
debts. Another factor involved here was their defeat in the struggle with the 
prince over the Protestant Confession. In Bavaria the estates were not con-
voked at all after 1669. At the imperial level, however, the „perpetual im­
perial Diet" met in Regensburg from 1663 on; together with the Emperor it 
exercised a kind of collective sovereignty. 

B O H E M I A N H I S T O R Y I N T H E L I G H T O F A E U R O P E A N 
C O M P A R I S O N 

Ferdinand Seibt 

A voyage through the history of the Bohemian lands shows that they be-
long to the classic regions of the European destiny. A closer examination, 
however, reveals deviations from the norm which would make a new periodi-
zation of the historical development of Bohemia and Moravia appear neces-
sary. Taking up the attempts by Ot to Hintze and Otto Brunner at a differen-
tiation between central and peripheral positions of historical development in 
Europe, the author examines their very different consequences in the indivi­
dual periods. It is shown that the Bohemian lands at times shared certain fea-
tures in common with Polish, Hungarian and also English developments. The 
changing advantages and disadvantages in their position led to a development 
of the Bohemian lands that cannot simply be termed „European". 

O N T H E S E L F - U N D E R S T A N D I N G A N D R O L E -
C O N S C I O U S N E S S O F T H E C Z E C H S : 

N A T I O N A L I D E O L O G I E S B E T W E E N E A S T A N D W E S T 

Eugen Lemberg 

During their self-constitution as a modern nation (Risorgimento), the Czechs 
— like other peoples in the same Situation — feit the need to affirm their 
national consciousness and right to existence via an ideology that assigned 
them (in the sense of J. G. Herder and idealistic philosophy) a special histo­
rical achievement or mission in world history. Palacký and Masaryk saw 
these in the struggle for humanity and democracy in a differently (German) 
oriented environment and thus were able to surmount the doubts that re-
peatedly sürfaced among the Czechs, as a small nation, about the meaning of 
their national existence. Though positivistic historiography (Pekař and Goll) 
criticized this myth, it nevertheless did contribute, albeit in a much more 
matter-of-fact form, to a seif- justification based on the historie cultural achieve­
ment. Even the national sdf-interpretation of E. Rádi, who shifted the 
accent from the national perspective to the role of European-wide conflicts, 
and the Communist Z. Nejedlý, who, like Masaryk, celebrated Hussitism (rein-
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