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Nesubstanc¢na ontologia v konflikte civilizacii

Bondy deconstructs three illusions. The first illusion is the notion that salvation
comes through history. However, there is no going back for history, especially with re-
gard to privatising individuals, whose values are mostly anchored in consumerism. The
second illusion is that the Soviet Union is an alternative to capitalism; the third illusion
concerns Euro-centricism itself. Thus, Bondy permanently demythologizes and destroys
illusions; in Bondy‘s radical reflection, this takes place through ontology. We may add,
through non-substantial, i.e., revolutionary ontology.

Key words: non-substantial ontology; artificial intelligence; holistic thinking; con-
solation from politics

O ontologickej krize hovori Nick Bostrom aj v suvislosti s umelou inteligen-
ciou. Umelu inteligenciu by sprevadzali udalosti podobné vedeckym revoltciam,
kde by sa jej obraz sveta otriasal v zdkladoch a ked by moZzno podstupila onto-
logicku krizu, v priebehu ktorej by odhalila, ze jej doteraj$i spdsob uvazovania
o hodnotach bol zmiteny a zaloZzeny na iluziach. Co sa stane, ked’ v jej priebehu
takato vedecka revolicia prinesie so sebou aj premenu jej zakladnej ontoldgie.
O civilizacii zalozenej na nesubstané¢nych predpokladoch uvazoval ¢esky filozof
Zbynek Fiser (Egon Bondy). Jeho nesubstanc¢na ontoldégia odmietla aj predpo-
klad akejsi paternalistickej superinteligencie, pricom civilizaény zéklad, spolo-
c¢enského ¢loveka vnimala v jeho onticite. Bondy nas pozval do ordkula svojho
myslenia. Civilizacna vyzvu jeho nesubstancnej ontoldogie mé6zeme smelo vnimat’
aj ako politickl filozofiu prekonavajucu akékol'vek substanéné prekazky vratane
politickych.

Vstupit do sveta Bondyho myslenia, ¢inov a diela nemozno zrejme inak, ako
postupoval on, priamo in medias res. Ako filozof prijimal vyzvy doby. Nesub-
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stancna ontologia je jej pribeh, inak nemoZzno pochopit ani nazov jeho knihy Pri-
beh o pribehu. Ponukol pristup, v ktorom multikulturne pristupy bral ako mono-
kultiru a prihlasil sa k interkulturnej interpretacii civilizaénych pristupov klasic-
kej eurdopskej a Cinskej vzdelanosti obohatenej o indicku a islamskt vzdelanost.
Bola to odpoved na vyzvu doby v polcase rozpadu bipolarity. Tao s ru¢enim ob-
medzenym neexistuje. Pre FiSera, alias Bondyho, je vzdelanie a poznanie nie¢im,
¢o umoznuje tvorivo, teda onticky participovat na tomto svete. V postsokratov-
skom svete, v ktorom sme sa ocitli, dne§né elity propaguju efektivitu za kazdu
cenu. Je to prastara téma, ktoru doverne poznal uz Aristoteles. VoIny cas, ktory
dnesny typ efektivnosti potlaca, je hodnota, ku ktorej sa budeme po neoliberalnej
sklisenosti vracat’ a potrebovat ju ako duSok Cistej, pramenitej vody. Je to skuse-
nost, o ktorej, samozrejme, stari Gréci vedeli. Bondy vsak tvoril v druhej polovici
dvadsiateho storo¢ia. Zil, a my stale Zijeme, v porevoluénej dobe, podla jeho na-
zoru najvyznamnej$ej udalosti dvadsiateho storocia — po ruskej revolucii, a stale
hladame konsolidaciu spolo¢nosti. Bondyho dielo nam tento nedokonceny pribeh
nielen priblizuje, ale v istom zmysle nas provokuje, aby sme v nom pokracovali.
Najmenej, ¢o cakal, bola resStauracia kapitalizmu, hoci ju svojou kritikou privo-
laval. Kazda restauracia sa vSak kon¢i, Bondy jej chcel predist. Jeho cestou bola
ontoldgia, paradoxne obor filozofie, ktory bol v 20. storo¢i najziaducejsi a efekty
ktorého budu nasledujtce generacie kriticky posudzovat’. Aj jeho pobyt na Sloven-
sku po roku 1989 bol zapasom o pochopenie doby prave v tomto kontexte. V istom
zmysle bol jej aktérom, ale viac teoretikom i kritikom. Je zvlastne, zZe tento spdsob
reflexie, ktory je zivnou pddou politiky, podlieha stale redukcionizmu.

Knizka o tom ako sa mi filozofovalo je samozrejme nenahraditenym sprie-
vodcom Bondyho myslenim. Najmé ked ukazuje, ako sa dnes vo svete diplomacie
zvykne hovorit, vlastnu, cestovni mapu svojho myslenia, svojich objavov. Nie-
kedy sa zda, akoby Bondy bol Maxwellovym démonom, ktory pootvara dvierka
revolucii. Asi tu treba zadat s nesubstanénou ontolégiou, jeho slavnou Utechou
z ontologie. Démonom bol samotny Bondy, pootvaral dvierka pojmom, ktoré pod-
porovali jeho koncept nesubstancnej ontologie. Bol to celozivotny zapas, jeho
slovami pribeh nesubstan¢nej ontoldgie, ktory ukoncil ontologickym roménom
s priznacnym nazvom Pribeh o pribehu. Mimochodom, paralelne v tom istom
Case sa zvadzal ten isty zapas o charakter metodoldgie vedy. Na Filozofickej
fakulte Univerzity Komenského v Bratislave. Vaclav Cernik poukazoval na nedo-
statocnost Maxwellovej podmienky nomickosti, ktora pozadovala, aby zakon bol
invariantny, nezavisly od okolnosti ¢asu a priestoru. Tato podmienka vsak podla
Cernika nesta¢i, nedokazeme sa vyhnuat dichotomii zdkona a podmienok. Za rie-
Senie povazoval vyrieSenie problému tvaru zakona, princip nomickosti. Bondy sa
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Nesubstanéna ontoldgia v konflikte civilizacii 7

vsak pokusil interpretovat nesubstanc¢nt ontoldégiu ako invariant filozofického
myslenia. V§eobecna metodoldgia vedy a filozofia sa v tomto momente doslova
prekryli. Obaja videli rieSenie v marxizme. Bondyho talent sa prejavil uz v knihe
Otazky bytia a existencie, rovnomennej diplomovej praci, ktora vysla v naklada-
telstve Ceskoslovenskej akadémie vied. Utechu z ontolégie napisal v roku 1962
a bola obhajena ako kandidatska praca, a takisto vys$la v nakladatel'stve Cesko-
slovenskej akadémie vied. Je nepochopitel'né, ako mohol byt tento text obvineny
z propagacie nabozenstva a nasledne jej autor odhaleny ako pdvodca tzv. plazivej
kontrarevolucie z roku 1968!

Vychodiskom Utechy je pochopenie ontotvornej povahy Pudskej ¢innosti. Ka-
por, dazdovka ani améba samovrazdu nespachajua. Inak je to u bytosti, ako je
¢lovek, kde samovrazda napoveda, ze ,,osud existencie zavisi na tom, aké je by-
tie ako také, bytie vobec, ontologicka realita* (Ulecha z ontologie, 1999, 11).
V postpribehu, praci, v ktorej rekapituloval svoj nielen filozoficky zivot, priblizil
objav nesubstanénosti. Stalo sa mu to ako no¢nému strazcovi v Narodnom muzeu,
kde premyslal nad NagardZzunovou tézou, ze nirvana je samsara. Ak nirvana nie
je stavom odtrhnutosti od sveta, nie¢im transcendentnym, ale je tymto svetom sa-
motnym, potom nemennd substancia tam nemé miesto. Nesubstancnost’ tak vylu-
cuje teizmus i mechanicky materializmus. To bola otvorend cesta k dialektickému
materializmu. Bondymu sa vratila tymto objavom tcta k budhizmu i marxizmu.
V Uteche &itame pochvalné vety na marxizmus, ale aj na rychle o¢akavanie bez-
triednej spoloCnosti. Nesubstan¢nad ontoldgia mala byt cestou k jej priblizeniu
a urychleniu. Aj jeho filozoficka cesta bola ,,urychlena®. Substanciu odmietol uz
v ro¢nikovej praci v roku 1959 a v zrychlenom tempe ,,od$tatnicoval® a obh4jil
diplomovu pracu Otdzky bytia a existencie. Vnutorne vSak NdgardZunu a indicku
filozofiu neopustil, naopak po obdive k ¢inskej kultirnej revolucii a Maovi rozsi-
ril svoj zaujem o ¢insku filozofiu.

Sam povazuje svoju ,filozofiu za rukavicu hodenu smrti. Ak si nezmyselnym
zaverom nezmyselného Zivota, teda konecne si to povedzme na rovinu a do vset-
kych dosledkov; ak taka nie si, potom odhalujme vsetkou silou, ¢im vlastne si‘
(Postpiibéh, 2013, 200). To je leitmotiv Utechy opisany literarnym a filozofic-
kym jazykom. Ak sa dostaneme na podu filozofie, potom plati aj to, Ze to bolo
vyrovnavanie sa s Hegelovym kategoridlnym dedic¢stvom. Aj Pribeh o pribehu sa
zacina interpretaciou protikladov, samozrejmostami abstraktného myslenia az po
onticku rovinu bytia, kde bez logiky nemozno urobit’ ani krok. Aj najelementar-
nejSia jednotlivina ma mnozstvo stranok, kvalit, funkcii, vlastnosti, ktoré sa mézu
menit iba v dosledku svojej vlastnej jednoty, svojim vlastnym napétim, ,,bojom*,
bez toho, aby boli ,,hybané* zvonka. A to sa tyka aj spolocenskych kategorii, nie-
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len mikrosveta ¢i kozmu. Prave ten je podrobeny logike dosledkov, ktoré vyplyva-
ju z predpokladov jej pripadnej nerozclenenosti, ale aj dosledkom roz¢lenenosti.
A potom tu je nas vesmir, ¢o je termin CiastoCne antropomorfny, ale nas vesmir
je naopak partikularisticky. Uvaha o modeloch vesmiru nie je a nebola samougel-
na, dokazovala iba, ze nas§ ,pluralisticky®“ vesmir nie je jedinym vesmirom, je-
dinou moznou formou existencie vesmiru. Vyvojové Stadium partikularistického
vesmiru moze prebiehat nekone¢nymi peripetiami, galaxie m6zu nekonecnekrat
zaniknut a znova vznikat, az dojde k tomu, ze jednotliviny nadané¢ uvedomelym
konanim prevezmu vedenie vesmiru do svojich ruk.

V Strukture partikularistického vesmiru takdto moznost existuje a sucasny
vyvoj vedy ju potvrdzuje. PresvedcivejSie ako Teilhard de Chardin ukazuje, ze
je to vlastnost rastu kvality, ¢o patri k rozc¢lenenému vesmiru. Takyto vesmir
potom bude napifany touto skasenostou, az bude ako celok kultivovany. Alebo
povedané logicky: ak by sa substrat, ktory je materidlom tohto vesmiru, neme-
nil, potom by sa ani vesmir sam, pokial je rozc¢leneny, nemohol menit a trcal
by vyvojovo na mieste. Potom vznikaju, prirodzene, problémy d’alSieho druhu:
napriklad také, ktoré sa tykaju otdzky moznosti prevzatia riadenia vesmirneho
vyvoja. Vesmirny vyvoj sa riadi sam, tak ako sa riadil predtym. Co je viak nad
tym? Zakonitost? Bondy rozohrava priam infinitezimalnu logiku mozZnosti: az
k spolo¢enskym a nota bene aj politickym stuvislostiam. Cudstvo dostava prilezi-
tost k neobmedzenej akcii. Prirodzene, zZe je tu neprehliadnutel'ny prvok moznej
obavy. Logika vSak v tomto pripade opatrnost vyluc¢uje a Bondy to neskor v Lis-
toch Julii urobi. Je mozné sa bat kozmologického optimizmu, existencie ¢loveka,
blanokridleho hmyzu i ,,kolektivnej samovrazdy®“. Bondy suvislost vidi v dnesnej
medialnej ponuke predstierajucej, Ze sa to uz virtualne deje. Ale iba v spolo¢nos-
ti, ktord individualiza¢ny proces nasmerovava k spolo¢enskému oslobodeniu ¢lo-
veka, k beztriednej spolo¢nosti. ,,7ak ako procesu individudcie vd'acime za svoju
individualnu l'udsku strast, vdacime mu za vsetko, ¢o je v nas cenného, a l'udska
spolocnost mu vdaci za vietky uspechy, ktoré dosiahla“ (Utecha, 1999, 54).

Materialisti za ziadnych okolnosti nemo6zu prijat koncepciu inteligibilnej
hmotnej substancie. Substan¢ni materialisti, vydavajuci neinteligibilitu substan-
cie za jedine moznu, obhajuji najprimitivnejsi model, v ktorom ,,hmotu osebe*
stotoziiuju s najmens§imi stavebnymi kamenimi kozmu. Argumentuje sa potom tym,
ze takéto partikuly nemaju ziadne vedomie. Koncepcia, ktora chape vesmir ako
nadradeny, patri uz k pokusom o odstranenie substanéného modelu. S. Weinberg
v knihe Ako vysvetlit svet, objav modernej vedy, vydanej v roku 2015, dupluje
tieto argumenty. Mozno nie sme dost bystri, aby sme pochopili fundamentalne
fyzikalne principy. Alebo mdézeme narazit na javy, ktoré sa principiadlne nedaju
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zaclenit do jednotného ramca vSetkych vied. Hoci celkom dobre mozeme dospiet’
k pochopeniu procesov, ktoré st zodpovedné za vedomie, tazko si vieme pred-
stavit, ako by sme aj v buducnosti opisali fyzikdlnymi terminmi vlastné uvedo-
melé pocity. ,,Ked sa mnohostranné vedecké principy, ktoré sme objavili a stdle
objavujeme, podobnym sposobom redukuju, mézeme si byt isti, Ze kracame po
ceste k fundamentdlnej fyzikdlnej teorii* (Weinberg, 2015, 282). Malokomu sa
vtedy u nas podarilo jasnejSie ukazat v tomto kontexte na rozdiel spolocenskych
a prirodnych vied. Bondy branil filozofiu, dokonca aj s debatami, ktoré sa tykaju
inteligibility substancie. ,,Zrusit takuto filozofiu by bolo urcite prospesné, avsSak
nemozno to ucinit tak, zZe filozofiu prehlasime za zruSenu, a zZe jej pozostatky
prenechdame exaktnym vedam, ¢i pripadne rozpravkam a blaznom. Ak ma byt fi-
lozofia zruSend, musi byt uz uskutocnend v zZivote realizovanym filozofickym po-
znanim, resp. filozofickym pozndavacim procesom, zZe budeme skutocnost poznavat
nie v dielach jednotlivych ufulanych myslitelov, ale sami vo svojej uvedomelej
schopnosti mysliet, a nie pred myslenim utekat, schopnosti poznavat, a nie ohlu-
povat sa autosugesciou, dobovymi senzdciami (maniou technickych vymozenosti,
Sportu atd'.) alebo davovou hypnozou. To vyZaduje take spolocenské usporiadanie,
v ktorom to bude mozné, t.j. v beztriednej spolocnosti*“ (Utecha, 1999, 106 — 107).
V tomto zmysle méZzeme hovorit o Bondyho programe.

Sféra inteligibility substancie je vycClenena ontologii, logike, etike a pod. Bon-
dy potom rozohral moZznosti bozskej imaginacie od jeho dejin a problémov k Bohu
utopenému v slasti, k usilovnému Bohu, ale aj jeho tazkostiam, existencidlnemu
Bohu, tomu viackrat, Bohu filozofov, spiacemu Bohu az k BozZej sebazachrane.
Ontologicky rovnocenny svet je mozny, ale iba ako Sloboda. Ked Petr Uhl dostal
otazku o Bondym obvifiovanom zo spoluprace s STB, poznamenal, Ze slobodnej-
Sieho C¢loveka ako on nepoznal. To su prirodzene detaily, ktoré ho obklopovali,
ale nemali a nemaju ani najmensi vztah k téme pravdy v dejindch. Ktory rezim si
prizna, ze sa myli, ze je falo$ny!?

Navzdory Hegelovi a jeho nasledovnikom prinasa pohl'ad na indicku a ¢insku
filozofiu ako ontolog. Okrem tradi¢ne nemyslivého a existencidlneho boha je este
nevedomy boh, ktory spi ako Sipkova Ruzenka. Je bezobsazny, ale ma bataliony
ctitelov. Je to nielen ontologicky solipsista, ale aj Sankarov brahman = atman,
ktory sa prejavuje v nevedomych snovych obsahoch. Tento model boha predpo-
klada vecnu produkciu klamu, reinkarnaciu. Periodicky sa zjavuje ako ,,avatar®,
Spasitel, aby svojim snom dodal ucelnost’. St to vSak sny, a preto aj zakon skut-
kovej odplaty (karman) patri do sveta intelektualnych vizii, emocionalnych fan-
tazijnych prezitkov urcitych teoretickych predstav. Nemusime pokracovat’ v Bon-
dyho argumentécii, ktord ukazuje, ze prechod k ontologickym reflexidm sa tyka
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testovania dosledkov reflexii (mimochodom, to na adresu filozofie vyslovuje aj
Rorty), ale zafixujme moment, ked registruje vyznam Budhu pre ontologické uva-
hy. Povazuje budhizmus za jedinu déslednu koncepciu o neexistencii duse a pri-
blizuje to na Budhovom vyklade reinkarna¢ného procesu, ktory vylucuje koncep-
ciu snivajuceho boha. Zbozné duse tu stracaju drahocennl nesmrtel'nta dusu s ich
bohom — Sipkovou Ruzenkou. Bondy si je vedomy toho, Ze filozoficka rozprava
o snivajicom bohu je neskutoCne primitivna, ale ako s prekvapenim konsStatuje,
privrzencov tohto modelu mozno najst nielen medzi nevzdelanymi Aziatmi, ale aj
medzi akademickymi obanmi réznych kitov sveta a nezda sa, Ze by ich ubudalo.
Bondy tieto tivahy pisal davno pred Huntingtonovym stretom kultir a civiliza-
cii... Bez prekvapenia tak mozno povedat, Zze Bondy ma ¢o povedat aj dnesku,
dnesnym konfliktom a problémom. Pre nesubstanc¢ny model je rozhodujuce to, Ze
nie je privilegované stcno, vSetky jednotliviny su ontologicky ,,plnohodnotné*
a nie je ni¢ ontologicky realne bez jednotlivin (Utecha, 184 — 185). Aj vesmir je
jednotlivinou, i ked hierarchicky nadradenou. Nie je to vSak ontologicka nadra-
denost. Rozhodujuca je aktivita jednotlivin, lebo okrem nich ni¢ iné neexistuje,
a preto ma ich aktivita charakter tvorby ontologicky redlneho, a to sa nedeje ani

“«

teleologicky, ani deterministicky, ale ,,slobodne “. To je zakladna ¢rta nesubstanc-
ného modelu. Bondy sa jej pridrziaval permanentne, teda aj vo vSetkom, ¢o ¢inil.
Opét si spomeiime na Petra Uhla a jeho vyrok o Bondym ako najslobodnejSom
¢loveku, akého poznal. Bol presvedc¢ivy, ked dovodil, ze v 'udskych ideologiach
nejde o postihnutie skuto¢nosti, ale skor o pragmaticky aspekt, a to hoci aj zbave-
nia sa pojmu substancie, ale aby sa pritom zachovali jeho ideologické dosledky,
oblibeny dualizmus etc. Zaratal tam Milla, novokantovcov, Comta, ale vynimku
urobil u Nietzscheho.

Este pred ,,pribehom o pribehu® zdoraznoval vahu a silu argumentov pred do-
nucovacimi prostriedkami, aby sa naSiel l'udsky uc¢innejs$i a nielen iba persuazivny
— ideovy odraz skutoénosti (Utecha, 1999, 302). Aj ,,marxizmus bude marxizmom
iba dovtedy, pokial bude ochotny davat prednost spravnejsiemu odrazu skutoc-
nosti pred takym, ktory by bol, povedzme, humanisticky pragmaticky“ (Utecha,
303). Zdovodnenie je ontologické. Normativne etické kdédexy hl'adaju a opieraju
sa o inStanciu, ktora musi byt uznana absolutne, a teda vzdy je to ontologicka
otazka. Hypoteticky ani v beztriednej spolo¢nosti sa nedd uspokojivo odpove-
dat’ na tieto otazky inak ako na ,,najvyssej Grovni“, a to je u Bondyho ontologia.
Spontanna recidiva teistickych nazorov by nebolo to najhorsie. Potreby ¢loveka
nie su iba potrebami sebazdchovy ¢i potrebami materidlnych statkov. Rovnako
silnou potrebou vtedy, ked ostatné su uz ako tak saturované, je potreba zZit ako
¢lovek a nie rovnako ako rastlina ¢i ako zviera. Je to potreba ¢lovecenstva, a tato
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potreba je vel'mi zlozita. Znamena to zbavit sa odcudzenia a jeho dosledkov, kto-
ré doteraz pozname z ich negativnej stranky. Patri sem aj ,,ontologizovana spolo¢-

L1713

nost“. Ontologickéa substancia ¢loveka ,,znevlastiuje*. Substanény model, ktory
bol v najkrutejSich pomeroch d6piom, utechou, by sa v beztriednej spolo¢nosti
stal ndhrobnym kameiiom, ktory by Pudstvo zadusil (Utecha, 1999, 305). Oproti
tomu su zdanlivo ,,pesimistické* vyhlady nesubstan¢ného modelu, ktory prekra-
c¢uje hranice spolo¢nosti ako nadradenej ontologickej skutocnosti, individualne
sneodvoditelné“ (Utecha, 1999, 307). Bondy si nevie predstavit nejaku ontolo-
gicku skutocnost, ktora by bola bohatSia ako nasa, v ktorej ta najvys$sia Giroven sa
trapi snahou o vytvorenie vyznamu svojej existencie, obavou so splanenia svojej
existencie (Utecha, 1999, 308).

V Juliinych otdzkach sa dostava vSak do pozicie, v ktorej zistuje, ze €lovek
nie je to, o ¢o ide, tym je ontologi¢no samo. Samozrejme, s dosledkami. Z etiky
sa stava veda o kentauroch a z druhej strany jej zdkladom je irdnia a sebairodnia.
Vo vyspelych priemyselnych spolo¢nostiach sme sa v nasom historickom a spolo-
¢enskom vyvoji dostali k tomu, ze kategodria individualnej slobody (predovsetkym
obc¢ianskej a politickej) sa dostala z chimérickej podoby do polohy ekonomickej
kategorie, individualna sloboda sa stala vyrobnou silou. Neslobodny ¢lovek
neodvedie dobru pracu. Od triviality etickych prikazov sa dostal k ontoldgii daru.
Zakladné etikum je dar, ako je pisané, ked kamene budl rozpravat. To presved-
cenie, ze zijeme v ,,osovej dobe“, sa prehlbovalo, pripravuje sa osovy zlom v ne-
d’alekej buducnosti. Ked ¢itame KniZku o tom ako sa mi filozofovalo, nemdze na-
Sej pozornosti ujst skuto¢nost’, ktort Bondy nezatajuje, naopak ju ilustruje, ked
spomina, ako spolo¢enské a politické pomery bezprostredne ovplyviiuju myslenie.
V kazdom pripade to boli impulzy, ktoré jeho ontologické reflexie posuvali logic-
ky d’alej. Takze jeho vyvoj, ako ho priblizuje, opisal vel’kt krivku: , 0d Engelsa
cez vyvratenie viSetkych doterajsich ontologii az k zadZitku hlbokej istoty, ktoru
pravom moze ktokol'vek oznacit za nabozZensku skusenost, az k otazke po escha-
tologickom case a k vizii teomorfne posobiacej ontologickej reality, ,poznajucej
partikularie’. To, ¢o vidime v nasom Zivote, je filozofia bez Boha a bez nevyhnut-
nosti, ale filozofia zabezpecujiica ontologické zakotvenie hodnotam a l'udskému
zivotnému usilovaniu. Nepopieram ani zmysluplnost* (Postpribeh, 2013, 222).

Neodvolatel'né su vSak dosledky pre politiku: ani tam neexistuje privilegovana
substancia, vy§si ucel, v mene ktorého mozno konat autoritativne ¢i vykoristo-
vat, ale tyka sa to aj d’alSich substancii ako sloboda, spravodlivost, pokrok, nabo-
zenstvo, demokracia... Ale plati to aj o limitoch existencie. Kde je rozdiel medzi
masovou vyrobou zvierat na porazku, vyhladzovacimi tdbormi pre menejcennych
podludi a manipulovanim v spolo¢nosti? Kriza slobody sa zacala, ked nemecki
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socialisticki robotnici palili ¢ervené zastavy pred palacom cisara Wilhelma. Na-
dejny pokus o prekonanie neslobody, Maova kultirna revolucia, sa neskor zvrhla.

V Postpribehu uz namiesto kategorii ,,protiklady* pouziva nova kategdriu pre
totoznost, a to sameness, ale najpresnej$i termin by bol rovnakost, ale netotoz-
nost’ (the sameness-but-non-identity). Bondyho holistické myslenie pozna tedriu
ontologického pola, t. j. synchronnosti bodov univerza.

V Juliinych otazkach sa dopracoval k postbiologickym formam organizacie
ontologického substratu, k artificialnym bytostiam. Boli to sedemdesiate roky 20.
storoCia, dnes je to uz aj ekonomicky a politicky fenomén. Rusky kozmonaut Ba-
turin (jeden z tvorcov Ruskej tstavy z roku 1993) sa vyjadril k otazke letu ¢loveka
na Mars. Planuje sa, Ze sa to uskutocni v rokoch 2030 — 2040. On je presvedceny
o tom, ze prva uspes$na vyprava sa uskutocni nie skér ako po roku 2101. PodTla jeho
nazoru kozmonautom bude umely ¢lovek. Skuto¢ny vedecky prielom sa uskutocni
v oblasti life science. Mimochodom, prvi kozmickl vojnu o¢akédva Baturin v polo-
vici dvadsiateho prvého storocia, ale Rusko nebude nou postihnuté, pretoze nebude
disponovat prislu§nou kozmickou technikou... Pravda, artificidlne mozno chapat
aj ako predmetné aufheben, teda ako artificialnu formu existencie v tom zmysle,
ze ontologicka evolucia sa odohrava ako produkovana, ze sa odohrava v axiologic-
kom priestore ako biofilnad kultira. Artificidlna inteligencia uvolfiuje novu singu-
laritu, ktora v Bondyho predstavach ziskava eschatologickt dimenziu (méa zmysel
zit'), axiologicky ju vyjadruje ontodicea. Netrufam si domyslat, ako uvazuje Mark
Zuckerberg, ale tréning s Bondyho ontoldégiou uvolniuje predstavivost’ a nestraca
zo zretela socialno, ktoré bolo v Bondyho Uteche modelovo na zaéiatku. V po-
dobnom duchu ako Bondy uvazuje Steve Hawking a varuje pred nebezpecenstvom,
ktoré prindSa umeld inteligencia, ohrozujuca l'udstvo, a fyzik varuje pred zanikom
ludstva. Odporuca vedcom a politikom, aby boli opatrni.

Bondy sa problémom celkovej politickej situacie vo svete venoval vzdy. Zna-
mymi sa stali jeho nazory na redlny socializmus a najmé jeho prognoéza rozpadu
Sovietskeho zvédzu v suvislosti so zdérazilovanim spriaznenosti mocenskych elit
Vychodu a Zapadu. Takto expresivne sa vyjadroval aj Emanuel Todd. Bondyho
pohlad sa vSak od nazoru franctuzskeho intelektuala odliSoval v radikdalnom roz-
chode s paradigmami, ktoré sa tykali svetového systému. Bondy si uvedomoval
Spekulativnost’ vlastnych nazorov. Sam vSak dobre tusil, Zze jeho nazory oslovuju
predovsetkym obycajnych T'udi, ktori pocituji niekedy az katastrofické pomery
doby a hl'adaju moznosti rieSeni. Argumentoval tym, ze vSetky subory idei, ktoré
mame k dispozicii vratane ,,prefikaného budhizmu a taoizmu, s dnes passé. Vtip
globalizatorov spociva v tom, Ze ¢lovek uz nepredava iba svoju pracovnt silu, ale
aj svoju tvar, charakter, samého seba. A pokial nie je na uzitok, tak ho odpisu.
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S prekvapenim konStatuje, ze I'udia dokonca aj vol'ny ¢as povazuju za tazkost.
Nevedia, ¢o s nim. Predsa vSak dufal, ze prave tato hodnota bude menit rezim.
Na stretnutiach na Laurinskej ulici, kde v Bratislave ziskal byt, sa stretaval so
sympatizantmi vlastnej basnickej, filozofickej i literarnej tvorby. Vracal sa na
nich k témam o univerze, ktoré moZno chapat aj ako teomorfné a interpretovat’
ako boha, ale nie ako supersubjekt. Dal3i sa nasli v inych neprebernych prejavoch
Univerza. Treba sa usilovat o revolucnt tedriu v zmysle oslobodenia ¢loveka, nie
o zruSenie nejakého historicky vzniknutého a v buducnosti zase odkracajtceho
vykoristovatel'ského systému. ESte v Cybercomicse, proze z polovice devitde-
siatych rokov, mal predstavu o globalizacii, myslel si, Ze je to hyperbola, skuto¢-
nost’ sa jej viak vyrovnala. Nepochopitelne ani KSCM podla Bondyho nedokazala
reflektovat’ situaciu a stala sa konformnou parlamentnou stranou akceptujicou
globalizaciu.

Globalizaciu povazoval za pokracovanie kolonializmu a imperializmu. Opie-
ral sa o Marxove nazory z Grundrisse, Ze triedy a triedny boj sa zac¢inaju az po
»jedinej revolicii v l'udskych dejinach®, zavedenim strojovej vyroby, kapitaliz-
mu. Uvedomely triedny boj vznikd aZz od zacdiatku 19. storo¢ia. Pred polovicou
19. storocCia sa utvorili dve tradicie: ,,anarchisticka“ a ,,organizatorska“. Dnes
su nepouzitelné. Akcieschopnost globalizatorov podlieha koroézii, ustupovat jej
trvalo nemozno. Treba postupovat nepretrzitymi postupmi, bez ohl'adu na ich po-
razky. Krachuju antiimperialistické snahy islamu, skrachoval pokus o obhéajenie
socializmu, Afrika sa ni¢i tribalizmom a rastie Sovinizmus a xenofdbia aj medzi
najblizs§imi narodmi (Juhoslavia). Globalizatori maju v rukach zbran najsilnejSie-
ho kalibru: preventivne vyhladzovacie vojny. Najvacsim hendikepom sil, ktoré
sa proti globalizatorom stavaju, je teoretickd a ideova nepripravenost. Zdrojom
revoluénej aktivity dnes je kulturna a etnicka pluralita sicasnosti. Za stcasnej
situdcie sa nesmie presadzovat uniformita cielov. Po budicom revolu¢nom zvrate
maju byt pre vSetky etnokulturne oblasti zavdzné jasné a nepriestrelné legis-
lativne opatrenia braniace obnove ziskovo vyuzivaného vlastnictva vyrobnych
prostriedkov. Je to revoliicia strojovej vyroby, ktora postupne meni celé kolektiv-
ne vedomie l'udského rodu. Zbavit sa skupiny svetovych globalizatorov pomdzu
symbolicki analytici a d’alSie skupiny profesionalov schopnych uskutoénit so-
cialistickt globalizaciu. Hlavnym momentom Pribehu o pribehu bolo poznanie,
Ze na istom stupni zlozitosti sa zacne urcita Struktura spravat podla vlastného
algoritmu. Kapitalizmus je Struktura, ktord sa poziera sama. Je ddlezité preto
vymodelovat Struktiru s perspektivou vytvorenia huménnej spoloc¢nosti. Bondy
si zelal, aby v tejto Strukture boli zahrnuté vSetky l'udské vlastnosti, pozitivne
i negativne, lenivost i megalomania, ale m6zu tam byt aj pozitivne Cinitele, na-
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priklad ekolégia. Co sa viak oproti minulosti zmenilo, je sémantika revolacie, po-
trebna je zmena revolucnej paradigmy. NemoZno sa spolahntit na pauperizované
vrstvy, do spolocenskej Struktury by sa nemalo zasahovat ,racionalne®. ,,Laissez
faire, laissez passer nie je europsky vyndlez, do Eurdpy ho priviezli misiondri
z Ciny* a prostrednictvom Leibniza sa ho zmocnili liberali. Aby sa viak planéta
nezrutila, treba urobit’ opravu. Ale nevymyslat’, neprojektovat’! Mozno to budu
rieSit artificialne bytosti. Ma to byt $truktura, ktora sa meni sama. Ak je Struktu-
ra nasmerovand na zisk, potom pokriveny obraz spoloc¢nosti vznika automaticky
a intenzivne. Bondy preto navrhuje taka Struktaru spolo¢nosti, ktorej cielovym
zameranim je zabezpecenie prestize tych, ktori maju spolo¢nost v rukach. Dnes to
nie su stredné vrstvy. Bondy bol skepticky aj voci priamej demokracii, zakotvenej
v obidvoch tstavach, ktoré spomina — v americkej i sovietskej. To Bondy vysvet-
loval na Laurinskej anarchistom z Prahy, ktori ,vitali“ aj dlazobnymi kockami
rokovanie Svetovej banky a Medzinarodného menového fondu v Prahe. Bondymu
sa predtym pacilo ekofeministické Samanenie Starhawkovej v Seattli roku 1999.
»A keby aj nedoslo k I11. svetovej vojne, bude dost podnetov pre to, aby aj v kra-
jindch I. sveta sa stdle viac stavala z burzodznej demokracie fraska a zdsterka
totalitarizmu so vsetkymi jeho ohavnostami, pocinajiic monopolnym ohlupovanim
obyvatelstva — pretoze toto ohlupovanie je najstrasnejSou zbrarnou viadnucej trie-
dy nového typu: nikdy doteraz v dejinach nebola premyslenejsia a postavend na
vedeckych zakladoch ™ (Neusporiadana samovrava, 2003, 58). Neveril nadeji, zZe
by problém dokazali vyrie§it chartisti.

O nedemokratickych pomeroch v Charte sa rozpisal Bondy v poznamke
k Bezejmennej. Tyka sa jednej z najcitlivej§ich otazok, vztahov Cechov a Slova-
kov. Charta sa stala tieriovym establishmentom. Bola to polovica osemdesiatych
rokov 20. storocia... Za Bondym prisla ,,delegacia“ asi 44 ¢i 49 mladych ,,od lopa-
ty“, ako im hovorili, s tym, zZe by chceli napisat otvoreny list vedeniu Charty, iba-
ze to nedokazu naformulovat. Bondy ich poziadal, aby mu to vysvetlili, lahko to
urobili, mali to prediskutované. V podstate i§lo o vazne znepokojene nad uplnou
stratou demokratickych vztahov v Charte, odtrhnutie od vedenia, nekontrolované
a svojvol'né konanie a to, ze sa publikujil vyhldsenia, ktoré sa s nikym nepredis-
kutovali, ako kolektivne stanoviska vSetkych chartistov. Chlapci si pamaitali, ze
v starom republikdnskom Rime sa predsa len snemovalo a existoval urad, ktory
chranil zaujmy ,,jednoduchého l'udu®, hoci nevedeli, ako sa to volalo (mali na
mysli asi tribunat) a zelali by si, aby sa podl'a toho Charta spravala. Mimocho-
dom, aj Petr Uhl bol znepokojeny pomermi v Charte, ako spomina Bondy. Uhl
sledoval situaciu ,,zvnutra®“. V tejto situacii sa na ,,chlapcov®, ktori list podpisa-
li, tlacilo, aby ho odvolali. Klasicky postup vSetkych establishmentov. Vtedy uz
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vacSina signatarov, ktori sa neuchylili do emigracie, boli prave chlapci a dievcata
z undergroundu, vyzva, aby sa ziSlo forum (vtedy sa po prvy raz pouzilo toto
slovo) Charty, sa stretla s podporou. Bolo toho vela, ¢o sa chcelo ,,strane a vla-
de*“ povedat. Momentom, ktory Bondy spomina, bol postoj Charty k tomu, Co sa
volalo ,,pravo na dejiny“. Tenorom ,,stanoviska“ bolo, Ze komunisti chcu zbavit
narod pamiti, zamlcovalo sa, Ze tu boli Habsburgovci, za ktorych dochadzalo
k prosperite, ale inak to bolo so Slovakmi, ktori mali inych kralov. Co vtedy ale
bolo domyslitelné, hoci expresis verbis nenapisané, bolo to, ze Cesko a Sloven-
sko k sebe nepatria, ze vznik Ceskoslovenska bol historicky lapsus. Tato Gvaha
vtedy bola chdpand ako nieCo neuveritelné. Ked sa zi§lo féorum asi 250 az 300
I'udi z celej republiky, stali sme s Uhlom ako pred koncilom, tvrdi Bondy. Havel
zacal rokovanie arogantne, ale po Styroch hodinach sa zacalo prijimat’ zaverec¢né
hodnotenie. Férum prijalo vSetky pripomienky, ale vd¢Sina bodov bola preklenuta
frazami bez obsahu. Zo sl'ubov sa nesplnilo ni¢, iba Hradecek sa viac zabarika-
doval a Ceskoslovensko sa rozdelilo, smutne podotykal Bondy pri spomienke na
tuto udalost (Bezejmennd, 2001, 134 — 139). Pociatok uvah o rozdeleni Ceskoslo-
venska a resStauracii kapitalizmu tak mozno podl'a Bondyho vtiahnut do polovicky
osemdesiatych rokov. Ako v pripade rozpadu Juhoslavie, aj tu mala iniciativu
bonnska diplomacia (ibidem 139).

Bondy v Pribehu o pribehu nehovori o tom, ako testuje pribeh, svoj pribeh,
ale informuje, oboznamuje nas o zaveroch, vysledkoch svojho testu. Neprehlad-
nost situacie, v ktorej sme sa ocitli, naSiel v ,,existencidlnom rozmere ontologie®.
Dnesna situdcia je omnoho neprehladnejSia nez situacia v dvadsiatych — tridsia-
tych rokoch 20. storocia, ked vznikala existencialna filozofia, a rozhodne je hor-
Sia ako v patdesiatych a Sestdesiatych rokoch. Ide o stratu vSetkej nddeje. Zak-
ladnym Zivotnym pocitom sa stal zasah NATO v Juhoslavii v roku 1999, ktory je
tak samozrejmy, ze o nom ani netreba hovorit (Pribeh o pribehu, 2009, 53). Jedi-
né vychodisko je rychlo si zvyknut, k Comu ,prispievaju vSetkymi silami masmé-
dia, showbusiness, reklama i priamo vedecky programovana ideova predpriprava
globalizacie: pretoze vsetci sme celkovo v akutnom ohrozeni, velmi rychlo sme
si osvojili prirodzenit sebazachovnu taktiku ,zachran sa kto mézes’, bud pripra-
veny na to, ze sa dokdzes prispésobit na vSetko, c¢o ti bude servirované od bra-
inwashingu po genocidu aj s chlpmi. Dobre davkované informdcie o ekonomickej,
ekologickej a demografickej situdcii ndas vychovdvaju k tomu, zZe jediné mozné
je nechat vsetko v rukach mocnych (globalnej financnej oligarchie), ktori nas
celkom zretelne poucaju o tom, zZe Ziaden odpor viastne nebude uspesny, pretoze
mocni a vladnuci si myslia, Ze vSetko zviadaju “(Pribeh o pribehu, 2009, 54 — 55).
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Jeho nazor na rozpad Sovietskeho zvédzu a dnes$nu politiku vobec sa stotozno-
val s hPadiskami Akosa Szildgyiho a odporuéal ich aj preto §tudovat. Madarsky
rusista a znalec Dostojevského vydal knihu Stdr Boris a starovici. Je to pohlad
na mediatizdciu politiky, teda vykon politickej moci, politického boja, politicke;j
¢innosti, ktora je pouzitim tradi¢nych politickych prostriedkov, tsili a cielov na
obrazovku. Staty, strany, politické posolstva a politici existuju iba vtedy, ked sa
uskutociiuju vo svete. Tento spdsob politickej praxe meni samotnt politiku, jej
existenciu. Politika ako divadlo, politickd polemika ako show ¢i Sportovy pre-
nos, politickd popularita ako index sledovanosti. Tym sa zmenil pojem politiky.
Pravda, politika ako osobitna ¢innost bola mediatizovana vzdy, ¢i uz ako slovo,
pismo, v tlaci, rétorickych zanroch, listoch, nariadeniach, rozkazoch, Zanroch po-
litickych opatreni. Ale predsa len — aj ked pismo a slovo maju vlastny simulacny
imaginarny priestor, nepodarilo sa im Uplne odtrhnut’ od politickej verejnosti ta-
kym spdsobom, aby vytvorili samostatnii, komplexnt, nezavisla realitu, v ktorej
sa politické udalosti, ¢iny a rozhodnutia odohraju, a pritom existuju iba vd’aka
obrazovke. Moc na obrazovke uz neslizi na ziskanie sthlasu, ale oproti tradi¢nej
dobe, v ére posttypografickej politiky, v zanroch masovej politickej kultiry moze
fungovat’ len esteticky. Proti tejto verzii politiky sa Bondyho podvedomie burilo.
Spominal svoje sny, ked’ sa mu v spanku premietal film iba s titulkami. Uz Max
Weber, ako uvadza Akos Szilagyi, spozoroval, Ze ¢im viac sa strany usiluju pdso-
bit na masy a ¢im je ich byrokraticka Struktura nepruznejsia, tym podruznejsi je
obsah reci a tym dolezitejSie je jej emociondlne pésobenie.

Je zvlastne, Ze tu sa dostala do hry nepoliticka realizacia politiky, ktoru Bondy
pocas kazdého vystipenia, ktoré malo politicky relevantny vyznam, pranieroval.
Najviac ,humanitarne” bombardovanie Belehradu. Nadbytok elektronického ob-
razu je pre zlu politiku, ktord sa nevie popasovat’ s ni¢im, alebo sa podujima na
nie¢o vopred nezvladnutel'né, priam dobrodenim, lebo televiznej realite dodava
atributy realnosti a faktickosti. Elektronicky obraz nema charizmu. Charizma,
tradicia a racionalita sa m6zu uplatiiovat uz len ako atrakcie estetizovanej politi-
ky, ktord méze nie politicky, ale predsa len zohravat urcitt funkciu legitimizova-
nia politiky. Ak tato funkcia nadobudne esteticky vyznam, moze kdekol'vek, bez
ohladu na politicky systém, za predpokladu, Ze na danom mieste vznikla moderna
alebo postmoderna spolo¢nost masového konzumu, legitimizovat politiku. Situa-
cia v strednej a vychodnej Eurdpe sa od sedemdesiatych rokov 20. storoc¢ia blizi k
tomuto stavu. Napriek v§etkym predmodernym ¢rtdm mozeme vo vychodnej Euro-
pe hovorit o mediatizacii politiky. Do konca ani roky po zmenach rezimov v tejto
Casti Eur6py nemozno celkom pochopit bez mimoriadne ddlezitej mediatizacnej
ulohy, aku techno-tele-média zohrali pri zmene rezimov. Okrem priameho prenosu
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vojny v Zalive a Berlusconiho ,telekracii® treba doplnit’ zoznam o televiznu re-
voluciu v Rumunsku v roku 1989 alebo moskovsky televizny puc¢ roku 1991. Kym
eSte podla T. Carlylea technologicka revolucia tlace vedie priamo k liberdlnej
demokracii, potom podla filozofov médii (napriklad Paul Virilio) posttypogra-
ficka revolucia vedie rovno za politickt demokraciu (Szilagyi, 1999, 14). Politici
su dnes odstudeni na mediatizaciu politiky a v nej na mediatizdciu samych seba,
¢o znamena istu sebadestrukciu a pekne to zapada do procesu sebadestrukcie mo-
dernity do postmodernity. Ak by sme podla jedného z najznamejSich teoretikov
demokracie I. Shapira zaujali tento postosvietensky postoj, ktory vedie prirodze-
ne k prijatiu lavicovo orientovanej socialnodemokratickej politiky, tak by sme
akceptovali stanoviska takych myslitelov ako Rorty ¢i Lyotard. A tak ked nas
Lyotard ubezpecuje, ze ak sa vzdavame osvietenského narativu, eSte to nemusi
znamenat, Zze upadame do barbarstva, ale nikdy nam nevysvetlil, Ze by sme mali
verit, ze k tomu neddjde. Prijatie post-osvietenského postoja azda u l'udi povzbu-
di toleranciu k odli$nostiam, ale rovnako rychlo méze viest k prijatiu fasSizmu.
Ak odmietneme myslienku, Ze moZno o nieCom povedat’, Ze je to pravda, potom
sotva najdeme kritérium, ktoré by umoznilo povazovat jeden typ politickej praxe
¢i rezimu za nadradeny inému. Ak sa neprijme nejaka verzia pravdivého poznania
v politike, nebudeme schopni vypracovat uspokojivé kritéria na posudzovanie
politickej legitimity (Shapiro 2003, 133 — 134). V tom mal Bondy jasno: za naj-
demokratickejsi rezim doteraz povaZoval soviety. Tak aspon argumentoval pri
okrihlom stole prvého cisla Casopisu Alternativy.

Bondy si bol vedomy sily techno-telemédii (a tym aj modernej estetizacie
politiky, v ktorej bol, ako vieme, na ¢ele faSizmus a ktora sa naplno rozvinula
v konzumnej spoloc¢nosti). ,,Postmodernd situdacia nepodnecuje na iraciondlne ko-
nanie, neuvadza masy konzumentov do pohybu, naopak ,usetri’ im konanie, uicast
na formovani historie, ked na obrazovke esteticky zvicsSuje a modeluje skutocné,
ale v case a priestore zmensSené, zostrihané revolucie, obéianske vojny a Stdtne
prevraty. Historia na konci dvadsiateho storocia, ktora sa rozletela na miliardy
faktov, viditelna a pocutelnd vo svojej konkrétnosti, zachytena a znova prehrava-
na v podobe elektronického obrazu, tdato ,posthistoricka historia’ meni modernu
vieru v tvorivu silu Slova na c¢osi naivné a anachronické “(Szilagyi, 1999, 25). To
bol dovod, precCo sam kriticky hodnotil Pribeh o pribehu ako neplnocenny utvar,
s ktorym otvorene vyjadroval nespokojnost’. Permanentne sa vracal k Rusku, on
ktory predvidal zanik Sovietskeho zvédzu a tisice sovietologickych pracovisk po
celom svete naopak z neho zilo. Potom, ako sa Sovietsky zvdz vyparil, zacal vni-
mat’ Rusko ako fakt, ako uspeSne simulovant krajinu. ,,Simulované je sukromné
vlastnictvo, trh, kapitalizmus, parlamentarizmus, pluralitna demokracia, ale aj
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Jasistické’, ,Cervené’ a ,Cervenohnedé’ nebezpecenstvd, ktoré ich ohrozuju, simu-
lované s volby s viacerymi stranami, vol'ba prezidenta a vselico iné* (Szilagyi,
1999, 35) — to vsetko uviazlo v priestore intelektualneho tarania. Modernt, cha-
rizmaticku, tradicionalistick?, racionalnu legitimitu moci podporuju a CiastoCne
nahradzaji nové, postmoderné typy financnej a televiznej legitimizacie. Legitim-
ny je ten Stat, ktory ovlada finanéné a obrazové toky a ktorého najhlavnej$iu me-
diatizaciu tvoria peniaze a obraz, dokonca peniazo-obraz a obrazo-peniaze. Jel'cin,
tento velky sovietsky pokrytec, a jeho epigéni v strednej a vychodnej Eurdpe od
Klausa po Dzurindu st nemymi svedkami rozpadu ancieme regime. Este nikdy
sa neudialo v eurdpskych dejinach nieco také podobné, aby sa systém rozpadol
takymto spésobom, nehistoricky, odovzdane, krotko, nahliac sa v ustrety svojmu
osudu. To, ¢o vSak vzniklo ako pozostatok, antisvet, tazko opisat’ bez kategorii
korupcie, kriminality a kleptokracie. Je to systém KKK, komplexny vzorec (Szi-
lagyi, 1999, 231).

Bondyho pokus dosiahnut na Bytie nesprostredkovane narazil na koneénost
nasej schopnosti poznavat. Koncovku jeho tvah mézeme zartovne predpokladat
tak, ze artificialne bytosti dokazu celkom prirodzene rieSit nase problémy. Ne-
vytrhavajme preto Bondyho z historického kontextu, v ktorom zil, a zo siloCiar
doby, ktoré tvorili rdmec jeho uvah. Aj preto si myslim, Ze Bondyho dielo, jeho
dispozitiv patri do politickej filozofie.

Studia bola spracovana v ramci projektu VEGA ¢. 2/0072/15 — Stratégia trans-
formdcie spoloc¢nosti v kontexte civilizacnej analyzy.
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PIETER C. VAN DUIN

‘Political life is dying out’:
Rosa Luxemburg’s critique of Bolshevism and
the Bolshevik revolution

This article analyses the critical comments of Rosa Luxemburg on Lenin’s model of
the Bolshevik vanguard-party with its elite of professional revolutionaries and on the
political events in Russia after the Bolshevik revolution. Rosa Luxemburg had a differ-
ent concept of socialist revolution than Lenin did, for she regarded the revolutionary
process as something that was based on the spontaneous actions of the working class and
the mass participation of the people. A socialist party could channel and co-ordinate this
revolutionary energy, but Rosa Luxemburg attached great importance to democratic free-
doms and procedures and rejected the dictatorial tendencies emerging in Bolshevik Rus-
sia. She was hoping that the Bolshevik revolution would be the beginning of a European
socialist revolution and never believed that Russia could make a socialist transformation
on its own. In fact, she foresaw the bureaucratic dictatorship that Lenin’s Russia would
in her view inevitably become, if the deformation of the revolution was not halted by
international political developments on a higher democratic and socialist level.

Key words: Rosa Luxemburg; Social Democracy; Lenin; Bolshevism; Russian revo-

lution; democracy

Rosa Luxemburg (1871-1919) was undoubtedly one of the most original revo-
lutionary socialists and Marxist thinkers of early-twentieth-century Europe. She
was also one of a very small group of women who occupied leading positions in
the international socialist movement of her time, this classical period when the
movement came into its own and when there were great expectations regarding
the coming ‘proletarian revolution.” After the Russian and Polish revolutionary
events of 1904-1906, Rosa Luxemburg increasingly began to distance herself from
the strategy and the organizational model of the German Social Democratic Party
(SPD), a politically immobile colossus. But on the other hand, she did not agree
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with Lenin’s alternative model of the revolutionary vanguard-party either. She
believed in the spontaneous revolutionary potential and capability of the working
class, which simultaneously would create a special role for a revolutionary lead-
ership once the dynamic of social and political revolution had reached a critical
stage. Both the German model of bureaucratized mass organization and passive
anticipation of the ‘inevitable’ proletarian revolution, and the Bolshevik model
of a revolution carried out by ‘professional’ revolutionaries supported by the
proletariat and other social groups, proved eventually alien to her. Perhaps Rosa
Luxemburg’s Polish background played a part in her rejection of both German bu-
reaucratic reformism and Russian conspiratorial elitism. Her Jewish background,
moreover, may have been partly responsible for her staunch internationalism and
her rejection of Polish nationalism, including the national aspirations of Jozef
Pitsudski and mainstream Polish socialism. Thus it happened that Polish national-
ism, German Social Democratic reformism, and Russian Bolshevism all became
political adversaries of Rosa Luxemburg. This was important also in practical
political terms, because she played a role in both the Polish, the German and, to
some extent, the Russian socialist movement. She regarded the Polish proletarian
revolution as a part of the broader All-Russian democratic and socialist revolu-
tion, while the revolution of the German proletariat seemed to her — and to most
revolutionary socialists of the time — the conditio sine qua non of the European
revolution as a whole. Aside from her views on socialism, internationalism, and
revolution, her early confrontation with Lenin’s Bolshevik model of organization
in 1904 was an important step in her political evolution. This paper, however,
will focus mainly on Rosa Luxemburg’s critique of the Bolshevik revolution of
1917-1918.!

At the beginning of 1904 Rosa Luxemburg began to look more closely into
the issues which had caused disagreement between her Polish-Lithuanian Social
Democratic Party (the anti-nationalist rival of the Polish Socialist Party) and the
Russian Social Democrats and which had ended the hope of organizational unity
between them, especially because of the extreme centralistic policy of the Bolshe-
viks (the Russian ‘majority’ faction). Rosa Luxemburg found out about Lenin’s
brochure What is to be done?, which had just been published. In response she
wrote a long and very critical article (‘Organizational Questions in Russian So-
cial Democracy’) about Lenin’s organizational propositions, which was published
in the German Social Democratic journal Neue Zeit in July 1904 and, in Russian

! See for a useful background history of Europe in the age of Rosa Luxemburg, including developments in contemporary
socialism, James Joll, Europe Since 1870. An International History (4th ed., London, 1990), Chapters 3-9. See for a com-
plex work on Marxist thought, George Lichtheim, Marxism (London, 1961).
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translation, in the Russian Social Democratic newspaper Iskra. Rosa Luxemburg
attacked Lenin’s philosophy underlying his detailed prescriptions on organiza-
tional matters, citing his definition of Social Democracy as ‘Jacobins joined to
a proletariat which has become conscious of its class interests.” This elitist Jac-
obin and almost Blanquist notion — the latter being even more conspiratorial than
the former — was not at all to her liking. Rosa Luxemburg writes: ‘Social Democ-
racy is not joined to the organization of the proletariat. It is itself the proletariat

. it is the rule of the majority within its own party.’ Instead of an all-powerful
central committee whose instructions ran ‘from Geneva to Li¢ge and from Tomsk
to Irkutsk, the role of the director must go to the collective ego of the working
class... The working class demands the right to make its mistakes and learn in
the dialectic of history. Let us speak plainly. Historically, the errors committed
by a truly revolutionary movement are infinitely more fruitful than the infallibil-
ity of the cleverest Central Committee.” Rosa Luxemburg also attacked Lenin’s
analogy of factory discipline as being a useful school for a revolutionary party,
and his preoccupation with discipline as a whole. She believed that leadership by
the kind of disciplined party that Lenin wanted to create would hold the working
class back rather than push it forward. In Germany, but even more in Russia, or-
ganizational rigidity would suppress revolutionary activity: ‘If there was inertia
and over-emphasis of parliamentary tactics in Germany, this was the result of too
much direction rather than too little, and the adoption of Lenin’s formula would
only increase rather than thaw out such conservative inertia. How much worse
would be such a straitjacket for nascent Russian Social Democracy on the eve of
its battles against Tsarism.’?

It has been argued by Nettl and others that Rosa Luxemburg’s call for broad
popular participation in Russian Social Democratic activity was partly due to an
excessive transplantation of idealized German conditions into the Russian con-
text, just as Lenin’s concept and the conditions determining it were far too nar-
rowly Russian to have general validity. Underlying this, however, was the more
fundamental question, not of organization or political conditions, but of the na-
ture and growth of class consciousness. Lenin believed that without the active
intervention of a revolutionary elite, working-class consciousness was doomed to
a vicious circle of impotence — that it could never rise above the economic level
of trade-union activity. Rosa Luxemburg, on the other hand, believed that class
consciousness was essentially a problem of friction between Social Democracy

2 Rosa Luxemburg, ‘Organizational Questions in Russian Social Democracy’, Neue Zeit, 1903-1904, Vol. II; Iskra, 10 July
1904. Published in English translation by Bertram D. Wolfe (ed.), Leninism or Marxism? The Russian Revolution (Ann
Arbor, MI, 1961), pp. 84, 89, 93, 108 for the passages quoted.
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and society, of the permanent conflict between the socialist working-class move-
ment and the structures — including the ideological structures — of capitalism. The
more closely Social Democracy was engaged with bourgeois society on all fronts,
the greater the growth of class consciousness in what was a continual process.
She proved from her own experience that elites or a socialist intelligentsia were
necessary, but to say that they should have a specific function in Marxist theory
or revolutionary strategy was another matter. What mattered for Rosa Luxemburg
was not power but influence: instead of a dynamo which drove the whole socialist
works, a ‘revolutionary elite’ should be a magnet with a powerful field of influ-
ence over existing structures and conditions of class struggle. This influence grew
as societal friction increased, but this friction and class conflict was the source
of all revolutionary energy.’ Rosa Luxemburg wrote optimistically about the dy-
namic of modern proletarian class consciousness: ‘For the first time in the history
of civilization the people are expressing their will consciously and in opposition
to all ruling classes. But this will can only be satisfied beyond the limits of the
existing system. Today the mass can only acquire and strengthen this will in the
course of the day-to-day struggle against the existing social order — that is, within
the limits of capitalist society.” She believed that acquiring class consciousness
within the structure of capitalist society was both possible and necessary and that
in the end it would open the way to a new society. In this struggle there were two
dangers to be avoided. One was ‘the danger of becoming a movement of bourgeois
social reform’, the other ‘the danger of sinking back to the condition of a sect.’*

Of course, Rosa Luxemburg was aware of the unique Russian conditions as
far as the country’s political system and political culture were concerned. An
historian of the Russian revolution like E.H. Carr stresses this aspect in particu-
lar when analyzing her article of July 1904. Carr draws attention to the fact that
Rosa Luxemburg denounced Lenin’s policy of ‘ultra-centralism’ as bureaucratic
and not democratic. Indeed, she diagnosed a specifically Russian character in
Lenin’s project and spoke of ‘the “ego” crushed by Russian absolutism’ reap-
pearing in the form of ‘the “ego” of the Russian revolutionary’, which proclaims
itself the mighty consummator of history.> Lenin in reply offered the readers of
his Bolshevik publications a number of negative references to what he called
Rosa Luxemburg’s fallacious Marxist theory of ‘organization-as-process.” Most
of these described her views as ‘little else but defence of a lack of principles’, and
‘something not to be taken seriously.” He also lumped Rosa Luxemburg with the

3 J. P. Nettl, Rosa Luxemburg, with an Introduction by Hannah Arendt (New York, 1969), pp. 197-198.
4 Luxemburg, ‘Organizational Questions in Russian Social Democracy’, in Wolfe (ed.), Leninism or Marxism?, p. 105.
5 E. H. Carr, The Bolshevik Revolution 1917-1923, Vol. 1 (Harmondsworth, 1971), p. 45.
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Mensheviks, which made it easier for him and his Bolshevik comrades to dismiss
her ideas. The Lenin-Luxemburg confrontation was destined to become a major
issue in the revolutionary Marxist and international socialist movement between
the 1920s and 1960s, although the principal factor triggering it was Rosa Lux-
emburg’s critique of the Bolshevik revolution written in 1918.% Nevertheless, her
critical response to Lenin’s What is to be done?, was a first step in the direction
of a revolutionary Marxist anti-Leninist position.

During the years between 1904 and 1914, Rosa Luxemburg experienced a pro-
cess of radicalization as far as her attitude to German Social Democracy was con-
cerned. One factor which played an important part in this was her experience of
the Russian and Polish revolutionary events of 1904-1906. Rosa Luxemburg was
one of the leading figures in the revolutionary actions in Warsaw during 1905-
1906 and after her return to Berlin in 1906, where she had settled in 1898, she
was not quite the same person anymore. She now believed in revolutionary mass
action more than ever before and began to criticize the SPD more consistently and
systematically. At the same time the contacts between the Polish Marxists — Rosa
Luxemburg’s Social Democratic Party of Poland and Lithuania — and the Russian
Bolsheviks and other Russian revolutionaries were only sporadic and not very
significant it seems, in terms of influencing one another. It is true that some Pol-
ish revolutionaries began to gravitate towards the Bolsheviks and their concept of
a disciplined elite-party seizing power, especially during and immediately after
the Bolshevik revolution in 1917. But Rosa Luxemburg and most other Polish and
German revolutionary socialists retained their belief in the power of spontane-
ous proletarian revolution without the decisive role of a leading party which the
Bolsheviks maintained was indispensible for the success of such a revolution. The
outbreak of the First World War changed many things in the field of political work,
which was restricted by censorship and military conscription. A major problem in
Germany was also the force of patriotism and chauvinism, which Rosa Luxemburg
had already experienced on several occasions before 1914. It was clear that the
spirit of national chauvinism was also influential among the working class, even
though Marxists like Rosa Luxemburg were always trying to explain it away. Rosa
Luxemburg had the courage to confront and criticize German chauvinism when-
ever there was an opportunity to do so, and for this reason she was hated by many
people in Germany, including trade unionists and even some Social Democratic
party members. Although on one level (her Marxist worldview) she scarcely could
take the phenomenon of proletarian national chauvinism seriously, on another

¢ Luciano Amodio, ‘The Lenin-Luxemburg Confrontation on Party Organization’, Quaderni Piacentini, Vol. IV, No. 21
(1965) gives a summary of the literature on the most typical issues.
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level (her observation of social and political reality) she understood very well
what it meant and how difficult it was to combat or overcome it. This is the reason
for her disagreement with the Bolshevik strategy after November 1917 of trying
to conclude a unilateral peace with Germany. What would be the effect of this on
the chances of Germany to win the war in the West and on the mind of the German
working class? Rosa Luxemburg knew the answer to this question much better
than Lenin did. She feared that a German victory would mean an enormous boost
for German popular chauvinism and the end of the chances for a socialist revolu-
tion. But to make this clear to Lenin and his Bolsheviks was not a simple matter,
nor was it easy to convince them that only a socialist revolution in Russia that was
also democratic could mean the beginning of a successful world revolution.” The
Bolshevik scholasticism about a dictatorship of the proletariat supported by the
peasants was improbable enough, but in addition there appeared a questionable
one-party dictatorship.

Lenin’s sceptical attitude to the February Revolution and his insistence that
the Provisional Government end Russian participation in the war and make peace
with Germany had not been received with approval by Rosa Luxemburg. She
advocated a consolidation of the democratic revolution and concluding a peace
deal only if this was really in the interest of the Russian proletariat as well as
the German and European revolution. Looking out from Germany, the Russian
February Revolution had achieved something worth defending against the strong
and reactionary German power, which might want peace with Russia for tactical
reasons but in the long run would want even more to destroy the revolution. This
approach to the Russian situation continued to be the position of the Spartakus
League — the new revolutionary socialist organization in Germany which had been
founded at the end of 1915 — until the end of 1918 (even if after March 1918 they
were led not to stress it too much). Spartakus recognized the need for peace as
the only way to open up further revolutionary horizons, but not a peace which left
Imperial Germany triumphant. Rosa Luxemburg, who spent most of 1917-1918 in
German prisons, knew nothing of the negotiations between the left-wing Social
Democrats Parvus and Karl Moor and the German Foreign Office, and of the im-
pending journey of Lenin and his entourage through Germany in a sealed train
provided by the German government. But even if she had not been in prison she
would not have known or even believed it, because such eventualities were to her
mind impossible. What she wanted to do was to help bring about a revolutionary

7 See for Rosa Luxemburg’s political experiences and political evolution in the years before and during the First World
War, especially Nettl, Rosa Luxemburg, Chapters 8-14. See also Paul Frolich, Rosa Luxemburg. Her Life and Work (Lon-
don, 1940).
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outbreak in Germany, without which the revolutionary process in Russia could not
survive. Rosa Luxemburg thought in terms of a radical democratic and democrat-
ic socialist revolution, whose success would obviously be dependent on further
revolutionary developments on the international level. Of an isolated Bolshevik
dictatorship in the near future she had of course not the slightest supposition, nor
could she foresee the relative success of Lenin’s policy of peace and land distri-
bution to the peasants as a tactic to seize and consolidate power. The peculiar fac-
tors playing a part in the Bolshevik revolution were beyond the grasp and indeed
the approval of most European Marxist revolutionaries.® Only during the course
of 1918 did Rosa Luxemburg begin to understand something more of the realities
and the problems surrounding the Bolshevik revolution and the Bolshevik regime.
At the end of 1917, following the Bolsheviks’ seizure of power, the foremost is-
sue from the German perspective was their intention to conclude an armistice and
then a separate peace with Germany.

By the middle of November 1917 the impending peace negotiations with the
Bolsheviks had begun to be reported in the German press. Rosa Luxemburg’s
comments on the Bolsheviks and their revolution now became more incisive and
critical, although her first reactions to the news about the revolution in Petrograd
had been warm and welcoming if apprehensive. In a letter written on 19 December
to Karl and Luise Kautsky, prominent German Social Democrats who had taken
some distance from the official Social Democratic ‘pro-war’ policy, she confided
that the Bolsheviks did not please her ‘with their fanatical determination to make
peace at any price’, even if they were not to blame for the situation as it was.’
Doubts about the wisdom of a Russian revolutionary peace with German impe-
rialism were expressed in the first public comment of the monthly letter of the
Spartakus League on the events of the Russian October Revolution. It saw in the
conclusion of peace nothing but benefit for German imperialism and its ultimate
wish to destroy the Russian revolution. The article ‘Historical Responsibility’ in
the Spartakus letter of January 1918 was sour and unhappy in tone. An armistice
had meanwhile been concluded between Germany and Russia, but no good could
come from it. The article stated:'’

‘It is psychologically understandable that the Bolsheviks should see a prestige
success in that most important question of peace and should present themselves
as successful to the Russian people. But a second look shows the Bolsheviks in
another light. The immediate effect of the armistice in the East will merely be that

8 Nettl, Rosa Luxemburg, pp. 422-424.
9 Ibid., p. 426.
10 Spartakusbrief, January 1918, translated and quoted in Nettl, Rosa Luxemburg, p. 427.
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German troops will be moved from there to the West ... Already the last bloody
German advances in Flanders and in the South, the new ‘marvellous’ successes
in Italy, are the direct results of Bolshevik victory in Petersburg ... the mask of
virtue and restraint which was forced on German imperialism by its precarious
military situation up till now will be thrown into the lap of the Scheidemanns
[Social Democratic opportunists]. With the help of God — who is undoubtedly on
the side of the big battalions — a ‘German peace’ will be dictated ... This is how
the situation really is and the Bolsheviks are only deceiving themselves and oth-
ers if they hear the melody of peace on earth ... The last laugh about the Russian
revolution has hitherto been exclusively enjoyed by Hindenburg and the German
nationalists.’

The Spartakus letter of January 1918 — whose author may have been Leo Jog-
iches, who was very close to Rosa Luxemburg — continued in its pessimistic but
also realistic tone by claiming that the German workers ‘continue to watch the
spectacle [of the Russian revolution] good-naturedly, continue to be mere spec-
tators, and so Soviet rule in Russia cannot find a fate different from the Paris
Commune.’ The fact that the Bolsheviks negotiated in Stockholm in December
1917 about a possible peace with Germany ‘through such dirty channels’ as Sc-
heidemann and Parvus (who was more leftist but mistrusted by the Spartacists)
proved that the Bolsheviks themselves too ‘suffer from a lack of principle, which
is completely at variance with their usual severe morality and intolerance of com-
promise.’ After the conclusion of the peace of Brest-Litovsk in March 1918, pub-
lic comment by Spartakus became less negative because Lenin, the great revo-
lutionary leader, made a great effort to explain and excuse it. The Spartacists
now more or less seemed to agree that criticism of the Bolsheviks should remain
within closed doors and not be made public, and only by August or September this
policy was abandoned by Rosa Luxemburg. Karl Liebknecht, isolated in prison
too, wrote in his private notes in the spring of 1918 that ‘any basic tendency to
anti-Leninism’ must be avoided, adding: ‘Greatest care and tact in all German
criticism of Russian proletariat!” What played a role in this German reticence as
well was that following the treaty of Brest-Litovsk German troops occupied the
Ukraine and large parts of the Baltic States and Finland. Violent opposition to
these annexations also helped the Bolsheviks. It was as if Germany was once more
at war with Russia and the problems of conscience posed by the separate peace
were, to some extent, things of the past. However, the critique of Bolshevism
continued to exist and did not exclusively relate to the question of the peace with
Germany. At the end of the summer of 1918, Rosa Luxemburg informed her Spar-
takus comrades that she wanted to publish her criticisms of the Bolshevik revolu-
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tion in the form of a pamphlet or a long article. They tried to dissuade her, but
were unsuccessful. In the Spartakus letter of September 1918 Rosa Luxemburg
broke a long period of silence and published an article voicing a sharp critique of
the Bolsheviks. The editors of the Spartakus letter only published it with a cau-
tionary note of their own. When she wrote a further article containing an even
sharper attack on the supplementary protocols to the Treaty of Brest-Litovsk, her
comrades Paul Levi, Ernst Meyer and Eugen Leviné decided not to print it. Rosa
Luxemburg’s articles had been delivered in Berlin by Mathilde Jacob, who used
to visit her in her Breslau prison. Now Paul Levi travelled to Breslau and after
a lengthy argument convinced her that publication was unwise, apparently us-
ing the argument that her remarks would be misused by their enemies. But after
Levi’s departure Rosa Luxemburg wrote out a draft text which she sent him later
in September through an intermediary. In a personal letter she explained to Levi
that she was writing it only for him, ‘and if [ can convince you then the effort isn’t
wasted.” The September 1918 manuscript was eventually published by Paul Levi
in 1922, causing a wave of hatred against him and other critical communists on
the part of Leninists and orthodox pro-Moscow communists.!!

In the historic September 1918 manuscript Rosa Luxemburg went back to ba-
sic principles, the text being not only a comment on the Russian revolution but
also on the meaning and the general idea of socialist revolution. She admitted
that for the moment Lenin and the Bolsheviks had been able to carry out a de-
cisive revolutionary action and in a sense ‘won a majority of the people’ when
doing so (she did not realize the extent to which the Bolsheviks were a minority
in Russia). But there were many problems of a fundamental kind, which posed a
mortal threat to the revolutionary project in Russia. The first problem that Rosa
Luxemburg addressed was Bolshevik land policy. On this issue she was more to
the left than Lenin, and she criticized the fact that his government had not taken
measures ‘which lead in the direction of a later Socialist reform of agriculture.’
The government must ‘at least avoid everything which may bar the way to those
measures in future.” Now, however, ‘the slogan launched by the Bolsheviks — im-
mediate seizure and distribution of the land to the peasants — necessarily tended
in the opposite direction.” Not only was it not a Socialist measure, but ‘it piles
up insurmountable obstacles to the Socialist transformation of agrarian relations.’
Leninist policy ‘has created a new and powerful layer of enemies of Socialism in
the countryside, enemies whose resistance will be much more dangerous and stub-

11 Ibid., pp. 427-430, for detailed references to original German sources; Hannah Arendt, ‘Introduction’ to Nettl, Rosa
Luxemburg. Paul Levi published Rosa Luxemburg’s text as Die russische Revolution (Berlin 1922).
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12 The terrible events in Rus-

born than that of the large aristocratic landowners.
sia and the Ukraine when at a later stage agriculture was nationalized, confirmed
Rosa Luxemburg’s fears and analysis. Of course, Lenin knew that at some point
in the future the resistance of the peasantry would have to be broken, but what
mattered to him in 1917-1918 was to consolidate the revolution, that is Bolshevik
power, by using the peasants as allies in a strategic game. In fact, the Russian
peasants — who also constituted the bulk of the soldiers — were absolutely crucial
in establishing and consolidating Bolshevik power. The slogan of peace, bread
and land was a conditio sine qua non of the Bolshevik revolution. The Russian
situation was completely different from the situation in Central Europe, where the
Social Democrats feared the counter-revolutionary orientation of the peasantry.
In this connection the observations of the historian George Lichtheim are worth
quoting. Lichtheim writes that the Russian peasant-soldier made the Bolshevik
seizure of power possible by backing the urban revolt, whereas in Central Europe
the conservatism of the peasantry ‘supplied the Social Democrats with an ad-
equate reason for not attempting a revolution on the Russian model.”'3 The excep-
tional Russian situation of agrarian backwardness and semi-feudalism thus made
the revolution possible and at the same time heralded serious trouble in future.
Rosa Luxemburg foresaw this and feared the counter-revolutionary consequences
of an enlarged and fortified peasantry. Of course, as a socialist she had little af-
finity with the peasants anyhow, which is one of the tragic and fatal weaknesses
of the socialist tradition.

The second problem that Rosa Luxemburg addressed in her manuscript on
the Russian revolution was the nationality question. Perhaps even more than in
the case of the land question, she was an orthodox Marxist of sorts who was not
prepared to make any concessions in this field. It had been a tradition in the
international socialist movement to actually back the national aspirations of at
least some ‘historic nations’ that were supposed to play a progressive role in the
historical process. Foremost among these nations were the Poles, and both the
German Social Democrats and the Bolsheviks supported the programme of Polish
independence from the Russian empire, the Germans on account of a sentiment
going back to Marx himself and the Bolsheviks, again, for strategic reasons, i.e.
weakening the Russian czarist state by all means. Rosa Luxemburg, however, dis-
agreed with both of them. She had always believed that Polish independence was
a naive dream and that Poland had become an integral part of the economy of the
Russian empire. Moreover, Polish nationalism — which was also very influential

12 Rosa Luxemburg, The Russian Revolution, English edition in Wolfe (ed.), Leninism or Marxism?, pp. 43, 46.
13 George Lichtheim, Europe in the Twentieth Century (London, 1974), p. 141.
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in the Polish working-class movement — was in her view an enemy of socialism
and class consciousness infecting the workers with hopelessly wrong ideas. Here
we stumble upon another blind spot of a major section (but not the whole) of the
international socialist movement, and Rosa Luxemburg was a principal exponent
of it. As the historian Piotr Wandycz writes, ‘the socialist fatherland was as real
to Rosa Luxemburg as Poland was to Pitsudski’ with the Polish ‘international-
ists’ arguing that for the Polish proletariat national independence would mean
‘regression.’'* As far as Bolshevik nationality policy was concerned, Rosa Lux-
emburg warned of the consequences of tactically proclaiming support for the aspi-
rations of various non-Russian nationalities in the country, as the Bolsheviks were
doing as long as they had not yet consolidated their power in non-Russian regions.
It was a similar situation to the case of the peasants, because the nationalists
among the different non-Russian peoples would become dangerous enemies of the
revolution at a later stage. Ukrainian nationalism, for example, she regarded as
a ‘farce’, but it might nevertheless develop into a force to reckon with thanks to
Lenin’s policy and the treaty of Brest-Litovsk, which opened the way for several
nationalist movements with their slogan of the ‘right of national determination.’
According to Rosa Luxemburg, it was obvious that the ‘entire nationalist move-
ment which at present constitutes the greatest danger for international Socialism
has experienced an extraordinary strengthening from the ... Russian revolution
and the Brest negotiations.’ From all this ‘the terror and the strangling of democ-
racy followed directly.”!® The ‘terror’ and the ‘strangling of democracy’ that Rosa
Luxemburg is speaking of, is exactly what was happening already at the time
when she was writing down these words. The Bolsheviks had begun to suppress
the resistance of national minorities, peasants, and of course their various politi-
cal opponents in the major Russian cities, where many people initially believed
that they could shake off the Bolshevik regime.

The questions of political democracy and dictatorship were the third and fourth
problem that Rosa Luxemburg addressed, and they were in the final analysis the
most important ones and the most crucial in judging the character of the Bolshevik
regime. The third problem, that of political freedoms and democratic procedures,
she discussed under the heading of ‘Constituent Assembly and Suffrage.” What
mattered here was Bolshevik policy with regard to parliamentary democracy, free
elections, and so forth. Rosa Luxemburg criticized the Bolsheviks’ action in dis-
persing the Constituent Assembly in January 1918, the election of which they had

4 Piotr S. Wandycz, The price of freedom: A history of East Central Europe from the Middle Ages to the present (London,
1993), pp. 192-193.
15 Luxemburg, The Russian Revolution, pp. 55-56; see also Carr, The Bolshevik Revolution 1917-1923, Vol. 1, p. 268.
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not dared to stop although they had restricted the suffrage, which she criticized as
well. She attacked Trotsky’s relativizing theory that institutions tend to lead a life
of their own, and if they did not reflect the particular reality of their age of origin
anymore, must be destroyed. To this Rosa Luxemburg opposed her own long-held
view about mass influence on institutions, which could be seen as their most im-
portant aspect. She writes: ‘The living fluid of popular mood, continually forced
round representative bodies, penetrates them, guides them ... even in bourgeois
parliaments.’!'® Even more serious than the dispersal of the Constituent Assembly
was the Bolsheviks’ suppression of civic and political freedoms:!”

‘... freedom of the press, the rights of association and assembly all have been
outlawed for all opponents of the Soviet regime ... on the other hand it is a well-
known and indisputable fact that without a free and untrammelled press, without
the unlimited right of association and assembly, the role of the broad mass of the
people is entirely unthinkable.’

If Bolshevik rule (or the ‘Soviet regime’ of the workers’ councils controlled
by the Bolsheviks) was in any way to be an example for the future and for the
socialist revolution in Germany and Europe, and not simply a means of clinging
to power at the price of dictatorial deformation and political regression, purity
of socialist principles, including democratic principles, needed emphasizing con-
tinually. Arbitrary curtailment of inconvenient institutions and popular processes
after a revolution was bound to be self-generating and repetitive. They were bad
habits which would lead the government ever farther away from contact with the
people.'® The problem of dictatorship was discussed in more detail in the last sec-
tions of Rosa Luxemburg’s September 1918 manuscript. She writes:!’

‘Freedom only for the supporters of the government, only for the members
of one party — however numerous they may be — is no freedom at all. Freedom is
always and exclusively freedom for the one who thinks differently ... because all
that is instructive, wholesome and purifying in political freedom depends on this
essential characteristic; and its effectiveness vanishes when “freedom” becomes
a special privilege.’

These were historic words that deserved and still deserve to be remembered by
socialists and democrats. They show Rosa Luxemburg’s belief in political free-
dom and democratic life, or more precisely, in the democracy that socialists like
her had always believed to be possible only after the socialist revolution. Rosa

16 Luxemburg, The Russian Revolution, p. 60.

17 Ibid., pp. 66-67.

18 Thus the paraphrasing of Rosa Luxemburg by Nettl, Rosa Luxemburg, pp. 433-434.
19 Luxemburg, The Russian Revolution, p. 69.
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Luxemburg felt that the Bolsheviks were imposing a new system from above rath-
er than building it from below:*

‘Lenin is completely mistaken in the means he employs. Decree, dictatorial
force of the factory overseer, draconic penalties, rule by terror, all these things
are but palliatives. The only way to rebirth is the school of public life itself, the
most unlimited, the broadest democracy and public opinion. It is rule by terror
which demoralizes.’

J. P. Nettl is probably right to say that Rosa Luxemburg did not mind ‘in the
last resort’ whether the Bolsheviks maintained themselves or not, and that this
perhaps was the major difference between her and them.?! The reason for this was
that Rosa Luxemburg was far more afraid of a deformed revolution than an unsuc-
cessful revolution. The first might become a terrible problem for the international
socialist movement; the second would simply be followed by new revolutionary
initiatives. Rosa Luxemburg understood Lenin’s organizational abilities and ob-
jects and, with her political insights and intuition and on the basis of what she
knew about the situation, extrapolated them to their inevitable dictatorial conse-
quences. In another historic and even prophetic passage she writes:??

‘With the repression of political life in the land as a whole, life in the Sovi-
ets must also become more crippled ... life dies out in every public institution,
becomes a mere semblance of life, in which only the bureaucracy remains as the
active element. Public life gradually falls asleep. The few dozen party leaders
of inexhaustible energy and boundless experience direct and rule. Among them
only a dozen outstanding heads do the leading and an elite of the working class
is invited from time to time to meetings where they are to applaud the speeches
of the leaders, and to approve proposed resolutions unanimously — at bottom then
a clique affair. A dictatorship to be sure; not the dictatorship of the proletariat,
however, but only a dictatorship of a handful of politicians in the bourgeois sense
... yes, we can go even further: such conditions must inevitably cause a brutaliza-
tion of public life.’

Rosa Luxemburg may have believed that the Bolsheviks had made a beginning
with the international socialist revolution, but she was sure that they could not
meet the challenge of building a new society. The conditions of Russian politics
and society were too harsh and backward for anything more positive to emerge
from the Bolshevik regime. She writes at the end of her manuscript: ‘Lenin and
Trotsky and their friends were the first who went ahead as an example to the pro-

20 Ibid., p. 71.
21 Nettl, Rosa Luxemburg, p. 434.
2 Luxemburg, The Russian Revolution, pp. 76-77.
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letariat of the world ... But in Russia the problem could only be posed. It could
not be solved there.” Rosa Luxemburg’s pamphlet on the Russian revolution was
primarily an examination of the basic propositions of revolution, and the only
glimpse of how she envisaged the future. Unlike Lenin, Rosa Luxemburg did not
accept a difference between party life and eventual public life, between party
and post-revolutionary society. For her the socialist revolution was nothing more
than the expansion of socialism from the party to the whole society. While Rosa
Luxemburg, in spite of all her revolutionary strivings and radical convictions,
remained anchored in the Second International as far as her democratic and so-
cialist openness was concerned, Lenin evolved a theory of party discipline and
organization which he put into effect with every means at his disposal. Only the
party mattered and if it was properly organized, it could afford every change of
tactic, survive every manoeuvre, and could fortify or discard at will every single
institution in society. The Bolshevik view of society did not change much before
and after the revolution, except in terms of the party’s power: there was ‘we’, the
party, and ‘it’, the society.? This was clearly not the view and not the perspective
of Rosa Luxemburg, who saw the working-class party as being in opposition to
capitalist society but could not imagine a socialist society in the making in which
there was a similar opposition between party and society.

Rosa Luxemburg has been described as a ‘socialist with a human face.’?* The
context to this is somewhat different from the Czechoslovak context of 1968 when
a similar expression was used, but there are similarities in terms of the complex
interpretation of socialist history. A crucial issue in this complex socialist his-
tory is the divide between Social Democrats and Communists, or between demo-
cratic and authoritarian socialists. The place of Rosa Luxemburg in this divide
is controversial, because she identified with revolutionary socialism but not with
Bolshevism. The Communist-Social Democratic divide principally had to do with
the Bolshevik seizure of power in direct opposition to democratic legality and
majority opinion, as expressed in the elections to the Constituent Assembly a few
weeks after the Bolshevik take-over in Petrograd in the name of a new author-
ity: Soviets of workers, peasants and soldiers. It became a matter of principle for
Communists to affirm, and for Social Democrats to deny, that a socialist revolu-
tion could achieve its aims only if it dispensed with bourgeois legality and par-
liamentary institutions, freedom of the press and the existence of rival political
parties. The Bolshevik assertions were seriously weakened by Rosa Luxemburg

3 Nettl, Rosa Luxemburg, p. 435-436.
24 Beverly G. Merrick, ‘Rosa Luxemburg: A Socialist With a Human Face’, in: Feminist Theory Website, hosted by the
Center for Digital Discourse and Culture at Virginia Tech University (1998).
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in her September 1918 manuscript. This happened shortly before she became the
co-founder of the German Communist Party, which made it more difficult for Len-
inists — especially from 1922 when the manuscript was published — to claim the
authority of Marx for what Lenin, Trotsky and the other Bolshevik leaders did in
1917-1918. They dissolved the recently elected Constituent Assembly, in which
the Bolsheviks could not hope to gain a majority, and imposed other measures
which marginalized and suppressed other political parties. The Social Revolution-
aries had become the major winner of the elections, a party which represented the
interests of the peasantry. Lenin claimed afterwards that the Social Revolutionar-
ies no longer existed as a party, their left wing having made common cause with
the Bolsheviks. The Bolsheviks, indeed, always had their sophistry at hand to jus-
tify this or that step of their power politics. However, ever since that moment in
January 1918, which symbolized the Bolsheviks’ unashamed usurpation of power,
the Communist movement had to explain why ‘socialist democracy’ must neces-
sarily take the form of one-party dictatorship.?® According to George Lichtheim,
Rosa Luxemburg warned that socialism without democracy was bound to turn into
a monstrosity.?® This is true notwithstanding all her illusions about socialism,
idealism, and the role of power in politics.

25 Lichtheim, Europe in the Twentieth Century, pp. 141-142; O.H. Radkey, The Election to the Russian Constituent As-
sembly of 1917 (London, 1950); L. Schapiro, The Origin of the Communist Autocracy (London, 1955).
26 Lichtheim, Europe in the Twentieth Century, p. 389.
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DANIEL DOBIAS — SONA DOBIASOVA

O (ne)produktivnosti dichotomii v evolucii
liberalnej demokracie pri hlPadani lepSieho
Cloveka a sveta

The work deals with the civilization trajectory of human reality which is marked
by dichotomy of its own progressive and regressive features. In the intellectual tradi-
tion of Europe, there is the core of the desire to be recognized as a human being in an
idea of dignity, freedom and moral will, supported by the power of human reason. The
abovementioned characteristics limit and at the same time allow the reflection of steady
conceptual structures in the evolution of modern liberal democracies, The perspective
of awareness of ambiguity and paradoxical content of individual parameters of liberal
democracy, ideologically shaped and fixed by worldviews of economic and political
elites, from our point of view, is a mirror image of how those conditions differ from the
standard assumptions formulated in theory.

Key words: liberal democracy; rationalism; idea of moral will; capitalism

Jednym z ocividne jedinec¢nych aspektov I'udskej existencie je legitimna sna-
ha o raciondlny prienik do dynamiky daného, nie vSak nemenného prostredia
a pytanie sa na zakladné predpoklady vlastnej neuchopitel'nej, protire¢ivou pa-
radoxnostou poznamenanej podstaty. V evolucii zakladnych atribatov myslenia
a konania ¢loveka je preto zjednocujlicou ¢rtou neustala revizia ideovych zak-
ladov antropologicky determinovanej pritomnosti a buducnosti, ktoré napisala
minulost. Na Grovni konceptualizacie kIiGovych principov' politiky, filozofie,
historie, ekondomie ¢i nabozenstva tak naraZame na hl'adanie autentického zmyslu

! Zapas o vytvorenie slobodného a spravodlivejSicho sveta uplatnenim idey rozumu sa v intelektualnej tradicii Europy
realizuje na urovni najvyssiecho mravného a politického idealu evoluciou obsahovych metamorféz dialektickej uréenosti
teorie a praxe, predmetnosti a ducha, jednotlivosti a v§eobecnosti, respektive Casti a celku. Ide o koncentrovanii mani-
festaciu grandioznych projektov rezultujicich do podoby metafyzickej substancie, regulujuceho principu samého osebe,
najvyssej a najvznesenejsej cnosti, predurcujiicej jej nositel'a k sposobilosti na vykon moci, ako aj schopnosti ¢loveka
mravne transcendovat’ aktualnu realitu a spravodlivo konat’.
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mnozstva tedrii a pojmov, vznikajucich ¢asto z nahodnych praktickych potrieb
ludskych dejin. Ked'ze ich vzajomné posobenie vytvara podmienky na experimen-
tovanie s politickymi projektmi moderného sveta, napriek neurcitosti i velkému
mnozstvu potencidlnych obsahovych implikacii sa ich v Zivom slede poznavacich
aktivit poktuSame rozlisit a v kone¢nom ddsledku v nich identifikovat urcité jadro
inteligibilného vyznamu.

Trajektoria civilizacnej kultivacie v intelektudlnej tradicii Europy po staro-
¢ia smeruje k modernite charakterizovanej inStiticiami demokracie, liberalizmu
a kapitalizmu.? Jej substancidlnym jadrom je presvedCenie, Ze svet je zakoni-
ty a racionalny, ze v zrkadle rozumu sa tato zakonitd racionalnost spristupiuje
mysleniu, a preto je v moznostiach rozumu pochopit’ ju a kontrolovat’ tak budice
perspektivy spolocenskej reprodukcie. Uvedend skutoénost zaroven vymedzuje
mantinely pre systematicku konceptualizaciu ideologickej agendy, reSpektujucej
dostojnost a slobodu ako esenciu 'udskosti za u¢elom povznesenia l'udstva a vy-
tvorenia lepSieho sveta.

Napriek doktrindlnej jednote o konec¢nom zdokonaleni cloveka a sveta pro-
strednictvom rozumu, mravnej vole a vedeckého pokroku vSak stale stojime pred
problémom klasifikacie toho, ¢o znamena byt moderny. Pred problémom, na kto-
ry upozornil uz americky basnik John Ashbery, ked napisal: ,,Zajtrajsok je l'ahkad
vec, ale dneSok je nezmapovany.“ Skutocnou slabostou antropologicky podmiene-
nych poznavacich aktivit je nasa neschopnost pochopit sicasnost prave z dovodu
,»zdedenej“ iracionalnej viery v moderny plan myslenia zalozeny na idedch neko-
ne¢ného pokroku, rozumnosti sveta s univerzalnymi a kozmopolitnymi hodnota-
mi, ktorého imanentnou sucastou boli, a stale su, politické projekty pretvorenia
¢loveka a sveta s univerzalnou formou vlady!

Predstava definitivneho presadenia racionalisticky zaloZzenych tedrii ziskava
ideologicku dimenziu najmé vo svetle ivah o zastupitel'skej demokracii a trho-
vej ekonomike, ktoré majui svoj povod v obdobi osvietenstva. Spojenim ambicie
zdokonalovania vykonu moci uplatnenim zastupitel'skej a liberalnej procedury
v demokracii s iraciondlnou vierou vo vyrobnu a distributorsku silu trhu sa vytva-
raju vSetky predpoklady pre legitimizaciu ideovych, politickych a hospodarsko-
-vojenskych Struktur, ktoré predstavuju zakladnu os modernych zapadnych dejin.

2 Mame na mysli kapitalizmus ako systém ekonomickej organizécie zalozeny na trhovej sut’azi, pricom prostriedky vyro-
by, distribucie a vymeny st v sikromnom vlastnictve riadené jednotlivcami alebo obchodnymi spolo¢nostami. Uvedena
interpretacia priamo nadvézuje na hlavni ideu Lockovej politickej tedrie o nedotknutel'nosti a posvitnosti sikromného
vlastnictva, ktoré je prirodzenym pravom a je teda starSie ako $tat, ktory vznikol na jeho ochranu. Takato formulacia idey
stikromného vlastnictva sa objavila uz v Deklardcii prav ¢loveka a obéana z roku 1789 vo Francuzsku a stala sa jednym
zo zakladnych pilierov pravneho poriadku Spojenych $tatov americkych.
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Pouzivaju sice jazyk rozumu a vedy, ale v skuto¢nosti priorizuju vieru® v ideu
zapadnej dominancie nad svetom prostrednictvom imperidlneho mocenského he-
gemonizmu a presadzovania strategickych zdujmov globalneho kapitalu. Jeden
z najvzacnejSich prispevkov k dobru l'udstva, vyprodukovany v zaujme socialneho
a politického pokroku, sa v priebehu niekolkych storo¢i postupne premienia na
jednu z mnozstva ideologii, ktord vymedzuje defini¢ny ramec politiky do jedného
urcujuceho typu demokracie s nevyhnutnou védzbou na liberalizmus a kapitaliz-
mus a ktorého filozoficky, politicky ¢i ekonomicky dosah je imanentnou sucas-
tou procesov nazyvanych globalizacia. Aj su¢asné rezimy modernych liberdlnych
demokracii su teda presne tak, ako to bolo doteraz, presytené ideologiou, ktora
uklada jednotlivym kategoriam politickej tedrie a praxe svoj vlastny obsah podla
uréitého typu zaujmov, spojenych s najvi¢Sou mocou na ich presadenie. Obsahova
napli hodndt slobody, l'udskych prav, vlady zadkona ¢i urcitého zmyslu pre racio-
nalitu a spravodlivost’ sa v priebehu dejin meni, takze narabanie so spominanymi
vS§eobecnymi pojmami v procese vyvinu osvietenstva nieckedy méze nadobudnut’
az totalitaristicktl podobu: , VSeobecne sa pocituje, Ze prisluby novoveku ndam
unikaju. Hnutie za osvietenost a oslobodenie, ktoré nas malo zbavit povier a tyra-
nia, nas v dvadsiatom storoci priviedlo do sveta, v ktorom ideologicky fanatizmus
a politicky utlak dosiahli extrémne rozmery, aké dejiny predtym nepoznali® (Bel-
lah, R., Madsen, R., Sullivan, W., Swidler, A., Tipton, S.: 1985, s. 277).
Vrcholné $tadium osvietenského moderniza¢ného projektu politiky predsta-
vuje preferovanie idey vSeobecného pokroku, ndzoru o sebaoslobodzovani ¢lo-
veka vedenim a potrebe intelektudlnej sebavychovy pri reSpektovani rozdielnosti
inych. V tejto suvislosti napriklad I. Berlin rozvija ndzor, Ze program osvieten-
ského racionalizmu, zaloZeny na vztahu rozumného Zivota a rozumného, nezavis-
1€¢ho individua, predstavuje metafyzické jadro racionalizmu, ktoré ma vel'mi uzky
vztah k pozitivnemu chapaniu pojmu slobody. Pojem slobody, ktory je v iom ob-
siahnuty, nie je a nemdze byt negativnou koncepciou priestoru bez prekazok, ale
je sebariadenim, sebaovladanim individua ako racionalnej bytosti, ktora pouziva-
nim kritického rozumu pochopi to, ¢o je nevyhnutné a ¢o ndhodné! Poznat a po-
chopit nevyhnutnost veci znamenda ovladat vSetko, ¢oho raciondlny ucel chapem
— oslobodzujem sa poznanim, ked’Ze eliminujem iracionalne prejavy svojej pri-
rodzenosti a zaroven si ¢okol'vek méZzem racionalne zdovodnit ako nevyhnutné.

3 Racionalistickd viera v rozum ¢asto viedla k deformovaniu autentického, tzv. sokratovského racionalizmu, ktorého po-
solstvo spociva v uvedomovani si hranic vlastnej nevedomosti a nevyhnutnosti intelektualnej skromnosti, sebareflexie.
Délezita ulohu tu zohravalo presvedcenie o moznosti poznat dokonalt pravdu na zaklade preniknutia k principom,
o ktorych uz d’alej nie je mozné uvazovat’ (noeticky substancializmus). Paradoxne pritom vyznieva fakt, ze zékladny
racionalny postoj je vysledkom aktu viery v rozum, slobodna vol'ba v prospech racionalneho postoja pripiista svoj povod
v iracionalnom rozhodnuti, je dokonca podmienena predpokladanou iracionalnou vierou v rozum!
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Napriek mnohym poésobivym vydobytkom pri kreovani modernych spoloc-
nosti,* vychadzajucim z tradicie osvietenstva, sa v8ak veduci politicky princip
reSpektujuci slobodu utvarat svoj zivot podla vlastnych predstdv ukazal ako ne-
spolahlivy, ked’ze autonomni, racionalni aktéri, vyuzivajuci transcendentalnu slo-
bodu a autonémiu vdle, takmer neexistuju, st to skor iltzie vytvorené procesom
abstrakcie a zdklad vedomia ,,rozumovo nezavislych® jednotlivcov sa najcastejsie
formuje v rodine, spolocenstve, povode Ci tradicii. Racionalisticky planovany §tat
bez akejkol'vek tradicie ako spojiva medzi inStiticiami, zdmermi a hodnotovymi
predstavami jednotlivcov nie je mozné vybudovat, ked'ze vSetky zdkony zahfna-
juce vSeobecné principy je potrebné pred ich uplatinovanim najprv vykladat na
zéklade zasad odvodenych z dennej praxe.’ Navyse, ako sme uz spominali, osvie-
tenska ideologicka perspektiva zdoraziiovania neobmedzenych moznosti ¢loveka
v politickom plane univerzalneho zdokonalenia 'udstva a vytvorenia nového sveta
s univerzalnou formou vlady umoznuje vznik jednotnej (povinnej) ideologie! Au-
tentickost idey pokroku pri realizacii vSeobecného dobra tak nemusi znamenat
vyuzitie vedy a techniky na vytvorenie nového cloveka a sveta, ale nadobudnut
charakter nastroja na zvdc¢Sovanie moci pri reprodukcii sveta starého. Anglicky
filozof a politolég John Gray v tejto suvislosti dokonca hovori o nebezpecenstve
vedeckého rasizmu a vieru v pokrok otvorene nazyva l'udskou iluziou. Historiu
nepovazuje za vzostupnu Spiralu smerujicu k vytvoreniu lepSieho sveta, ale za
nekonecny cyklus na seba vzajomne pésobiacich premenlivych T'udskych znalosti
a nemennych potrieb: ,,Jadrom idey pokroku je viera, zZe l'udsky Zivot sa s rastom
vedomosti stane lepsim. Omyl nie je v tom, Ze by sa ludsky Zivot nedal zmenit.
Chyba je v predstave, Ze tie zlepSenia budu narastat’” (Gray: 2006, s. 11). A po-
kracuje d’alej, ked tvrdi: ,, Vediicou tézou osvietenstva je predpoklad, Ze klicom
k ludskému oslobodeniu je narastanie vedomosti..., avSak viera v pokrok zaloze-
ny na raste vedomosti je sama osebe iraciondlna. Medzi prijatim modernej vedy

4V stlade s étosom renesancie, reformacie a tedrie prirodzenych prav sa nositel'mi proklamovanych optimistickych per-
spektiv postupne stavali prislusnici strednej triedy (mes$tania, remeselnici), pre ktorych bola kritika monarchie, absolu-
tizmu a tradi¢nej duchovnej elity regulativnym idedlom kreovania ,,nového sveta“ a vyrazom vlastnych politickych ¢i
ekonomickych zaujmov. Spoloc¢ensku hierarchiu porusila svojimi rasticimi kompetenciami, ambiciami a bohatstvom
aj ekonomicky Coraz nezavislejsia burzoazia s novou moralkou, pripisujicou ekonomickému systému (priemysel, tok
kapitalu, ekonomicka sloboda, racionalita) omnoho vysSiu hodnotu nez dovtedy prevladajuce hodnotové orientécie.
Politicka, ekonomicka a moralna pritazlivost’ ponukanych pravidiel pre vrstvu ,,neurodzenych®, nasledne ich kodifika-
cia pravnymi aktmi spdsobili obrovsky narast poc¢tu ludi, ktori sa snazili zlepsit' svoje zivotné podmienky a umoznili
vytvorenie vrstvy oznacovanej ako ,,l'ud®, reprezentovanej parlamentom, kde ¢lovek — obcan ziskal status univerzalneho
nepriatel’a akejkol'vek tyranie a obhajcu 'udskych prav.

5 Pri ustaviénom kladeni si otdzok a hl'adani odpovedi na ne dospievame k skiisenostnej platforme, ze akykol'vek pokus
o organizaciu vlastnej existencie nie je iba na abstraktnom rozume zalozenym, readlneho zivota sa nedotykajucim prob-
lémom, ale determinuje ho vztah individuality k rozli¢nym zoskupeniam a spolo¢enstvam v podobe rodiny, etnickej
skupiny, naroda ¢i Statu ako vrcholne racionalneho politického aktu.
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a techniky na jednej strane a uplatnenim ludského rozumu v ludskych zdalezitos-
tiach na strane druhej v skutocnosti Ziadna pevnd suvislost nie je. Skér naopak
— nové technologie su schopné ozivit tu stranku l'udskej povahy, ktord nie je a ni-
kdy nebude raciondlna. Talibansky vodca riadiaci vojenské operdcie cez mobilny
telefon je predsa beind postava konca 20. storocia* (Gray: 2006, s. 26). Nie je
teda na svete moci, ktora by zarucila, Zze vedl'a moderného, raciondlneho svetové-
ho nazoru nebude rozkvitat fundamentalizmus a ze dokdzeme udrzat technologie
pod kontrolou na vyluéné vyuzitie na zlepSenie Zivota.

Viera v schopnost kazdého jednotlivca pochopit podstatu politickych rozhod-
nuti na zaklade racionédlnej argumentacie pri realizacii idedlu v§eobecného dobra‘
predstavuje zakladny orientacny mantinel demokratickej politiky. Z dlhodobého
hladiska legitimita demokracie vlastne stoji a pada s moZnost'ou zachovania tejto
viery a jej zdovodnenia ¢inmi. Pri hTadani sposobov uplatnovania Zivotov jednot-
livcov alebo politickej moci v demokratickom $tate povazujeme za produktivny
navrat k uz spominanému fenoménu mravnej vole ¢loveka, opierajucej sa o silu
I'udského rozumu. Ustalené myslienkové a pojmové konsStrukcie, ktoré vymedzuju
limity pre liberdlne demokracie neskorého kapitalizmu, nie su schopné reflekto-
vat rastliici nestulad vyplyvajici z nevyhnutnosti uspokojovat rozdielne potreby
socialnych skupin s odlisSnym statusom! Sloboda mysliet a konat’, produkt a pod-
mienka spojenia rozumu a vole, podobne ako demokracia alebo spravodlivost,
je jednou z politickych cnosti, v Ziadnom pripade nie jedinou a uz vobec nemusi
byt pre kazdého rozhodujucou, najdolezitejSou. Bez adekvatnych podmienok pre
svoje vyuzitie je v praxi plne nerealizovatelna a moze sa dokonca premenit na
bremeno pre tych, ktori v uréitych zivotnych kontextoch potrebuji ¢i vyznavaju
ako najvyssi ciel nieco iné. Néjdenie praktického kompromisu pri hl'adani zhody
ohladom toho, ktory sposob zivota je dobry, znamena takmer nepreniknutel'na
prekazku spochybnenim univerzalne akceptovatelnej idey vSeobecného dobra,
ktoru by pod tarchou raciondlnych argumentov boli ochotni vSetci 'udia prijat.
Pluralizmus politickych principov nas pri kreovani modernych demokratickych
spoloCnosti vlastne stavia pred eticky paradox: raciondlne a slobodné bytosti by
mali robit’ to i ono, tak a tak, a to, ¢o a ako robia, robit’ bez obmedzeni.

¢ Idea dobra ako najvyssi ontologicky, gnozeologicky, mravny a politicky ideal, spolu s ideou spravodlivosti, sa stala vy-
chodiskom uz pre nazory mnohych antickych autorov o state. Kym Sokrates spajal spravodlivost’ s dobrom a mudrostou,
pretoze iba oni dokazu ¢loveku priniest’ dobry a $tastny zivot, jeho Ziak Platon pokladal ideu dobra za najvyssiu a naj-
vznes$enejSiu cnost’ (ideu), ktorej poznanie predurcuje jej nositel'a k tomu, aby vladol. Politicka spdsobilost’ pre vykon
moci bola v Platonovej predstave idedlneho §tatu podmienena mudrostou (sofokracia, vlada miadrych) — rozhodujicu
moc mé mat’ v §tate ten (ti), kto mnoho vie a je (si1) schopny (i) poznat’ najvyssiu z cnosti, dobro...
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Urcujucou silou povodného demokratického idealu bola viera v schopnost
kazdého jednotlivca, respektive vacsiny l'udi pochopit’ podstatu politickych roz-
hodnuti na zaklade racionalnej argumentacie ohl'adom toho, ¢o je dobré a spravne.
Respekt k jednotlivcovi, dévera v schopnost’ 'udi dospiet k racionalnym rozhod-
nutiam o svojich zivotoch a ich emancipacia vychovou a vzdelanim proti tyranii
vSak vobec nemusia byt samozrejmostou, ked'ze vzdy existovali a budu existo-
vat l'udia s tendenciou zit svoj zZivot tak, ako chct, a urcité skupiny l'udi, ktori
sa budu snazit’ pouzit moc na prinatenie ostatnych, aby konali, mysleli ¢i citili
inak, nez sami chcu. Odstranenie prekazok zabranujticich uspokojovanie tazob
¢i vytvorenie stavu, ked’ by l'udia netazili po ni¢om, ¢o nem6zu dosiahnut’, sice
otvara priestor pre slobodu vol'by, ale na jej zabezpecCenie v tejto podobe mozno
pouzit a ospravedlnit natlakovu silu, ktora by branila utvaraniu nevhodnych tu-
zob, respektive podporovala utvaranie tuzob ,,vhodnych®“. Uz Rousseau, Tocque-
ville i niektori utilitaristi’ upozorfiovali, Ze v tejto situdcii je mozné vyuzit tazbu
otrokov uspokojovat svoje potreby, zakryt vedomui manipuldciu s ich vedomim
a prinutit ich, aby boli slobodni a racionalni. Navyse, ako sme uz naznacili, kaz-
dy ¢lovek ma svoju socialnu sktisenost a v zavislosti od toho, ako nan dolicha, sa
v nej nejako potrebuje vyznat a zmysluplne orientovat. OdlisSnost’ 'udi v miere
a intenzite emocionalnych prezitkov, v zameranosti ich vdle, autentickosti pudov
a vasni sa sice zjednocuje v rozume, presnejSie v dohode na tom, ¢o je a ¢o nie
je rozumné, ale aj ked vo vdcéSine dimenzii socialnej reality m6zeme vystopovat
prvok racionality, spravanie ¢loveka nikdy nie je vylucne raciondlne, rozumnost’
a nerozumnost su dve strany tej istej nedisciplinovanej l'udskej povahy. A mozno
nebudeme d’aleko od pravdy ani vtedy, ak povieme, ze konanie ¢loveka a smero-
vanie civilizacie nepostupuju v univerzalne zrozumitelnych liniach vyvoja, ale
poriadok a rozum do ,,nezmyselnej* podstaty Zivota zavadzame prave my l'udia,
pretoze nas zivot je procesom hladajucim poznanie...

Usilie o modifikaciu prvkov cielavedomej racionality do politickej a etickej
roviny vyrazne zdynamizovala politicka a pravna teoria demokracie poskytnutim
relevantnej definicie zvrchovanej vole I'udu, ktory Gplne alebo ¢iastoéne delegu-

7 Ako problematicky sa javi tiez vztah medzi viziou politickych (sloboda) a socialnych (rovnost’) prav, ktory stavia zak-
ladné orientacné mantinely politiky v kontexte klasickej doktriny demokracie (viera v schopnost’ kazdého jednotlivca
pochopit’ podstatu politickych rozhodnuti na zaklade racionalnej argumentacie pri realizacii idealu v§eobecného dobra,
prostrednictvom volenych zastupcov, napliiajicich vélu Pudu) do celkom iného svetla. Napriklad Alexis de Tocqueville
vo svojom diele Demokracia v Amerike upozornil na fakt, ze radikadlna implementacia demokratickych mechanizmov
moze viest' az k extrémom. Na rozdiel od mnohych, ktori o¢akavali, Ze postupny vyvoj rovnosti pdjde ruka v ruke
s konecnym zni¢enim moznosti nastolenia tyranie vo svete, totiz chapal, ze demokraticky princip, ak sa nerozvija, ma
tendenciu dospiet’ do predtym nezazitého despotizmu, ¢im naznacil zakladny paradox demokracie — rovnost’ podmienok
je zluditel'na s tyraniou prave tak ako so slobodou! Blizsie pozri: TOCQUEVILLE, A.: Demokracie v Americe. Praha
1992.
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je svoju moc v prospech volenych zastupcov. Pravo mat dobru vladu, teda byt
dobre spravovany a sam sa na vladnuti podielat, sa tym dostalo do rozporu s lo-
gikou vykonu vlady ako nutnosti vytvarat organizované vac¢sSiny poskytovanim
konkrétnych sluzieb kazdej suhlasiacej skupine.® Systém modernych zastupitel-
skych vlad tak nielen determinuje neviditeInu nedemokratickost vykonu moci,
ale kupovanim podpory vadéSiny vytvara predpoklady pre novy zdroj svojvole,
ktorym je narok parlamentu na neobmedzenu suverenitu. Jeho tloha sa totiz ne-
vycerpava stanovovanim a presadzovanim vSeobecnych pravidiel spravodlivosti,
ale schvalovanim zdkonov na dosahovanie konkrétnych cielov vlady. Hayekov-
skou terminoldégiou povedané, suverénny parlament nie je zdkonodarny preto,
lebo vydava zakony, ale zakonom je vSetko, ¢o vychadza z parlamentu. Logika
fungovania politickych stran pri napiiiani vlastnych zdujmov uvedent tendenciu
eSte zvyraznuje a moc jednotlivca, pripadne 'udu, honosne kodifikovanu v sula-
de s optimizmom osvietenskych idedlov, postupne premiena na tragicka bezmoc-
nost’ vo¢i moci svojich ekonomickych a politickych reprezentantov, presnejSie
majitelov a zastupcov politickych stran!® Zvrchovany l'ud uplne alebo ¢iasto¢ne
deleguje, teda straca svoju moc v prospech vybranych zastupcov finan¢nej oli-
garchie a dochadza k zvrateniu poévodnej idey zastupitel'skej demokracie na ideu
zastupitel'skej oligarchie.

Klic¢ovym bodom zvratu je vplyv strategickych mocenskych zdujmov nad-
§tatnych ekonomickych institicii globalneho kapitalizmu na zakladné Struktury
politiky v liberdlnych demokraciach moderného typu. Demokraticka prax dneska
nadobuda charakter iluzérnej osvietenskej metafory o dokonalom racionalizme ¢i
vyuziti pokroku ako néstroja na realizdciu vyluéne optimistickych vizii o novom
¢loveku a svete, pretoze je vyjadrenim poziadaviek na zvdc¢Sovanie moci urcuju-
cich Struktar nemennych, protikladnych l'udskych potrieb, neohranic¢enej konku-

8 Postulovat’ totoznost’ a vol'u l'udu ¢i vacsiny do nejakej zmysluplnej definicie neriesi, ako to naznacil J. A. Schumpeter,
jednu zo zakladnych dilem klasickej politicke;j tedrie: ,, Kazdy, kto siuhlasi s klasickou doktrinou demokracie, a v dosled-
ku toho je presvedceny, ze funkciou demokratickej metody je zarucovat, aby sa o problémoch rozhodovalo a politika sa
utvarala v sulade s volou ludu, musi narazit na to, ze aj keby bola vola ludu jednoznacna a skutocna, rozhodnutia prijaté
prostou vdcsinou by ju casto nevyjadrovali, ale prekricali. Je jasné, Ze vola vicsiny je prave len volou vicsiny, a preto
nemoze byt stotoznovana s volou ludu. Lud je totiz mozaikou, ktori vicsina proste nemoze zastupovat. “ BlizSie pozri:
SCHUMPETER, J. A.: Kapitalismus, socialismus a demokracie. Brno : CDK, 2004, s. 290.

9 K moznych asymetriam medzi politickymi a ekonomickymi tendenciami v suasnych demokratickych Statoch sa vyjad-
ril G. Soros: ,,Som presvedceny, zZe Sirenie trhovych principov zaslo pridaleko a je prilis jednostranné. Trhovi funda-
mentalisti su presvedceni, Ze spolocnym zaujmom najlepsie poslizi, ak ludia budu bez prekazok sledovat osobné zaujmy.
Toto presvedcenie je nespravne..., avSak bolo povysené na univerzalny princip, ktory zasahuje vsetky aspekty existencie:
nielen individudlnu volbu vyjadrenu na trhoch, ale aj spolocenski volbu vyjadrenii v politike... Spolocenské hodnoty
nenachadzaji vyjadrenie v trhoch neusposobenych na prerozdelovanie aktiv podla principov socidlnej spravodlivosti...
Blizsie pozri: SOROS, G.: Otvorend spolocnost. Reformovanie globdlneho kapitalizmu. Bratislava : Kalligram 2001, s.
145 — 146.

StubpiAa Poritica Srovaca, XI, 2018/1



42 Stadie a analyzy

rencie a neobmedzeného toku kapitalu.'® Ekonomizacia vSetkych sfér I'udského
zivota v kombindcii s jej legitimizdciou v logike demokratickych a liberdlnych
zasad v kone¢nom dosledku vytvara stav sémantickej vyprazdnenosti autentickej
idey demokracie a liberalizmu, ked socidlne a ekonomické mocenské pomery pri-
vilegovanej menS$iny, spolu s politickymi, ktoré ich upeviiuju, tvoria takmer ne-
preniknutelnt hradzu pre ucinné uplatiovanie socialnych, politickych a obcian-
skych prav diskriminovanej vacsiny!

PovySenie trhovych hodnét, uréenych na individualne rozhodovanie v kon-
kurenénom prostredi, do pozicie spoloc¢enskych, ktoré st uréené na kolektivne
rozhodovanie, v Ziadnom pripade nedokaze naplnit ideu obc¢ianskych cnosti vyza-
dujucich spolupracu aj konkurenciu! Predovsetkym Specificka tradicia individua-
lizmu, povazujuca jednotlivca za vyluénu realitu a meradlo vSetkych hodnoteni,
podla nasho nazoru zbavuje ¢loveka akéhokol'vek socidlneho alebo kultirneho
kontextu a v kone¢nom dosledku postuluje svoju tstrednt hodnotu mimo spolo¢-
nost. V liberalizme je teda mozné chapat ¢loveka bez vztahu k inym l'udom, bez
prislusnosti k spolo¢enstvu, I'udu, narodu ¢i kulture — slovom autonomny subjekt
ako moralne a racionalne nezavisla bytost je v liberalizme vo svojej podstate
bytostou nespoloc¢enskou! Toto naSe tvrdenie sa predovSetkym zaklada na ,1le-
gitimnom prave* cloveka disponovat pravami, ktoré su obsiahnuté v jeho priro-
dzenosti a existencia ktorych nijako nezavisi od vytvorenia nejakou politickou
alebo spolo¢enskou instituciou (vladou). Nad vSetkymi tu ¢nie sloboda ako pravo
robit’ vSetko, ¢o chcem, aZz dovtedy, kym uplatiovanie mojej slobody neobmedzi
slobodu ostatnych — tuzba, ktorej hypotetickou hranicou je taka ista tizba iné-
ho ¢loveka. Vzostup individualizmu, pokroku a slobody tak umoznil zrod (post)
modernej identity, charakterizovanej postupnym rozkladom organickych Struktar
holistickych spolo¢nosti a relativnou zavdznostou noriem a hodnot vyvolanych
mechanizmom vSeobecnej konkurencie. Vo svetle usilovného kultivovania iluzii
o nasej (liberalno) demokratickej pritomnosti a budicnosti nas teda v zasade ne-
moéze prekvapit uz viackrat spominany oligarchicky étos demokracie, realne sa
odvolavajuci na legitimitu procesu sustredovania politickej moci v rukach pred-
stavitel'ov sukromnych nadnarodnych byrokratickych a finanénych centier, stoja-
cich nad pésobnostou narodnych parlamentov!

10 Podl'a profesora Davida Harveyho povaha kriz kapitalistického systému vzdy nejakym spdsobom vyplyvala z procesov
tykajucich sa akumulacie kapitalu, ktory spolu s rastom obyvatel'stva tvori od polovice 18. storo¢ia jadro evoluénej dy-
namiky l'udstva. Ak teda chceme vedome urobit’ svet l'udskej§im a rozumnej$im, musime v prvom rade poznat’ zvlastnu
logiku, ktorou sa riadi pretekanie kapitalu, tejto zivotodarnej krvi, vSetkymi orgdnmi v telach spolo¢nosti, ktoré nazyva-
me kapitalistickymi... Bliz§ie pozri: HARVEY, D.: The Enigma of capital and the Crises of Capitalism. London : Profile
Books, 2010.
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Uvahy o zrode systému svetového poriadku, svetovej spravy a univerzalneho
l'udského spoloéenstva su staré niekol'ko tisicroé¢i.!! Pri pokusoch o abstrahovanie
od nekonecne zlozitej podmienenosti konStruovania buducnosti I'udstva sa natiska
otazka, ako zostuladit vSeobecne akceptovateny humanitarny program so silami,
ktoré v celosvetovom meradle urcuju ideologicku agendu. Je vobec mozné posta-
vit hradzu globalnym trhom a nadndrodnym korpordciam, ak sme povysili osobny
zaujem na univerzalny princip, zasahujuci nielen individudlnu volbu vyjadrent
na trhoch, ale aj spolo¢enskt volbu vyjadrenu v politike? Preco spochybnovat
moc nedeformovanej konkurencie pri zmieriiovani triednych antagonizmov mys-
lienkami o spravodlivejSom rozdeleni uz existujiiceho bohatstva? Ako kultivovat
vieru v ideal demokracie, suverénneho obc¢ianstva ¢i transparentnosti verejnych
tokov v mantineloch vymedzenych kapitalovymi vztahmi? Akému typu racionali-
ty vlastne demokracia zodpoveda?

Koncentrovana manifestacia progresivnych i regresivnych prvkov v ére plno-
hodnotnej liberdlnej demokracie néds privadza k zdveru, Ze uZz spominané osvie-
tenské predstavy o zastupitel'skej demokracii a trhovej ekonomike v konfrontacii
s politickou realitou ¢asto vyznievaji ako falo§na metafora. Pod vplyvom metéd
pouzivanych na komeréné ucely vznikol stav, ked sa politické a ekonomické elity
v rezimoch liberalnych demokracii vedome a so suhlasom voli¢ov uZ nestaraju
o ich skuto¢né potreby, ale o tizby, ktoré zaroven manipuluju a podnecuju! Tlak
na zvolenych politickych lidrov, aby zabezpecili svojim sponzorom navratnost
investicii, totalny presun prostriedkov z verejnej do sukromnej sféry, snaha o ma-
ximalnu privatizaciu zisku a socializaciu nakladov premienaju logiku Zivotnych
suvislosti na grandidézny plan k realizacii vizie nového ¢loveka a sveta, v ktorom
sa nielen meni obsah a charakter politiky, ale v ktorom sa zuzuje obsah a rozsah
myslenia. Je teda len na nas obCanoch, ¢i a ako vyuzijeme potencial autentického
obcianstva, ktorym je obhajoba urcitych hodnot bez ohladu na znovuzvolenie,
kultivacia prava mysliet inak a plnohodnotné vyuzitie socialneho kapitalu.

Vztah demokratickych a liberdlnych idei ako zakladu pre prakticku politicka
agendu ¢i absolutneho idedlu, ciel'a samého osebe, je vZzdy poznamenany odporom
alebo suhlasom urcitych konkrétnych zaujmov alebo abstraktnych konstrukcii,
ktorym maju podla ocakdvania svojich tvorcov sluzit. Vlastna, antropologicky

1t Ako uvadza P. Kennedy, touto myslienkou sa vel'mi intenzivne zaoberali uz staroveki ¢inski a grécki filozofi, stredoveki
katolicki teologovia ¢i myslitelia osvietenstva, najma kratko pred alebo po ukonceni velkych a krvavych vojenskych
stretov. Vizie buducnosti sveta z perspektivy globalnej spoluprace, obrany mieru a podpory prosperity nakoniec dospeli
v roku 1945 do zalozenia Organizacie Spojenych narodov, ktora vsak stelesiiuje zakladny paradox vsetkych dovtedajsich
pokusov — rozpor medzi ideami globélnej spoluprace a Statnej zvrchovanosti. BlizSie pozri: KENNEDY, P.: The Parlia-
ment of Man. The United Nations and the Quest for World Government. Allen Lane — Random House Publishing Group,
2006.
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determinovana pozicia potom poznamenava rozmanitost zddévodnovacich a le-
gitimizaénych praktik moci, napriklad zdujmom o najvyssSie dobro (blaho) pre
vsetkych. Mozno je tak v konecnom doésledku ambicia hladania slobody, spra-
vodlivosti a lepSieho ¢loveka (sveta) v liberalnej demokracii'> len pomyselnym
mystickym kamefiom mudrcov, po celé staroc¢ia zivenou predstavou dokonalého
hmotného a duchovného sveta, ktora ilustruje iluzérnu nerealnost l'udskych am-
bicii pri formulovani svojich regulativnych idealov vo sfére ospravedlnovania
(prirodzenych?) nerovnosti. A mozno je to jeden z mnohych symptomov pozna-
nia, Ze podstata procesu optimalizacie rozvoja osobnostnych charakteristik tkvie
v konkrétnych aSpiraciach jednotlivcov pri uplatnovani svojich predstav o §tast-
nom, l'udsky dostojnom Zivote v intenciach zdravého spolocenského mechanizmu,
ktory ¢aka (ako uz velakrat doteraz) na svoje uskuto¢nenie. Nemali by sme vSak
pritom zabudnut na skuto¢nost’, ze absencia socidlneho kapitalu a stav, ked’ chce-
me vyhoviet v§etkym a vychovavat v 'udoch moralne kvality, na zdklade ktorych
ich budeme tla¢it’ k moralnej a rozumovej nesposobilosti, mdze viest k rovnaké-
mu zotroceniu ako v najhorsej despocii ¢i tyranii...

Tato S§tadia bola pripravend ako sucast rieSenia projektu Grant VEGA
1/0658/16 Vyskum sekundarneho analfabetizmu v Slovenskej republike (stav —
kontexty — perspektivy).
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MARTA COIMBRA

The politics of pension reform in Eastern
European countries: the Slovak example

The collapse of the state-socialist regimes at the end of the 1980s brought out the
idea that liberalism and globalization were synonyms of development and well-being in
general. The opening-up of the post-socialist economies was a desirable event not only
for the liberal world, but also for the countries that wished to belong to a more advanced
group of nations. This article discusses the influence of economic globalisation on post-
socialist welfare states. Since the issue under discussion is political by nature, the topic
of pensions is a good example of how political context has defined the diverse futures
of structural reforms in post-socialist countries. Perhaps the most indicative of the ten-
dency to be identified is extensive literature about external pressure that Eastern Euro-
pean countries have been facing since the end of state socialist dictatorships. Most of the
times, international organizations, particularly the World Bank, are blamed for imposing
a neoliberal reform without taking into consideration the particularities of each country
and, above all, the citizens’ interests. In our view, however, this is only one part of the
story as there are many other elements that should be considered as well. We will analyse
the problem from a historical perspective, which will allow us to divide the analysis into
two main periods: the first years after the economic reconversion (1990-2004) and the
time after the financial crisis, which started in 2008 and whose effects are still felt today.
The Slovak case will be analysed as an example, given that ideological features of the
Slovak pension reform document the change of the course from an old state-socialist to
a new neoliberal type of welfare state.

Key words: pension reform; social policy; post-socialism; Eastern Europe; Slovakia

1. The first stage: from the openness to the pension reform (1990-2004)
To the former state socialist countries from Eastern Europe, the 1990s sym-

bolize a decade of transition from a centralized economy to a market system, a
transition that has been considerably painful. Conciliating the implementation of
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market-friendly solutions with a need to avoid social collapse was not an easy
task, mainly because the end of state socialism meant the destruction of unnatural
equilibrium created by the central planned economy.

Orenstein (2008a) identifies four main points among the characteristics of the
state-socialist welfare states: they are based on full employment, which means few-
er social costs; they secure a broader social provision; they are providers of social
benefits through state-owned social enterprises; and they are sustained by socialist
ideals; all these are features that make them far more generous than other regimes.

With regard to old-age pensions, the state socialist model of welfare means
that the state plays a large part in providing retirement benefits. In general, pre-
transition pension schemes, designed mainly to redistribute income, were based
on a weak linkage between contributions and pension benefits, or, worse, on a low
level of contributions or no contributions at all. The benefits were egalitarian,
which allowed some privileged situations (Fultz and Ruck, 2001; Novak, 2001).

During the transition times, governments, constricted by the citizens’ expecta-
tions (which were understandably higher because of the past experience), attempt-
ed to maintain this kind of concessions in an unsustainable way. For instance,
certain social problems such as unemployment, which resulted from massive eco-
nomic restructuring, were solved via early retirement and disability pensions.

Furthermore, high unemployment rates on their own, high tax evasions and
contraction in output only worsened the problem. As a result, the mathemati-
cal equilibrium in pension schemes was disrupted: the number of citizens who
became beneficiaries increased dramatically, while the number of contributors
dropped, creating an ever-widening financial gap. The result was that social pol-
icy budgets could not meet the growing demands (Fultz and Ruck, 2001; Golias,
2004; Orenstein, 2008a).

Makszin and Greskovits (2013) refer to the difficult equilibrium between
achieving low government expenditure and respecting the entrenched interests
from the socialist-era social policies as ‘conflicting pressures’. What is worse,
the reforms in these countries were crammed into a relatively short period of time
given the context of radical change of the entire economic and political systems.

With this dramatic socio-economic scenario as a starting point, governments
had to find a way to answer population demands, bringing alternative proposals
into the political arena. Put simply, governments had to choose between improv-
ing the sustainability of the public pension scheme (PAYGO) and finding an alter-
native way to finance pensions.

On the whole, in addition to some measures to preserve the public system’s
budget (such as increasing retirement age), most countries in Central and Eastern
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Europe (usually referred to as CEE countries) implemented partial privatization
of their pension insurance organization, which meant transition from a one-pillar
to a multi-pillar system, introducing voluntary schemes along with compulsory
ones. The social needs of the elderly were, at least in part, delegated to the market
place.

The first reason put forward to justify this option was demographic progno-
sis: the decline in birth rates and the rise in average life expectancy would lead
to a future reality of financial unsustainability in which a few productive people
would have to finance many pensioners. To deal with population ageing, pro-
ponents of the pension reform suggested that each worker should contribute to
a privately managed individual account, which would guarantee a proportional
old-age pension in the future. Yet, the demographic argument remains a kind of
fallacy, because the increase in social needs during the transition was not mo-
tivated by the changes in birth or death rates, but mainly by the changes in the
labour market, i.e., by unemployment. Furthermore, Eastern European countries
are on average ‘young’ when compared with European standards (Fultz and Ruck,
2001; Golias, 2004).

Alongside demography, fairness was put forward as another argument for re-
form. As generally proposed by the neoliberal theory, the reform was based on
the strict application of the merit principle, to the detriment of the solidarity
principle. This meant that old-age pension was to reflect the amount of paid con-
tributions, i.e., that each pensioner was to receive a pension directly proportional
to the monthly contributions made during the working life. Implying a radical
change in the way pensions are financed, this logic shifted the responsibility of
having sustaining pensions from the state (or society in general) to each citizen,
in keeping with the concept of individual justice.

Simultaneously, as explained above, the development of capital markets was
seen as another important function of the new pension system, helping to convert
pensions from expenditure to profit (at least for financial companies).

Alternative explanations of the motivations behind the pension reform can be
found in the era of market transition; these are based on the idea that inherent
problems of the pension systems were not severe enough to justify a huge trans-
formation project. This allows us to distinguish the real grounds from the stated
grounds of the pension reform (Lesay, 2006). Etxezarreta (2003), for instance,
argues that the crisis of the traditional system and the inherent need to privatize
pensions are far from being conclusive, which suggests the existence of other rea-
sons to support this political proposal, such as financial, political and ideological
interests.
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Summing up briefly, while the reform’s proponents tended to emphasise an
objective necessity for restructuring the pension scheme, and technical problems
with sustaining the existing system, critics tended to argue that reform was not
ideologically neutral, but, rather, politically motivated.

Eventually, the pension reform in CEE countries resulted in a new mixed
model, “coming from the fusion of pre-communist (Bismarck social insurance),
communist (universalism, corporatism and egalitarianism) and post-communist
features (market-based schemes)” (Cerami and Ettrich, 2005, p.9). As suggested
by Inglot (2008), this happened because social policy developments are path de-
pendent or at least strongly historically contingent.

1.1 Reform actors
1.1.1. International organizations

It has been widely accepted that the pension reforms implemented in CEE
countries during the time of transition to an open economy were introduced by ex-
ternal forces. In other words, the multi-pillar model of pensions was not an origi-
nal creation of the former state socialist countries, but something that came from
abroad. The reform process involved foreign experts and international organiza-
tions, and developments in pension policy in other parts of the world influenced
national discourse (Novak, 2001). International organizations, which were part of
the so-called Washington consensus, and which encouraged countries to integrate
into the world economy, are generally accused by the left-wing groups of being
tools of U.S. imperialism.

The World Bank (in close collaboration with the IMF) is commonly recognized
as the leading actor of pension reform worldwide. Its influential publication in
1994, entitled Averting the Old-age crisis, started a series of intensive debates
on the pension reform policy and strategy (World Bank, 1994)!. According to the
report, social policy represents a public cost that should be substituted by pro-
market solutions, creating a new model of welfare sustained by the investment of

! For a better understanding of how the World Bank led the pension reform process in Eastern Europe, see the work pub-
lished by Mitchell A. Orenstein, especially his book “Privatizing pensions: the transnational campaign for social security
reform” (Orenstein, 2008b). In his book, Orenstein shows how transnational actors have driven change in a policy area
once thought to be beyond reform in many countries, and how they have done so by deploying their unique resources
and legitimacy to promote new ideas, recruit disciples worldwide and provide a broad range of technical assistance to
government reformers over the long term. Having worked for the World Bank, the author gives special attention to the
making of new pension reforms in the former socialist countries.
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savings in the private capital market. According to Etxezarreta (2003), interna-
tional organizations pursued a ‘neoliberal strategy’, which made the link between
welfare and financial systems a central one.

In this sense, the World Bank was committed to spreading its ideology across
the countries that were in condition to receive it. The former socialist countries,
which were undergoing a political transformation, were considered a perfect tar-
get. Woods (2006, p.65) argues that the greatest success of the IMF and the World
Bank has been as globalizers, for their managed to persuade the borrowing coun-
tries to implement their economic and social model, or, more precisely, the model
of the governments that have guided them. The author considers these institutions
“powerful coercive instruments of the international community and bastions of a
dominant way of thinking”.

In addition to different forms of policy advice and technical assistance, one
of the most important instruments used by the World Bank to influence national
governments was the loans that would comply with the social policy conditions.
Through this strategy of conditionality for granting loans, the World Bank lent
money to relieve the government’s indebtedness on the condition that social pol-
icy would adapt to the previously declared parameters, which is to say that the
rules of the game were defined in advance by the institution’s interests. Deacon
(1997) establishes a direct connection between the country’s level of indebtedness
to the West and its exposure to the pressure to cut welfare state budgets. In the
same way, IMF has always reminded governments that implementation of open
economy requires a reduction in the public sector borrowing and, above all, ex-
penditure reduction in the social protection sector (Deacon, 1997).

In fact, the reality of being an open-market economy may suggest limited
options for politicians, who became subjugated to the pressure to lower social
spending and to privatize welfare in order to encourage global competitiveness.
Moreover, the transition process occurred in the era of globalization, which fa-
cilitated greater political influence from abroad, especially where the countries
in question favoured an export-oriented, foreign direct investment-led model of
development (Makszin and Greskovits, 2013). In addition, each CEE country ex-
ercised a ‘neighbourhood’ influence on the others, creating a vicious cycle of
self-replicating international pressure, which grew with each new country that
adopted the new pension system. In fact, during this first wave of reforms, the
Czech Republic and Slovenia were the only countries that did not implement the
World Bank’s orientations, pursuing only parametric reforms in their state-run
pension schemes instead of implementing a mandatory private component (Dra-
hokoupil and Domonkos, 2012).
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1.1.2. European Union

Regarding EU’s influence on pension reforms around Eastern Europe, there
are two main aspects to explore: the influence on the candidate countries at the
time of their accession, and the influence among the countries inside the Union
once they have become EU members.

The basic premise in the former case is that the states which were on the path
to EU accession had to harmonize their pension systems with those of the more
advanced member states. This was done indirectly, because in order to meet the
entry requirements of the European Union or of the European Monetary Union,
one of which was transition to a single currency, countries had to have a function-
ing market economy as an indicator of their capability to cope with competitive
pressure within the Union. These economic and political conditions known as the
“Copenhagen criteria” were an entry fee that the post-socialist countries from
Eastern Europe had to pay to join the EU, which affected the governments’ deci-
sions to adapt their democracies to the European criteria (Lendvai, 2004; Cerami
and Ettrich, 2005). Inevitably, these constraints impacted on pension systems as
an important political issue.

In addition, even though the candidate countries did not expect the reforms
to bring any risks, the negotiation process to enter the EU did not place enough
emphasis on social policy. An example to illustrate the point is the PHARE pro-
gramme, one of the main pre-accession assistance instruments for the countries of
Central and Eastern Europe. As pointed out by Lendvai (2004, p.322), “between
1990 and 1998, only 3.6 percent of the total PHARE budget was used for social
development and employment”.

At the same time, the pension privatization reform was seen as another step to-
wards European financial integration, because it strengthened the internal capital
market and endorsed the role of institutional investors in the provision of social
services (Lesay, 2006).

With regard to the other aspect, i.e., EU’s influence among the countries in-
side the Union, EU considers it to be insufficient compared to other international
forces. .As a consequence, social policies in post-socialist countries have re-
mained almost unaffected by the EU (Deacon, 1997; Lesay, 2006).

On the one hand, the European Code of Social Security, which entered into
force in 1968, aimed to set and guarantee a minimum level of social security pro-
tection in the member states, which was binding on all contracting parties. The
additional Protocol provides for a higher standard of social security coverage,
constituting the desirable European level that each member state should endeav-
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our to attain (Murray, 2002). On the other hand, EU’s role in the social security
area has been reduced to promoting and encouraging co-ordination of social secu-
rity schemes among the member states.

The conclusions of the Stockholm European Council in April 2001 called for
the application of the ‘open method of co-ordination’ in the area of pensions. Ac-
cordingly, Article 153 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
prescribes that EU should “support and complement the activities of the member
states” in the field of social security, among others. In this regard, pension policy
remains a responsibility of each member state, through the application of the
principle of subsidiarity. This coordination method implemented by the EU seems
to leave the responsibility with the member states, under the fallacious argument
that social systems are deeply ingrained in national features.

On these grounds, the EU has avoided interfering with core social policy com-
petences, working only on the basis of brief interventions and soft advice, which
proves its incapacity to promote a European vision on social issues such as old-
age pensions. Thus, theoretical engagements stated in the treaties such as eco-
nomic and social cohesion, as well as social issues in general, have been more
rhetorical than real and softer than desirable, mainly because most EU’s social
commitments lack a compulsory element and a coercive power (Etxezarreta, 2003;
Makszin and Greskovits, 2013).

Nonetheless, whether the European Union does or does not have a direct im-
pact on each country’s welfare, and seems, or does not seem to, be paying atten-
tion to social issues, its ‘soft social policy’ has been producing effects on the way
social issues are handled, discussed, thought of and resolved. This means that
EU policies do exercise a certain influence on the member state level, including
pension issues, at least in defining common goals and making pension provisions
compatible with the four freedoms that define the internal market, which, ulti-
mately, carries some weight (Jacob, 2002; Lendvai, 2004).

In the same way, European authorities, through their regular reports, recom-
mendations and guidelines, identify the best practices in the pension area under
the theoretical construction of a ‘European Social Model’. This gives the member
states an impression that EU has very definite views about what kind of social
policy should be exercised by national governments, and makes every effort to
carry out the same social philosophy (Etxezarreta, 2003). Reinforcing this view,
Lendvai (2004) points out the political weakness of the Central Eastern European
countries, adding that CEE’s social partners have been largely marginalized by
their respective governments, while social partners at the European level have
virtually become legislators.
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Moreover, some voices have been asking whether the strong interest in pen-
sion privatization has been led by an objective motivation to achieve a long-term
sustainability of pension schemes or whether this is only a market expansion
strategy, benefiting the largest financial companies, which aim to dominate new
pension markets of transition economies (Cerami and Ettrich, 2005). For Etx-
ezarreta (2003), EU is trying to convince the population, or at least their politi-
cal leaders, of the unsustainability of public pension systems with the purpose of
enhancing the expanded and integrated European financial markets through the
establishment of private funds.

1.1.3. National actors

To shed the burden of the socialist past with its negative connotations, CEE
strove to emulate Western institutions and the capitalist world based on privatiza-
tion and marketization. Social policy tended to be relegated to almost last place
in the priority of many post-socialist governments, which rejected the ‘social’
elements that made them remember the painful past of socialism (Offe, 1993;
Deacon, 1997; Cerami and Ettrich, 2005). As fittingly illustrated by Offe (1993,
p-671), “virtually everything that starts with “social”, not just “-ism” but also
“social democracy” or “social policy” tends to be discredited by post-communist
political elites”.

The path of transformation in CEE countries was characterized by a ‘social
policy vacuum’, which Cerami and Ettrich (2005, p.67) defined as “a situation in
which all social policies established by the command economy became obsolete
and, thus, needed to be replaced immediately”. Simultaneously, the political and
economic environment was volatile, with frequent changes in government and
unstable social agents (Etxezarreta, 2003). This state facilitated the openness
approach proposed by international organizations, which started to fill up the
space not occupied by the national governors (Cerami and Ettrich, 2005; Deacon,
1997). Accordingly, poor countries with weak governments were, by nature, more
exposed to the World Bank’s pressure to reform (Lesay, 2006).

Meanwhile, right-wing national politicians, who strongly adhered to pension pri-
vatization, worked in collaboration with international organizations, or, more than
that, called for their support. Even left-wing parties had strong incentives to demon-
strate their commitment to democratic capitalism by endorsing pro-market policies
(Naczyk and Domonkos, 2016). In other words, the reform toward market interests
was desired by both sides of the political ideology and, naturally, by the financial

StubpiAa Poritica Srovaca, XI, 2018/1



The politics of pension reform in Eastern European countries: the Slovak example 55

industry, with domestic support for pension privatisation. Identifying a number of
factors that constrained the political options on a national scale, such as historical
legacies or entrenched interests, Makszin and Greskovits (2013) also report relative
weakness of social actors, such as labour unions and employers’ organizations in CEE
countries, compared to their Western European counterparts. The authors argue that
global pressures cannot explain everything, namely the timing of reforms or some
instances of non-reform, concluding that, despite international pressure, national po-
litical actors had significant room for manoeuvre, thus shaping the policy outcome.

As a matter of fact, national governments, which could either welcome or
block advice coming from abroad, actually even sought it (Deacon, 1997). As
stated by Woods (2006, p.65), international political actors “must find willing and
able interlocutors in borrowing governments”2.

1.2. The Slovak case

Experience with the pension system and gradual implementation of the reform
in Slovakia were similar to those of many transitional countries in Central and
Eastern Europe. Since the fall of state socialism, the predominant model for pen-
sions has again been the Bismarck insurance model, (re)constructed on the basis
of democratic consolidation. The relatively favourable demographic and financial
conditions of the Slovakian pension system, even though with a much higher
unemployment rate than the Czech Republic, kept the country under the former
scheme inherited from Czechoslovakia, without implementing structural pension
reforms in the 1990s (Hettes, 2011; Terrel ef al., 1998). However, Slovakia con-
tinued to suffer from the same long-unresolved problems left over from the state
socialist period (Inglot, 2008)3.

Discussions on pension reform only began in the early 2000s under the neo-
liberal government, when the legacies of the socialist era were not strong enough
to block the introduction of innovative pro-market reforms. In Slovakia’s example,
conditions for the reform were fulfilled in 2002, when the second Dzurinda gov-

2 Showing that the World Bank’s policies were not as strong as claimed, Deacon (1997) argues that the Bank policy
varied from country to country and was constituted by internal divisions. The author gives the example of internal ten-
sion between a more liberal perspective maintained by Louise Fox in her paper entitled ‘Old Age Security in Transition
Economies’, and the preferences of Nicolas Barr, much more in keeping with the existing practice in the mainstream
European systems, which he made public elsewhere . Such tensions are seen by the author as a competition between
diverse fractions of global capitalism.

3 For more detail about the history of the Slovak Republic after gaining independence, see Cerami and Ettrich (2005). For
a better understanding of the structure and characteristics of the pension scheme in Slovakia before and after the reform,
see Lesay (2006).
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ernment came to power, as the interests of the right-wing coalition were aligned
with the agenda of the international actors. The result was that in its pension sys-
tem, which adopted a three-pillar-based approach with the first pillar remaining
a pay-as-you-go one, Slovakia introduced a strong capitalization element based
on property rights and private accounts.

Mathernova and Rencko (2006) present a number of reasons behind the success
of Slovakia’s reforms after the Meciar governments, which ended in 1998. First of
all, due to the failure of the previous government’s policies and frequent transgres-
sions against democratic principles, which had kept Slovaks away from their neigh-
bours in terms of global integration, the population had a strong desire to change
the course of development. Secondly, the first Dzurinda government (1998-2002),
which had to deal with international scepticism, did its utmost to produce the re-
sults quickly. Another aspect was the wide spectrum of left-right coalition, which
helped to legitimize the reforms before the public at large. What is more, interna-
tional assistance, especially technical aid, added credibility to the reform process.

As mentioned above, the country had to face political pressures from inter-
national financial institutions to implement neoliberal concepts in its pension
scheme. Thus, the reform of the social security system in the Slovak Republic was
motivated neither by the unsustainability of the previous way of financing public
pensions, nor by the political or ideological preferences of its domestic authors.
In fact, it was accomplished through the agency of international organisations
by means of loans, but also, and perhaps more effectively, via technical advice
and assistance (Mathernova and Rencko, 2006). Lesay (2006) identifies extrinsic
influence and international context as the main factors of what happened in Slova-
kia, with pension reform being a concept imported from abroad, albeit introduced
into Slovakia with extreme zeal. Mathernova and Rencko (2006) describe extraor-
dinary capability of external experts to overcome the constraints and to drive the
reform process forward, adding that vested interest groups frequently lacked the
capacity to mobilize forces or to block changes, and that there were no negotia-
tions with trade unions or opposition parties when the reform was under discus-
sion. As explained above regarding the CEE countries in general, the prospect of
EU membership was another convincing argument in favour of the reform.

Yet, the pension reform in Slovakia was not only a consequence of the World
Bank’s involvement; it was also largely pushed forward by some internal ac-
tors, such as liberal-conservative politicians* and libertarian think-thanks like

4 Ludovit Kanik is a good example of an influential liberal-conservative politician during the reform era. In 2002, Cudovit
Kanik, who had become the Social Affairs Minister of Mikulas Dzurinda’s right-wing government, proposed introducing
private accounts, claiming that without a reform, pensions and economic growth would decline.

StubpiAa Poritica Srovaca, XI, 2018/1



The politics of pension reform in Eastern European countries: the Slovak example 57

the Slovak F.A. Hayek Foundation (Naczyk and Domonkos, 2016). As stated by
Mathernova and Rencko (2006, p.638), “the assistance was driven by demand, not
supply, with local staff able to shape the donors’ agenda to meet the government’s
needs”.

From another point of view, Inglot (2008, p.251) considers that a group of
new actors, many of them coming from outside, “stepped in to fill the gap in
know-how and expertise within the Slovak social insurance community”. The au-
thor claims that Slovakia’s pension reform may be accounted for by the political
weakness of some internal actors such as the unions and the growing importance
of other agents such as the newly emerging financial lobbies. At the same time,
he argues that Slovakia, due to become a minor emerging country with limited
resources, had to rely more heavily on foreign help and imported models than its
post-socialist neighbours. Furthermore, close consultations with the World Bank
and the IMF made the Slovak governors feel that they were on the right path, at
least by addressing the longstanding Western concerns about financial stability
of the new state. Similarly, Makszin and Greskovits (2013) state that pension pri-
vatization may also have been driven by efforts to build their financial credibility
to attract international investors and lenders.

The World Bank’s involvement in Slovakia started to gain momentum after
the 1998 elections. With a strategy of intervention based on loan assistance, the
amount of money provided by the programme depended on how the government
would meet the criteria set by the Bank, which were essentially linked with the
rapid implementation of structural reforms. The Bank justified the pension re-
form by the need to reach fiscal consolidation, i.e., to control public expendi-
ture. Moreover, it was argued that the reform was necessary for maintaining the
pensioners’ income, sustained by the alleged capacity of private pension funds to
mitigate the looming demographic crisis and higher expected replacement rates
(Golias, 2004; Lesay, 2006).

2. The second stage: after the crisis of 2008

The global financial crisis of 2008-2009 resulted in a dramatic decline in
economic output and in an unemployment increase in Eastern Europe. The cri-
sis was accompanied by a severe economic slump that put public finances under
strain: besides the increasing demands on state spending, caused mainly by unem-
ployment-related social needs, the revenues fell, and the governmental budgets
became deficit. However, the immediate impact of this crisis was particularly se-
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vere to the private pensions, with the private pension funds recording significant
losses in their asset values.

On the one hand, the crisis revealed that the newly created pension funds had
invested a very large part of their assets in government instruments, mainly gov-
ernment bonds issued to finance the growing public debt. In fact, since the private
financial markets in Eastern countries are small, volatile, and risky, investing in
government paper seemed to be prudent. However, lower earnings from invest-
ments in government instruments, often coupled with high administrative fees,
lead to lower benefits in general and, in the case of this recent crisis, led to an ex-
cessive exposure to the public debt (Kritzer, 2002; Naczyk and Domonkos, 2016).

On the other hand, while showing the weakness of arguments used to privatize
pensions (such as the idea that markets could solve the fiscal imbalances resulting
from demographic ageing), the financial crisis stressed the already existing fund-
ing gap problem. The funding gap resulted from a deficit generated by the transi-
tion costs to change from a public pension scheme to a partially privatized one,
i.e., a deficit generated by the pension contributions lost from the public system
due to the introduction of the second pillar and the simultaneous claims on the
public system. The outcome was that the public scheme had to pay to the existing
pensioners without receiving contributions (or receiving just a small part of them)
from workers, who were contributing to the private funds.

In fact, this so-called ‘first-generation deficit’ brought about a problem in
covering the ever-increasing costs of privatizing part of the public pension sys-
tem, which, along with the increased sovereignty debt, were making the situation
chaotic.

Ironically, it seems that pension privatization was being implemented at the
cost of increased public debt. The introduction of a fully funded second pillar
was seen as a solution to the demographic deficit during the first wave of re-
forms. However, after some years, policy makers started to realize that pension
privatization had created a funding gap in the public pension system’s budget, and
domestic political actors from CEE countries began to face the transition-costs
dilemma. In addition to the funding gap issue, maturation of the first wave of re-
forms has shown that privatization cannot solve the demographic issue.

Furthermore, as said by Drahokoupil and Domonkos (2012, p.290), “the plans
to finance the transition costs proved unrealistic among these first-wave reform-
ers”. The CEE countries- members of the EU strove to exempt pension privati-
zation transition costs by asking for the non-application of Maastricht criteria,
which limit the burdens on public finances. However, the European Union re-
jected the attempt. In this context, all the measures that policymakers could adopt

StubpiAa Poritica Srovaca, XI, 2018/1



The politics of pension reform in Eastern European countries: the Slovak example 59

to fix the funding gap problem implied an aggressive attitude towards the workers
and/or the pensioners, hitting their incomes or, at least, their expectations.

Naczyk and Domonkos (2016) wrote about the implementation of significant
reform reversals and the restoration of the role of public provision, noting that
most policymakers in Eastern countries began scaling down the private accounts.
At least, the level of contributions paid into the second pillars decreased.

By the time the financial turmoil erupted, the World Bank had already changed
its view on pension privatization; so did IMF, which stopped promoting pension
privatization after 2008.

In fact, transnational policy networks started by persuading national policy-
makers to privatize their pensions and assisting them to do it, but gave up several
years later. Naczyk and Domonkos (2016) argue that the change in the view of
international actors was not the main reason why pension privatization started
losing its importance. In their article, the authors show that it was the pre-existing
advocacy coalitions of domestic opponents of pension privatization that played a
crucial role in bringing about these changes.

Altogether, this means that the pension agenda returned to the domestic policy
instead of continuing to be controlled by international actors and also that the
left/right dimension of politics became prominent again.

2.1. The Slovak case

By and large, the post-financial crisis pension reforms can be seen as striking-
ly different from the pension reforms implemented during the decade of the 90s
in the Eastern Europe region (Drahokoupil and Domonkos, 2012). Now, however,
let us continue to focus on the Slovak example.

With 9% of the contribution rate to private funds, Slovakia implemented
a pension system with a funded pillar that was one of the biggest in the world.
At least, the percentage of contributions diverted to the second pillar was among
the highest of the transitional countries that partially privatized their pension
systems. The transition costs were planned to be covered from the savings gener-
ated by the public pillar, mainly thanks to the increased retirement age. However,
these savings would not have been sufficient in the case of massive switching
(Golias, 2004; Hettes, 2011), which, actually, did take place. Perhaps due to the
marketing campaign of the private pension fund management companies and the
little criticism that transpired in the media, the Slovak pension reform has been
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perceived quite positively among the citizens: about as many as 1.5 million out
of 2.6 million insured persons opted for the new system, as opposed to the Gov-
ernment’s estimate of between 300,000 and 800,000 (Lesay, 2006; Hettes, 2011).
Consequently, as was also the case in other CEE countries, Slovakia had to deal
with the funding gap problem in its pension system. As stated by Drahokoupil
and Domonkos (2012, p.287), “the transition costs of the Slovak pension reform
adopted in 2005 were expected to peak around 2030, when costs would have
reached approximately 2.9% of GDP. After this point, the number of retired work-
ers who would rely on the second pillar would have started to grow, thus reducing
annual transition costs. Contributions lost and benefits spared due to the introduc-
tion of the second pillar would have evened out around 2052”.

On the other hand, in line with the arguments of the World Bank, pension pri-
vatization was presented as a means of investing in Slovak economy. However,
since Slovakia’s capital market was underdeveloped, the Dzurinda government
allowed pension funds to buy foreign securities. In Slovakia, the funds invested
only about one-third of their portfolios in Slovak sovereign bonds and more than
40% in foreign securities (Naczyk and Domonkos, 2016). Once more, the argu-
ment used to sustain privatization was shown to be a myth. To sum up, even
though private pension funds managed to accumulate assets, there is no evidence
of financial market development following the introduction of the second pillar
(Hettes, 2011).

On a different note, it is important to note that the fickleness of the Slovak
political scene made the pension scheme unstable, with governments alternating
between their willingness to weaken or to maintain private accounts, which made
it difficult to implement a coherent pension policy (Fultz and Ruck, 2001; Kritzer,
2002). Actually, since the introduction of the second-pillar system in 2005, the
Slovak Republic has undergone frequent changes. On some occasions, the govern-
ment made the participation in the second pillar obligatory, while on other occa-
sions, there was an opportunity to switch systems.?

For instance, in 2008, participation in the second pillar changed from man-
datory to optional, and employees born before 1987 were forbidden to join the
system, with the purpose of maintaining its stability. Moreover, during two short
periods in 2008 and 2009, those who had become members of a private account
before 2008 were given the right to leave it and to return to the state-run system.

5 This political switching of direction occurred even inside the same party. As an example, it can be remembered that in
2006, during the preparation for legislative elections, Smer-SD party ran a public campaign against the pension savings
in the second pillar, declaring their intention to reverse the system. However, when in the government, they slackened
this proposal (Makszin and Greskovits, 2013).
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However, in 2010-2012, the centre-right coalition government partially reversed
the previous government’s amendments, keeping the second pillar voluntary and
reintroducing automatic enrolment of all young workers and restored the right to
join for those born before 1987. The fall of the government led to another change
in the direction of Slovakia’s privatized pension pillar: in early 2012, with the
returning of the Smer Party to power, the trend changed again, and the role of the
second pillar was limited once more. It scrapped the reforms of the 2010-2012
right-wing government, making non-membership of private accounts a default
option, and downsizing the funding pillar, with the contributions to the private
accounts lowering from 9% to 4% of gross wages (Naczyk and Domonkos, 2016).

In terms of international involvement, it has been shown that national ac-
tors were more involved in pension privatization than international organizations,
contrary to what had been thought earlier, namely, that private pension accounts
would continue to be protected after the international actors stopped promoting
them. For instance, Naczyk and Domonkos (2016) enumerate a set of arguments
suggesting that the World Bank’s statements were used opportunistically, initially
by opponents but also by supporters, such as pro-market politicians or financial
industry. Basically, political parties reformed the second pillar according to their
preferences whenever in power.

Moreover, it should be noted that, due to Slovakia’s EU membership, the Eu-
ropean acquis communautaire is an integral part of Slovakia’s legislation, with its
growing share being prepared at the European level. In July 2010, the EU issued
a Green paper on pensions and launched a European-wide discussion on the future
of pension systems (Hettes, 2011).

Concluding remarks

Perhaps the only conclusion that could be drawn from this exposition is that
the arguments used to justify or to criticize the pension reform in post-socialist
countries are magnified or mitigated when filtered through a political lens.

In the middle of a political struggle, it is sometimes forgotten that the main
objective of any pension scheme is to ensure a decent standard of living for the el-
derly. The pension system, due to the risks involved, the long-term scope and the
number of citizens affected by it, should be a priority of the social policy agenda.

Apart from the discussion of which pension system (public or private, funded
or non-funded) is better, it could be recognized that the one way to improve a pen-
sion scheme is to increase economic output, which is directly related to a high
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employment rate and a high wage level. A pension system does not operate in
isolation from economic conditions but rather depends heavily on them.

In this sense, the arguments presented to sustain the pension reform or to try
to reverse it were often inconsistent with the outcomes revealed with the lapse
of time. The choice between the types of pension scheme is a matter of values,
ideology and principles, more than a matter of technical reasons. However, this
fact has been largely ignored.

Are elderly people considered a burden on the rest of society? Or do they rep-
resent a way of the solidarity principle coming into effect? Is solidarity the most
important value? Or is justice more important?

These kinds of questions are the starting points for understanding the society
the citizens of a specific country want to live in. In the case of the (radical) pen-
sion reforms implemented in CEE countries, we can conclude that social dialogue
was limited, and the consensus was not often achieved. This lack of social con-
sensus should be a serious cause for concern, because national citizens had to deal
with a situation that they did not choose. At the same time, there is no evidence
that reforms introduced into, or rather imposed on, CEE countries were well-suit-
ed to their political or economic environments. While the historical heritage of
the Eastern European countries should not be neglected, democratization cannot
be seen as a mere alignment with Western standards. To sum it all up, it is crucial
to preserve the level of freedom in national decision-making, which means that
the values and expectations of the citizens of the post-socialist countries must be
the first element to consider in the event of a social reform.
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PEKNIK, M. a kol.: Pohlady na
slovensku politiku po roku 1989, 1. a
2. zvdzok. Bratislava : VEDA, vydava-
tel'stvo SAV, 2016, 1 209 s., ISBN 978-
80-224-1513-2

Kolektivna dvojzvdzkovd monogra-
fia Pohlady na slovensku politiku po
roku 1989 je dlho ocakavané dielo, kto-
ré s odstupom vyse Stvrt'storocia reflek-
tuje transformaciu politického systému
z realneho socializmu na sucasnu plura-
litna spoloc¢nost’. Na ploche nieco vySe
tisicdvesto strdn sa kolektiv tridsiatich
troch autorov v tridsiatich kapitolach,
respektive Stadiach pokusa o c¢o naj-
presnejSiu a najobjektivnejsiu reflexiu
tohto komplikovaného vyvoja.

Prvej casti dominuje vySe 300-stra-
nova $tadia riaditela Ustavu politickych
vied Slovenskej akadémie vied Miro-
slava Peknika Premeny slovenskej po-
litiky, v ktorej takmer vycerpavajlco
zmapoval obdobie rokov 1989 az 1994.
Prave toto obdobie je klIacové pre
nas dnesSny vyvoj, bolo totiz poznace-
né transformaciou politického systému
z centralne riadenej ekonomiky na tr-
hové hospodarstvo a pluralitna demo-
kraciu.

Zaujimavej$ie je vSak eSte aj tym, Ze
prave v rokoch 1990 az 1992 sa zdsadne
prehodnocovala kvalita a charakter §ta-
topravneho usporiadania medzi ¢eskou
a slovenskou politickou reprezentaciou,

ktora nakoniec viedla k pokojnému roz-
deleniu oboch casti federdcie. Peknik
vo svojej studii vel'mi precizne a poc-
tivo mapuje vyvoj rokovani o budu-
com S$tatopravnom usporiadani, vSetky
stretnutia od diskusii o kompetencnom
zakone az po neuspech zmluvy z Mi-
lov, ktory znamenal krach tychto vy-
jednavani s tym, Ze az vysledky volieb
v roku 1992 roztali onen gordicky uzol.

Peknik sa vo svojej obsiahlej $tu-
dii venuje aj peripetiam budovania no-
vej samostatnej Slovenskej republiky,
narastaniu napitia medzi premiérom
Meciarom a prezidentom Kovacom,
vysledky
predcasnych volieb v roku 1994, ktoré

pricom studiu uzatvaraju
nadviazali na pad vlady vyvolany prave
prejavom prezidenta Kovaca v Narod-
nej rade Slovenskej republiky.

Vel'mi osviezujuca je aj Stidia Os-
kara Krej¢iho Zdhadny Listopad, ktora
stavia novembrové udalosti do Specific-
kého svetla. Jeho pohlad je o to zauji-
mavejsi, ze on osobne ako poradca pre-
miéra Ladislava Adamca bol priamym
aktérom vSetkych prelomovych vyjed-
navani v case revolucie. Podarilo sa
mu tak skibit pohlad akademika, ktory
sa Studiu spolocnosti venuje dlhodobo
a systematicky, s osobnym bonusom
priameho tcastnika.

Spomienkovy ¢i reflexivny cha-
rakter ma aj prispevok Vojtecha Cel-

ka Dom slovenskej kultury v Prahe
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v prelomovom case roku 89, osvetluje
vSak aj viaceré, dosial nezname ¢i malo
zname okolnosti spomenutych historic-
kych dni.

Akademickej$i a teoretickej$i cha-
rakter ma prispevok prvého ponovem-
brového premiéra ,vlady narodného
porozumenia®“ Milana Ci¢a. Snazi sa
v nom nacdrtnut politické ¢i ekonomic-
ké vychodiska, s ktorymi sa jeho vlada
musela popasovat.

Olga Plavkova zase reflektuje no-
vember 1989 ,,z pohladu verejnej mien-
ky“. Tato
obyvatel'stvo vnimalo zmenu spolocen-

sociologi¢ka opisuje, ako
skych a politickych pomerov, aké boli
nazory a ocCakavania l'udi. Jej relativ-
ne obsiahla, takmer Styridsat'stranova
Stidia predostiera komplexny sociolo-
gicky pohlad na novembrové udalosti
roku 1989.

Pohl'ad socidlneho filozofa Ladisla-
va Hohosa pod nazvom Uvaha o nasich
prevratoch a vizii je plny historickych
reminiscencii, je to pokus o postihnutie
a reflexiu zlomovych historickych uda-
losti, ktoré zasadnym sposobom deter-
minuju aj naSu dnednu politicku realitu.

Dvojica autorov Eleondra Petrovi-
¢ova a Pavel Polldk sa vo svojom pri-
spevku Vidda ndrodného porozumenia
venuje prave posobeniu tejto vlady, kto-
ra priviedla nasu spoloénost k prvym
slobodnym vol'bam po roku 1946.

Ivan Laluha vo svojej obsiahlej,
vySe 120-stranovej S$tudii Vychodiskd
a cesty k vzniku Slovenskej republiky
v roku 1993 vel'mi plasticky a podrobne

mapuje obdobie od federacie k vzniku
samostatnej Slovenskej republiky i sa-
mostatnej Ceskej republiky, zaroveii aj
hlbokou osobnou skusenostou opisuje
kl'acové obdobie, ked sa rozhodova-
lo o nasom osude, respektive o tom,
¢i a za akych okolnosti nase politické
reprezentacie a politicki aktéri dosiah-
nu samostatnost oboch byvalych repub-
lik federacie.

Vladimir Srb vo svojom prispev-
ku Rozdéleni CSFR a otdzka legitimity
nasvecuje tuto otazku optikou ceskych
elit, spritomnuje argumenty ceskej stra-
ny a priblizuje aj vtedajsi ¢esky politic-
ky diskurz o tejto otazke.

Vztahom medzi Cechmi a Slovak-
mi po roku 1989 sa venuje d’als$i autor
Ceskej narodnosti — Zdenék Vesely.
Jeho pohlad je o to zaujimavejsi, ze na
oblast’ c¢esko-slovenskych vztahov sa
pozera ¢eskou optikou, ¢o je pre sloven-
ského citatela osviezujuce a zaroven
prinasa novy druh reflexie.

Prvy zvdzok knihy uzatvara §tudia
Petra DinuSa Zdkladné smery vyvoja
ponovembrového politického myslenia.
Vo svojom prispevku sa autor Gspesne
snazi nacrtavat konfliktné linie v slo-
venskej politike, priblizuje spdsob,
akym sa naSa spolo¢nost vyrovnavala
so zasadnymi geopolitickymi okolnos-
tami, napriklad integraciou do Europ-
skej unie ¢i Severoatlantickej aliancie —
NATO, ale venuje sa aj zapasom jednot-
livych aktérov o charakter nasho Statu.

Druhy
z dalsich devédtnastich prispevkov,

zvdzok knihy pozostava
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osobitne zaujimava a aktualna je kapi-
tola Jozefa Bena Dvadsatrocné dejiny
ustavy. V nich autor podrobne opisuje
vsetky novelizacie nasho zakladného
zakona. Prave v tomto prispevku sa jas-
ne ukazuje, ako sa precizovalo znenie
konkrétnych paragrafov, predovsetkym
v suvislosti s volbou prezidenta, ale
aj s jeho kompetenciami. V konkrétnej
politickej praxi sa ukazalo, Ze tvorcovia
ustavy nedokazali celkom presne
odhadnut vsetky politické nuansy slo-
venskej politiky, a teda ze je pre efek-
tivny vykon exekutivnej moci potreb-
né jasne vymedzit kompetencie vlady
a prezidenta. ZasadnejSie zmeny uUsta-
vy bolo rovnako nevyhnutné prijat aj
v suvislosti so vstupom Slovenska do
Eurépskej unie.

Na prispevok Jozefa Bena logicky
nadvizuje Stadia autorskej dvojice Pe-
ter Horvath — Pavol Juhas, ktora sa ve-
nuje postaveniu, kompetenciam a poli-
tickému posobeniu prezidenta v ustav-
nom a politickom systéme Slovenskej
republiky.

Rovnako zaujimava a podnetna je aj
§tudia d’alSej autorskej dvojice Svetozar
Krno — Marcela Slobodnikova, ktora sa
zase venuje Politickym stranam a hnu-
tiam na Slovensku. Tuto tému hlbSie
reflektuje a d’alej rozvija prof. Gburo-
va vo svojom prispevku K problema-
tike vztahu demokracie a partokracie
v podmienkach Slovenskej republiky.

Informacéne nabitd a prehl'adne spra-
covana je aj Studia Ol'gy Plavkovej Vol-
by do Slovenskej narodnej rady a Na-

rodnej rady SR po roku 1989. V tejto
kapitole je vo velmi prehladnych ta-
bulkach zachytené volebné spravanie
slovenskych volicov, autorka vSak vy-
sledky volieb aj interpretuje, ¢o je vel-
kou pridanou hodnotou tohto prispevku.

Bezpec¢nostnym a zahrani¢nopoli-
tickym otazkam st venované dve Studie.
Prvéa je z pera kariérneho diplomata Pet-
ra Juzu Zahranicéna politika Slovenskej
republiky a napliianie narodnoitatnych
zaujmov Slovenska, na druht sa podujal
bezpecénostny analytik a vysokoskolsky
pedagég Frantidek Skvrnda v prispevku
Bezpecnost Slovenska — vybrané aspek-
ty a suvislosti.

Problémom mens$in na Slovensku sa
venuje hned viacero autorov, no predo-
vSetkym Zuzana Polackova v prispev-
ku Problematika mensin na Slovensku
v kontexte medzinarodného vyvoja.
V sirSom kontexte je tento prispevok
doplneny statou Jozefa Schwarza For-
movanie slovensko-madarskych vzta-
hov po roku 1989 a 1993 a pracou Nor-

berta Kmeta Slovensko-ceské vztahy
po roku 1993.
Autorskd dvojica Mojmir Ben-

za a Michal Kalavsky zase rozobe-
raju problematiku narodnej, S$tatnej
a eurdpskej identity.
Socioekonomickym otdzkam sa ve-
nuje exriaditel Ekonomického ustavu
Slovenskej akadémie vied Milan Sikula
v prispevku Ekonomicky vyvoj samo-
statného Slovenska. Akademicky pod-
kuty politik Cubo§ Blaha sa pre zmenu
venuje reflexii socialneho §tatu v slo-
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venskom kontexte v Studii priznacne
nazvanej Slovensko a otdazka socidlne-
ho Statu.

Reflexiu eurdpskej politiky cez pri-
zmu slovenskych politickych stran vo
svojom prispevku Slovenské politické
strany a vstup SR do EU (do roku 2012)
podava Juraj Marusiak.

Kultarnu politiku Slovenska
v rokoch 1989 az 2012 analyzuje ria-
ditel
povstania Stanislav Micev. Na neho
Milena

zase svoju pozornost obratila k téme

Muzea Slovenského narodného

nadvédzuje Sokolova, ktora

Cirkevno-politické otazky Slovenska
v kontexte budovania samostatného
Statu po roku 1993.

Knihu uzatvara trojica prispevkov,
ktoré sa venuju ,,zelenym idedlom® v
slovenskej politike (autor, zial, uz ne-
bohy Ivan Dubnicka), politickej reflexii
na Slovensku (Jozef Lysy) a Scendrom
budiiceho vyvoja spolocnosti (Studia
Kristiny Sabikovej).

Vydanim takéhoto opusu magnum
sa Ustavu politickych vied Sloven-
skej akadémie vied podaril husarsky
kusok. Po Stvrt'storo¢i mame obsiahlu
publikaciu, ktora takpovediac Struktu-
ralisticky mapuje nas vyvoj v obdobi
transformdcie politického systému, ale
zaroven reflektuje aj obdobie, ked’ Slo-
vaci dosiahli vrchol svojich narodno-
-emancipacnych sndh dosiahnutim pl-
nej narodnej samostatnosti.

Vdaka tejto dvojzvédzkovej publika-
cii sa aj §irSia, prevazne vSak odborna
verejnost mdze oboznamit, akym vy-

vojom pres§la naSa spolo¢nost v uply-
nulom Stvrt'storo¢i, zaroven vSak obsa-
huje mnozstvo faktickych, Statistickych
a historickych informdacii a pramefov,
takze by mali byt integralnou vybavou
vsetkych l'udi, ktori sa profesijne venuju
vyskumu v oblasti spolo¢enskych vied.

Roman Michelko

STEFANCIK, R. - DULEBOVA, I.:
Jazyk a politika. Jazyk politiky v kon-
fliktnej Struktiure spoloénosti. Brati-
slava : EKONOM, 2017, 193 s., ISBN
978-80-225-4414-6
Publikicia Radoslava Stefané&ika
a Iriny Dulebovej s ndzvom Jazyk a po-
litika. Jazyk politiky v konfliktnej Struk-
ture spolocnosti je vydarenym pokusom
spojit metody jazykovedy a politologie
a prostrednictvom nich skumat jazyk
politiky z perspektivy dvoch vedeckych
disciplin. V suradniciach slovenskej
politolégie a lingvistiky ide o ddlezi-
ty krok k etablovaniu vednej discipliny
stojacej na pomedzi lingvistiky a poli-
tologie, a sice politolingvistiky, ktora
je v sucasnosti mimoriadne popularna
najmi v prostredi nemeckych humanit-
nych a spolo¢enskych vied. Autori tak
vyuzivaju svoj vzdelanostny potencial,
ked’ze obaja maju za sebou tak stadium
spolo¢enskych vied, ako aj lingvistiky.

V publikacii si autori zadefinovali
ciel prostrednictvom sociologicko-po-
litologického konceptu Stiepnych linii
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vysvetlit formovanie slovenskych po-
litickych stran a stranickeho systému.
A tento ciel dosahuju prostrednictvom
analyzy korpusu, ktory je tvoreny naj-
mé parlamentnymi vyrokmi slovenskej
politickej elity, ale v8imaji si rovna-
ko aj programové dokumenty politic-
kych stran, v prvom rade predvolebné
programy. Konkrétne vyjadrené, autori
dokazuju hypotézu, Ze dominantné kon-
fliktné linie s vplyvom na formovanie
slovenského stranickeho systému boli
charakteristické osobitnym jazykom,
ktory sa na ,jednej strane bud prestal
pouzivat, a to pomerne rychlo po tom,
ako prislusna konfliktna linia stratila
na intenzite, alebo prestala byt rele-
vantnda, pripadne sa v politickej komu-
nikdcii objavuje dodnes, a to vtedy, ak
konfliktna linia nadalej pretrvava. In-
tenzita existujucich konfliktnych Iinii
totiz nebola (pripadne nie je) rovnaka“
(s. 8).

Publikaciu autori rozdelili do pia-
tich hlavnych kapitol. V prvej v teore-
tickej rovine predstavuju vztah medzi
politikou a jazykom. Jazyk definuju
ako jeden z rozhodujtcich inStrumen-
tov uspesnej politickej kariéry. V tej-
to Casti rovnako predstavuju zakladné
funkcie politického jazyka a kategori-
zuju niekolko typov politického slov-
nika. V d’alsej kapitole vysvetluju ka-
tegoriu politického diskurzu ako jeden
»Z hajintenzivnejSie pouzZivanych poj-
mov tak v humanitnych a socidlnych ve-
dach, ako aj v politickych a medidalnych
kruhoch, ktory je spajany s roznorody-

mi fenoménmi spolocenského Zivota“
(s. 33). Pre politologiu je v tejto casti
mimoriadne hodnotna analyza sekuriti-
zacie ako aktualneho problému politic-
kej vedy i lingvistiky. V nasledujucej
Casti autori podrobne zmapovali vyvoj
politickej lingvistiky vo vybranych §ta-
toch, predovsetkym v Nemecku, Rusku,
ale venuju sa aj formovaniu tejto hra-
ni¢nej discipliny v Ceskej republike
a na Slovensku.

Dve posledné kapitoly st venované
primarne formovaniu politickych stran
a stranickeho systému v kontexte politic-
kého diskurzu. V tejto Casti publikacie je
zmapovany dve desatrocia trvajlici vy-
voj politickej komunikacie systémovych
politickych stran a zaroven otestovana
moznost cez vyskum politickej komuni-
kacie pozorovat vyvoj konfliktnych li-
nii. Vyskum autorov vychadza z hypoté-
zy, ze kazda dominantné konfliktna linia
mala svoj charakteristicky jazyk, ktory
sa na jednej strane bud vytratil, a to po-
merne rychlo v okamihu, ako prislusna
konfliktna linia stratila na svojej inten-
zite alebo bola uplne prekonana, pripad-
ne sa v politickej komunikacii objavuje
dodnes, ak konfliktna linia nad’alej pre-
trvava. Autori na prikladoch poukézali
na skutoCnost, Ze v pripade politikov,
ktori reprezentuju volicov dlhodobo, pri-
padne sa do aktivneho politického zivota
dostali opdt s odstupom niekol’kych ro-
kov, sa mézu v ich sticasnych prejavoch
objavovat rezidua politického slovnika
charakteristického skor pre konfliktné
linie devdtdesiatych rokov.
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Pri pohlade na lexikalnu stranku
politického jazyka slovenskej politic-
kej elity je mozné konStatovat’, Ze pre-
dovsetkym téma narodnoStatne usporia-
danie Slovenskej republiky, ako aj téma
politického S§tylu Vladimira Meciara
a jeho tretej vlady mimoriadne inten-
zivne ovplyvnili politicky slovnik. Za-
roveil st na jazyku tejto konfliktnej li-
nie identifikované podobnosti medzi ja-
zykom komunistickej propagandy pred
rokom 1989 a vyjadrovacimi prostried-
kami charakteristickymi pre slovnik
C¢elnych predstavitelov HZDS, SNS a
ZRS, ako aj lojalnych Zzurnalistov, kto-
ré pouzivali na negativne zobrazovanie
vtedajSej opozicie. Na tomto premos-
teni medzi komunistickou propagan-
dou a jazykom demokratickej stranic-
kej elity bola identifikovana absencia
diskusie o politickej korektnosti, resp.
o spravnosti alebo nespravnosti pouzi-
vania niektorych vyrazov charakteris-
tickych pre nedemokratické rezimy.

Autori analyzovali aj jazyk aktu-
alnych konfliktnych linii, ako §tat vs.
cirkev, eurooptimizmus vs. euroskepti-
cizmus, ale rovnako konfliktnych linii
otvorenost’ vs. uzavretost a systém vs.

antisystém. Spoloc¢ne konStatuju, Ze za-
tial ¢o niektoré témy charakteristické
pre tieto konfliktné linie boli pdvodne
marginalne, s postupnym formovanim
slovenského stranickeho systému sa na
urcité obdobie stali délezitymi faktor-
mi s vplyvom na vyvoj, resp. samotnu
existenciu politickych stran.

Pri pohlade na obsah tejto publika-
cie je potrebné zdoraznit, ze autori do-
kazali tézu, ze vyvoj politickych stran
a stranickeho systému je mozné skumat
aj prostrednictvom analyzy vyvoja po-
litického jazyka. V publikacii autori
vyzdvihli predpoklad, Ze koncept Stiep-
nych, resp. konfliktnych linii méze byt
testovany nielen politologickymi ale-
bo sociologickymi metédami, ale nové
podnety do tohto vyskumu mézu pri-
niest aj lingvisti. Veda o jazyku politi-
ky, resp. politolingvistika spiiia vietky
predpoklady na to, aby sa etablovala
nielen medzi lingvistami, ale rovnako
aj medzi odbornikmi, ktori reprezen-
tuju humanitné a socialne vedy aj na
inych slovenskych akademickych pra-
coviskach.

Zuzana KociSovad
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PEKNIK, M. a kol.: Pohlady na
slovensku politiku po roku 1989, 1. a
2. zvdzok. Bratislava : VEDA, vydava-
tel'stvo SAV, 2016, 1 209 s., ISBN 978-
80-224-1513-2

Kolektivna dvojzvdzkovd monogra-
fia Pohlady na slovensku politiku po
roku 1989 je dlho ocakavané dielo, kto-
ré s odstupom vyse Stvrt'storocia reflek-
tuje transformaciu politického systému
z realneho socializmu na sucasnu plura-
litna spoloc¢nost’. Na ploche nieco vySe
tisicdvesto strdn sa kolektiv tridsiatich
troch autorov v tridsiatich kapitolach,
respektive Stadiach pokusa o c¢o naj-
presnejSiu a najobjektivnejsiu reflexiu
tohto komplikovaného vyvoja.

Prvej casti dominuje vySe 300-stra-
nova $tadia riaditela Ustavu politickych
vied Slovenskej akadémie vied Miro-
slava Peknika Premeny slovenskej po-
litiky, v ktorej takmer vycerpavajlco
zmapoval obdobie rokov 1989 az 1994.
Prave toto obdobie je klIacové pre
nas dnesSny vyvoj, bolo totiz poznace-
né transformaciou politického systému
z centralne riadenej ekonomiky na tr-
hové hospodarstvo a pluralitna demo-
kraciu.

Zaujimavej$ie je vSak eSte aj tym, Ze
prave v rokoch 1990 az 1992 sa zdsadne
prehodnocovala kvalita a charakter §ta-
topravneho usporiadania medzi ¢eskou
a slovenskou politickou reprezentaciou,

ktora nakoniec viedla k pokojnému roz-
deleniu oboch casti federdcie. Peknik
vo svojej studii vel'mi precizne a poc-
tivo mapuje vyvoj rokovani o budu-
com S$tatopravnom usporiadani, vSetky
stretnutia od diskusii o kompetencnom
zakone az po neuspech zmluvy z Mi-
lov, ktory znamenal krach tychto vy-
jednavani s tym, Ze az vysledky volieb
v roku 1992 roztali onen gordicky uzol.

Peknik sa vo svojej obsiahlej $tu-
dii venuje aj peripetiam budovania no-
vej samostatnej Slovenskej republiky,
narastaniu napitia medzi premiérom
Meciarom a prezidentom Kovacom,
vysledky
predcasnych volieb v roku 1994, ktoré

pricom studiu uzatvaraju
nadviazali na pad vlady vyvolany prave
prejavom prezidenta Kovaca v Narod-
nej rade Slovenskej republiky.

Vel'mi osviezujuca je aj Stidia Os-
kara Krej¢iho Zdhadny Listopad, ktora
stavia novembrové udalosti do Specific-
kého svetla. Jeho pohlad je o to zauji-
mavejsi, ze on osobne ako poradca pre-
miéra Ladislava Adamca bol priamym
aktérom vSetkych prelomovych vyjed-
navani v case revolucie. Podarilo sa
mu tak skibit pohlad akademika, ktory
sa Studiu spolocnosti venuje dlhodobo
a systematicky, s osobnym bonusom
priameho tcastnika.

Spomienkovy ¢i reflexivny cha-
rakter ma aj prispevok Vojtecha Cel-

ka Dom slovenskej kultury v Prahe
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v prelomovom case roku 89, osvetluje
vSak aj viaceré, dosial nezname ¢i malo
zname okolnosti spomenutych historic-
kych dni.

Akademickej$i a teoretickej$i cha-
rakter ma prispevok prvého ponovem-
brového premiéra ,vlady narodného
porozumenia®“ Milana Ci¢a. Snazi sa
v nom nacdrtnut politické ¢i ekonomic-
ké vychodiska, s ktorymi sa jeho vlada
musela popasovat.

Olga Plavkova zase reflektuje no-
vember 1989 ,,z pohladu verejnej mien-
ky“. Tato
obyvatel'stvo vnimalo zmenu spolocen-

sociologi¢ka opisuje, ako
skych a politickych pomerov, aké boli
nazory a ocCakavania l'udi. Jej relativ-
ne obsiahla, takmer Styridsat'stranova
Stidia predostiera komplexny sociolo-
gicky pohlad na novembrové udalosti
roku 1989.

Pohl'ad socidlneho filozofa Ladisla-
va Hohosa pod nazvom Uvaha o nasich
prevratoch a vizii je plny historickych
reminiscencii, je to pokus o postihnutie
a reflexiu zlomovych historickych uda-
losti, ktoré zasadnym sposobom deter-
minuju aj naSu dnednu politicku realitu.

Dvojica autorov Eleondra Petrovi-
¢ova a Pavel Polldk sa vo svojom pri-
spevku Vidda ndrodného porozumenia
venuje prave posobeniu tejto vlady, kto-
ra priviedla nasu spoloénost k prvym
slobodnym vol'bam po roku 1946.

Ivan Laluha vo svojej obsiahlej,
vySe 120-stranovej S$tudii Vychodiskd
a cesty k vzniku Slovenskej republiky
v roku 1993 vel'mi plasticky a podrobne

mapuje obdobie od federacie k vzniku
samostatnej Slovenskej republiky i sa-
mostatnej Ceskej republiky, zaroveii aj
hlbokou osobnou skusenostou opisuje
kl'acové obdobie, ked sa rozhodova-
lo o nasom osude, respektive o tom,
¢i a za akych okolnosti nase politické
reprezentacie a politicki aktéri dosiah-
nu samostatnost oboch byvalych repub-
lik federacie.

Vladimir Srb vo svojom prispev-
ku Rozdéleni CSFR a otdzka legitimity
nasvecuje tuto otazku optikou ceskych
elit, spritomnuje argumenty ceskej stra-
ny a priblizuje aj vtedajsi ¢esky politic-
ky diskurz o tejto otazke.

Vztahom medzi Cechmi a Slovak-
mi po roku 1989 sa venuje d’als$i autor
Ceskej narodnosti — Zdenék Vesely.
Jeho pohlad je o to zaujimavejsi, ze na
oblast’ c¢esko-slovenskych vztahov sa
pozera ¢eskou optikou, ¢o je pre sloven-
ského citatela osviezujuce a zaroven
prinasa novy druh reflexie.

Prvy zvdzok knihy uzatvara §tudia
Petra DinuSa Zdkladné smery vyvoja
ponovembrového politického myslenia.
Vo svojom prispevku sa autor Gspesne
snazi nacrtavat konfliktné linie v slo-
venskej politike, priblizuje spdsob,
akym sa naSa spolo¢nost vyrovnavala
so zasadnymi geopolitickymi okolnos-
tami, napriklad integraciou do Europ-
skej unie ¢i Severoatlantickej aliancie —
NATO, ale venuje sa aj zapasom jednot-
livych aktérov o charakter nasho Statu.

Druhy
z dalsich devédtnastich prispevkov,

zvdzok knihy pozostava
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osobitne zaujimava a aktualna je kapi-
tola Jozefa Bena Dvadsatrocné dejiny
ustavy. V nich autor podrobne opisuje
vsetky novelizacie nasho zakladného
zakona. Prave v tomto prispevku sa jas-
ne ukazuje, ako sa precizovalo znenie
konkrétnych paragrafov, predovsetkym
v suvislosti s volbou prezidenta, ale
aj s jeho kompetenciami. V konkrétnej
politickej praxi sa ukazalo, Ze tvorcovia
ustavy nedokazali celkom presne
odhadnut vsetky politické nuansy slo-
venskej politiky, a teda ze je pre efek-
tivny vykon exekutivnej moci potreb-
né jasne vymedzit kompetencie vlady
a prezidenta. ZasadnejSie zmeny uUsta-
vy bolo rovnako nevyhnutné prijat aj
v suvislosti so vstupom Slovenska do
Eurépskej unie.

Na prispevok Jozefa Bena logicky
nadvizuje Stadia autorskej dvojice Pe-
ter Horvath — Pavol Juhas, ktora sa ve-
nuje postaveniu, kompetenciam a poli-
tickému posobeniu prezidenta v ustav-
nom a politickom systéme Slovenskej
republiky.

Rovnako zaujimava a podnetna je aj
§tudia d’alSej autorskej dvojice Svetozar
Krno — Marcela Slobodnikova, ktora sa
zase venuje Politickym stranam a hnu-
tiam na Slovensku. Tuto tému hlbSie
reflektuje a d’alej rozvija prof. Gburo-
va vo svojom prispevku K problema-
tike vztahu demokracie a partokracie
v podmienkach Slovenskej republiky.

Informacéne nabitd a prehl'adne spra-
covana je aj Studia Ol'gy Plavkovej Vol-
by do Slovenskej narodnej rady a Na-

rodnej rady SR po roku 1989. V tejto
kapitole je vo velmi prehladnych ta-
bulkach zachytené volebné spravanie
slovenskych volicov, autorka vSak vy-
sledky volieb aj interpretuje, ¢o je vel-
kou pridanou hodnotou tohto prispevku.

Bezpec¢nostnym a zahrani¢nopoli-
tickym otazkam st venované dve Studie.
Prvéa je z pera kariérneho diplomata Pet-
ra Juzu Zahranicéna politika Slovenskej
republiky a napliianie narodnoitatnych
zaujmov Slovenska, na druht sa podujal
bezpecénostny analytik a vysokoskolsky
pedagég Frantidek Skvrnda v prispevku
Bezpecnost Slovenska — vybrané aspek-
ty a suvislosti.

Problémom mens$in na Slovensku sa
venuje hned viacero autorov, no predo-
vSetkym Zuzana Polackova v prispev-
ku Problematika mensin na Slovensku
v kontexte medzinarodného vyvoja.
V sirSom kontexte je tento prispevok
doplneny statou Jozefa Schwarza For-
movanie slovensko-madarskych vzta-
hov po roku 1989 a 1993 a pracou Nor-

berta Kmeta Slovensko-ceské vztahy
po roku 1993.
Autorskd dvojica Mojmir Ben-

za a Michal Kalavsky zase rozobe-
raju problematiku narodnej, S$tatnej
a eurdpskej identity.
Socioekonomickym otdzkam sa ve-
nuje exriaditel Ekonomického ustavu
Slovenskej akadémie vied Milan Sikula
v prispevku Ekonomicky vyvoj samo-
statného Slovenska. Akademicky pod-
kuty politik Cubo§ Blaha sa pre zmenu
venuje reflexii socialneho §tatu v slo-
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venskom kontexte v Studii priznacne
nazvanej Slovensko a otdazka socidlne-
ho Statu.

Reflexiu eurdpskej politiky cez pri-
zmu slovenskych politickych stran vo
svojom prispevku Slovenské politické
strany a vstup SR do EU (do roku 2012)
podava Juraj Marusiak.

Kultarnu politiku Slovenska
v rokoch 1989 az 2012 analyzuje ria-
ditel
povstania Stanislav Micev. Na neho
Milena

zase svoju pozornost obratila k téme

Muzea Slovenského narodného

nadvédzuje Sokolova, ktora

Cirkevno-politické otazky Slovenska
v kontexte budovania samostatného
Statu po roku 1993.

Knihu uzatvara trojica prispevkov,
ktoré sa venuju ,,zelenym idedlom® v
slovenskej politike (autor, zial, uz ne-
bohy Ivan Dubnicka), politickej reflexii
na Slovensku (Jozef Lysy) a Scendrom
budiiceho vyvoja spolocnosti (Studia
Kristiny Sabikovej).

Vydanim takéhoto opusu magnum
sa Ustavu politickych vied Sloven-
skej akadémie vied podaril husarsky
kusok. Po Stvrt'storo¢i mame obsiahlu
publikaciu, ktora takpovediac Struktu-
ralisticky mapuje nas vyvoj v obdobi
transformdcie politického systému, ale
zaroven reflektuje aj obdobie, ked’ Slo-
vaci dosiahli vrchol svojich narodno-
-emancipacnych sndh dosiahnutim pl-
nej narodnej samostatnosti.

Vdaka tejto dvojzvédzkovej publika-
cii sa aj §irSia, prevazne vSak odborna
verejnost mdze oboznamit, akym vy-

vojom pres§la naSa spolo¢nost v uply-
nulom Stvrt'storo¢i, zaroven vSak obsa-
huje mnozstvo faktickych, Statistickych
a historickych informdacii a pramefov,
takze by mali byt integralnou vybavou
vsetkych l'udi, ktori sa profesijne venuju
vyskumu v oblasti spolo¢enskych vied.

Roman Michelko

STEFANCIK, R. - DULEBOVA, I.:
Jazyk a politika. Jazyk politiky v kon-
fliktnej Struktiure spoloénosti. Brati-
slava : EKONOM, 2017, 193 s., ISBN
978-80-225-4414-6
Publikicia Radoslava Stefané&ika
a Iriny Dulebovej s ndzvom Jazyk a po-
litika. Jazyk politiky v konfliktnej Struk-
ture spolocnosti je vydarenym pokusom
spojit metody jazykovedy a politologie
a prostrednictvom nich skumat jazyk
politiky z perspektivy dvoch vedeckych
disciplin. V suradniciach slovenskej
politolégie a lingvistiky ide o ddlezi-
ty krok k etablovaniu vednej discipliny
stojacej na pomedzi lingvistiky a poli-
tologie, a sice politolingvistiky, ktora
je v sucasnosti mimoriadne popularna
najmi v prostredi nemeckych humanit-
nych a spolo¢enskych vied. Autori tak
vyuzivaju svoj vzdelanostny potencial,
ked’ze obaja maju za sebou tak stadium
spolo¢enskych vied, ako aj lingvistiky.

V publikacii si autori zadefinovali
ciel prostrednictvom sociologicko-po-
litologického konceptu Stiepnych linii
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vysvetlit formovanie slovenskych po-
litickych stran a stranickeho systému.
A tento ciel dosahuju prostrednictvom
analyzy korpusu, ktory je tvoreny naj-
mé parlamentnymi vyrokmi slovenskej
politickej elity, ale v8imaji si rovna-
ko aj programové dokumenty politic-
kych stran, v prvom rade predvolebné
programy. Konkrétne vyjadrené, autori
dokazuju hypotézu, Ze dominantné kon-
fliktné linie s vplyvom na formovanie
slovenského stranickeho systému boli
charakteristické osobitnym jazykom,
ktory sa na ,jednej strane bud prestal
pouzivat, a to pomerne rychlo po tom,
ako prislusna konfliktna linia stratila
na intenzite, alebo prestala byt rele-
vantnda, pripadne sa v politickej komu-
nikdcii objavuje dodnes, a to vtedy, ak
konfliktna linia nadalej pretrvava. In-
tenzita existujucich konfliktnych Iinii
totiz nebola (pripadne nie je) rovnaka“
(s. 8).

Publikaciu autori rozdelili do pia-
tich hlavnych kapitol. V prvej v teore-
tickej rovine predstavuju vztah medzi
politikou a jazykom. Jazyk definuju
ako jeden z rozhodujtcich inStrumen-
tov uspesnej politickej kariéry. V tej-
to Casti rovnako predstavuju zakladné
funkcie politického jazyka a kategori-
zuju niekolko typov politického slov-
nika. V d’alsej kapitole vysvetluju ka-
tegoriu politického diskurzu ako jeden
»Z hajintenzivnejSie pouzZivanych poj-
mov tak v humanitnych a socidlnych ve-
dach, ako aj v politickych a medidalnych
kruhoch, ktory je spajany s roznorody-

mi fenoménmi spolocenského Zivota“
(s. 33). Pre politologiu je v tejto casti
mimoriadne hodnotna analyza sekuriti-
zacie ako aktualneho problému politic-
kej vedy i lingvistiky. V nasledujucej
Casti autori podrobne zmapovali vyvoj
politickej lingvistiky vo vybranych §ta-
toch, predovsetkym v Nemecku, Rusku,
ale venuju sa aj formovaniu tejto hra-
ni¢nej discipliny v Ceskej republike
a na Slovensku.

Dve posledné kapitoly st venované
primarne formovaniu politickych stran
a stranickeho systému v kontexte politic-
kého diskurzu. V tejto Casti publikacie je
zmapovany dve desatrocia trvajlici vy-
voj politickej komunikacie systémovych
politickych stran a zaroven otestovana
moznost cez vyskum politickej komuni-
kacie pozorovat vyvoj konfliktnych li-
nii. Vyskum autorov vychadza z hypoté-
zy, ze kazda dominantné konfliktna linia
mala svoj charakteristicky jazyk, ktory
sa na jednej strane bud vytratil, a to po-
merne rychlo v okamihu, ako prislusna
konfliktna linia stratila na svojej inten-
zite alebo bola uplne prekonana, pripad-
ne sa v politickej komunikacii objavuje
dodnes, ak konfliktna linia nad’alej pre-
trvava. Autori na prikladoch poukézali
na skutoCnost, Ze v pripade politikov,
ktori reprezentuju volicov dlhodobo, pri-
padne sa do aktivneho politického zivota
dostali opdt s odstupom niekol’kych ro-
kov, sa mézu v ich sticasnych prejavoch
objavovat rezidua politického slovnika
charakteristického skor pre konfliktné
linie devdtdesiatych rokov.
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Recenzie a anotacie

Pri pohlade na lexikalnu stranku
politického jazyka slovenskej politic-
kej elity je mozné konStatovat’, Ze pre-
dovsetkym téma narodnoStatne usporia-
danie Slovenskej republiky, ako aj téma
politického S§tylu Vladimira Meciara
a jeho tretej vlady mimoriadne inten-
zivne ovplyvnili politicky slovnik. Za-
roveil st na jazyku tejto konfliktnej li-
nie identifikované podobnosti medzi ja-
zykom komunistickej propagandy pred
rokom 1989 a vyjadrovacimi prostried-
kami charakteristickymi pre slovnik
C¢elnych predstavitelov HZDS, SNS a
ZRS, ako aj lojalnych Zzurnalistov, kto-
ré pouzivali na negativne zobrazovanie
vtedajSej opozicie. Na tomto premos-
teni medzi komunistickou propagan-
dou a jazykom demokratickej stranic-
kej elity bola identifikovana absencia
diskusie o politickej korektnosti, resp.
o spravnosti alebo nespravnosti pouzi-
vania niektorych vyrazov charakteris-
tickych pre nedemokratické rezimy.

Autori analyzovali aj jazyk aktu-
alnych konfliktnych linii, ako §tat vs.
cirkev, eurooptimizmus vs. euroskepti-
cizmus, ale rovnako konfliktnych linii
otvorenost’ vs. uzavretost a systém vs.

antisystém. Spoloc¢ne konStatuju, Ze za-
tial ¢o niektoré témy charakteristické
pre tieto konfliktné linie boli pdvodne
marginalne, s postupnym formovanim
slovenského stranickeho systému sa na
urcité obdobie stali délezitymi faktor-
mi s vplyvom na vyvoj, resp. samotnu
existenciu politickych stran.

Pri pohlade na obsah tejto publika-
cie je potrebné zdoraznit, ze autori do-
kazali tézu, ze vyvoj politickych stran
a stranickeho systému je mozné skumat
aj prostrednictvom analyzy vyvoja po-
litického jazyka. V publikacii autori
vyzdvihli predpoklad, Ze koncept Stiep-
nych, resp. konfliktnych linii méze byt
testovany nielen politologickymi ale-
bo sociologickymi metédami, ale nové
podnety do tohto vyskumu mézu pri-
niest aj lingvisti. Veda o jazyku politi-
ky, resp. politolingvistika spiiia vietky
predpoklady na to, aby sa etablovala
nielen medzi lingvistami, ale rovnako
aj medzi odbornikmi, ktori reprezen-
tuju humanitné a socialne vedy aj na
inych slovenskych akademickych pra-
coviskach.

Zuzana KociSovad
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* INFORMACIE *

Vedecka konferencia pri prilezitosti 100.
vyroéia vzniku spolo¢ného $tatu Cechov
a Slovakov: Republika Cesko-Slovensko.
Od monarchie k vlastnému Statu. Iluzie
verzus realita

Rok 2018 prindSa okrem iného jedno vyznamné vyrocie a z toho dévodu sa pre-
dovsetkym spoloc¢enskovedny zaujem orientuje na pripominanie si 100. vyrocia
vzniku Ceskoslovenska. Prostrednictvom odbornych, vedeckych, popularizaénych
podujati, vystav ¢i besied diskutujeme o tejto kI'icovej udalosti nasich modernych
narodnopolitickych dejin, pripominame si aktivity vyznamnych narodnych deja-
telov a zamys$lame sa nad ideovo-politickymi pri¢inami a ddésledkami problémov
a trendov v spolo¢nosti pred sto rokmi, komparujeme ich so sicasnym dianim
a prostrednictvom definovania rozdielnych, ako aj totoznych tendencii sa usiluje-
me hladat stvislosti a prostrednictvom nich odpovede na pal¢ivé otazky dneska.

Ustav politickych vied SAV a spoluorganizatori Statny archiv v Bratislave,
Statny pedagogicky ustav, Muzeum Slovenského narodného povstania, Kysuc-
ké muzeum v Cadci, Katedra politolégie Filozofickej fakulty Univerzity Pavla
Jozefa Safarika v Kogiciach, Nadacia Milana Rastislava Stefanika v Bratislave,
Zilinsky samospravny kraj, Ministerstvo §kolstva, vedy, vyskumu a §portu Slo-
venskej republiky, Ministerstvo kultury Slovenskej republiky pod zastitou pred-
sedu Narodnej rady Slovenskej republiky Andreja Danka organizovali v diloch
17. — 19. aprila 2018 v priestoroch Palffyho paladca v Bratislave vedecku konfe-
renciu s nazvom Republika Cesko-Slovensko. Od monarchie k viastnému Statu.
lluzie verzus realita.

Auditérium si pocas trojdnovej vedeckej konferencie mohlo vypocut pri-
spevky odbornikov nielen z oblasti historie, politologie, filozofie, ale aj prava ¢i
medzinarodnych vztahov a zapojit sa do skuto¢ne interdisciplinarnej diskusie.
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Po oficialnom otvoreni konferencie a prihovoroch hosti riaditel’ Ustavu poli-
tickych vied SAV Miroslav Peknik predniesol svoj prispevok s nazvom Slovenskd
politika pred rokom 1918, ¢im zaroven otvoril vedeckl rozpravu. Mimoriadne
zaujimavu politologicku analyzu s nazvom Rok [1918: Prevrat, reforma, revolu-
cia? Principidlne rozdiely medzi Predlitavskom a Zalitavskom so zameranim na
spravnu, pravnu a cirkevnu oblast predniesol Vladimir Gonéc z Ustavu politic-
kych vied SAV. Jozef Lysy z Ustavu politickych vied SAV v prispevku Genéza
slovensko-ceskych vztahov — kontinuita a diskontinuita dokazal prepojit dobovy
kontext obdobia pred vznikom Ceskoslovenska a poéas existencie Ceskosloven-
ska so stucasnou ,,dobou revolicie vedlajsich désledkov modernity . Za Ustav
politickych vied SAV predniesli svoje prispevky taktiez Ferdinand Vrabel, ktory
sa venoval ¢eskoslovenskym 1égiam, a Norbert Kmet', ktory sa zameral na ¢asto
diskutovana tému v suvislosti s vyro¢im vzniku Ceskoslovenska, a sice $tatny
sviatok a pamétny den na Slovensku, ¢ize 28. oktdber verzus 30. oktober.

Prispevky pravidelnych spolupracovnikov Ustavu politickych vied SAV Ivana
Laluhu, Nadezdy JurciSinovej (Filozoficka fakulta PreSovskej univerzity v Pre-
Sove), Petra Zelendka (Filozoficka fakulta Univerzity Komenského), Bohumily
Ferencuhovej (Historicky ustav SAV) a Svetozara Krna (Filozoficka fakulta Uni-
verzity Konstantina Filozofa v Nitre) predstavovali uz tradi¢ne prinosné vstupy
do diskutovanej problematiky. Okrem uz menovanych re¢nikov pravnicky pohlad
na tému konferencie priblizili prispevky Jozefa Bena (Pravnicka fakulta Univer-
zity Komenského v Bratislave) a Jozefa Vozara (Ustav §tatu a prava SAV), filo-
zofickym kontextom sa zaoberali prispevky Miroslava Pauzu (Filosoficky ustav
AV CR), Petra Svorca (Filozoficka fakulta Pre§ovskej univerzity v Presove). His-
torické aspekty diskutovanej problematiky predniesli Peter Chorvat (Vojensky
historicky tustav), Zuzana Polackova (Historicky tstav SAV), Milena Sokolova
(Historicky ustav SAV), Marek Syrny (Muzeum SNP), Jozef Schwarz (Miestny
odbor Matice slovenskej Bratislava-Petrzalka), Marian Manak (Ustav dejin Tr-
navskej univerzity v Trnave) a Marek Junek (Narodni muzeum Praha). Vdaka
prispevkom pracovnikov Kysuckého muzea v Cadci Tomasa Adaméika, Alojza
Kontrika a Milosa Jesenského, rovnako aj prostrednictvom prispevku Petra Hubu
(Oravska kniznica Antona Habovitiaka) a Petra Viteka (Statny archiv v Ziline so
sidlom v Byt¢i — pracovisko Archiv Liptovsky Mikula§) zazneli na konferencii aj
uzko $pecifikované regiondlne historické témy.

Slovenska a c¢eska odborna verejnost pocas vedeckej konferencie Republika
Cesko-Slovensko. Od monarchie k viastnému §tatu. Ilizie verzus realita prinies-
la naozaj zaujimavé poznatky a podnety k jednému z najvyznamnejSich, ak nie
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k najvyznamnejSiemu medzniku utvarania naSej Statnosti. VSetkym prednasaju-
cim, ako aj posluchaCom patri v mene organizatorov vel'ké pod’akovanie.

Jana Sivicekova
Dovetok

Realizacia vedeckej konferencie Republika Cesko-Slovensko. Od monarchia
k vlastnému Stdtu. Iluzie verzus realita priniesla okrem novych poznatkov a po-
hladov na skimanu problematiku aj neéakanu pozitivnu reakciu od vedenia Zi-
linského samosprdavneho kraja. Jeho predsednicka Erika Jurinova v liste z 30.
aprila 2018 navrhla riaditefovi Ustavu politickych vied SAV, aby so Zilinskym
samospravnym krajom nadviazal na predchadzajucu spoluprdacu z novembra 2017
pri organizovani vedecko-pedagogického seminara Pohlady na slovensku politi-
ku v minulosti a odkaz pre sucasnost, zameraného na osobnosti slovenskej politi-
ky a proti prejavom extrémizmu.” V liste sa okrem iného pise: ,,KedZe si v tomto
roku nielen v nasom kraji, ale i na celom Slovensku a v Ceskej republike pripo-
miname 100. vyrocie vzniku prvej Ceskoslovenskej republiky, velmi rada by som
Vas oslovila k opdtovnej spolupraci a poziadala Vas, aby ste obdobnu konferen-
ciu s touto aktualnou tematikou pripravili a zrealizovali i v naSich priestoroch.
Vedecko-pedagogicky semindr s ndzvom Slovensko pri vzniku Cesko-Slovenska
by bol znova urceny pre pedagégov zdakladnych a strednych §kél Zilinského sa-
mospravneho kraja. Po spolocne zvazenych terminoch navrhujem, aby sa seminar
uskutocnil diia 14. jina 2018 o 10.00 hod. v kongresovej sdle Uradu Zilinského
samospravneho kraja. ™"

Navrh predsedni¢ky Zilinského samospravneho kraja Ustav politickych vied
SAV akceptoval.”** Nielen z hladiska samotného podujatia v Ziline, ale aj v §ir§om
koncep¢nom zabere, v podobe vedecko-pedagogického projektu, v ramci ktorého
by sa seminare pre pedagogov Slovensko pri vzniku Cesko-Slovenska uskutoénili
v centrach vietkych samospravnych krajov. Ideovy zamer UPV SAV ziskal pod-
poru pri konzultacidch so zastupcami sekcie vedy a techniky MSVVa$ SR, s ve-
denim Statneho pedagogického ustavu aj s odbornikmi Metodicko-pedagogické-
ho centra. Po usporiadani dohodnutého seminara v Ziline predpokladame, Ze od
septembra 2018 sa budt v spolupraci so spomenutymi inStiticiami realizovat aj
d’al$ie seminare na tému Slovensko pri vzniku Cesko-Slovenska.

*  Pozri: In: Studia Politica Slovaca, ¢. 2/2017, ro¢. X., s. 114 — 118.
#* List predsednicky ZSK &. 02617/2018/01aZV-16 z 30. aprila 2018 riaditelovi UPV SAV.
#%% L ist riaditela UPV SAV &. 86/2018 zo 14. méja 2018 predsednicke ZSK.
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