Autor ¢asto siahol aj k priamemu citovaniu z dobo-
vych dokumentov a tlage. Tento pristup na jednej stra-
ne obohacuje dielo, no na druhej strane stazuje orien-
téciu a prehladnost. Presné datovanie udalosti na der
a mesiac sa ddsledne robi az od 40. rokov 19. storodia.
V prechadzajicom obdobf sa vyskytuje iba sporadicky
a udalost je priradend priamo k roku.

K udalostiam z publikdcie M. Duricu uvediem iba
niekol'ko pripomienok. Prof. Durica pri 29. auguste
1944 uvadza, Ze partizani z brigddy J. V. Stalina po
dohode s niekol'’kymi slovenskymi déstojnikmi z Veli-
telstva pozemného vojska v Banskej Bystrici sa zmoc-
nili tohto mesta a vyhlésili obnovenie Ceskoslo-venskej
republiky. Tento den bol neskér vyhldseny za zaciatok
povstania. Interpretécia nie je presnd. Ked' sa velitel
vojenského ustredia a ¢len ilegalnej SNR J. Golian do-
zvedel, Zze nemecké jednotky prenikaju cez Pichov na
Zilinu, nariadil vietkym posédkam okamzitii bojovi
pohotovost (15 hod. 15 min.). Po vypocut{ prejavu mi-
nistra narodnej obrany F. Catlosa 29. augusta 1944

provide a synthetic view of the history of Slovak state-
hood and ethnography of the Slovak people. Professor
Durica has participated in many scientific conferences.
Of particular importance 1s his concern for pedagogical
training. He is very aware that it 1s the teachers of histo-
ry at the primary and secondary level who play the cent-
ral role in forming the national, historical and cultural
awareness of future Slovak generations.

Professor Durica dedicated the original edition of
his book to Slovak students and teachers of history who
paradoxically are still using texts that are steeped in
Marxist or post-Marxist versions of Slovak history five
years after the fall of Communism. As a synthetic work,
A History of Slovakia and the Slovaks, is in many ways
a breakthrough achievement. It is, in fact, the first ex-
tensive handbook and comprehensive chronological text
of Slovak history. The publication, Czechoslovak

History in Dates, which was published in 1986 by a
group of sixteen Czech authors is burdened with Marx-
1stera views of history and is marked by a poor know-
ledge of Slovak affairs. The work of Professor Durica
thus enters an empty stage. He has managed to publish
his book ahead of two groups of Slovak authors, wor-
king on similar projects.

A History of Slovakia and the Slovaks contains a tot-
al of 2,216 entries dealing with political, cultural, relig-
ious, and economic life. From that number, 789 entries,
or 35.6 per cent, cover the period from the first century
to the year 1918. Another 1427 entries, or 64.4 per cent,
cover the period from 1918 to 1994. As these numbers
show, the author focuses his attention on recent Slovak

history, that 1s, on that period which is most disputed,
both in our historiography and in our society. The ent-
ries are of different lengths, ranging from one to thirty-
two lines, and from brief summaries of information to
more detailed descriptions. They cover both important
events, affecting the destiny of the nation as a whole and
the careers of Slovakia’s more or less well-known indivi-
duals. The author often includes citations from original
documents and from the period press. On the one hand,
this approach makes the work richer, but on the other
hand, it hampers the clarity and accessibility of the
book. Exact dates of events are given only from the
1840s onward. For the previous periods, the identifica-
tion of dates 1s rare and only the year is given.

I will offer only a few critical remarks on Professor
Durica’s study. Professor Durica claims that on August
29, 1944, Partisans from the Stalin brigade, after con-
cluding an agreement with several Slovak officers from
the Army Headquarters in Banska Bystrica, occupied
this city and declared the restoration of the Czechoslo-
vak Republic. This day was later commemorated as the
beginning of the Slovak National Uprising. This account
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(19 hod. 35 min.) sa rozhodol vydat heslo ,,Zaénite
s vystahovanim®. Heslo bolo vydané az po likviddci
déstojnikov Kandka a Zverina po 21.00 hod. s platnos-
tou od 20.00 hod. Partizani obsadili Bansku Bystricu
az okolo 23.00 hod. Zaradenie Catlogovho prejavu za
udalost vyhldsenia povstania nie je presné. Rovnako
nepresnd Je aj interpretacia udalosti z 24. septembra
1945. M. S. Durica tu pise, ze k protizidovske] demon-
§tracii v Topol¢anoch doslo az po ndjdeni zbrani ¢len-
mi topol¢ianske] vojenskej posadky v niektorych Zidov-
skych domacnostiach. Skutocnost’ je takd, Ze zbrane
boli ndjdené po nasilnom vniknuti do zidovskych do-
mov pocas demonstracie. Pri¢in demonstrécie bolo via-
cero - neplnenie pracovne] povinnosti niektorych zi-
dovskych obyvatelov, ich zvyhodrovanie pri rozdelova-
ni potravinovych ¢lankov a neistota z osudu reholnych
sestier, ktoré vyucovali v tamojsej skole. Bezprostred-
nym podnetom demonstrécie bolo ockovanie deti Zi-
dovskym lekdrom a fama o tom, Ze lekar oc¢kuje deti ot-
ravenym sérom. Pri 14. janudri 1945 uvadza M. S.
Durica, e v Pie$tanoch sa konal Zjazd mladej sloven-
skej generdcie pod heslom ,,Za Zivot néroda, za udrza-
nie $tatu”. Toto tvrdenie treba poopravit. I8lo o zjazd
mladej generdcie ludovej strany pod heslom ., Za Zivot
naroda - za trvanie Statu“. V publikdciu chyba zoznam
poufzite literatiry a menny register.

Aj napriek uvedenym pripomienkam sa nazda-
vam, %e dielo M. S. Duricu, ktoré vylo ako druhy
zviizok kniznice Ustavu dejin krestanstva na Sloven-
sku je zdsluznym ediénym ¢éinom, ktory istotne posu-
nie poznanie nase] bohate] minulosti, usmerni vedec-
ka diskusiu, a ¢o je azda najdolezitejsie, da do ruk
mlddeze dlho ofakavanu priru¢ku slovenskych dejin.
Précu M. S. Duricu treba si¢asne povazovat za vyzvu
vSetkym historikom, ktorf sa hlasia ku krestanskym a
narodnym hodnotam, aby pokracovali vo svojej praci,
aby sa vytvorili nové diela a tie vydali svedectvo o prav-

de.

1s not entirely accurate. At three-fifteen in the afternoon
of that day, J. Golian, the commander of the military
headquarters and also a member of the illegal Slovak
National Council, discovered that German units had
advanced through Puchov towards Zilina. He then or-
dered his units to be on a state of alert. After listening to
a speech delivered at seven-thirty-five in the evening by
F. Catlog, then Minister of National Defence, he decided
to issue the coded command: “Start moving out”. The
order, although in effect since eight o’clock, was 1ssued
only after the liquidation of officers Kandk and Zverina
at nine o’clock. The Partisans occupied Banska Bystrica
only after eleven in the evening. To place Catlo§ speech
after the declaration of the Uprising, as Durica does, is
not accurate.

Equally imprecise is Durica’s account of the events
of September 24, 1945. Durica claims that anti-Jewish
demonstrations in Topoléany took place after members
of the Topol¢any military unit found weapons in some
Jewish households. In fact, however, the weapons were
found only after the forceful entrance of demonstrators
mto Jewish households. There were numerous reasons
for these demonstration: the non-fulfilment of work or-
ders by some Jewish citizens, their more favourable ac-
cess to food rations, and some apprehension about the
fate of the nuns who taught at the local school. The im-
mediate precipitant of the demonstration was the inno-
culation of children by a Jewish doctor or, more accura-
tely, the rumour that the doctor was using a poisoned
serum.

Durica claims that on January 14, 1945 in Piegtany
a convention of young Slovaks took place under the slo-
gan: “For the Life of the Nation, For the Preservation of
the State“. This claim has to be corrected. In fact, this
was a convention of the youth wing of the People’s
Party, under the slogan “For the Life of the Nation - For
the Maintenance of the State“. Finally, it should be no-
ted that the publication lacks a list of the literature con-
sulted and a name index.

These comments aside, I believe that Durica’s book
- published as a second edition put out by the Institute
for the Study of the History of Christianity in Slovakia -
-1s an admirable scholarly accomplishment that will sur-
ely broaden our knowledge of our rich history. Most im-
portant, while carefully navigating the scientific dis-
course, this book will will provide the young generation
with a long awaited reference guide to Slovak history.
At the same time, Durica’s work should be viewed as a
call to all those historians for whom Christian national
values are close at heart, to mspire them to continue to
create new works that will provide the tesumony of
truth.
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JAN SZELEPCSENYI

KNIHA O DEJINACH SLOVENSKEHO POLITICKE-
HO A KULTURNEHO PRIESTORU
Ndrodnd obroda, 4. decembra 1996

V stredu minuly tyzdeii sa v reStaurdcii Tarpan
v Bratislave - Petrzalke uskutoénila sldvnostnd prezen-
técia knihy prof. Milana S. Duricu Dejiny Slovenska
a Slovdkov, ktord vydalo Ministerstvo $kolstva SR
v Slovenskom pedagogickom nakladatelstve ako po-
mocnu literatiru k vyucbe dejin na zakladnych
a strednych Skolach.

Prvé vydanie slovenskych dejin M. S. Duricu v né-
klade tritisic vytla¢kov, ktoré vyslo vlani v decembri, &-
tatelia rozchytali za niekol’ko tyZdriov, druhé, doplne-
né vydanie vychadza v ndklade stotisic vytlackov.
Tento naklad by mal pokryt” aktudlnu potrebu priru¢-
ky, ktora spolahlivo sprostredkiiva ziakom zakladné
informaécie o dejinach nasho politického a kultiirneho
priestoru. Dovtedy, kym sa naSe skolstvo nedo¢ka od
nase] historiografie u¢ebnice, ktora by sprostredkovala
objektivne fakty o dejinach Slovenska a Slovékov, ako
aj vyklad tychto faktov, zbaveny protislovenskych my-
tov a legiend, bude kniha M. S. Duricu nepochybne
uéinnym pomocnikom pri formovani historického po-

vedomia mladej generacie.

Dielo prinasa predovSetkym chronologicky zorade-
né fakty. To predpoklada aktivneho ¢itatela, schopné-
ho odvodit' si ich zmysel a v§znam. Ziak sa tu zrejme
nezaobide bez uditelovho metodického navodu, ako
hladat a nachddzat zavery, ktoré budd v koneénom
désledku délezité pre jeho hodnotenie minulosti aj pri-
tomnosti.

Knihu M. S. Duricu dostévaji slovenski uditelia
a Zlacl prave v ¢ase, ked’ je na$a ndrodnd identita vy-
stavend stile novym skugkam. I ked’ sa rozhodnutie
Ministerstva Skolstva SR zadat budovat historicku ve-
decko-nduénu kniznicu slovenského uéitela a ziaka ro-
dilo dlho a tazko, prinieslo o to cennejsie ovocie: pri-
rucku ktorej autor povazuje doloZeny a objektivne o-
veritel ny fakt za alfu a omegu historiografie. To je za-
kladny predpoklad poznania pravdy o narode a jeho
state.

A BOOK ABOUT THE POLITICAL AND CULTURAL
HISTORY OF SLOVAKIA
Ndrodnd obroda daily, December 4, 1996

Last Wednesday in a restaurant in the Petrzalka
section of Bratislava, there was a ceremony launching
Professor Milan S. Durica’s new book, A History of
Slovakia and the Slovaks. The book was published by
the Slovak Ministry of Education through its pedago-
gical publishing division as a supplementary text for
history courses in primary and secondary schools.

All 3,000 copies of first edition of Professor
Durica’s sold out within a few weeks of its publication
last December. The second, expanded edition, has an
increased printrun of 100,000 copies. This number
should satisfy the real need need for a text that provi-
des pupils with basic and reliable information about
our political and cultural history. Up to this day our
historiography has not provided our school system
with a textbook that objectively provides the facts of
Slovak history and an account of events that is free of
anti-Slovak myths and legends. No doubt, this book
will prove effective in forming the historical conscious-
ness of today’s young generation.

The main characteristic of the book is that it puts
events in chronological order. This approach requires
an active reader who is able to work out their meaning
and significance. Without a teacher’s assistance, most
students will not be able to reach conclusions, which -
- in the final analysis — will be most crucial to the stu-
dent’s own assessment of the past and present.

Teachers and the pupils have received Durica’s
book at a time when our national identity is being con-
tinuously challenged. Although the decision of the
Slovak Ministry of Education to provide an historical-
ly scientific and educational recource for Slovak tea-
chers and pupils has encountered some difficulties,
it has borne this precious result: a supplementary
handbook of solid historiography, which is based on
objective facts. This 1s the necessary precondition for

acquiring true knowledge about one’s nation and
one’s state.
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JAN GREXA DANAJSKY DAR
Mosty 9, 25. februdr 1997

Ako je vSeobecne zndme, Ministerstvo Skolstva
Slovenskej republiky zastavilo vydanie uéebnice deje-
pisu pre 8. roénik z novodobych narodnych dejin pre
udajni ‘maloslovenskost”. Aby vSak slovensky dorast
neutrpel ujmu na historickom povedomd, skoly dostali
knihu Milana S. Duricu Dejiny Slovenska a Slovékov,
ktord vysla ako ucelova publikdcia Ministerstva Skol-
stva v Slovenskom pedagogickom nakladatelstve.
Presne takto, hromadne a zdanlivo gratis (lebo za pe-
niaze nds vietkych), sa kedysi na Skoly expedovali
Leninove a podobné spisy.

Takze nijaky dar, ktorému netreba pozerat na zu-
by - a zubnych kazov je tam prebohato. Profesor
Durica v podobe chronologického vyberu predklada
svoju koncepciu nasich narodnych dejin, v ktorej, ako
piSe, nemohol zohladnit vietky pripomienky lektorov,
(F. Vnuk, M. Melnikova, R. Marsina, V. Bystricky).
Zial, proti zmarxizovanému obrazu slovenskej minu-
losti stavia takisto deformovany obraz. Dosahuje to
tendenénym vyberom faktov, ich &erno-bielou inter-
pretéciou a hmlistym dokladovanim.

Aspon jeden priklad za vietky. Dria 26. jula 1939
vy$lo na Slovensku nariadenie o vyluéeni Zidov z le-
karskey praxe, takze v lekarskej komore zostali iba $ty-
r1 percentd Zidovskych lekarov, neskér ani tf nie. M.
Durica vSak registruje v tento deti jediny fakt - e
Svédske kralovstvo uznalo de facto et de iure Sloven-
sku republiku (s. 150). Ved’ Zidovskej problematike ve-
nuje dost priestoru inde. Nie ndhodou cituje z Tisovho
listu papezovi Piovi XII (8. 11. 1944): ,,Je ete treba po-
znamenat, 7e Cesi a #idia, ktorf sa mali podas piatich
rokov existencie Slovenske] republiky dobre, koncom
augusta tohto roku sa otvorene spojili s nepriatelskymi
paraSutistami réznych narodnosti... a zac¢ali otvorent
vzburu...“ (s. 198). A z listu $védskemu arcibiskupovi
Eidemovi: ,,Do toho dna (t. j. 28. 8. 1944 - pozn. J. G.)
boli totiz v zmysle slovenskych zédkonov Zidia umiest-
neni bud’ v dobre zorganizovanych pracovnych tabo-
roch, alebo na zéklade udelenej vinimky ponechani
na predoglom pdsobisku® (s. 200). Coze je to za kraji-
nu, kde musite mat’ vinimku, aby vas neposlali kvol
rase do dobre organizovaného tédbora, kde sa musite
prekvalifikovat na manuélnu pracu a éakat, kedy vés
odosli do plynovej komory?

SLOVENSKE STATNE VEDENIE BOLO HRDE
NA VYSTAHOVANIE ZIDOV

Podla M. Duricu za prenasledovanie zidov mdzu
iba Nemoct, zo Slovdkov nanajvy$ Mach a Tuka. To by
viak v dobovej tla¢i, napriklad vo Félkischer Beobach-
ter z 29. 4. 1942 musel chybat takyto text: ,,LZiva pro-
paganda protivnikov bude zaiste tvrdit, Ze slovenska
vlada vystahuje Zidov na nemecky rozkaz a na hlavy
slovenskych $tatnikov bude kydat hanu a $pinu preto,
lebo sa nevedeli postavit proti nemeckému tlaku. Sme
splnomocneni vyhlasit pravy opak tohto hanebného
podozrievania. Slovenské $tiatne vedenie je, ako to
zddraznil minister vinitra Mach, naopak hrdé na to, ze
vystahovalectvo Zidov je jeho vlastnym a samostatnym
&nom.“ Napokon aj M. Durica musi pripustit, e
smutne znamy slovensky ,Zzidovsky kédex“ bol vernou
képiou nacistickych rasistickych zdkonov.

Dajme tomu, Ze Tiso konal pod natlakom (vratane
vyznamenavania nemeckych vojakov za potlacenie po-
vstania). LenZe to nie je dovod na Tisovu glorifikaciu.
Pén profesor by mal poznat pripad danskeho krala
Kristidna X. Ked' sa v okupovanom Dénsku chystal
dekrét o povinnom oznadeni zidov, vyhlasil, Ze s celou
rodinou bude tiez nosit’ zltd hviezdu. Minister zahra-
niénych veci rovnako okupovaného Finska prehlasil,
Ze Fini su slu$ny nédrod a pred moznostou vydat zidov
daji prednost zomriet s nimi. Quisling, premiér oku-
povaného Nérska sa rozhodol s Nemcami kolaboro-
vat a nemam vedomost o tom, Ze by ho ktorsi vyhla-
soval za hrdinu, pretoze bol za kolaboraciu s nacista-
mi odsideny na smrt zastrelenim. Tym vonkoncom
nechcem tvrdit, Ze Tisa bolo treba odsudit’ na smrt’. Je
v8ak Tiso pre slovenski mlad’ nasledovaniahodny pri-
klad? Pokial' Duricom odsudzovany Masaryk bojoval
prinajmensom od roku 1915 za rozbitie rakisko-uhor-
skej monarchie, Zalara nédrodov, v ktorom Slovéci tr-
peli narodnostne este viac ako Cesi, Jozef Tiso sa opa-
trnicky prisposoboval oficidlnym uhorskym pomerom.
Svoje slovenské presvedéenie nedéval nijako najavo,
vdaka ¢omu urobil na mladého kiiaza slusni kariéru.
Do slovenske) politiky razantne vstupil aZ po pade mo-
narchie.

Utelovym vypisovanim z dejin sa daju dejiny udel-
ne prepisovat. Niektoré tlety pana profesora o sloven-
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skosti zapadnych Slovanov vzbudzujd usmevy.
Napriklad ak Rastislav poziadal byzantského ciséra
Michala III., aby mu poslal biskupa a uéitelov, .,...kto-
ri by jeho slovenskému ludu hlédsali evanjelium v jeho
vlastnom slovenskom jazyku® (s. 9). Ved’ uz Samo bol
kralom slovenskych Slovanov (s. 6), aj Moravania boli
Slovaci ako repy, kym nam ich Cesi neodnarodnili
a necudoval by som sa ani tvrdeniu, Ze za MojziSom
do zeme zasltibenej pesovali Slovéci, ktorych zas od-
narodnili zidia...

LEN TO JE ,,HEZKE“, €O NIE JE CESKE

Objektivny historik sa usiluje pri hodnoteni faktov, u-
dalosti, sivislosti ¢1 osobnosti vidiet pozitivne 1 nega-
tivne stranky. Profesor Durica to vyriesil jednoducho -
vSetky negativa pripisal ¢eskoslovenskému Statu, viet-
ky pozitiva $tatu slovenskému. Opravnene kritizuje na-
stolenie totalitného modelu komunistami pod soviet-
skou egidou po februdri 1948, ale ldskavymi slovami
hodnoti ten isty ¢in HSLS pod nacistickym tutor-
stvom. V novembri 1938 18lo podla pana profesora iba
o dojemné _zlucenie“ ostatnych stran s HSL'S, ktora
takto rozsirila svo] nazov na HSLS - Stranu slovenske)
narodnej jednoty. Autor nepostrehol, Ze je to presny
model vlddy Narodného frontu, riadeného KSC, ktory
opravnene kritizuje. Neprekdza mu vSak vytvorenie
HG, obdoby komunistickych Tudovych milicii, ani
jednotna kandidatka volieb do prvého Slovenského
snemu. Ved' doni .,..boli zvoleni Sestdesiati traja po-
slanci, z ktorych Sestndsti (25,4%) nepatrili predtym
do HSLS,“ (s. 141). A kdezZe patrili v tej chvili a po-
tom? Nie ndhodou k diktatire viadsiny, ¢o je tdajne
najvy$si typ demokracie, ako nam to vstepoval marx-
leninizmus a teraz nds to vyuéuje jedna poslankyra
nie nevladneho hnutia?

0 medzivojnovom Ceskoslovensku niet v Duricovej
knihe ani jednej pozitivne) zmienky. Nemozno popri-
et, Zze to bol unitarny centralisticky Stat, bazirujici na
chimére jednomého &eskoslovenského naroda, ktory v
tedrii  popleral narodni samobytnost Slovékov
a neevidoval ich emancipaé¢né politické snahy. Ale pat-
rilo by sa aj kontatovat to, %e a% v CSR dostali Slovaci
moznost zit v demokratickom $tate, jednom z najvy-
spelej$ich v Eurdpe. Je smutné, Ze prvii moznost vy-
budovat si vlastny $tat Slovéci ,,posvitili nastolenim
totalitného rezimu. Ma byt tento fakt zdrojom naSej
pychy na tradiciu slovenske) $tatnosti?

ZDROJE NARODNEJ HRDOSTI

Okrem iného péan profesor vyéita ¢eskoslovenské-
mu Statu bratritkovanie sa s bolSevickym Ruskom,

pretoze k nemu Masaryk s Bene$om ,,celkom otvorene
prejavovali svoje sympatie” (s. 107).

Nezabudol pripomenit, Ze prvou eurépskou ob-
chodnou delegaciou v Moskve bola &eskoslovenska
(s. 117), ale pri idaji o nadviazani diplomatickych sty-
kov so ZSSR roku 1934 (s. 130) zabudol podotknuit, Ze
CSR bola jednym z poslednych $tatov, ktoré tak uro-
bili. Co viak bolo v pripade &. vlady hriechom, je v
pripade prvej SR diplomatickym triumfom. Sovietske
velvyslanectvo po¢tom persondlu , prevySovalo vietky
ostatné diplomatické zastipenia v Slovenskej republi-
ke (s. 151) a podla poslanca Pusgkina .,,nadviazanie
tychto stykov prekraduje rdmec oby¢anych zauymov
nasich dvoch $tatov“ (s. 153). Nié to zato, Ze sme pod
nemeckym nétlakom museli proti nad$tandardnému
partnerovi bojovat. V mihu oka sa vel'ky slaviansky
brat stal nenavidenym bolSevikom. Hitlerova vojna
podla Duricu vraj nebola na Slovensku popularna.
»Ale slovenski vojaci na fronte sa ukézali ako schopni
bojovnici. Dostali cely rad nemeckych vojenskych vy-
znamenani a sam Hitler povedal®, Ze v Slovdkoch
sme sa nesklamali“, aspon nie v roku 1941. (s. 158)
TakZe hurd, okrem Tisa mame aj hrdinsky komparz.

Dal$im zdrojom nasej nérodnej hrdosti ma byt an-
tikomunizmus.

Na s.243 cituje autor exilového historitka F. Hru-
Sovského: ,,Slovéci komunizmus nikdy neprijali, nikdy
sa s nim nezmieria a ¢akaji len na prilezitost, aby sa
toho jarma striasli. A ked’ sa ho strasy, strasu sa aj &es-
kej nadvlady a Slovensko znova bude samostatnou
Slovenskou republikou.” Ako Slovdka by ma tesilo, ke-
by to bola pravda. Lenze komunizmus sa rozsypal
sam a ak mu vdbec v nasich konéinach niekto dopo-
mohol k padu, tak &eski disidenti. S4m Durica kon-
Statuje, Ze na Slovensku neziskalo chartistické hnutie
prakticky nijaku ¢lenski zakladnu. Az ked” bol komu-
nizmus straseny, objavili sa zo zavetria statni junaci
a striasli sa ¢eskej nadvlady. Komunizmus vSak na Slo-
vensku pretrvéva, prinajmene] snaha o znovunastole-
nie totalitnych praktik. Dnes sa v8ak nevladne v mene
diktatiry proletariatu, ale v mene naroda a privlast
fovanie cudzieho majetku sa nevola arizacia, lez pri-
vatizdcia podla stranickeho kli¢a. Hurdslovakom zrej-
me nejde ani tak o nérod, ako o narodny majetok...

Profesor Durica chépe svojrazne aj Slovenské né-
rodné povstanie. Podla neho nebolo ,ani slovenské,
ani narodné a nestala za nim vadsina slovenského na-
roda, ale iba men$ina, a to komunisti. Cechoslovéci
a ludia orientovani na Benesa“ (s.197). Mysli si pan
profesor, Ze za akoukolvek revoliciou ¢ prevratom 18-
la niekedy niekde matematickd vadsina naroda? A ak
4no, prec¢o potom za narodnu revoliciu povazuje slo-
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venské dobrovol'nicke vypravy z merudsmych rokov,
ked’ sa k $tirovskym zborom pridalo len vySe dvetisic
Slovakov, no ,8iroké masy obyvatelstva zaujali skor vy-
ckavacie stanovisko“? (s. 80) Pre¢o pripadne nespo-
chybriuje vyhlasenie F. Jurigu v Uhorskom sneme z 19.
oktébra 1918, Ze pravo zastupovat Slovakov md iba
SNR ako jediny pravoplatny predstavitel’ slovenského
naroda? Dala mu na to mandat va¢$ina voli¢ov? A do-
stala SNR mandat od va¢Siny ndroda? Sotva, lebo ma-
darské vojsko zo Slovenska museli vytlacat ., Ceské voj-
sk, ktoré postupne obsadzovali (pozor to nepi§e ma-
darsky, ale slovensky historik! - pozn. J. G.) Slovensko a
az koncom decembra likvidovali tieto prejavy tizby po
samostatnosti. (s. 107) Oné prejavy tizby v Kosiciach
a inych mestach prejavovali hungarofili, Madari a ma-
dardni, ktorf st panovi profesorovi blizsi ako ,,éeski do-
byvatelia“. Preto ho nadchyna aj fakt, ze po prichode
Sroba-rovej viady na Slovensko Strajkovali Zelezniciari,
obchody, restaurdcie, dodéavatelia elektriny a plynu.
Iba cudne nedodava, Ze 18lo napospol o zamestnancov
madarskych & madarénskych podnikov. Zial, musim
konstatovat, ze drviva va¢Sina nasho ndroda sa pasiv-
ne pozerala, ako 1m ¢eski vojaci a dobrovol'nici ¢istia
dom od uhorskej nadvlady a nésilnej madarizécie.

Ak v ivode bola zmienka o dare, ktory sme si za-
platili sami, treba dopovedat, Ze je to dar danajsky.
Falo$nymi dejinami mozno vychovat' iba pseudovla-
stencov, fanatikov alebo vypoditavcov. Prave takyto
ucel modze splnit aj predmetnd ddelovd publikdcia.
Ako povedal J. Améry, ,Znakom tradicie je, Ze sa de-
di, je to produkt staro&i, nevyraba sa dodato¢ne.”
V pripade profesora Duricu ide prave o dodatodn vy-
robu, z mytov fabrikuje histériu a z histérie robi myty.
Pomaha tak tvorit spolo¢nost, ktord sa zhoduje v ili-
zidch o svojich predkoch a v nendvisti k svojim suse-
dom. K tomuto po¢inu Ministerstva Skolstva a profe-
sora cirkevnych dejin prichodi v mene narodnej vy-
chovy len povedat - Tak im Pan Boh nepoméhay...
(skratené)

april 1997

ROMAN KRAKOVSKY
Pisané pre K&K, 1997

Jednou z velkych prednosti historikove] prace je
to, Ze k dejindm moéze pristupovat najroznej$im spdso-
bom a pod podmienkou, Ze zachov4 isté véeobecne za-
véazné pravidld, ostane jeho préca vidy historickou.
Jedna z ciest, ako vnimat’ minulost, spo¢iva na duali-
te vonkajsich a vnutornych dejin. Zatial&o vmitorné si
kladi otdzku preco a hladaji vzajomny vztah, sivis

a vyznam minulého, linia vonkajSich dejin sa zaklada
na chronologickom vypocte udalosti, ktoré autor z to-
ho ¢ iného dovodu povazuje za délezité. Kazd4 z tych-
to ciest moze byt prekvapenim v kladnom 1 zapornom
slova zmysle, o ¢om plne rozhoduje historik.

Milan S. Durica sa svojou pracou Dejiny Slovenska
a Slovékov, ako o tom hovori v predslove, neusiluje po-

skytnuit’ éitatelovi vy¢erpavajicu syntézu. Jeho chro-
noldgia ¢ kalendarium ma byt skér ,,pomockou, ako
doplnit’ a opravit doteraz pouzivané udebnice a pri-
ru¢ky tam, kde je to potrebné”.

Tomuto odvdznemu zdmeru by mala zodpovedat
1 metodika préace, ktora by nezaznamenévala historic-
ky relevantné udalost ,,v tom istom Stylistickom t6ne
a rozsahu®, ale v8ade, kde je to potrebné, by zazna-
mendvala aj ich bliz§ie okolnosti a registrovala .,po-
drobny sled suvisiacich faktov tak, aby si ¢itatel’ mo-
hol urobit uceleny obraz o tychto dejoch a nasiel his-
toricky fundovany vyklad ich vypovedi®. O tom vset-
kom autor v predslove skuto¢ne hovori a potial’ s nim
mozno len suhlasit.

Zial' (alebo skdr nastastie), knihy sa nepi$u a nedi-
taju kvohi predslovom. ZvySok prace totiz okrem iného
dokazuje, aké je niekedy tazké skibit povodny zémer
s kone¢nym vysledkom. Myslienka vonkaj$ich dejin a
chronolégie nie je sama osebe zl4, naopak, je vyzvou
zamerat sa detailnejSie na faktografiu a zostavit' kro-
niku udalosti, ktord by vdaka svojej prehladnosti a
lahkej orientdcii v texte mohla byt vybornou pomdc-
kou. Po doéitani poslednej strany v8ak ostane v ¢itate-
lovi pri myslienke na ciel, vytyéeny v predslove, skor
rozpadity pocit. Forma kalendéaria nepontka privela
moznosti ,doplnit a opravit“, tomu by skér mohla po-
slazit’ historickd interpretécia, ktord by navySe uviedla
na pravi mieru to, ¢o nam autor predkladd. Prave
syntetizujicl rozmer interpretacie vSak praci chyba.

Nedostatky, ktoré takto vznikli, odhali uz priemer-
ny absolvent druhého ro¢nika histérie na vysokej sko-
le. Dal$im ¢tanfm som navyse nadobudol &oraz pev-
nejsie presvedéenie, ze Milan S. Durica sa interpreté-
cit vyhyba zdmerne, a Ze pouzitd metodika je skor
tcelovym vyuzitim, miestami dokonca az zneuZitim
prostriedkov, ku ktoryim sa v ivode préace hlasi. Absen-
cia interpretacie priam zvadza k tomu, aby sa historik
v zdujme iste] idey, Citatel'ne] len medzi riadkami,
uchylil k polopravdam a jemne podsivanym dezinfor-
macidm, ktoré poésobia na prvy pohlad viplne nevinne.

Za vsetky uvediem aspon jeden priklad, na ktorom
by som rad ukézal metédy autorovej historickej prace.
Ide o heslo k 12. novembru 1941, kde sa spomina né-
ta kardindla Maglioneho Karolovi Sidorovi. Podla
Duricu v nej Maglione protestuje ,proti opatreniam
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vlddneho nariadenia z 9. septembra 1941 (Zidovsky
kédex, pozn. R. K.), ktoré sa protivia zdsadam katolic-
kej morélky“ (s. 160). Takato generalizujica a nepres-
né charakteristika posiva vyznam celého textu do upl-
ne inej roviny, v ktorej by sme mohli nétu chapat’ ako
protest proti kédexu ako takému. Maglione totiz kritic-
ky vystupuje vyhradne proti tym nariadeniam kédexu,
ktoré sa tykapi pokrstenych zidov. Svitd stolica pova-
7ovala pokrstenych zidov za krestanov, zatial' &o Zi-
dovsky kédex vymedzoval pojem Zid nie na zéklade
nabozenského, ale rasového principu. A tak sa na
krestanov, ktorych rasovy pévod bol Zidovsky, vztaho-
vali nariadenia kédexu tak, ako by boli stdle zidmi.
Charakteristika Milana S. Duricu je teda viac-menej
dezinforméciou, opierajicou sa o fragment vety, ktora
Je navyse vytrhnuté z kontextu znenia celej néty.

Inymi slovami, autor ,prifarbuje”, ,dotvara®, ba
az ,vyraba“ fakty tak, aby zapadali do vopred pripra-
vene] schémy. Otazka preto znie, ¢o zo slovenskych de-
Jin povazuje autor za potrebné ,doplnit a opravit®
a ¢o wvori tato schému.

Uz v obdobi najranejsieho slovenského stredoveku
zaujme slovné spojenie ,zavadzajice tvrdenie o takz-
vane] 'Vel'’kej Morave™ (s. 8) a vel' mi vagne alebo nija-
ké rozlisovanie medzi pojmom etnikkum a ndrod.
Nemém ziadne vyhrady voéi novétorstvu v dejinach,
skér naopak, no poymy, ktoré zavadza pan Durica, ma
privadzajd do pomykova. Zahadné spojenia typu
»Slovenskd Morava® &1 ,,Slovenska risa” (s. 12), alebo

dokonca slovensky jazyk ako bohosluzobny jazyk
cirkvi® v roku 869 (!) vyvolavaji na prvy pohlad roz-
padity usmev, no kam v skutoénosti mieria ?

Vadcsia Cast’ knihy je venovanad modernym dejinam
Slovenska v 20. storoéfi, a 1 tu ndjdeme nemene) zauji-
mavy pohlad, nakol'’ko autor vnima celé toto obdobie
na pozadi komplementarity pojmov Slovak - neslovak
a politicky zapas ako boj za slovenskd samostatnost
medzi Slovenskou ludovou stranou (od roku 1925
Hlinkovou Slovenskou ludovou stranou) a .,éechoslo-
vakistickymi stranami“. Kto je v jeho ociach este
Slovék a kto uz nie? I tato otdzka, o adekvatnosti kto-
re] mozno nakoniec diskutovat, by si vyzadovala pri-
estor, presahujici rdmec jednej knihy.

A eSte jedna pozndmka: uz forma kalendaria, kto-
ru si autor vybral, zodpoveda Stylu, s ktorym sa v po-
slednom obdobi stretdvame, zial, foraz dastejSie.
Z textu totiz citit neochotu komunikovat s ¢éitatelom
(a nielen s nim), predkladané informacie autor pre-
zentuje vo forme absolutnych pravd, na ktorych ne-
mozno a niet ¢o zmenit, su definitivne a konecéné.

O to alarmujicejsia je skutoénost, Ze uz druhé vy-
danie Dejin Slovenska a Slovékov Milana S. Duricu
prichadza nielen na pulty knthkupectiev, ale aj do kol
ako ucelova publikdcia Ministerstva Skolstva Sloven-

skej Republiky.

15. april 1997

SPORNA PUBLIKACIA O DEJINACH SLOVENSKA
UDAJNE NIE JE URCENA PRE ZIAKOV
SME, 15. april 1997

Dejiny Slovenska a Slovakov nie st uéebnicou,
ale doplnkovym textom, ktory nie je uréeny pre Zia-
kov, ale pre ucitelov. Pre SME to veera povedal Gejza
Sadecky, riaditel’ Sekcie zékladnych a strednych $kol
Ministerstva Skolstva (\/IS) ,Zalezi na uditelovi, ¢o z
te] publikdcie pouzije,” dodal. Na otdzku, preco vSak
bola distribuovana na skoly podla poétu 6smakov,
uviedol, Ze to bude v oficidlnom stanovisku minister-

stva. Mend autorov odporudacich stanovisk k tejto
publikdcii G. Sadecky nepoznda. Ako uviedol, ked’ sa
o publikdcii rozhodovalo, nebol eSte vo funkeii.
Druhé vydanie publikécie vydalo MS uplynuly rok

THE DISPUTED PUBLICATION ABOUT THE
HISTORY OF SLOVAKIA IS ALLEGEDLY NOT
INTENDED FOR STUDENTS

SME daily, April 15, 1997

“A History of Slovakia and the Slovaks is not a text-

book but a supplementary text, intended not for pupils
but for their teachers®, Gejza Sadecky, Director of the
Department of Primary and Secondary Schools at the
Ministry of Education, told SME. “It is up to the tea-
cher to decide what he or she will use from this publi-
cation“, he added. Responding to the question as to
why the printrun of this book matched the number of
grade-eight students, he said that the Ministry of
Education will reply to that in an official statement. Mr.
Sadecky also said that he does not know the names of
the authors who recommended the publication, adding
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ako svoju udelovii publikdciu, ktord hradilo z pro-
striedkov programu PHARE. Viac ako 80-tisicovy na-
klad bol distribuovany na vsetky zakladné skoly ako
doplnkovy text pre vyucbu dejepisu v 8. roéniku. Na
viacerych Skoldch publikéciu rozdali Ziakom. Minuly
mesiac k nej vypracovali stanovisko pracovnici
Historického tstavu SAV, v ktorom upozortiujud, ze
text obsahuje rad faktickych chyb. Stanovisko 27.
marca odoslali ministerke Skolstva Eve Slavkovske;.
Ako nas véera informoval tladovy tajomnik MS Jén
Felix, ministerska sa s nim zatial' nestthla obozné-
mit, malo by sa tak stat v najbliz$ich dtioch. .,,Po kon-
zultacit s dal$imi odbornikini a autorom sa rozhod-
ne, ako sa bude postupovat dale},“ dodal J. Felix. Na
otazku, kto pre zdkladné skoly odporucal tito publi-
kaciu, by malo ministerstvo odpovedat v oficidlnom
stanovisku. To v8ak podla slov tlatového tajomnika
ma ministerstvo pravo vydat v tom &ase, ked’ to uzna
za vhodné.

that he was not in his present position when the decis-
1on was taken to publish the book. The second edition
of the book was published last year by the Ministry of
Education with funding from the EU PHARE program.
More that 80,000 copies have since been distributed to
all primary schools as a supplementary text for the gra-
de-eight history classes. In many schools this publicati-
on has already been distributed to pupils. A month ago,
scholars from the History Department of the Slovak
Academy of Science published a statement in which
they warned that the publication contains a number of
factual errors. On March 27, they sent the statement to
the Minister of Education, Eva Slavkovskd. As Jan
Felix, Press Secretary of the Ministry of Education, told
SME, so far the Minister has not had time to examine
the statement, but this should take place in the next few
days. “After consultation with other experts and with
the author, the next step will be decided, Mr. Felix ad-
ded. To the question of who recommended this publi-
cation for primary schools, he responded that the
Ministry would provide this information in an official
statement. However, according to the Press Secretary,
the Ministry has the right to issue any such statement
whenever it deems appropriate.

20. maj 1997

CHRANME SI SPOLOGNE DUCHOVNE
A NARODNE DEJINY
(STANOVISKO VEDENIA EVANJELICKEJ CIRKVI

A.V. NA SLOVENSKU K DURICOVEJ KNIHE)
Julius Filo, generdlny biskup, 20. mdja 1997

Evanjelickd cirkev augsburského vyznania na Slo-
vensku protestuje proti zaradeniu knihy Dejny Slo-
venska a Slovdkov medzi u¢ebné materialy na skolach
v Slovenskej republike a Z1ada Ministerstvo Skolstva
SR o stiahnutie tohoto materidlu.

Nase dévody su nielen v mnozstve nepresnosti,
omylov a subjektivneho jednostranného vyberu publi-
kovanych materialov historického charakteru. Na tieto
skutoénosti poukézali viaceré kritické analyzy histori-
kov publikované v tla¢i. My sa pridédvame k vyrazom
zhrozenia a sklamania nad pseudokatolickou neeku-
menickou perspektivou autora, ktor prezentuje v tej-
to knihe ako dejiny Slovenska a Slovékov, a ktora
dnes, tak verime, vel'kej véacSine katolikov na Sloven-
sku nie je vlastna.

LET US PROTECT OUR COMMON SPIRITUAL
AND NATIONAL HERITAGE

(STATEMENT OF THE GENERAL COUNCIL OF THE
EVANGELICAL (LUTHERAN) CHURCH OF THE
AUSBURG DENOMINATION IN SLOVAKIA ON
DURICA’S BOOK) May- 20, 1997

Julius Filo, General Bishop of The Evangelical
(Lutheran) Church of the Ausburg Denomination in
Slovakia protests the use of the book, A History of
Slovakia and the Slovaks, as a required supplement in
Slovakia’s public schools and requests the Ministry of
Education to withdraw this text from the curriculum.

Our objections are not only to the book’s great
number of inaccuracies and errors and to the very
subjective selection of historical data. These already
have been pointed out by prominent historians in a
number of expert analyses published in the media.
We wish to express our disgust and dismay at such a
pseudo-Catholic, non-ecumenical account as is pre-
sented by the author of this book about the history of
Slovakia and Slovaks. His perception, we believe, is

alien to most Catholics.
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K tomuto protestu a k ziadosti o stiahnutie tejto
knihy zo slovenskych $kél nas vedie predovsetkym za-
ujem o dobré prostredie pre vychovu mladej genera-
cie. Mladez potrebuje pravdu o nasej spolo¢ne) néarod-
nej histérii, ictu a porozumenie voéi narodom, nérod-
nostnym 1 konfesiondlnym mensimam. Kniha takéto
blahodarne prostredie pre vyuc¢bu a vychovu véine
naru$uje nielen mnohymi historickymi nepresnosta-
mi, ale tiez pristupom k viacerym zévaznym zapasom
v nasich dejindch. Spomenieme aspon tie najzavaz-
nejsie, ktoré nds najviac zardzaji a zranuju.

1. Na konci druhého tisicro¢ia po narodeni Jezisa
Krista silnie snaha po viditeI'nych znakoch jednoty
krestanov. Z duchovnych centier krestanstva z Rima,
& Zenevy vychédzaji ekumenické iniciativy, direkto-
14 a encykliky. Pépez sa vyjadruje koncilidarne ku kon-
fliktnym otdzkam dejin v tizbe napomdoct jednotu vo
svete. V tom istom ¢ase sa nam na Slovensku prezen-
tuje nové perspektiva dejin, v ktorej sa nésilne ignoru-
Je existencia a prispevok evanjelikov a inych cirkvi do
dejin n4sho naroda prakticky vo vietkych fazach.

Kazda osobnost’ narodnych dejin, ktord bola kna-
zom evanjelicke] cirkvi, je takto v knihe vyznadena. Pri
bohatom poéte evanjelikov v kultirnych dejindch
Slovakov vo vietkych storodiach reformaécii, ale najma
v dase ndarodného obrodenia v 19. storodi, sa nabo-
zenské prislusnost zamléuje. UrdZajice je to najmi v
sivise s osobnostami, ako boli Jan Kollar, J. M.
Hurban, M. M. Hodza. Podobnym spdsobom, aj ked’
z inych motivov, sa zamléovalo pred nasimi detmu
v Skolach za totality, Ze tito nesmierne vzacni muzi bo-
li evanjelickymi knazmi. Titul nasich knazov, v pripa-
doch kde to autor spomina, je podla autora pastor ale-
bo kazatel. Autor konzervativne vyhradzuje titul kiaz
duchovnym vlastnej cirkvi. Zraéi sa v tom exkluzivny
neekumenicky postoj, podla ktorého zrejme niet kna-
zov a ani biskupov mimo katolickej cirkvi.

Niektoré pozndamky, najma citat na str. 211, ktory
sa podla autora opiera o nezndmy pramen v stvise
s rokom 1946, vyznieva ako pokus vytvérat z evanjeli-
kov akysi obraz nepriatela: ,,Opierajic sa o cudzie bo-
daky podujala sa histka evanjelikov s¢iastky na vyhu-
benie, séiastky na vyradenie vSetkej katolicke) inteli-
gencie ...“ Naco autor uvddza takéto neobjektivne kon-
Statovania z te] tazkej doby, nepoznajic pévodny pra-
men? M4 sa vari takto pseudoodborne vyvolat' nedé-
vera, alebo dokonca hnev voéi nam evanjelikom za ve-
ci, ktoré sme vraj popéchali? Bolo by potrebné pravne
preskumat, & v takomto pripade nejde o hanobenie ...
presveddenia (vyznania) v zmysle § 198 Trestného z4-
konnika.

2. Znevéazenie ulohy kralicke) éestiny pri podpore
narodnej identity Slovékov na naSom tizemi pred vzni-

Our protest and our request to withdraw this pub-
lication from Slovak schools stems from our concern
for creating a healthy environment for the education
of our young generation. The young generation needs
to learn the truth about our common national history
and to be taught to respect and understand different
nations, nationalities, and religious groups. Such a
congenial environment for education and guidance 1s
contradicted by this book, not only because of its nu-
merous inaccuracies but also because of the interpre-
tation it provides of a number of seminal events in our
history. We will mention only those that we have found
objectionable and damaging.

1. Now, at the end of the second millennium after
the birth of Jesus Christ, there is a strong movement to
place emphasis upon those features that unite all
Christians. The diverse spiritual centres of Christian-
ity have undertaken numerous conciliatory ecumeni-
cal initiatives. The Pope has offered very conciliatory
statements with respect to the controversial periods
of history in an effort to promote world unity. At the
same time, we in Slovakia are presented with a novel
mnterpretation of history which rudely ignores the exis-
tence and the manifold contribution of the Lutherans
and of other denominations to our history.

For example, Professor Durica presents a distorted
picture of prominent figures in our national history
who also happened to be Lutheran priests. In his ac-
count of the role these men played during the refor-
mation and especially during the period of national re-
vival in the 19th century, Durica simply conceals their
religious denomination. This tendency is particularly
offensive in Durica’s treatment of such prominent fig-
ures as Jan Kollar, .M. Hurban and M.M. Hodza. In
this way, Durica’s book has much in common with the
historiography of the Communist era, which - albeit
for different reasons - also kept our children ignorant
about the religious affiliation of these distinguished in-
dividuals. In the few places where Durica does recog-
nize religious affiliation, our priests are given the dis-
tinction of either “preacher” or “pastor”. In a very
conservative manner, the author reserves the title of
priest exclusively to those of his own denomination.
Such a portrayal betrays an extremely un-ecumenical
attitude, according to which there are no priests or
bishops - except in the Catholic Church.

At one point in the book, the author deals with an
episode in 1946 which portrays Lutherans as some
kind of enemy. On page 211, citing an unidentified
source, Durica writes: “Supported by foreign daggers,
a small pack of Lutherans proceeded in part to exter-
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kom spisovnej slovenéiny je dalSou bolestivou liniou,
ktora sa tiahne knihou. V sivise s rokom 1559 sa kon-
Statuje, Zze do bohosluZieb na Slovensku bol zavédza-
ny &esky jazyk ., ... a takto sa najvacésia ¢ast’ Slovenska
ocitla pod vplyvom nemeckého protestantizmu pod-
porovaného aj kazatel'mi z Ciech a Moravy.“ Tranov-
ského spevnik z rokov 1636 bol vraj zbierkou ¢eskych
plesni.

3. Zapas za néboZzensku slobodu a obé¢ianske pra-
va a slobody bol v prostredi feudélneho $tatu nevy-
hnutnostou. Slo o proces, ktory bol typicky pre mnohé
eurépske krajiny tohto obdobia. Citanie poznamok
k tymto usekom dejin, kedy si evanjelici obidvoch kon-
fesif vymadhali diplomatickymi krokmi tieto svoje pra-
va, a tieZ aj v nadvéznosti na revolu¢né snahy slachty
a mestiactva o obéianske prava, vzbudzuje vel'ké pre-
kvapenie. Akoby autor nerozpoznaval zépas za hod-
noty, ktoré sui dnes sucastou charty ludskych prav
a slob6d, a ktoré sa rodili v tomto obdobi.

V suvislosti s Lineckym mierom uzékonenym v
r. 1647 zaml¢uje skuto¢nost, Ze v nom i8lo o kodifiko-
vanie osobnej naboZenskej slobody aj pre sedliakov (¢l.
2). VSeobecny stav cirkvi a nespokojnost’ s hlbokou du-
chovnou a organiza¢nou krizou v cirkvi v 16. storo¢i
autor tieZ nespomina a zdpas za slobodu vyznania
a né obc¢ianke prava ilustruje bohatymi zmienkami
o plienent, Turkoch a o tom, Ze ,,zemepani nanucova-
li nové nauky aj poddanym® (str.46). Obete Karaffo-
vych preSovskych jatiek boli odsidené vojenskym sui-
dom a potom popravené. Citatel sa nedozvie, ze $lo
o evanjelickych §lachticov, ktorych likviddcia bola sd-
¢astou rekatolizacnych snazeni. Podobne i8lo pri
Bratislavskych sidoch nie o nasilny protireformacny
krok a zasah do obé¢ianskych prav a slobdd aj v zmys-
le vtedy platnych zakonov, ale ako hovori autor (str.
57) o potrestanie vinnikov, medzi nimi aj asi 300 eva-
njelickych knazov obidvoch konfesii za Weseleniovské
sprisahame. Kazdy zavrazdeny katolik sa spomina.
Pri obetiach na strane evanjelikov, tych ktori sa vaési-
nou bez mena spominaji v tejto publikdci, sa ¢asto
nachadza akési ,,zdovodnenie®.

4. Rovnako prekvapuje, ze v obdobi Slovenského
§tatu v rokoch 1939-45 chybaju tiez mnohé udaje o
sluzbe narodu, ako bola vykonand zo strany evanjeli-
kov. Myslime najmé na po&etné protesty Ev. cirkvi pro-
ti deportédcu Zidov, ucasti Slovenskej armady na vy-
chodnom fronte. O zavierani na$ich biskupov, o utr-
peni nasich mucenikov a knazov v koncentrakoch a
udasti na protifasistickom odboji.

5. Utrpenie a viiznenie predstavitelov inych cirkvi
a utlak nasej cirkvi za komunistickej totality sa tieZ ne-
spomina. Mozno to iste hodnotit' ako opomenutie pre

minate and in part to eliminate all Catholic intellectu-
als...“. Why does the author present such a subjective
statement, without being able to identify the primary
source? Is the aim perhaps to use such biased evi-
dence to sow distrust, even resentment, against us
Lutherans for something that we allegedly committed?
Perhaps it should be investigated as to whether this
1s a case of slander on the basis of of one’s professed
faith, an act which violates Article 198 of the Criminal
Code.

2. Durica’s denunciation of the role of the Biblical
Czech language (Kralicka ¢eStina) in the formation of
Slovak 1dentity, in the period before the Slovak lang-
uage was codified in our region, is another example of
the painful stereotyping that typifies the tone of the en-
tire book. With respect to the year 1559, he states that
the Czech language was promoted as the language for

73

religious services “...and in this way the majority of
Slovaks found themselves under the influence of Ger-
man Protestantism supported by priests from the
Czech Lands and Moravia.” The Tranoscius spiritual

songbook was allegedly a collection of Czech songs.

4. With respect to the Slovak State which existed
between 1939 and 1945, there is a surprising absence
of information about the efforts of the Lutherans in
Slovakia. What we have in mind are the numerous
protests of the Lutheran Church against the deporta-
tion of the Jews and against the participation of the
Slovak Army on the Eastern front. Also missing in
Durica’s account are descriptions of the arrests of
Lutheran Bishops, of the suffering of our martyrs and
priests 1n the concentration camps, and of Lutheran
participation in the antifascist resistance.

5. The suffering and imprisonment of representa-
tives of other non-Catholic denominations and the re-
pression of the Lutheran Church during the
Communist era also goes unmentioned. This lacuna is
surely deliberate. One may also suspect that Durica
deliberately intends to create the image that there was
only one suffering denomination, and that it was a
Catholic one.

We are not alone in our demand that the book be
withdrawn from the school system. We also propose to
cooperate on producing a common interpretation of
our history that is suitable for schools. Perhaps this
can be accomplished by reframing the materials that
are collected in this publication.

In other European countries, tolerance towards
national and religious minorities 1s considered to be a
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zdkladny zdmer a zvolené priority publikdcie. Mozné
je aj podozrenie, Ze tu ide o zdmer poukdzat na jedi-
nu trpiacu cirkev, ktorou bola katolicka.

Na&$ névrh na stahnutie tejto publikacie zo 8kol
nie je jediny. Predkladdme tieZ ndvrh na spolo¢né
spracovanie dejin pre potreby 8kol. Snad’ aj ako pre-
pracovania materidlu, ktory je zozbierany v tejto pub-
lik4cti.

V inych krajinach Eurdpy sa postoj k néarodnost-
nym a konfesiondlnym mens$inam posudzuje za baro-
meter demokracie a skusenosti tychto skupin sd po-
sudzované ako nepostradatelné pre budovanie spo-
loénej vlasti. Tato publikécia a ani rozhodnutie MS SR
distribuovat publikaciu do 8kl nasej vlasti takyto pri-
stup nedokumentuje.

Vyuzime slobodu, ktori k tomu dnes méme, a
nadvizujme na tradiciu uspesnej spoluprace biskupov
S. Mozesa a K. Kuzményho alebo kiiazov M. Rézusa
a A. Hlinku. Aj takéto priklady nachadzame v nasich
spolo¢nych dejinach. Na tych ndm treba budovat.

barometer of the health of democracy; the experience
and the fate of these groups are considered especially
critical to the building of a common homeland.
Neither this publication nor the decision of the
Ministry of Education of the Slovak Republic to assign
it to the curriculum of the public schools is evidence of
such tolerance.

Let us exercise the freedom we enjoy today and let
us amplify the tradition of successful cooperation of
Bishops such as S. Mozes and K. Kuzmény and of pri-
ests such as M. Razus and A. Hlinka. These are also
chapters of our common history and we should refer
to them for guidance.

Jjun 1997

JAN RYCHLIK

DEFORMOVANY VYKLAD SLOVENSKYCH DEJIN
Slovenské Listy 6/97

V roku 1996 vysla v druhom, doplnenom vydani
kniha exilového slovenského historika Milana S. Duri-
cu Dejiny Slovenska a Slovédkov. Knihu vydalo Sloven-
ské pedagogické nakladatelstvo v Bratislave (prvé vy-
danie vyslo v nakladatelstve Pressko v KoSiciach v ro-
ku 1995) a Ministerstvo $kolstva SR ju odporuéilo sko-
lam ako doplnok pri vyuéovani slovenskych dejin.

Kniha vyvolala vel'ké protesty zo strany znac¢nej ¢asti
slovenskych historikov. Co je pri¢inou tejto kritiky?
Profesor Padovskej univerzity, radovy kiiaz Milan
S. Durica, patri nepochybne k Iudom, ktori maji po-
trebni odbornu pripravu a - hoct s jeho ndzormi ne-
mozno suhlasit - aj schopnost pisat syntézy sloven-
skych dejin. Vhodna datovaciu priru¢ku, aka chceel
Durica napisat, nepochybne slovenska verejnost po-
trebuje. Zial, treba povedat, e takato tloha sa ukéza-
la nad Duricove sily. Kniha obsahuje vel’ké mnozstvo
vecnych chyb, ktoré moznost jej vyuZitia priam zne-
moznuji. Rozsah (274 stran textu plus fotograficka
priloha) je prili§ maly, aby mohol obsiahnut celé ob-
dobie od 1. storofia nasho letopoétu az do 31. 12.

A DEFORMED VERSION OF SLOVAK HISTORY
Slovenské Listy, June, 1997

In 1996, the second edition of A History of
Slovakia and the Slovaks by Milan S. Durica was pub-
lished by the Slovak Pedagogical Publishing House in
Brauslava. The first edition was published by Pressko
publishers in Kogice in 1995. The Minister of Educat-
1on of the Slovak Republic has since recommended
the book as a supplementary text for public school
courses in Slovak history. The book has prompted ma-
Jor protests from a number of Slovak historians. What

are the reasons for this controversy?

Milan S. Durica, a professor at Padua University
and a Catholic priest, undoubtedly possesses the edu-
cational qualifications necessary for a professional his-
torian. However, while he has proven himself able to
produce a synthesis of Slovak history, it 1s impossible
to endorse his views. The Slovak public certainly
needs a suitable chronological reference guide to
Slovak history, and Durica has sought to provide one.
Unfortunately, the task has proven to be more than
Durica could manage. The length of the book — at 274
pages plus illustrations — is simply too small to do jus-
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1995. To vak nie je najpodstatnejsie. Durica sam u-
vadza, ze musel odmietnut’ niektoré navrhy, ktoré po-
kladal za nezlucitelné so svojou koncepciou dejin
Sloven-ska. Kazdy, teda aj profesor Durica, mé sa-
mozrejme pravo vytvorit si vlastnd koncepciu dejin,
avSak za podmienky, Ze tato koncepcia sa opiera o fak-
ty. Duricov postup je viak opaény: Durica starostlivo
vyberd fakty tak, aby mu zdévodnili umelo vytvorenu
koncepciu. Z dejin tak vypadavaji suvislosti, zavazné
skuto¢nosti zdmerne vynechdva, kym uplne nepod-
statné veci zveli¢uje. Aj pravdivé informaécie su ¢asto
vytrhnuté z kontextu, a tym dochddza k deformécii.
Takyto postup je nevedecky a najma neddstojny profe-
sora dejin jednej z najstarsich univerzit.

Duricovu koncepciu  slovenskych dejin mozno
struéne formulovat nasledovne: zdkladnou liniou je
boj slovenského naroda, opierajiceho sa o krestansky
(rozumej katolicky) svetonédzor za ndrodné prava a za
vlastny narodny stat. Prvym takymto $tatom bola po-
dl'a Duricu Samova ri%a a po nej Velka Morava, ktort
Durica zasadne oznacuje ako ,,Slovensku risu®. Od za-
dlenenia Slovenska do rdmca uhorského Statu podla
Duricu Slovéci bojovali za nérodné préava. Prechodné
utvary velkych feudalnych magnétov, ktoré vznikli na
tzem{ dnesného Slovenska, ako napr. dzemie MatiSa
Caka roku 1301, hornouhorsky kapitanat Imricha
Tokolyho roku 1682 alebo tzemie ovlddané Frantis-
kom Rékoczim II. roku 1704 (Tétsdg) boli vlastne for-
manu slovenske) Statnosti. Aj v ¢ase narodného obro-
denia, najmai v revolucii roku 1848 sa Slovaci pokusi-
Ii vytvorit’ vlastny Stat. Prirodzenym vyvrcholenim slo-
venskych dejin je potom vznik slovenského Statu v ro-
ku 1939 a v roku 1993.

Duricova koncepcia nie je povodna, jej autorom je
ludacky historik Franti$ek HruSovsky (1903-1956),
ktory ju formuloval uz v roku 1939 vo svojej knihe
Slovenské dejiny. Této kniha, podla ktorej sa za
Slovenského Statu vyudoval dejepis na slovenskych
gkolach vietkych stuptiov a ktord nepochybne Duricu
ovplyvnila, je v8ak troviiou nasho historického pozna-
nia dédvno prekonanda a neobstoji vo svetle historickej
kritiky. Ked'¥e Durica koncepéne vychadza z Hrugov-
ského, nemdze obstat ani jeho kniha. Rozsah tohto
dlanku neumoziiuje podrobne rozoberat kazdé spor-
né tvrdenie a kazdy omyl Duricovej knihy. Z praktic-
kych dévodov sa preto obmedzime na skimanie hlav-
nych téz.

Nérod nie je veénym socidlnym organizmom, kto-
ry existoval po celé dejiny ludstva. Naopak, vidsiu
dast ¢asu, po ktord ludstvo existuje, narody vobec ne-
existovall. Vznik narodov je predmetom sporov, ale
panuje zhoda v tom, Ze narod v dnesnom slova zmys-

tice to the entire period from the first century AD to
December 31, 1995. This, however, is not the most im-
portant 1ssue. More seriously, the book contains a
number of factual inaccuracies which undermine its
pedagogical utility. Durica himself has stated that he
felt compelled to reject some suggestions which he con-
sidered incompatible with his own conception of
Slovak history. Of course, everyone — Durica included
- has the right to his own interpretation of history, on
condition that the interpretation 1is based on factual
evidence. Durica has chosen to do otherwise. He has
carefully selected facts in a way that supports his ten-
dentious views. In this way, Slovak history is stripped
of context, important facts and events are omitted,
and unimportant issues are unduly emphasized.
Relevant, accurate information is often presented out
of context, the result of which is a distortion of the his-
torical record. Such a procedure is not only non-scien-
tific, it is beneath the dignity of a professor of history
at one of the world’s oldest universities.

Durica’s interpretation of Slovak history can be
briefly formulated as follows: it is the struggle of the
Slovak nation, with its Christian — or more precisely,
Catholic - faith and world view, for national rights and
the establishment of their own national state.
According to Durica, the very first such state was
Samo’s Empire. It was followed by Great Moravia,
which Durica principally refers to as the Slovak Em-
pire’. According to Durica, the Slovaks have fought for
their rights since the incorporation of Slovakia into the
framework of the Hungarian state. Durica claims as
early forms of Slovak statehood what were, in fact,
only the temporary historical formations of huge
feudal magnates which once existed in the area that is
now the Slovak Republic - such as the realms of
Matig Cak in 1301, of the Hungarian captain, Imrich
Tokoly in 1682, and of Frantisek Rékoczy in 1704.
Durica also claims that the Slovaks made an attempt
to create their own state during the national revival of
the nineteenth century, especially during the revolu-
tion of 1848. The natural culmination of Slovak histo-
ry, then, is the establishment of the modern Slovak
state, both in 1939 and in 1993.

Durica’s interpretation is not original. Frantisek
Hrugovsky (1903-1956), the "Tudak’ historian of Hlin-
ka’s Slovak People’s Party, formulated this approach
already in 1939, in his book, “The History of Slova-
kia“. This book was used as the official textbook of
Slovak history at all levels of education during the pe-
riod of the wartime Slovak state, which may explain its
apparent influence upon Durica’s own thinking.
Hrusovsky’s account has long since been superseded
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le, teda ako spolocenstvo ludi, ktoré ma vedomost' vza-
jomnej spolupatri¢nosti a toto vedomie déva na prvé
miesto, vznikd az v novoveku, v strednej Eurdpe aZ
v 18. storodi. Feudalna spolo¢nost’ sa nezaujimala o et-
nickd prislugnost’ Iudi: ,narod“ vo vtedajom zmysle
tvorili prisludnici privilegovanych vrstiev. Z tohto hla-
diska vSetci prislusnici privilegovanych stavov
Uhorska tvorili ,jediny nedelitelny uhorsky nérod“
(una eademque natio hungarica) a nie narody sloven-
sky, madarsky atd. Ale aj toto chapanie ,naroda“ ma
¢asovii obmedzenost. V ranom stredoveku este neexi-
stovala stavovskd spolo¢nost, pre slovenské obyvatel-
stvo bolo podstatné rozdelenie do kmenov a viitorne
eSte Slovania - najmé zdpadni{ - neboli jasne diferen-
covani. Samova ri$a ani Velkd Morava teda neboli a
ani nemohli byt’ §tatmi Slovakov, lebo slovensky narod
vtedy este neexistoval, rovnako ako neexistovali ziadne
iné narody. Samov kmerniovy zviz - to eSte nebol slo-
vensky narod!

Rovnakym anachronizmom je hladanie néarod-
nostnych prvkov vo vzburdch 17. storodia (Tokdély,
Rékoczi), lebo vtedayia stavovskd spoloénost’ v narod-
nostnych kategériach este neuvazovala a islo ey len
o stavovské vysady.

Durica &asto spaja narodnostny pohyb s katoliciz-
mom. Jeho popis ndboZenskych bojov v 17. storoéi je
viak zavadzajici. Reformacia mala pre slovenské deji-
ny vel’ky kultirny aj politicky vyznam, aviak tento fakt
Durica takmer tplne ignoruje. Durica tiez fasto zdo-
raziuje krivdy a nasilie spdchané protestantmi na ka-
tolikoch, zatial’ ¢o vel'mi pocetné pripady nasilia kato-
likov nad protestantmi (evanjelikmi) m4 tendenciu ba-
gatelizovat, alebo ospravedliovat.

Obdobie slovenského narodného obrodenia (19.
stor.) je v knihe relativne dobre spracované. V 19. sto-
rod¢i sa skutoéne konstituuje postupne moderny slo-
vensky nédrod, odli$ny od vSetkych susedov, vratane
Cechov. Durica viak nevidi - alebo lepsie povedané -
nechce vidiet, ze rovnako ako vedomie odlidnosti zilo
u Slovdkov aj vedomie blizkosti k &eskému nérodu.
Slovensko-¢eski spolupracu nemozno absolutizovat,
ale rovnako ju nemozno z dejin Slovenska jednoducho
vyhodit. Duricova &echofébia, ktora sa odraza az v ne-
navistnych invektivach proti prislusnikom hlasistické-
ho hnutia (Srobér, Blaho a inf), ktoré sa hlasilo k tzkej
spolupréci s Cechmi, je prili zjavna.

Vznik Ceskoslovenskej republiky a jej vjznam pre
Slovakov Durica nechépe, alebo chapat’ nechce. Pre-
kondava tu aj samotného HruSovského, na ktorom je
koncepéne zévisly, lebo ten vjznam CSR uznaval a
ocerioval a pokladal ju za ,prestupnu stanicu® k ne-
Prave v rokoch 1918-1938 sa Slovaci

zAvislosti.

by more up-to-date historical findings and cannot
withstand the cold light of historical scrutiny. As
Durica’s conception is rooted in HruSovsky’s, his book
cannot withstand such scrutiny either. The limited
scope of this article does not permit a detailed exami-
nation of every claim and factual inaccuracy of
Durica’s book. For this reason, I will limit myself to a
critical examination of only the more questionable as-
pects of his main thesis.

The nation is not an eternal social organism that
has existed since the dawn of mankind. On the con-
trary, throughout most of recorded history, the nation
did not exist. The emergence of the nation remain an
issue of some debate, but there is a rare consensus
among scholars that the 'nation’ - as we know it today,
meaning a community of people united by a con-
sciousness of shared fellowship which is a community
of primary loyalty — 1s a modern creation, which made
its first appearance in Central Europe only in the 18th
century. Feudal society was indifferent to ethnic iden-
tity. The mation’ of that time consisted entirely of
members of the privileged social strata. Thus, the
phrase “the integral Hungarian nation“ (una eadem-
que natio hungarica) referred precisely to member-
ship in the privileged social strata of the Hungarian
state, and not to ethnic or linguistic categories such as
Slovak or Hungarian. However, even this understand-
ing of the 'nation’ is provisional, since no fully develo-
ped class societies yet existed in the early middle ages.
For those people who lived in the area that is now
Slovakia, the most relevant social formation in this pe-
riod was the division into tribes; the Slavs, and parti-
cularly Western Slavs, were not mternally differentia-
ted to any significant degree. Thus, neither Samo’s
Empire nor Great Moravia were “states of the
Slovaks“, nor could they be, as neither the Slovak na-
tion nor any nation yet existed at that time. Samo’s
Empire was a tribal association. It was not a nation.

The same anachronism appears in the claim that
there were strong national elements in the revolts of
the 17th century. In fact, however, the class society of
those days did not operate in terms of national cate-
gories; the primary issue was the preservation of class
privileges.

Durica often equates the Slovak national move-
ment with Catholicism. However, his description of
the religious disputes of the 17th century is mislea-
ding. The reformation had a strong cultural and poli-
tical impact on Slovak history - a fact which 1s entire-
ly ignored by Durica. Durica also emphasizes abuses
and acts of violence committed by protestants against
catholics, while downplaying or exonorating the nu-
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v Ceskoslovensku dotvorili ako svojbytny nérod a zis-
kali sebavedomie. Bez CSR by nebol mozny ani 14.
marec 1939, ale ani 1. januar 1993. Durica viak sta-
rostlivo vybera len negativne stranky vyvoja v spomi-
nanom obdobi, celé dvadsatrocie redukuje na popis
bojov Hlinkovej slovenskej ludovej strany (HSLS) za
autonémiu a vypocet krivd - skutoénych alebo vymys-
lenych - spachanych udajne Cechmi na Slovékoch. Aj
skutoéné udalosti st podané tak, Ze neinformovany ¢i-
tatel” dostéva len nedplnu informéciu, ktord mu neu-
mozituje urobit’ si spravny zaver.

Ako priklad takejto manipuldcie mozno citovat’ po-
pis prichodu Srobérovej Docasnej vlady pre Slovensko
do Bratislavy v roku 1919. Durica piSe k datumu 12.
februdra 1919: , Bratislavské robotnictvo spolu so Sirsi-
mi vrstvami obyvatelov vyhlésili trajk proti Sroba-ro-
vej vlade. Ceské vojsko strielalo do davu a zavrazdilo o-
sem 0s6b (z nich jednu Zenu). Poranili dvadsat’ muzov
a dve eny...“ To je sice pravda, ale Durica ,,zabudol“
napisat, e proti Srobérovi trajkovalo a brilo sa ma-
darské obyvatelstvo Bratislavy, ktoré samozrejme ne-
malo zaujem o zadlenenie mesta do Ceskoslo-venska.
Durica tiez déva narodnostny charakter &sto social-
nym bojom s cielom vyvolavat proticeské averzie.

K datumu 25. méja 1931 pie: ,,Ceski Cetnici strie-
lali do Strajkupicich robotnikov v Kosutoch, pri¢om
troch robotnikov zavrazdili (J. Denatha, A. Zabku a S.
Thurzu) a viacerych zranili.” V skuto¢nosti vééSina
zandarov bola slovenskej narodnosti a védésina robot-
nikov boli Madari. Za zésah prebral zodpovednost
minister vnutra, ktorym bol Slovék Juraj Slavik.

Durica tie? opakuje dévno vyvratené nepodlozené
povesti o tom, Ze je vel'mi pravdepodobné, Ze lietadlo,
ktorym sa vracal general Stefanik, bolo zostrelené
(4. 5. 1919), hoci sam kedysi napisal knihu o smrti ge-
nerdla Stefanika, kde tito teériu nepokladé za prav-
depodobnu.

Durica tiplne nekriticky obhajuje ludécku diktatu-
ru slovenského $titu a najmé osobnost Jozefa Tisa -
predsedu vlady a od 26. 10. 1939 prezidenta Sloven-
ske] republiky. Negativne javy totalitného ludackeho
rezimu bagatelizuje, alebo vobec zamléuje. O tzv. rie-
Seni zidovske] otdzky, teda zbaveni slovenskych Zidov
majetku a obéianskych prav a deportéciach - viac ako
57 000 z okolo 88 000 zidov do vyhladzovacich tabo-
rov pie so snahou zamléat' td skutoénost, Ze to bola
samotna slovenska vlada, a nie nacistické Nemecko,
ktora rozhodla o arizacii a deportéciach.

Vrcholom cynizmu je pasaz, viazica sa k datumu
17. marca 1942, v ktorej sa hovori o pracovnych tabo-
roch pre Zidov: ,,O zdravotné podmienky prislusnikov
tdbora sa starali Zzidovski lekari. Zubnym lekdarom

merous documented cases of catholic violence against
protestants.

Durica’s elaboration of the nineteenth century
Slovak national revival is relatively more competent.
A modern Slovak nation did in fact gradually emerge
in the 19th century, and it was distinct from all of its ne-
ighbors, the Czechs included. However, Durica does
not see — or, perhaps more precisely, does not want to
see — that even as Slovaks self-consciously distingui-
shed themselves from Czechs, they nonetheless per-
ceived close affinities with them. While Czech and Slo-
vak cooperation cannot be taken as unproblematic,
neither can it simply be erased from Slovak history.
Durica’s Czecho-phobia is reflected in his near-hateful
invectives against Srobar, Blaho, and other members
of the ’hlasist” movement, who advocated close coop-
eration between Czechs and Slovaks. Apparently, the
same anti-Czech bias has prevented Durica from un-
derstanding the reasons for the establishment of the
Czechoslovak Republic and its significance for the
Slovaks. Here, he even surpasses HruSovsky — upon
whose work Durica’s interpretation largely depends -
because Hrusovsky did acknowledge the significance
and value of the Czechoslovak Republic, at least inso-
far as he considered it a ’transitional stage’ of Slovak
independence. It was precisely in the period from
1918-1938 - that is, when Slovaks were part of the
Czechoslovak Republic - that they emerged as a self-
conscious political nation. There would have been no
March 14, 1939 and no January 1, 1993 without the
Czechoslovak state. However, Durica selectively men-
tions only the negative aspects of Slovakia’s develop-
ment during the Czechoslovak period. The complex
developments of 75 years are reduced to a description
of the struggle of Hlinka’s Slovak People’s Party
(HSLS) for autonomy and a recitation of a long list of
abuses - both real and imagined - that were allegedly
committed against the Slovaks by the Czechs. Even ac-
tual events are 'presented’ in such a partial way that
an insufficiently informed reader could be easily led to
the wrong conclusions.

One example of this sort of manipulation is contain-
ed in Durica’s description of the arrival of Srobér’s
provisional government in Bratislava in 1919. Durica’s
account of February 12, 1919 reads: “Bratislava’s wor-
king class, allied with the broad masses of inhabitants,
proclaimed an on-going strike against the Srobar gov-
ernment. The Czech army opened fire upon the stri-
kers and killed eight people, including one woman.
Twenty men and two women were injured...“ Factually
speaking, this is all quite correct. However, Durica
’forgot” to add that it was the Hungarian inhabitants
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bolo pridelované aj zlato na protézy, ¢o si vtedy naj-
vidsia Cast obyvatelstva nemohla dovolit.“

Znaéni pozornost venuje Durica SNP, hoci tento
termin nepouziva. Udaje si podrobné a Durica sa
snazi o objektivitu. Zasadnym nedostatkom je vsak to,
#e Durica vobec nepochopil zmysel SNP a chape ho
vlastne len ako vzburu proti ,vlastnému® Statu. V sku-
to¢nosti o likvidacii slovenského $tatu bolo uz vtedy
rozhodnuté, lebo Slovensko sa zapojilo na strane na-
cistického Nemecka do vojny proti Polsku (1939) a ne-
skér ZSSR a formélne aj zdpadnym spojencom
(1941). Mocnosti protifasistickej koalicie Slovensko ne-
uznévali, neboli ochotné z principidlnych dévodov ne-
chat existovat $tat, ktory vznikol ako désledok nemec-
kej hegemoénie. SNP malo vyznam v tom, Ze umoznilo
znovuzapojenie Slovenska do CSR za lepsich podmie-
nok, ako boli tie, ktoré existovali v rokoch 1918 - 1938.

Povojnové obdobie je spracované zna¢ne nerovno-
mernym spoésobom. Kym roky 1945-1948 su relativne
vyvazené (hoci aj tu st niektoré nepravdivé, alebo za-
vadzayice polopravdivé tvrdenia) a akcie proti katolic-
kej cirkvi st spracované vel'mi precizne, 60. roky, z
hladiska nérodno-demokratického pohybu, absen-
tujd. O rokovaniach pri priprave federacie v roku 1968
sa Durica prakticky nezmietiuje, hoci i8lo o zdsadnu
vec. Uvadza sice ustavny zékon & 143/1968 Zb. o des-
koslovenskej federécii, ale uplne absentuji zdkony
z decembra 1970, ktorymi Husékovo vedenie UV KSC
federaciu zdeformovalo.

Spracovanie obdobia 1989 - 1992 je tplne nedo-
statotné. Durica uvadza détum 17. jula 1992 - schvé-
lenie Deklardcie zvrchovanosti Slovenska - a tym evo-
kuje predstavu, Ze to bola vlastne SNR, ktora vyhlasi-
la samostatnost. O samostatnosti Slovenska vSak bolo
v skuto¢nosti rozhodnuté na rokovaniach medzi
Véclavom Klausom a Vladimirom Meéiarom v Brne
8. 6. 1992 a v Bratislave 19. 6. a to z iniciativy ¢eskej
strany, ktord odmietla Meciarov navrh na konfedera-
tivne usporiadanie. O tychto rokovaniach, hoci maji
zésadny vyznam, nie je v knihe ani slovo!

Bolo uz povedané, Ze kniha obsahuje viacero vec-
nych chyb. Uvddzame aspori tie, ktoré sa tykaji mo-
dernych dejin: Jozef II. roku 1785 nezrusil poddan-
stvo, to bolo zrusené az v roku 1848, ale nevol'nictvo;
Martinska deklaracia neobsahovala Ziadnu tajni
klauzulu® o tom, Ze by Slovéci v roku 1918 vstupovali
do spoloéného $tatu s Cechmi na skiobné obdobie
desiatich rokov, ako pisal Tuka; Bulharsko neuznalo
Slovensku republiku de facto a de iure 16. septembra
1939, ale uz 5. augusta; kultirna delegacia, ktord pri-
cestovala do Bratislavy v roku 1940 nebola vedena

of Bratislava who struck in protest against Srobr, be-
cause they, quite naturally, opposed the incorporation
of the town into the new Czechoslovak state. Durica
attributes a 'national’ character to what were, in fact,
purely social struggles. His apparent aim is to evoke
and sustain anti-Czech sentiments. As another exam-
ple, his account of May 5, 1931 reads: “The Czech
gendarmerie shot at striking workers in Kosuty. Three
workers were killed ( J. Denéth, A. Zabka, and S.
Thurzo) and many others were injured.” Again, the re-
ality is that the majority of the members of the gen-
darmerie were of Slovak nationality, while the majori-
ty of the striking workers were Hungarians. It is a mat-
ter of historical record that Juraj Slavik, the Minister of
Interior at this time and also a Slovak, accepted res-
ponsibility for this act. Durica also recites the long-
since disproved myth that the airplane crash which kil-
led General Stefanik on May 4, 1919 was deliberate
rather than accidental; more precisely, he claims that
it is “very likely” that the airplane was shot down. It 1s
worth noting that Durica happened to write a book on
the death of General Stefanik sometime ago in which
he considered this theory to be very unlikely.

Durica uncritically praises the "ludak’ dictatorship
of the war-time Slovak state and especially the leader-
ship of Jozef Tiso, who was both Prime Minister and
President after October 26, 1939. The negative as-
pects of this totalitarian regime are either downplayed
or entirely concealed. He describes the so-called ’solu-
tion’ of the Jewish question — meaning the deprivation
of civil rights and property, and the subsequent de-
portation of more than 57,000 of Slovakia’s estimated
88,000 Jews to extermination camps — as the exclu-
sive policy of Nazi Germany. He conceals the fact that
it was not Nazi Germany which directly undertook
these measures, but the Slovak government itself.
Durica reaches the height of cynicism in a passage in
which he describes conditions in Jewish work camps
in 1942: “Jewish doctors are caring for the health of
the members of the camp. Jewish dentists even receive
gold for false teeth which the majority of the Slovak
population could not afford in those days®.

Durica pays a great deal of attention to the Slovak
National Uprising, although he does not refer to it by
this name. His description of these events is given in
some detail and with some effort to present a balan-
ced account. The principal inaccuracy lies in Durica’s
characterization of the uprising as merely a revolt of
Slovaks against their own’ state.” In reality, the fate of
the wartime Slovak state was already sealed when
Slovakia joined Nazi Germany in the war, first against
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ministrom Kaplanom, ale profesorom Kaftanovom;
po zastaveni deportdcii 20. oktébra 1942 zostalo na
Slovensku okolo 24 000 zidov, nie 35 000.

Duricova kniha je pozoruhodnym dokladom o po-
stojoch neoludéckej emigréacii k réznym problémom
histérie Slovenska. Z tohto hladiska, ale naozaj len
z tohto hladiska, ju moZno povazovat za prinosnu.
V Ziadnom pripade nie je vhodna ako uéebnica pre
gkoly a treba sa pytat, ako je mozné, Ze mohla byt vy-
dané za peniaze z programu Eurépskej unie PHARE.

Y

Durica’s coverage of the post-war period also lacks
a balanced perspective. The years 1945-1948 receive a
relatively even-handed treatment, although not with-
out several false and misleading claims. The measures
that were taken by the Communist authorities against
the Catholic Church are very precisely recounted.
However, the development of Slovakia’s national-dem-
ocratic movement in the 1960’s is entirely neglected.
Durica says practically nothing about the negotiations
which took place in 1968 on the issue of federalizing
the Czechoslovak state, despite the fact that federal re-
form was a principal aim of the reformers. He does
mention the Constitution Act No. 143/1968 of the
Legal Gazette which formally created the Czechoslo-
vak Federation, but he completely omits the acts of
December 1970, by which the Husak leadership of the
Communist Party severely distorted authentic federa-
lism.

Durica’s elaboration of the period between 1989
and 1992 1s entirely inadequate. He locates the date of
Slovakia’s independence on July 17, 1992, when the
Slovak Declaration of Sovereignty was passed. He
thereby implies that it was the Slovak National
Council which proclaimed Slovak independence. In
fact, however, the independence of Slovakia was the
result of negotiations between Vaclav Klaus and Vladi-
mir Mediar which took place in Brno on June 8, 1992
and 1n Bratislava on June 19, 1992. Independence
was initiated by the Czech side, after Klaus rejected
Mediar’s proposal for a confederal arrangement. Al-
though these negotiations had a critical, indeed deci-
sive, impact, they are not mentioned even in passing.

As mentioned above, there are numerous other
factual inaccuracies throughout Durica’s book. For
the record, let me mention here just a few of the most

Poland in 1939, then against the Soviet Union, and
finally against the Western Allies in 1941. The Western
Allies never recognized the Slovak state, nor would
they have accepted - for reasons of principle - the leg-
itimacy of any state that was established as a result of
German imperial hegemony. The real significance of
the Slovak National Uprising was rather that it ena-
bled the return of Slovakia to the Czechoslovak state,
and under better terms than those which had obtain-
ed between 1919 and 1938.

obvious historical errors: Joseph II abolished vassal-
age in 1785, and not serfdom, as Durica would have
it. Serfdom was not ended in the Austro-Hungarian
Empire until 1848. The Declaration of Martin of 1918
did not contain any secret clauses providing for a ten-
year ’trial-period’ for Slovakia in the common state, as
has been claimed by Tuka. Bulgaria did not recognize
the Slovak Republic “de facto® and “de iure” on
September 16, 1939, but on August 5, 1939. The cul-
tural delegation which arrived in Bratislava in 1940
was not led by Minister Kaplan but by the professor,
Kaftanov. After the deportations of the Jews were stop-
ped on October 20, 1942, only an estimated 24,000
Jews remained in Slovakia, not 35,000.

Durica’s book serves as extraordinary evidence of
the attitudes which have prevailed among the 'neo-lu-
dak’ emigration towards different aspects of Slovakia’s
history. From this perspective, but only from this per-
spective, Durica’s book can be judged as having some
positive historical value. However, in no case can this
book be considered as a suitable educational text for
Slovak students. Given the book’s evident flaws, the
only question that remains 1s how it was possible that
this book was published with the financial support of
the European Union’s PHARE program.
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DARINA VERGESOVA

DAJTE DURICOVI POKOJ

Literdrny tyZdennik, jun 1997

Ked' chodim po knihkupectvach, nevychadzam
z udivu nad mnozstvom brakovej literatiry, ktord nas
po roku 1989 priam zaplavila. Mozno, Ze to niekomu
dokonca aj vyhovuje. O¢ividne organizované su vsak
kampane proti pisanému slovu dejin alebo paméti
slovenského naroda, ktoré by mohli ozivit alebo rozvi-
nut ndrodné povedomie. Niekomu bola pred péar rok-
mi tfiiom v oku $tidia Slovensky nédrod a jeho Stat-
nost’ (1990) od profesora Milana S. Duricu. Dielko spl-
nilo svoj uéel, v kratkosti a zrozumitel'ne podalo hlav-

né useky nasich dejin a verejnost’ ho prijala pozitivne.
Nedavno vyslo druhé vydanie Duricovej chronologic-
kej prirucky pod ndzvom Dejiny Slovenska a Slovakov
(1996). Jedni tito prirucku privitali, inf zasa proti nej
celou svojou autoritou broja, dokonca hladaju pomoc
za hranicami Slovenska. Predseda vedeckej rady
Historického ustavu SAV PhDr. Lubomir Lipték a ri-
aditel’ toho istého ustavu PhDr. Dusan Kovaé vy¢itaja
Duricovmu dielu, ze »nie su to dejiny Slovenska a Slo-
vékov, ale 1ba akési chronologickéd priruc¢ka® a Ze .,z
didaktického hladiska je chronologickd prirucka na
zékladnych Skolach prakticky nepouzitel'na“. Durico-
vo dielo nie je ,,akési chronologicka prirucka®, ale je to
chronologicka prirucka, ¢ize chronologické spracova-
nie dejin Slovenska a Slovakov, a sice prvé svojho dru-
hu na Slovensku. Nie je mi zndme, Ze by nejaky narod
v Eurépe nemal spracovanu chronolégiu dejin svojho
néroda. Ze takéto prirucky mdzu pouzivat Zaci viet-
kych typov 8kél, je uplne samozrejmé. Névum je, ze
Durica pojal do svojej prirucky aj zatial edte ,, haklivé*
témy, ako obdobie Slovenske] republiky 1939 - 1945,
a dotkol sa aj smrti M. R. Stefanika, a sice nie tak, ako
to bolo eSte doneddvna bezné, ¢ize podla predpisanej
marxistickej verzie a prazského Gzusu. A preto ani ne-
moze prekvapit, ked niektorf pracovnici Historického
ustavu, vychovavani v tomto duchu Duricovi vy&itajud,
ze jeho dielo vraj z ,,vdznych vychovnych a moralnych
dévodov® nepatri do 8k6l, lebo vraj obsahuye ,,antise-
mitizmus, ¢echofébiu, infiltrovanie Ziakov nepriatel-
stvom vo¢i susednému nérodu a Statu...“ Neviem ko-
T'ko desatro& béadali Duricovi oponenti v eurépskych
archivoch, ale viem to, Ze profesor Durica venoval vel-
ku ¢ast’ svojho Zivota historickej vede, vychoval gene-

LEAVE DURICA IN PEACE
Literdrny tyZdennik), June 1997

When I browse through bookstores, I cannot help
wondering at the huge piles of junk literature which have
inundated us since 1989. Maybe it suits somebody. It 1s
evident that there are organized campaigns against the
written word of Slovak history and the memory of the
Slovak nation, and the possibility that they might init-
iate a revival or a development of national consciousness.

A couple of years ago, someone was against the stu-
dy, The Slovak Nation and its Statehood, by professor
Milan S. Durica. This little work served its purpose in
providing brief and intelligible information on the most
important periods of our history. The public accepted
this work positively. Recently, in 1996, the second edi-
tion of Durica’s chronological primer, entitled The His-
tory of Slovakia and The Slovaks, was published. Some
people welcomed the book, while others have come out
against 1t, using all the weapons at their disposal - they
even sought help from abroad.

The President of the Scientific Council of the
Historical Institute of the Slovak Academy of Sciences,
Dr. Dubomir Lipték, and the Director of this Institute,
Dr. Dusan Kova¢, have reproached Durica’s work for
“not being the history of Slovakia and the Slovaks but
only some historical primer®, and for “its didactic in-
applicability as a practical chronological primer for ele-
mentary schools“. Durica’s work is not just “some chro-
nological primer”. It is a chronological primer in the
sense that it provides a chronological elaboration of the
history of Slovakia and the Slovaks, and it is the first
of its kind to appear in Slovakia. As far as [ am aware,
there 1s no nation in Europe which does not have a
comprehensive, chronological account of the history of
the nation. It 1s quite obvious that pupils at all kinds of
schools are allowed to use such handbooks. What 1s
new about Durica’s book is the fact that he included
such “delicate” topics as the nature of the Slovak
Republic between 1939 and 1945 and some comments
on the death of M. R. Stefanik. However, Durica did not
take the safe and conventional approach - as was com-
mon until only a short time ago. He did not follow the
prescribed marxist version or Prague’s conventions. So
it i1s not surprising that some scientists from the
Historical Institute, who have been educated and
“brought up® in these ways, have reproached Durica
for his work, alleging that he endorses “antisemitism
and Czecho-phobia, and seeks to infuse Slovak pupils
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racie slovakistov v Taliansku a nezndmy nie je ani na
svetozname] Sorbonne, kde tiez prednasal. Podstatné
viak je, Zze publikoval a publikuje na zdklade stidia
autentickych dokumentov z réznych eurépskych archi-
vov. Nevynechdva, samozrejme, ani obdobie Sloven-
skej republiky v rokoch 1939 az 1945.

Pr1 Kovadovej a Liptdkovej recenzii je na zamysle-
nie, ked’ Duricovi vy&itaju eSte aj strankové rozdlene-
nie jeho préace, lebo obdobiu slovenskej autonémie a
slovenského Statu venoval vraj viac stran, akoby podla
»Sucasne] Urovne poznania“ (asi ich osobnej) mal.Vraj
nespomina ani to, 7e Ceskoslovenska republika bola
zéchranou Slovékov pred madarizéciou. Lenze Cesko-
slovebska republika nevznikla z laskavosti Cechov vo-
¢ Slovéakom. Pravdou je, Ze obidva narody sa navza-
jom potrebovali. Cesi boli prave tak postihnuti germa-
nizéciou, ako Slovaci madarizaciou a iba spolo¢ne st
mohli poméct. Naozaj neviem, ¢o by malo byt nepri-
jatelné a z etického hladiska odstideniahodné, ked’
Durica pri M. R. Stefanikovi tvrdi, Ze je vel mi pravde-
podobné, Ze i8lo o umyselné zostrelenie letadla...
Predsa aj star$ia generacia v Cesku hovorf to isté, iba
#e nehovori ,je pravdepodobné“. A Ze medzi Stefani-
kom a Masarykom, a najma Bene$om, boli nezhody,
to nie je Duricov vymysel, ale doloZitel'na skuto¢nost.
Prekvapuje, ked’ Duricovi vyéitajd, Ze ,,vnéasa do slo-
venske] spolo¢nosti dédvno prekonanu konfesiondlnu
z4St a jednostrannost.”

Prestudovala som mnozstvo literatiry tykajice; sa
2. svetove] vojny. O ,vrahovi“ Tisovi sa nikde nepise
tak nendvistne, ako na Slovensku, ¢m sa tito historic-
ki vedet ,,hrdinsky® ete aj vonku chvédlia. A potom sa
nedivme, Ze kazdé . narovnanie slovenského chrbta®
sa v zahraniéf vid{ ako nacionalizmus (=nacizmus, fa-
$izmus a utld¢anie mensin). Ani sa neéudujme, Ze
Duricova kniha vylakala uréité kruhy na Slovensku! Je
to priam neuveritel né, ale najva¢$imi nepriatel'mi
Slovenska su Slovéci sami. Uz viackrat som zazila slo-
venskych historikov v zahraniéi, ako prednasali o Slo-
vensku. Takmer vSetci mali jedno spolo¢né. Slovdkov
predstavovali bez dejin, bez minulosti, bez kultiry a
tradicii a ¢uduj sa svete, aj ako utlacatelov mensin.
Nezabudli spomenut ani fasistickd minulost a naciz-
mus na Slovensku. Ich dusevni pribuzni na Zapade
za$li dokonca vo svojej slepej, nepochopitel'nej nena-
visti az tak daleko, Ze obvinihi Slovékov aj z veSania ko-
munistov a zidov v Kosiciach v janudri 1945 (podla
nemeckého komentatora v jednom prispevku o Slo-
vensku bola to vraj .,jedna z poslednych ohavnosti fa-
Sistického slovenského $tatu, spojenca Adolfa Hitle-
ra“). Ze v tom &ase Kogice patrili Madarsku a ti smut-

with animosity against neighbouring nations and sta-
tes...”“. Therefore, they argue, his work is not suitable for
schools for both “serious educational and moral rea-
sons“. I do not know how much time Durica’s oppo-
nents spent doing research in European archives, but I
do know that professor Durica has devoted a great deal
of his life to historical science, that he has educated sev-
eral generations of “slovakists” in Italy, and that he 1s
known even at the world-renowned Sorbonne, where he
has also givenlectures. The fact is that he has published
and still publishes historical works which are based on
authentic documents from various European archives.
Naturally, he does not omit the period of the Slovak
Republic between 1939 and 1945.

It is hard to believe that, in their review of Durica’s
book, Kovaé and Liptdk even criticize the layout of the
study. They claim that he devoted more pages to the per-
10d of Slovak autonomy and the war-time Slovak state
than 1s merited by “the present level of knowledge” (per-
haps their own personal knowledge). They say that he
does not mention how the Czechoslovak Republic saved
the Slovaks from continued Magyarization. But the es-
tablishment of the Czechoslovak Republic was not an
act of Czech kindness toward the Slovaks. The truth 1s
that both nations needed each other. The Czechs were
afflicted by Germanization much in the same way that
the Slovaks suffered Magyarization. Only together could
they defend themselves. I really do not know what is so
unacceptable and morally condemnable about Durica’s
statement that M. R. Stefanik’s plane very likely was de-
liberately shot down... . As a matter of fact, the older ge-
neration in the Czech Republic has said the same, and
with even greater certainty. That there were disagree-
ments between Stefanik and Masaryk, and even more
between Stefanik and Benes, is not just Durica’s inven-
tion but a matter of fact supported by evidence.

It is surprising that they criticize Durica for “one-
sidedly introducing into Slovak society historical relig-
1ous hatreds that were long ago overcome.“ I studied a
huge amount of literature concerning the Second
World War, and I have never encountered as much hat-
red towards the “murderous” Tiso as there is in Slovak
texts. And these historians even “proudly” brag of
their works abroad. Given this situation, it is hardly sur-
prising that any effort to straighten the Slovak spine is
seen as nationalism (the equivalent of nazism), fascism,
and the oppression of minorities. Nor is it surprising
that certain circles in Slovakia are even frightened by
Durica’s book! It may be hard to believe but the great-
est enemies of Slovakia are Slovaks themselves. On sev-
eral occassions, I have had an opportunity to witness
the way in which Slovak historians have given lectures
on Slovakia to foreign audiences. Nearly all of them
have had one thing in common: they present the
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ni a hnusni akciu obstarali madarské faSistické
Sipové krize, to nikoho nezaujima, zd4 sa %e najmenej
nasich historikov.

Do rik sa mi dostala anglickd verzia kratkych de-
jin Slovenska od spominaného Lubomira Liptdka z
Historického ustavu SAV pod ndzvom A History of
Slovakia and the Slovaks vydand Ministerstvom za-
hrani¢nych veci SR. Této brozirka bola napisané pre
zahraniénych ¢itatelov, aby ich v kratkosti obozndmila

s dejinami Slovenska. Bola jedinym informa¢nym ma-
teridlom, alebo mozno este 1 je, na slovenskych velvy-
slanectvach. Liptdkove kratke dejiny vysh pravdepo-
dobne i v inych cudzich jazykoch. Na poslednej strane
brozurky sa ¢ditatel’ dozvie, Ze autor tiou v roku 1991
vyhral spomedzi 24 autorov konkurz o najlepsie krat-
ke dejiny Slovenska a Slovdkov. A na zédklade tohto
ocenenia mu vtedaj$i minister Pavol Demes$ udelil aj
ministerskii cenu. Zaujimavé je, ze v kapitole The
Slovak State During the War (Slovensky $tat pocas voy-
ny, s. 14) sa zahrani¢ny ¢itatel” dozvie to, ¢o nam ne-
dévno edte natlkali do hlav. Lenze tu, v tejto brozirke
- je to eSte ostrejdie.

Slovaks as a nation without a history, without culture
and traditions - and surprise - as the oppressors of min-
orities. Nor do they neglect to mention Slovakia’s fascist
and naz past. Their spiritual kin in the West have gone
so far in their blind, ignorant hatred as to blame the
Slovaks for the hangings of communists and Jews in
Kosice in January 1945. According to one German com-
mentator, the massacres in Kosice, were “one of the last
abominations of the fascist Slovak state and ally of Adolf
Hitler”. The fact that Kosice belonged to Hungary at
that time and that this sad, vile act was commutted by
the Hungarian fascist “Wild Rose Crosses”, is apparent-
ly of interest to no one, least at all to our own historians.
I have had the opportunity to leaf through the
English version of another short history of Slovakia,
A History of Slovakia and the Slovaks, written by the
above mentioned Lubomir Liptak of the Historical
Institute of the Slovak Academy of Sciences and publish-
ed by the Slovak Ministry of Foreign Affairs. This bro-
chure was intended to acquaint foreign readers with
Slovak history. It was, and perhaps still 1s, the only his-
torical quide available at Slovak embassies. Liptak’s
short history was probably published in other languages
too. On the very last page of the brochure, there is a
note to readers that - in a competition with 24 other
works — this study was acclaimed the best short history
of Slovakia and the Slovaks. Liptdk was also awarded a
“Minustry Prize® for this achievement at the time by the
Minister Pavol Demes. The reader will be quite interes-
ted to discover what 1s written in the chapter, “The
Slovak State During the War®, on page 14. It is the same
stuff that was pushed down our throats only a recent
time ago. But in this brochure, it is even more bitter.

2. jun 1997

MILAN BYRUCEK

EU ODMITA ODPOVEDNOST ZA PRIRUCKU
ZKRESLUJICi DEPORTACE ZIDU
CTK, 2. jiin 1997

Zastupitelsky ufad Evropské komise v Bratislavé
odmita odpovédnost za kontraverzni historiografickou
pFirucku Dejiny Slovenska a Slovdkov, kterou nedév-

no za penize Evropské unie z programu PHARE vy-
dalo slovenské ministerstvo Skostvi.

Pfirutka z pera emigra¢niho historika Milana
Durici rozeslané uéitelim zakladnich kol, poboutila
faktickymi chybami a zkreslenim udélosti zejména

THE EU ACCEPTS NO RESPONSIBILITY FOR
NEW PUBLICATION WHICH MISINTERPRETS
THE DEPORTATION OF THE JEWS

Czech Press Agency; June 2, 1997

The Delegation of the European Commission in
Bratislava has rejected all responsibility for the con-
troversial educational supplement, A History of
Slovakia and the Slovaks. Recently published by the
Slovak Ministry of Education with funds from the
European Union’s PHARE Program, the book has
been distributed to primary schools as a supplement to
their regular curriculum. Written by the emigre histori-
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z dob véle¢ného Slovenského $tatu historiky ze
Slovenské akademie véd 1 Zidovskou komunitu a evan-
gelickou cirkev.

»Za danych podminek bylo pro nds nemozné pro-
vétit, zda text odpovida skute¢nosti, ¢ nikoliv®, uvedl
v rozhovoru pro CTK von Burgsdorff, prvni tajemnik
delegace Evropské komisie v SR.“ Dnes by tato kniha
nebyla financovédna,” upstuge.

Podle diplomata problém spoéival pfedevsim v ne-
dostatku &asu. 27. zaf{ lotiského roku, té1 dny pred vy-
préenim lhaty pro vyuziti fondd PHARE pro program
pomoci slovenskému skolstvi na léta 1992-96, obdrzel
piisluny programovy manazér zadost z ministerstva
gkolstvi o financovani vibec prvni piirucky, kterd
predstavovala chronologn udélosti slovenskych déjn,
zejména pomijeného obdobi 30. a 40. let 20. stoleti.
Vydani ptirucky podpofili posudky zahrani¢nich ex-
perti z Kanady a Némecka, z nichz ,,z24dny nenazna-
¢il, Ze nékteré interpretace jsou nebezpe&né®. Navic i
ministryné Slavkovskd zaslala osobni ,,zadost” o vy-
déni pfirucky. Na tomto zéklade pak unie souhlasila
s poskytnutim 80000 ECU na vydéni p¥irucky. Pro
srovnani von Burgsdorff dodava, Ze béhem Styf let
Slovensko vyéerpalo z PHARE na 40 miliéna ECU.

»Text knihy jsme dfive nevidéli,” p¥ipousti prvni
tajemnik. ,Nebylo mozné béhem par dna ovefit, zda
historicka fakta jsou uvadéna spravné.”

»To neni pravda,” odmitd von Burgsdorff tvrzeni
ministryné skolstvi, podle které veskera odpovédnost
za vydani sporné publikace spoé¢iva na Evropské ko-
misl.

»Nedokézi si vlastné prédstavit, pro¢ je tolik roz-
ruchu okolo jedné knihy. Financovala ji PHARE a 4
st myslim, Ze programy PHARE jsou tak dusledne sle-
dované, Ze by neproslo néco, co je nevhodné. To pro-
sté schvaluje komise PHARE, to neschvalujeme my,“
tvrdila Slavkovska v rozhlasovém interview poté, co se
na strankach tisku objevili protesty historikti proti ka-
pitolam Duricovy pifrucky, idylicky vykreslujici pomé-
ry v slovenskych pracovnich taborech pro Zidy & de-
portace do vyhlazovacich tabort.

»Program PHARE vyZaduje dtivéru mezi partne-
ry. Pokud ministryné poslala dopis, Ze knihu je tfeba
vydat, jak bylo mozné fci ne“, poznamenava von
Burgsdorff.

Podle diplomata dosud byly schvalovany vSechny
zadosti o vyuziti programu PHARE, pokud spliiovaly
vSechna formalni hlediska. Jednotlivé programy se na-
vic uskutecéniuji 1 s vyuZitim vladnich fondu, takze nel-
ze hovofit o vyluéné zodpovédnosti delegace Evropské
komusie.

an, Milan Durica, the book has shocked historians from
the Slovak Academy of Science, as well as representat-
wes of both the Jewish community and the Lutheran
Church. It has been criticized for both its factually inac-
curate and tendentious views, particularly those con-
cerning the events of the wartime Slovak Republic.

“Under the circumstances, it was impossible for
us to verify whether the text 1s based on truth or not®,
said Mr. von Burgsdorff, First Secretary of the Euro-
pean Commission Delegation in the Slovak Republic,
in an interview for the Czech Press Agency (CTK).
However, he sought to provide assurances that “today
this publication would not be financed .

According to von Burgsdorff, the main source of
the problem was the lack of time. On September 27
1996, just three days before the end of the 1992-1996
period to draw on PHARE funds allocated to assist
the Slovak school system, the program officer in
charge of these funds received an application from the
Ministry of Education. The appliction requested fin-
ancing for an educational supplement which would
provide a chronological account of the events of
Slovak history and which would focus especially on
the neglected period of the 1930s and 1940s. The pro-
posal further noted that such a book would be the first
of its kind in Slovakia.

The proposal for the handbook was supported
with recommendations from two foreign experts from
Canada and Germany, “neither of whom suggested
that some of the interpretations it contains are dange-
rous“. Furthermore, the Minister of Education, Eva
Slavkovska, sent a personal “request” urging PHARE
to finance the publication of the book. Based on thus,
the Commission agreed to provide 80,000 ECU for
the project. To put this amount in perspective, von
Burgsdorff added that, in the last four years, Slovakia
has received a total of 40 million ECU from the
PHARE program.

“I had not seen the text of the book before“, the
First Secretary admitted. “It was impossible to verify
within a few days whether the historical facts were sta-
ted correctly.”

Von Burgsdorff rejected claims made by the
Minister of Education, according to whom all respon-
sibility for the publication of the disputed book rests
with the European Commuission.

Meanwhile, the Slovak government has sought to
downplay the controversy. “I cannot understand why
there 1s so much fuss over the publication of one book.
It was financed by the PHARE program and I believe
that projects financed by PHARE are under sufficient
scrutiny so that nothing unsuitable would be accepted.
The simple fact is that the book was approved by
PHARE. It was not in our power to decide such ap-
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Delegace Evropské komise podle tajemnika zarea-
govala okam?Zité poté, co se v tisku objevily sporné pa-
séze z Duricovy pifrucky, a se statnim tajemnikem mi-
nisterstva $kolstvi Ondrejem Nemdcokem se dohodla,
ze piirucku opétovne posoudi nezéavisli experti. Bude-
li posudek negativni, mély by se do fondu PHARE vra-
tit pouzité prostredky a piirucka by méla byt stazena
ze Skol.

_Receno futbalovou terminologii, mi¢ je na sloven-

A

ské strané,

uzavird von Burgsdorff.

proval®, claimed Minister Slavkovska in a radio inter-
view she gave after protests began to appear in the
press. Some Slovak historians have protested against
certain sections of Durica’s textbook, particularly
those in which he portrays the conditions of Slovak
Jews in wartime labour camps and their deportation
to concentration camps as nearly idyllic.

“The PHARE program presumes mutual trust
among partners. If the Minister sent a letter, reques-
ting that the book be published, how could we say
no’?*, explained von Burgsdorff.

According to the diplomat, all applications submit-
ted to the PHARE program are approved, provided
that they fulfil all the formal requirements. These pro-
jects are also financed directly from government funds,
so it 1s impossible to claim that the European Commis-
sion Delegation is solely responsible for any of them.

Von Burgsdorff stated further that the Delegation
of the European Commission responded immediately
after critiques of the book appeared in the press, mak-
ing clear the questionable nature of the textbook. It
was then agreed with the State Secretary of the
Ministry of Education, Ondrej Nemcok, that the
handbook would be reassessed by an independent
group of experts. In the event that the evaluation
should prove negative, the funds used to produce it
would be returned back to the PHARE program and
the handbook would be withdrawn from the school
curriculum.

“Speaking in soccer jargon, the ball is now in the
Slovak corner”, concluded von Burgsdorff.

7. jun 1997

STANOVISKO BRATISLAVSKO-TRNAVSKEHO
ARCIBISKUPSKEHO URADU V TRNAVE
Slovenskd republika, 7. jun 1997

,Kniha Milana Duricu Dejiny Slovenska a Slové-
kov je ojedineld v dejinéch slovenského naroda. Prva
dviha nérodné povedomie, také chabé najma u mla-
dej a strednej generacie, ¢o zapri¢inila minulost. Aj
ked’ nemozno vyludit, ze autor vyjadruje d&iastoéne
svo] subjektivny nézor, je to odborne napisany pre-
hlad dejin Slovenska a Slovakov, koncipovany v na-
rodnom duchu.“ Uvadza sa to v stanovisku Bratislav-
sko-trnavského arcibiskupského vuradu so sidlom v Tr-
nave. Arcibiskupsky drad tak reaguje na vyhlasenie
Evanjelickej cirkvi a. v. a na polemiky o spominane)
knihe, ako i na navrhy na jej vylicenie zo kol. ,Nie je

STATEMENT BY THE BRATISLAVA-TRNAVA
ARCHBISHOP’S OFFICE BASED IN TRNAVA
Slovenskd Republika daily, June 7, 1997

“The book by Milan Durica, A History of Slovakia
and the Slovaks, i1s an extraordinary achievement in
the history of the Slovak nation. It is among the first
works of Slovak historiography to uplift our national

consciousness, which has, as a consequence of the
past, became so feeble, especially among the young
and middle generations. Even if one cannot deny that
the author expresses his own subjective views, it 1s a
professionally written survey of the history of Slovakia
and the Slovaks, conceived in the spirit of the nation®,
thus reads the official statement of the Bratislava-
Trnava Archbishop’s Office, based in Trnava. The
Archbishop’s Office was responding to statements is-
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pravda, Ze je tato kniha napisand konfesionalne, ale-
bo znamena katolicku interpretdciu dejin,” uvddza sa

v stanovisku.

sued by the Evangelical (Lutheran) Church of the
Ausburg Denomination concerning the disputed book
as well as to suggestions that it should be withdrawn
from public school classrooms. The statement goes on
to assert that it is not true that this book favours any
particular religious denomination or that it provides a
Catholic interpretation of history.

12. jun 1997

DURICOVA KNIHA Z POHLADU HZDS
12, jiin 1997

HZDS sleduje kampari, ktora bola s nendvistou
a aroganciou rozpuitand proti univerzitnému profeso-
rovi Milanovi Stanislavovi Duricovi. HZDS povazuje
tieto dtoky zo strany niektorych politickych sil, ako aj
¢asti cirkevnych institticii za znevéazenie doterajSej ¢in-

nosti pana profesora. Publikécia M. S. Duricu Dejiny

Slovenska a Slovakov je vedecky podloZena praca, kto-
ra si zashizi obdiv a uznanie vSetkych obc¢anov. Této
kniha by mala byt uéebnou poméckou pre Zziakov
v 8kolach. Historicka pravda o Slovensku a Slovakoch
sa v ziadnom pripade nemdze a nedd znevazovat a za-
kryvat. HZDS s1 hlboko vazi vietko to, ¢o M.S. Durica
spravil pre Slovensko v jeho prospech a zviditel'fiova-
nie v zahraniéi. V jeho dalSej praci mu prajeme vela
zdravia, rodinnej pohody, pracovnych a tvorivych us-
pechov.

THE VIEW OF THE MOVEMENT FOR A
DEMOCRATIC SLOVAKIA (HZDS)
June 12, 1997

The HZDS has been attentively following the cam-
paign, mitiated with hatred and arrogance, against the
university Professor, Milan S. Durica. The HZDS con-
siders these attacks to be the deliberate acts of certain
political parties and religious institutions, in their effort
to disgrace the accomplished work of Professor Durica.
His publication, A History of Slovakia and the Slovaks
1s a scientifically grounded work that deserves the res-
pect and admiration of all citizens. This book should
become an educational supplement for public school
students. In no case can the historical truth about
Slovakia and the Slovaks be undermined or concealed.
The HZDS has the deepest respect for everything that
Professor Durica has done for Slovakia and its well-
being and for making Slovakia more visible abroad. In
his further endeavours we wish him good health and
the support of his family as well as the greatest profes-
sional and creative success.

19. jun 1997

VYHLASENIE USTREDNEHO ZVAZU
ZIDOVSKYCH OBCi

A ORGANIZACIE B’'NAI B'RITH

Za UZZNO a B’nai B’rith hovorca Jaroslav Franek
v Bratislave, 19. jiina 1997

Ustredny zviiz zidovskych nébozenskych obei
(UZZNO) v SR a organizécia B'nai Brith - tolerancia
prijali so znepokojenim vyhldsenie hovorcu HZDS
Vladimira Hagaru ku kontroverznej knihe exilového
historika Milana S. Duricu Dejiny Slovenka a Slové-
kov, ktoré vysla ako ti¢elova publikécia MS SR. Treba
pripomentit, e Duricovd kniha bola negativne hod-

notend celym radom recenzentov a na zaklade odbor-
nej analyzy ju jednozna¢ne odmietla kritika Historic-

STATEMENT BY THE CENTRAL COUNCIL

OF JEWISH RELIGIOUS COMMUNITIES

AND B’NAI B'RITH

On Behalf of the UZ ZNO and B’nai B’rith Spokesperson,
Jaroslav Franek, Bratislava, June 19, 1997

The Central Council of Jewish Religious Commu-
nities (UZ ZNO) in Slovakia and the B’nai B'rith (tol-
eration) foundation are alarmed by the statement of
the spokesperson for the Movement for A Democratic
Slovakia (HZDS), Vladimir Hagara, regarding the
controversial book by Milan S. Durica, A History of
Slovakia and the Slovaks, which was published as an
educational supplement by the Slovak Ministry of
Education. It 1s noteworthy that Durica’s book has
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kého ustavu SAV, o profesionalite ktorého nemozno
pochybovat. Proti jej rozsirovaniu protestovali viaceré
obéianské organizacie, evanjelicka cirkev, UZZNO,
mnohi profesionalni historici a aj jednotlivi ob¢ania.

Knihu podporili vietky subjekty, ktoré sa snazia re-
habilitovat' rezim vojnového slovenského $tatu a vedu-
ce postavy slovenského faizmu na ¢&ele s vodcom
a prezidentom Jozefom Tisom®.

Na na$om kniznom trhu sa objavilo viacero knih,
snaziacich sa rehabilitovat fasizmus a skreslovat fak-
ty, ale po prvykrat sa takéto publikécia stala oficial-
nou ué¢ebnou poméckou pre nasich ziakov.

Podpora HZDS autorovi publikacie Milanovi
Duricovi sved o sympatiéch tohto hnutia k tétu, kto-
ry oznadll predseda hnutia Vladimir Mediar 13. de-
cembra 1995 pocas stretnutia s delegéciou UZZNO
ako ,3tat jednoznacne fasisticky”.

Zmenu postoja najsilnejsieho hnutia na Slovensku
k tomuto obdobiu prijala Zidovskd komunita s hlbo-
kym rozhor¢enim a znepokojenim.

been very negatively received by a significant number
of reviewers. Based on professional analysis, review-
ers from the History Department of the Slovak
Academy of Science, whose reputation is beyond re-
proach, have unequivocally dismissed the book.

In addition to the UZ ZNO, numerous civic orga-
nizations, the Lutheran Church, as well as many his-
torians and individual citizens have issued protests
against the distribution of the book to public schools.

In contrast, the book has been endorsed by those
who seek to rehabilitate both the war-time regime and
the main representatives of Slovak fascism, particular-
ly their “chief and the president, Jozef Tiso.*

There are numerous books currently available in
our bookstores which aim to rehabilitate fascism by
tampering with historical facts. However, this is the first
time that such a publication has been officially endor-
sed as an educational supplement for Slovak students.

The support of the HZDS for Milan Durica’s pub-
lication indicates the party’s sympathetic stance to-
ward the war-time Slovak State — and also contradicts
a statement made by HZDSleader Vladimir Mediar
before a UZ ZNO delegation on December 13, 1995,
in which he acknowledged that the wartime Slovak
state was “a categorically fascist regime.“

This change of attitude on the part of Slovakia’s
leading political party with respect to this chapter of
Slovak history has left the Jewish community shocked
and concerned.

28. jun 1997

MECIAR OZNAMIL STIAHNUTIE
DEJEPISNEJ PRIRUCKY
Sme, 28. jun 1997

Slovensky premiér Vladimir Meéiar véera v Ams-
terdame oznamil, Ze kontroverznd dejepisna prirucka
bude suahnutéa zo $kél a niektoré kapitoly slovenskych
dejin budi znovu hodnotené. ,,Tato kniha sa nebude
na Slovensku pouZivat ako u¢ebnica,” vyhlasil na tla-
cove] konferencii. Eurépska komisia v minulych
drioch verejne poziadala o stiahnutie tejto publikécie.
Medciar priznal, Ze niektoré pasdze knihy Dejiny
Slovenska a Slovakov, ktorej autorom je katolicky kiiaz

Milan Durica, st ,,nepresné alebo historicky nesprav-
ne.“ Pripomenul, Ze nikdy nebola schvalen4 ako u¢eb-
nica, ale len ako pomdcka pre uéitelov, ani tomuto
ucelu viak slizit nebude. Usudil, Ze by nebolo dobré
ju likvidovat, ale .,,pochopitelne neméze byt vobec
pouzita v kolstve.”

MECIAR ANNOUNCES WITHDRAWAL
OF HISTORY HANDBOOK
SME daily, June 28, 1997

The Slovak Premier, Vladimir Meéiar, announced
yesterday in Amsterdam that the controversial history
textbook, A History of Slovakia and the Slovaks, will
be withdrawn from schools and also that some chap-
ters in Slovak history will be re-evaluated. “This book
will not be used in Slovakia as a textbook“, he declar-
ed at the press conference. During the past few days,
the European Commission has asked for the withd-
rawal of this publication. Meéiar admitted that some
sections of the book — whose author, Milan Durica, is
a Catholic priest — are “inaccurate or historically in-
correct”. He also stressed that the book was never ap-
proved as a textbook but only as an educational sup-
plement for teachers. Nevertheless, he said, the book
will not be used even for this purpose. He asserted
that while it would not be prudent to ban the book en-
tirely, “it 1s evident that it cannot be used for educat-
1onal purposes.
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