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W H E R E IS T H E S I G N I F I C A N C E O F T H E M E M O R Y 
O F T H E E V E N T S O F S E P T E M B E R 1938 T O B E F O U N D ? 

On the fiftieth anniversary of the Munich Conference, nine prominent politicians 
and academics from different countries were asked the question: "Where do you see 
the significance of the memory of the events of September 1938?" Not only the histor­
ical events themselves, but particularly the reflection on their significance in retrospect 
was to be given prominence. With this contribution, the editors hope to enrich the al-
ready-existing reflective contemplation of the events in order to add to the develop­
ment of new points of view and thus to make a small contribution in the sense of the 
oftaffirmed ideal oihistoria magistra vitae. 

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

Gottfried Schramm 

The article by the Freiburg Professor for Modern and Eastern European History, 
published in the Czechoslovak Journal Dějiny a současnost [History and the Present] 
in 1968, appears here in German translation. It is noteworthy alone because a West 
German professor once had the opportunity to discuss such an explosive topic in a 
renowned Czechoslovak Journal. The author presents a thesis-like summary of the 
essential points of the German-Czech conflict in terms of independent statements of 
the problém according to the forms of argument, goals, and myths, that today are still 
the subject of lively discussions. 

M O D E R N C Z E C H H I S T O R Y : T H E O U T P U T 
O F C Z E C H O S L O S L O V A K E X I L E P U B L I C A T I O N S A N D 

C Z E C H O S L O V A K E X I L E J O U R N A L S , 1 9 6 9 - 1 9 8 7 

Ivan Pfaff 

This article provides an overview of the most important publications on modern 
Czech history, above all those which have appeared in Index (Cologne) and 68 Pub­
lishers (Toronto) as well as in the Journals Svědectví (Paris), Listy (Róme), Proměny 
(Basel), Text (Munich), and Právo lidu (Wuppertal). In addition, the author offers 
analytical insights into the thematic, conceptual, and methodological aspects of the 
works discussed. He concludes that on whole, the historical Output ofthe publications 
surveyed is "uneven" and "displays no systematic représentation." 


