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wurde , bereite t unte r unsere n gegenwärtigen politische n Verhältnisse n dem einzi -
gen kommunistische n Mitglie d der Autorenreih e unverhohlen e Mühe . Wolfgang 
Rüge greift also Streseman n wegen seiner Revisionspoliti k scharf an , weil sich die 
Sowjetunio n zu jeder Revisionspoliti k nach 1945 ganz ander s stellte, als sie sich 
nach 1918 gestellt hat . Da s ist Geschichtsschreibun g unte r dem eindeutige n Ge -
sichtspunk t politische r Konvenienz . Wie aber leitet Rüge seinen Beitra g ein? „Da s 
nahez u unerschöpflich e Reservoi r der Histori e ha t der Politi k seit jeher zur Be-
gründun g ihre r Ziele , zur Legitimierun g ihre r Ansprüche , zur Rechtfertigun g ihre r 
Methode n gedient. " Rüge mein t aber offensichtlic h nich t sich selbst, sonder n die 
Apologeten Stresemann s im Westen , insbesonder e in der Bundesrepublik . 

Als ein Mange l des Buche s erschein t das Fehle n biographische r Angaben über die 
Verfasser. Jedenfall s hätt e der Autor dieser Besprechun g solche Hinweis e als hilf-
reich empfunden . 
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Ivan Sviták, no w a residen t of California , was, durin g th e Pragu e Spring , an 
unorthodo x but no t uninfluentia l philosopher . H e was one of th e inspirator s of 
KAN (th e Clu b of Engaged Non-Part y People ) and was, moreover , instrumenta l 
in bringin g the unresolve d violent deat h of Jan Masary k to the attentio n of th e 
Czech public . Incidentally , circumstantia l evidenc e which emerged in th e West 
graduall y after 1948 an d in Pragu e in 1968 strongly suggests tha t Masary k had 
been murdere d by Soviet agents . 

Th e concis e book Velký Skluz  [The Big Slide] is a historica l analysis withou t 
reference s or footnotes , but hardl y less impressive for that . Presente d in a readable , 
even thrillin g manner , it is in th e first place a warnin g to western liberals intende d 
to demonstrat e tha t appeasemen t policie s towar d burocrati c dictatorship s are a 
roa d to capitulation , sovietization , in th e long run even possibly to nationa l anni -
hilation . I t is also a polemi c with officious Czech exile historiographer s who tried 
an d to an exten t still tr y to demonstrat e tha t all th e blame for Czech misfortune s 
an d failures should be primaril y attribute d to „th e West". 

Sviták begins with th e Czechoslova k capitulatio n of 1938 when Edvar d Beneš 
unwillingly accepte d th e Munic h Agreement , thu s refusing to risk an arme d defenc e 
of his country . Beneš never forgot thi s failure and projecte d the „guilt " to th e 
West, particularl y to th e British , even after th e appeaser s Chamberlai n an d Hali -
fax had been replace d by Churchil l an d Eden . Thoug h he had to resign from office, 
he did no t lose hope . H e was sure tha t a world war was inevitable . Th e greate r 
par t of th e Czech natio n an d a decisive segment of th e politica l elite continue d to 
trus t him in th e following years. 
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After the Munich Agreement and more vocally after March 1939 Beneš predic-
ted that appeasement by the western powers would not stop Hitler. His foresight 
was correct and the 2nd World War began a year after the Munich Agreement. 
In spite of the Nazi-Soviet collusion of August 1939 about the spheres of influence 
and the division of Poland, Beneš did not cease to predict that the Soviet Union 
would enter the war side by side with the western democracies. In June 1941 
Hitler fulfilled Benes's prediction. And the (former) Czechoslovak President 
was also sure that the United States would participate, as they did since December 
1941. All this strengthened Benes's position further, both within the Czech exile 
and in relation to allied governments. 

The main, one might say traumatic, preoccupation of Edvard Beneš was the 
effort to have the 1938 Munich Agreement declared null and void ab initio, a 
juridical step which would ensure that his own subsequent resignation from presi-
dential office was invalid too. Understandably enough, the pragmatic British 
hesitated to comply with this lawyer's trick and did not want to commit them-
selves prematurely to a recognition of the pre-1938 Czechoslovak borders either. 
All this strengthened Benes's antipathies. Later on the British were also far from 
enthusiastic about the Czech governmental proposition to expell the major part of 
the ethnic Germans from postwar Czechoslovakia. As of the summer of 1941 the 
Soviets did not entertain such compunctions. 

Svitak's book lucidly describes the setup of world politics and the Overall 
military Situation at every relevant stage. The author does not hesitate to outline 
the limitations and misconceptions, particularly of the U. S. presidents and top 
military Commanders vis-a-vis the Soviet Union. At the same time, however, he 
shows that the Czechoslovak exile government and Edvard Beneš in particular 
had their own options at each crossroad. And, unfailingly, at every instance they 
chose a pro-Soviet course. 

Beneš did not do so out of any pro-communist or even pro-Soviet sympathies, 
but on the basis of a cool calculation. He expected that the USSR would play a 
major role in postwar Central Europe, and trusted that Stalin would reward his 
co-operation by conceding to the Czechs adequate internal freedoms in return for 
a faithful co-operation in foreign policy. Obviously, this belief was founded on a 
mistaken expectation of a lasting friendship between the major victorious powers, 
and especially on a fateful misapprehension of Stalinism. 

The Czech president began to co-operate with Soviet representatives in London 
at a time when the USSR still maintained a benevolent neutrality toward Nazi 
Germany. Soon after Hitler's attack on the USSR Beneš initiated the 1941 
Czechoslovak-Soviet friendship and mutual assistance treaty. At a time difficult 
for the Polish exile government in London he squashed the British-sponsored plan 
of a Czechoslovak-Polish confederation which was disliked by the Soviets. A climax 
was his Moscow visit in December 1943 which Beneš prepared against outspoken 
British misgivings. „The Moscow treaty (of 1943) definitely undid Munich, this 
western betrayal of the Czechs. But by the Moscow treaty ,the Czechs' betrayed 
the West" (p. 89). 

In March 1945 Beneš hurried to Moscow again, accompanied by most of his 
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ministers . Instea d of maintainin g his freedom of actio n at the conclusio n of th e war 
when he migh t have accomplishe d th e possibly crucia l liberatio n of Pragu e by U.S . 
troop s or by th e Czechoslova k Armoure d Brigade from th e West, he foun d himsel f 
isolated in a Soviet trap . H e wante d to retur n hom e via th e Soviet Unio n an d 
expecte d Soviet gratitude . „I n špite of persisten t myth s tha t th e West had writte n 
off Czechoslovakia , th e trut h remain s tha t th e Czechoslova k exile governmen t has 
itself writte n off th e ČSR as a par t of th e West" (p . 95). 

Durin g th e 1945 negotiation s in Mosco w Beneš acte d as a non-part y presiden t 
an d left th e discussions an d decision s to his minister s from London , urging the m 
onl y to com e to an agreemen t with th e Czech communis t group in Mosco w heade d 
by Gottwald . Th e result was th e Košice Progra m an d a governmenta l setup 
which gave several crucia l posts to th e communists . 

Th e „big slide" continue d by presidentia l decrees , especially thos e concernin g 
nationalization , th e nationa l committees , th e prohibitio n of th e Agrarian Party , 
monopolizatio n of power within an Oligarchie part y setup , an d by th e expulsion 
of th e Germans . Sviták comments : „. . . th e most powerfu l stimulu s of the slide 
was where nobod y would have sought it at th e time — in th e expulsion of th e 
German s . . . the y lost (everything ) as a result of carefully prepare d action s of a 
liberal humanitaria n an d demoerat , Edvar d Beneš" (p . 120). As a consequence , 
similar violation s of basic huma n rights were to becom e th e fate of th e Czechs 
themselve s within a coupl e of years. 

Sviták recapitulate s th e known events of 1945—1948 which culminate d in th e 
tota l defeat of th e „democrats " an d Edvar d Beneš himsel f in latě Februar y 1948. 
The y were followed by th e violent deat h of Foreig n Ministe r Ja n Masary k a 
fortnigh t later . Th e autho r consider s th e tragic fiasco of Februar y 1948 to have 
been a logical consequenc e of th e previou s collaboratio n with th e Soviets on the 
par t of th e „libera l democrats" . Unde r worse condition s tha n the Czechs , Sviták 
argues, the Finns , th e Israeli s an d th e Yugoslavs succeede d in protectin g thei r 
statě independence . H e conclude s tha t th e statě and th e nation , if confronte d with 
expansionis t an d buroerati c dictatorships , must be prepare d to defend thei r inde -
pendenc e an d thei r freedom even by force of arms . 

A politica l analysis of thi s kind can hardl y avoid some mistake s in detail , some 
Statement s or theses which would be har d to verify, or an occasiona l intermixin g 
of facts an d judgments . To th e first categor y belongs, e. g., th e referenc e to Edwar d 
Kenned y as a U.S . presiden t (p . 51), or th e Statemen t tha t Jan Masary k ha d visited 
th e Czechoslova k unit s in th e Middl e East (p . 54). Th e only Czech ministeria l 
visitor ther e was Defens e Ministe r Sergej Ing r who mad e a brief, strictl y forma l 
appearanc e in Jun e 1942. Th e reviewer findsi t impossible to verify some particular s 
abou t th e activitie s of Soviet agent Ott o Katz , alias Andr é Simone , in th e West, 
in particula r his alleged influenc e on Jan Masaryk . If th e later was really th e 
čase, it would surely be a testimon y of Masaryk' s surprisin g politica l naiveté . 
Unverifiabl e seem also th e speculation s abou t Sikorski's deat h (p . 79) an d a few 
othe r passages pertainin g to Jan Masary k (e. g. p . 109—110). 

I n thi s contex t th e only major questio n mar k has to be mentioned , relatin g to 
Svitak's brillian t exposé. Throughou t th e major par t of his book Sviták suggests 
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tha t Jan Masary k pursued , or trie d t o pursue , differen t course s of polic y from 
thos e of his superio r Edvar d Beneš, tha t he ha d substantia l reservation s an d 
occasionall y voiced ope n criticis m of th e official pro-Sovie t policie s an d even 
of the Soviet Union . Onl y in th e last chapter s beginnin g with th e 1947 Marshal l 
plan fiasco does th e autho r expan d on th e tragic dilemm a an d th e failure of the 
populä r Foreig n Minister . 

Th e reviewer shares Svitak's sympath y for thi s „entertamin g cosmopolit e 
and playboy" (p . 18) or, mor e seriously, for this well-meanin g human e personalit y 
imbue d with western humanitaria n traditions . Yet, one should no t fail to ask: 
why did Jan Masary k serve throughou t th e war, after th e war an d even after th e 
communis t cou p in a functio n carryin g official responsibilit y for Czechoslova k 
foreign policy? H e must have known from th e beginnin g tha t major foreign politi -
cal decision s in wartim e were boun d to be taken by Beneš. The y were after all 
his lifelong specialization , and Jan Masary k saw in hi m th e great experience d 
statesma n anyway. Sviták himself shows ho w restricte d Masary k was after the 
war, no t onl y by th e decision s of th e Nationa l Fron t but , in th e last analysis, by 
th e Mosco w center . Masaryk' s own remark s show ho w painfull y he registered 
this fact. 

Jan Masary k could — should — have retire d from his post of Foreig n Ministe r 
after Benes's Decembe r 1943 Mosco w visit. I t would no t have been necessar y 
for him to join th e ineffectua l anti-Bene š Oppositio n of Hodža , Osuský or 
Prchala . H e could have retire d in honor , as Bechyn ě or Neča s were forced to do . 
H e could have asked for a transfe r to a post of mino r governmenta l responsibility , 
as was occupie d for instanc e by anothe r criti c of Benes's policy, Ladislav Feier -
abend . O r he could have resume d his earlier diplomati c career , be it in London , 
Washingto n or elsewhere. But Jan Masary k labore d on , in spite of his mountin g 
inne r revulsion , in spite of his bitte r jokes, up to an d even beyon d Februar y 1948. 
Henc e he canno t escape his share of responsibility . Fo r whateve r reasons , thi s 
gentle an d kind ma n proved unabl e to leave Edvar d Beneš up to th e bitte r end . 
H e paid for it by his life. 
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Kar l Josef Hah n gehör t zu jenen sudetendeutsche n Intellektuellen , die sich in 
den dreißiger Jahre n in der Welt zurechtfinde n mußten . Er promoviert e 1935 mit 
einer Arbeit über Stefan George . I n Karlsba d aufgewachsen , hatt e er die Welt-
läufigkeit im Kleine n in der Atmosphär e dieser Bäderstad t in sich aufgenommen , 
die dre i böhmische n Komponenten , einen deutsche n Vater, eine tschechisch e Mutte r 
un d eine jüdische Ehepartnerin , mit ins Leben genomme n un d zugleich den immen -
sen Bildungs- un d Lesehunge r eines vitalen Intellekt s genährt , seine sprachlich e 


