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Religion und Nation. Tschechen, Deutsche und Slowaken im 20. Jahrhundert. Hrsg. von 
Kristina Kaiserová , Eduard Nižňanský  und Martin S c h u l z e  Wesse l . (Veröffent-
lichungen zur Kultur und Geschichte im östlichen Europa, Bd. 46.) Klartext. Essen 2015. 
208 S. ISBN 978-3-8375-1286-1. (€ 29,95.)  

This volume considers the complex relation between religion and nation in East Central 
Europe. Nationalism, Martin S c h u l z e  Wesse l  notes in a thought-provoking introduc-
tion, is often considered a substitute religion, making national and religious forces notori-
ously difficult to disentangle. The volume keys us in on the endless variety of combina-
tions and also limitless surprises in this often tense but often mutually supportive relation, 
mocking all attempts at easy generalization. 

In an essay on the Slovak political elite, Roman H o l e c  notes that Protestant clergy 
took leading roles in creating the foundations for nationhood among Catholic Slovaks, 
above all through language. Within the population as a whole, Lutheran Slovaks were far 
less likely to succumb to Magyarizing tendencies than Catholics, and the Slovak Catholic 
church finally became ‘national’ through a contest with minority protestants; one senses 
that Catholic clergymen who once flirted with Magyardom eagerly took advantage of the 
Slovak nationalism in order to wipe away traces of an embarrassing past. Nationalism 
proved a dynamic, highly complex set of interrelationships. The upshot was to drive Slo-
vaks further from the Czechs, who were represented as hopelessly secular. 

Eduard N i ž ň a n s k ý  asks whether we can explain the behaviour of the priest politi-
cian Jozef Tiso via his pre-existing ideology. Tiso’s ideas seem pretty standard for a priest 
from this region: for him Catholicism was the one pure and unfalsified religion and prom-
ised political balance otherwise impossible to achieve; liberalism by contrast belonged to 
the past because freedom of the individual subverted the general good. That a man with 
such unremarkable views wound up suppressing political parties and the democratic sys-
tem is not surprising; much more puzzling is that a traditional Catholic like Tiso would 
emerge as leader of a fully fascist system governed according to the leadership principle. 
Perhaps he transcended or simply ignored his earlier self; expressions of racist sentiment 
made during the war—for example that it was ‘Christian’ for the Slovak people to rid itself 
of its eternal enemy—do not make reference to scripture or Catholic theology.  

Jörg O s t e r l o h  provides us a revealing, well-documented essay on the position of 
Jews in the Habsburg lands. The Austrian constitution of 1867 had accorded them full civil 
rights, but also said that all ethnic groups (Volksstämme) had the right to practice their 
nationality and language. Jews were not recognized as such a group; in 1909 the Ministry 
of the Interior determined that they did not live in a specified territory (geschlossene 
Ansiedlung) and did not encompass all layers of society in ethnic unity. Jews were simply 
a religious community and could be understood only as part of some other recognized 
Volksstamm, something the increasingly virulent German and Czech anti-Semitism made 
less and less conceivable.  

Martin J. W e i n  investigates Jewish support for Czechoslovakia, a myth that Tomáš G. 
Masaryk promoted on his First World War tour of the United States. The founder president 
appears opportunistic, happy to exploit the reputation he won during the Hilsner affair, and 
happy about supposed Jewish influence in the ‘international press’. But on balance Masa-
ryk probably overstated the support Czechoslovakia enjoyed among Jews. 

Such was the faith of the Czechoslovak Communist part in History that it included the 
priest and heretic Jan Hus among its pantheon of heroes. This is one of the unlikely find-
ings made by Jan R a n d á k . Czech communists portrayed Hus as a crystallization point 
for the strivings of a particular historical epoch, anti-German and a friend of ordinary 
Czechs. Unlike other reformers he called for revolution, and as a sign of his own extra-
ordinary consciousness refused to recant his views even when threatened with death.  

Tobias W e g e r  considers the places associated with Czech reformer Comenius, who 
was also a figure of world history. Prague anthropologist Jindřich Matiegka successfully 
located Comenius’s bones in 1929 at Naarden, after which the Dutch and Czech states 
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cooperated in building a chapel dedicated to Comenius’s memory. After the Second World 
War both Czech Communist (Zdeněk Nejedlý) and anti-communist (Václav Havel) figures 
declared allegiance to Comenius’s intellectual legacy. Leszno in Poland, where Comenius 
taught after expulsion from Bohemia, also belonged at times to Prussia, and therefore the 
city has produced both German and Polish claims upon this famous Czech. 

Katharina K u n t e r  determines that the miniscule Czech protestant community was 
overrepresented in Charter 77: over 17 percent of the original signers were Protestant pas-
tors or laypersons, compared with 2 percent of the entire population. She traces this 
engagement to the liberal understanding of human rights among the Bohemian brethren, 
but also to the democratic heritage of T. G. Masaryk. How Czech Protestants managed to 
put behind them the legacy of theologian and Lenin Prize laureate Josef L. Hromádka, 
enthusiastic for state socialism even after the crushing of the Hungarian revolution, is not 
clear. 

As a whole the volume renders extraordinary insight both into research (Holec alone 
uses dozens of fascinating sources) but also the perceptions of communities little known to 
historians beyond the Slavic speaking countries.  

Berkeley John Connelly 
 
 
White Spots – Black Spots. Difficult Matters in Polish-Russian Relations, 1918-2008. 
Hrsg. von Adam Daniel Rot fe ld  und Anatoly V. Torkunov. (Pitt Series in Russian and 
East European Studies.) University of Pittsburgh Press. Pittsburgh 2015. XI, 666 S. ISBN 
978-0-8229-4440-9. ($ 65,–.)  

2002 wurde durch die Präsidenten Polens und Russlands die Bildung einer „Gruppe zu 
schwierigen, sich aus der Geschichte der polnisch-russischen Beziehungen ergebenden 
Problemen“ beschlossen. Allerdings trat die Gruppe nach ihrer Konstituierung 2005 nur 
noch einmal zusammen und stellte dann die Arbeit ein: Der Wahlsieg der Partei Recht und 
Gerechtigkeit (PiS) hatte dem Versuch der Historiker, ein unpolemisches Gespräch zu füh-
ren, ein Ende bereitet. Erst nach der Wahlniederlage von PiS 2007 wurde die Arbeit dank 
der Initiative der Ministerpräsidenten Donald Tusk und Vladimir Putin durch die neufor-
mierte „Polnisch-Russische Gruppe für schwierige Fragen“ unter dem Co-Vorsitz des ehe-
maligen polnischen Außenministers Adam Daniel R o t f e l d  und des Rektors der Mos-
kauer Universität für Internationale Beziehungen Anatolij V. T o r k u n o v  wiederbelebt. 
Sie hat seitdem eine zweifellos nützliche Arbeit geleistet. Allerdings bleibt angesichts der 
permanent mit historischen Argumenten geführten politischen Polemik in beiden Ländern 
die Frage nach der Wirkung des Historikergesprächs auf die öffentliche Meinung fraglich. 
Der erneute Wahlsieg der PiS und die Wiederaufnahme von Untersuchungen zur Flug-
zeugkatastrophe vom 10. April 2010 lassen nichts Gutes erwarten. 

Das wichtigste Ergebnis der Arbeit der „Gruppe“ liegt seit 2010 auf Russisch und Pol-
nisch und nun auch auf Englisch vor. Die englische Fassung ist gekürzt und enthält laut 
Vorwort der Hrsg. „hauptsächlich die Zusammenfassungen der ursprünglichen polnischen 
und russischen Studien“ (S. X). Der wissenschaftliche Anmerkungsapparat ist ebenfalls 
der Kürzung zum Opfer gefallen. Das Ganze ist mithin für ein allgemeineres Publikum ge-
dacht. Die Struktur der ursprünglichen Publikation wurde jedoch beibehalten: 14 russische 
und 13 polnische Autoren behandeln in parallelen Beiträgen zentrale und jahrzehntelang 
umstritten gebliebene Fragen der gemeinsamen Geschichte, gegliedert in insgesamt 14 
teils chronologisch, teils thematisch definierte Kapitel. Das letzte, 15. Kapitel behandelt 
die Archivsituation in beiden Ländern, soweit sie sich aus den Grenzverschiebungen und 
wechselnden, zum Teil konkurrierenden Ansprüchen auf die betreffenden Archivalien er-
geben hat.  

Ein Blick auf das Inhaltsverzeichnis des Bandes zeigt, dass offenbar die gesamte rus-
sisch-polnische Geschichte der behandelten 90 Jahre aus „weißen“ bzw. „schwarzen“ 
Flecken besteht. Wer allerdings heftige Auseinandersetzungen der polnischen und russi-


