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See, the Utraquist Church did not accept, in ecclesiastical matters, the legitimacy of 
any administrative or judicial authority outside of Bohemia, including that of the 
Curia or of the Church Councils. These complexities characterized the coexistence 
between the restored Roman Archbishop of Prague (1561) and the Consistory, in 
which the Utraquists still saw the ultimate judicial and administrative body of the 
Bohemian Utraquist Church. While by the late 1560s a few Czech theologians accept-
ed authentic Lutheranism, just as atypical Czechs championed the Counter Reforma
tion, the mainstream of the Utraquist Church, in fact, continued on a steady course, 
the via media vis-ä-vis the Roman authoritarianism on the Right, and with respect to 
the Lutheran biblical reductionism on the Left. As a distinctive feature, this centrism 
lcnt an unusual tenor of open-mindedness to the discussions of theological and cccle-
siological issues. 

1 9 T H C E N T U R Y B O H E M I A N P A T R I O T 1 S M 

A N D S A I N T - R E N É T A I L L A N D I E R 

Pavla Horská 

This contribution by the well-known Prague historian Pavla Horská is based on the 
French Journal, Revue des deux mondes, where, in the years 1843-1879, the Paris-
based writer and literary historian Saint-René Taillandier (1817-1879) reported com-
prehensively on the cultural and political Situation of Central Europe. In these essays, 
the prominent admirer of and authority on German culture also dealt with Germany's 
eastern neighbours, thus becoming one of the first modern-time observers and ana-
lysts of nationally rooted confrontation in the Habsburg monarchy. The author of the 
present article examines how the Bohemian patriots and their autonomy aspirations 
fared in Taillandiers narrative and which differences, if any, can be found comparing 
the subsequent French, German, and Czech readings of these texts, concentrating on 
the especially pronounced differences in the interpretation of the socio-cultural struc
ture of the patriotic strata of the Bohemian society in the late eighteenth and early 
nineteenth centuries. Horská singles out questions which ought to be posed by future 
historiography in order to utilize numerous sources which have so far been neglected, 
with the aim of solving the one question which has been controversially disputed ever 
since Taillandiers first articles, námely whether patriotic currents at that time were 
a kind of "renaissance", whether they signified the beginning of a new epoch, or 
whether, in the Bohemian lands just as elsewhere, continuitv was the hallmark of 
events. 

T H E I N T E L L E C T U A L C R I S I S : T H E D E B A T Ě A B O U T T H E 

R O L E O F C Z E C H I N T E L L E C T U A L S IN PŘÍTOMNOST 

J O U R N A L , 1 9 2 4 - 1 9 3 9 

Martina Winkler 

Not only did the First Czechoslovak Republic emerge in a period in which there 
existed heated argument about the role of the intellectuals throughout Europe; 



Summaries 501 

T. G. Masaryk, founder and President of the First Republic, was an intellectual him
self. Throughout the interwar period, both these aspects gave rise to a periodically 
resurfacing debatě concerning the relationship between intellect and politics. It was 
the Journal Přítomnost, loyal to the State though it was, which devoted the greatest 
attention to this problém. Between 1918 and 1938, many intellectuals discussed 
their position with respect to nation, statě and society in its pages, seeking to come 
to terms with the change from Opposition to a position of loyalty. Their perception 
of their place in society bore a direct relationship to Masaryk's concept of demo
cracy. After the Munich Agreement, this notion and with it the new role of the Czech 
intellectuals, was deprived of its foundations. Had they, in particular the editor 
Ferdinand Peroutka, hitherto championed active political participation and invol-
vement in the struggle for democracy, after Munich there remained nothing but to 
choose from the following: exile, cooperating with the Nazi dictatorship, retreating 
into the realm of seemingly apolitical culture, or accepting the incalculable risk of 
resistance. 

S E E K I N G P A T R O N A G E O R T R Y I N G T O M O N O P O L I Z E 

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

R E L A T I O N S B E T W E E N T H E SUDETENDEUTSCHE 

HEIMATFRONT A N D T R A D I T I O N A L G E R M A N 

B O U R G E O I S P A R T I E S I N C Z E C H O S L O V A K I A , 1 9 3 3 - 4 5 

Jens-Hagen Eschenbächer 

The relationship between the Sudetendeutsche Heimatfront party (SHF), founded 
in 1933, and the traditional bourgeois parties of the German populace was of a dual-
istic nature. On one hand, having adopted the concept of a "Sudeten German People", 
the SHF saw itself as the Germans' only legitimate representation. In view of an 
impcnding ban, however, it tried to secure the support of the bourgeois Sudeten Ger
man parties, especially the most influential among them, the Bund der Landwirte 
(BdL). In its early stages, the SHF was dependent on such patronage as was extended 
by the BdL principally for tactical reasons. At the same time, the SHF managed to 
avoid concessions which would have jeopardized its índependence. A rapidly develop-
ing Organization, and its assuming an ever more prominent position in the Czech 
argrarian Community, however, soon made it possible for the SHF to oppose posi-
tions taken by traditional bourgeois parties, and in the end even the political stance of 
the BdL. Whereas the SHF, regardless of the outcome of its negotiations with other 
parties, managed to be perceived as the champion of the populär idea of national unity, 
the established parties oscillated between half-hearted delimination and rapproche-
ment, neglecting to undertake any attempt to concentratc the Sudeten German demo
cratic forccs. 


