
on certain groups, such as students, women and teachers. This was
probably more noticeable after 1918, when the democratic system in
Czechoslovakia proved to be more stable and durable than in other
Central European countries.
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Notes

1. Basic statistical data on the population of the Austro-Hungarian Empire and its or­
ganization can be found in a number of books. A good review in English, for example, is
in Bruce M. Garver, The Young Czech Party 1874-1901 and the Emergence of a Multi-Party
System. New Haven: Yale University Press, 1978, 29-60.

2. Frantisek Palacky (1798-1876) is best known for his two statements proclaimed in
1848: "If Austria did not exist, we would have to create it". After the creation of the
Austro-Hungarian Empire, he lost faith in its ability to survive a major European military
crisis and proclaimed: "We existed before Austria was created, and we will exist after it
breaks up." Palacky was an official Czech historian, who wrote four volumes of Ceske
dejiny narodu ceskeho, The first volume was written in German, the other three, after the
defeat of the revolution in 1848, in Czech. He greatly contributed to the self-knowledge of
the Czech nation, and had a much greater understanding for the positive aspects of the
Czech Hussite movement than did the Austrian historians. He ended his Ceske dejiny with
the year 1526 (the enthronement of the Habsburgs in the Bohemian Kingdom), because
the Viennese censorship would not permit a critical approach to the rule of the Habsburgs
in the lands of the Czech Crown. The major theme of Palacky's historical work was the
Czech struggle for survival against the Germans. Masaryk opposed this interpretation of
Czech history, trying to prove that Czech history had many positive achievements and
ideas worthy of further cultivation. Palacky was a Czech political leader until his death,
capable of preserving relative unity of Czech political struggles.

Masaryk authored several studies on Palacky because he felt that younger genera­
tions knew nothing about him, despite the continuing relevance of his works. His most sig­
nificant study is "Palackeho idea naroda ceskeho." Nase doba, 5 (1897-98): 769-95. 2nd
ed., Praha: Grosman a Svoboda, 1912.

Masaryk also wrote about Palacky in other works such as Ceskd otazka, Karel
Havlicek and in "Casove smery a tuzby," Nase doba I (1894), no. 2, 3, 4.

3. Karel Havlicek (1821-1856) was a brilliant Czech journalist. He was a political
writer, journalist, author, and poet. He published several Czech newspapers, was a deputy
in the Kremsier Parliament, and actively resisted Austrian conservatism, clericalism, and
neo-absolutism, His major concern was with the political education of Czechs in a
democratic spirit. The Viennese government exiled him to Brixen because, with his
balanced liberal views, he had a very broad influence among Czechs. He was called the
'darling of the Czechs', (Milacek Cechu). He contracted tuberculosis in Brixen and died
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in 1856, soon after his release. Masaryk discussed Havlicek's ideas in a number of his
works, and wrote one full volume on Havlfcek, analyzing his views on a number of modern
political ideas and concepts: Karel Havlicek: Snahy a tuzby politickeho probuzeni. Praha:
Jan Laichter, 1896.

4. The most detailed work on the national role of the Bohemian nobility before 1918,
is Josef Holecek, Ceska Slechta, Praha: Ceskoslovenske podniky tiskarske, 1918.

5. The activities of Palacky and Havlicek during the 1848 revolution are explored by
Stanley Pech, The Czech Revolution of 1848. Chapel Hill: The University of North
Carolina Press, 1969.

6. These figures on the number of Czechs and Germans in the Bohemian Kingdom are
generally accepted by historians. They are based on the government 's official data
published on a regular basis before 1914.

7. German demands for the division of the Bohemian Kingdom were first formulated
in 1880, probably as a result of the German failure to prevent the introduction of the
Stremeyer linguistic decrees in 1880 which had increased the status of the Czech language
in Bohemia and Moravia, and the failure to establish German as the official language in
Austria. These were proposed in the Viennese Parliament (Reichsrat) by Herbst and
Wurmbrand in May 1880. These motions are discussed in detail, by William A. Jenks,
Austria Under the Iron Ring, 1879-1893. Charlottesville: The University Press of Virginia,
1965, 90. It is sometimes claimed even by serious historians that the German demand for
the division of the Bohemian Kingdom was made in response to the Czech demand for the
establishment of Czech as "the only official language throughout Bohemia and Moravia,"
(but not Silesia, which was the third Crown land of the Bohemian Kingdom). This is un­
likely,because the Czechs never made such a demand. (For example, such a claim is made
by Robert Kann, History of the Habsburg Empire 1526-1918. Berkeley: University of
California Press, 1974,440).

8. Czech deputies in the Viennese Parliament often presented as "the most ruthless ex­
ploitation" the fact that only 40 percent of direct taxes collected in the Bohemian Kingdom
went back to it for all its needs; the rest was kept by the Viennese government for its par­
ticular purposes (over 17 percent of it went to the military). For example, "Rec Dr. Eduar­
da Gregra na riSske rade." Narodni listy, 17 December 1891. The Czech demand for the
federalization of the Empire was based partly on the argument that more money would be
available for economic purposes, especially agriculture, education, and culture if the Land
Diets had more money at their disposal.
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9. A detailed description of this program can be found in Stanley Z. Pech, The Czech
Revolution of 1848,47-48.

10. Jan Neruda (1834-1891), together with Vftezslav Halek (1835-1874), Karolina Svetla
(1830-1899) and Eliska Krasnohorska (1847-1926), are the most significant representatives
of the generation of writers and poets who, since the 1850s, revolted against romanticism
and moral codes based on authoritarian values . Their works combined a sensitivity toward
the often unpleasant realities of Czech life with ambitions for artistic expression and
modernity. Neruda, with his most realistic approach to life and admiration for knowledge,
including scientific knowledge, came to be more appreciated after his death than others.
A good description of literary works in Czech lands in this period is in Arne Novak, Czech
Literature, translated from Czech by Peter Kussi, edited with a supplement by William E .
Harkins. Ann Arbor: Michigan Slavic Publications 1976, 161-198.

11. The best work in English on Czech cultural advancement in the nineteenth century
is Peter Brock and H. Gordon Skilling, The Czech Renascence of the Nineteenth Century.
Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1970.

12. Differences in the social mobility of Czechs and Germans (especially in Prague) are
discussed by Gary B. Cohen, The Politics of Ethnic Survival: Germans in Prague, 1861­
1914. Princeton, New Jersey: Princeton University Press, 1981, 72-75.

13. In 1891, approximately 10 percent of the male adult population had the right to vote
(the majority in rural areas, only indirectly). In 1895 due to Badeni's electoral reforem the
fourth curiae was created and the number of voters was approximately tripled. The absur­
dities of the electoral laws in Austria were analyzed on several occasions by Czech
deputies in the 1890s who mostly favored universal suffrage.

14. The National Liberal Party (Narodni strana svobodomylslnd], usually called "The
Young Czech Party" (Mladoceska strana), separated formally as a more liberal wing from
the only Czech party, the National Party (Ndrodni Strana) in the 1870s. It was steadily
gaining support among voters and in the elections for the Viennese Parliament in March
1891 resoundly defeated the National Party. Its official policy toward the government until
1896 was oppositional, allowing its deputies complete freedom to expose the Empire
problems in public. Never before had the Reichsrat and the delegations (the only com­
mon government institution of Austria and Hungary dealing with foreign policy) heard
such detailed, factual, and suggestive speeches. The most detailed work in English on the
Young Czech Party is Bruce M. Garver, The Young Czech Party 1874-1901 and the Emer­
gence ofa Multi-Party System. The period of 1891-97 in relation to Young Czech deputies'
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parliamentary work is dealt with in detail in Marie L. Neudorfl, the Czech Liberal Partyand
its Political Activity, 1891-1897 unpublished Ph.D. Dissertation, Edmonton: University of
Alberta, 1981.

15. Little could be done before 1914 in the Austrian policy-making process without the
consent of Austria's German nobility, which was firmly tied to tradition and conservatism.
This is explored by, for example, William M. Johnston, The Austrian Mind -An Intellectual
and Social History, 1848-1938. Berkeley: University of California Press, 1972, 30-75. He
also elaborates on prevailing intellectual and ideological orientation among Austrian Ger­
mans.

16. While the number of Czech periodicals by the 1890s reached over one hundred, it
was not easy for lower classes to have regular access to them because of their prohibitive
cost. Most of these newspapers, magazine, and journals were, in the 1890s, in opposition
to the Viennese government, maintaining great sympathy for the aims and concepts of the
Young Czech Party. The most comprehensive work on Czech periodicals in this period is
Frantisek Roubfk, Bibliographie ceskeho casopisectva z let 1863-1895, Praha: Ceska
akademie ved, 1936. He claims that the quality of Czech newspapers did not lag behind ­
and probably surpassed - the quality of German newspapers in Bohemia. Ibid., xiii. In
1891, thirty-two Czech deputies (out of forty-two) were regularly contributing to Czech
newspapers. Josef Penfzek, Ceskd aktivita v Cechach v letech 1878-1918, 2 vols, Praha:
Cesky ctenar 1930-31, 1:11.

17. Many of these aspects of pre-1914 Germany are explored in English, for example by
Gordon A. Craig, The Germans. New York: New American Library, 1983.

18. While Masaryk enjoys the reputation of being a great democrat, the historical litera­
ture which investigates his work from this point of view is scarce. Older Czech studies still
provide the best references, either in the form of extensive quoting from Masaryk's works,
or summarizing his major ideas . The principal works are: Frantisek Fajfr, "Masarykova
filisofie demokracie", Masarykuv Sbomik I, Praha: 1924, 24, 1-16, 106-118, 207-225; E.
Benes, ed ., Sbomfk T. G. Masarykovi k 60 narozeninam. Praha: Grosman a Svoboda,
1910; Zdenek Franta, ed., Masaryk, Mravnf ndzory. Praha: Statni nakladatelstvi, 1923; J.
B. Kozak and others, eds., Masarykova prace: Sbomlk ze spisu, reci a projevy prvniho
presidenta Ceskoslovenske republiky k osmdesatym jeho narozeninam, Praha: Statnf
nakladatelstvi, 1930; Jan Herben, Masaryk Politik. Praha: Svaz narodnfho osvobozeni,
1925; Josef Kral, Masaryk filosof humanity a demokracie. Praha: Orbis, 1947; very useful
is also Karel Capek, Hovory s T.G.M. Praha: Ceskoslovensky spisovatel, 1969 (first ed. is­
sued between 1928 and 1935).
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In English, a review of Masaryk's major ideas was made by Otakar Odlozilik, ed.,
T. G. Masaryk: His Life and Thought. New York City: Masaryk Institute, 1960. In
Czechoslovakia after 1948, it was impossible to print objective works on Masaryk. The ex­
ception was 1968. However when Milan Machovec published his biography of Masaryk in
1968, he was more concerned with Masaryk 's critique of Marxism than his views on
democracy. Although eighty pages of Masaryk's works were included in the book, little
referred to the question of democracy. (Soon after August 1968, Machovec's book was, of
course, removed from libraries and put on index of prohibited books.) In Western
countries it is only in recent years that the interest in Masaryk has been noticeable, though
not always in the areas important for Masaryk's principal activities and thoughts. The sub­
ject of Masaryk's concept of democracy has received relatively little attention. There
might be two reasons for this. First, Masaryk's understanding of democracy was unusual ­
ly broad, interlocked with all major areas of human activity, making it difficult to study
without considerable knowledge of conditions in specific areas of his contemporary en­
vironment. (An attempt to explain Masaryk's concept of democracy was made by R.
Szporluk, "Masaryk's Idea of Democracy", Slavonic and East European Review, XLI, no.
96, December 1962, 31-49. Here, however, the author oversimplified Masaryk's assump­
tions with respect to his approaches to reality, and made sweeping generalizations and
speculations.) Secondly, there is a recent tendency to approach Masaryk 'critically'
(maybe a response to his presumed 'glorification" before 1938, maybe other more obscure
reasons are involved), and a number of works, which can hardly be considered objective,
were published in the 1980s.

Rene Wellek has called attention to the fact that "Masaryk has often been
grievously misunderstood" in Tomass G. Masaryk, The Meaning of the Czech History,
edited and with an introduction by Rene Wellek, translated by Peter Kussi, Chapel Hill:
The University of North Carolina Press, 1974, xvii. In general terms Wellek probably
grasps the complex meaning of Masaryk's understanding of democracy better than any
other historian; "Democracy meant to him the belief that every man should be able to
strive for perfection, that no outward constraint, no social barrier, no economic or nation­
al oppression should bar his way to the realization of his humanity." He also tries to ex­
plain, especially for an American reader, differences between Masaryk 's humanism and
seemingly similar concept known in North America.

In relation to the second reason for neglecting Masaryk's concepts on democracy
in most of the recently published works, Roman Szporluk's The Political Thought of Tomas
G. Masaryk, Boulder, CO: East European Monographs, 1981, deals with Masaryk's ideas
principally from philosophical - speculative approach. The reader is left puzzled why
Masaryk occupied himself with a number of issues, including the concept of democracy.
At the end of the chapter on 'Leadership: Democracy versus Theocracy', Szporluk says
"No wonder that many of his contemporaries regarded him simply as a romanticist or
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political mystic" before 1914 (79). Many of his exaggerated statements do not make
references to their sources and, on the whole, do not link Masaryk's theoretical considera­
tions with the existing social, economic and national problems in Austria. Eva Schmidt­
Hartmann in her evaluative work, Thomas G. Masaryk's Realism. Originsofa Czech Politi­
cal Concept, Munchen: R. Oldenbourgh Verlag, 1984, often discourses on details of
terminology and phenomena of a secondary importance, and thus fails to grasp the essence
of Masaryk's and the 'Realists' activity before 1914. For example, when describing
Masaryk's work in the Reichsrat in 1891-93, she highlights his inexperience in parliamen­
tary work and a lack of clear realistic objectives, ignoring the fact that Masaryk (as well as
other Young Czechs of that period) provided the parliament with urgently needed and
highly informative speeches, supported by detailed statistics on many long neglected
educational, economic and political problems. Methodologically the least acceptable
work is that of Josef Kalvoda, The Genesis of Czechoslovakia, Boulder, CO: East
European Monographs, 1986. Kalvoda makes no attempt to distinguish between sig­
nificant and insignificant facts, often making detailed speculations for which sources are
dubious or unspecified. He shares with Schmidt-Hartmann a view that Masaryk's "mode
of thought resembles modern totalitarian ideologies or a totalitarian kind of democracy"
(Kalvoda, 20, Schmidt-Hartmann, 130).

Though only partly relevant, discussion on Masaryk and the Czechoslovak
Republic 1918-1938 by F. Gregory Campbell, "Empty Pedestals?", Comments by Gale
Stokes and Roman Szporluk, Slavic Review, Spring 1985, 1-29, should also be mentioned.
Campbell's position is that Czechoslovakia as a nation-state collapsed because it was based
on Masaryk's nationalism which was incompatible, in the long run, with democracy. While
Stokes succeeds in point ing out the weaknesses of Campbell 's major arguments and ap­
proaches, it is symptomatic of this discussion (similarly of those mentioned above), that
specific grave problems in Austria are treated as irrelevant. If these problems were taken
into account, the questionability of Campbell's belief that Austria might had developed in
a more democratic direction after 1918 would, perhaps, have been clearer.

Other critical essays on Masaryk are in Milk Capek and Karel Hruby, ed., T. G.
Masaryk in Perspective: Comments and Criticism, SVU Press, 1981. Jan Patocka in "An
Attempt at a Czech National Philosophy and its Failure" tries to show that from a
philosophical point of view, Masaryk was unsuccessful. However, he ignores the fact that
Masaryk viewed himself more as a sociologist, and with this perspective he approached
realities, including historical developments. Vaclav Cerny's "The Essence of Masaryk's
Personality" notes that Masaryk failed in all his undertakings, except in his admirable
ability to consistantly exhibit moral strength. Cerny's considerations are very abstract, and
the essential Masaryk's is overlooked. Karel Hruby in "Masaryk's Political Outlook"
elaborates only briefly on Masaryk's understanding of democracy (129-30). He presents a
short review of Czech scholars who recently expressed criticism toward Masaryk and his
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political concepts, 130-34. A samizdat publication, Masaryka soucasnost, a 600-page col­
lection of studies on Masaryk by dissident historians, was edited by Milan Machovec, Petr
Pithart, and Josef Dubsky, and is available in a few Western libraries. The publication was
thoroughly reviewed by H. Gordon Skilling, "The Rediscovery of Masaryk," Cross Currents:
A Yearbook of Central European Culture. Ann Arbor, 1983,87-112.

The most recent relevant work on Masaryk published in the West (but in Czech)
is that of Jaroslav Opat, Filosof a politik, Tomas GarrigueMasaryk 1882-1893, Koln: Index,
1987. This book is an excellent review of Masaryk's various activities before 1893, as well
as his views and those of many of his opponents. However some important issues of
Masaryk's concern were not explored, including democracy. A book by Roland Hof­
fmann , T. G. Masaryk und tschechische Frage, Miichen: 1988, has also been recently
published. This work is primarily concerned with Masaryk's views on position of the
Czech nation in the framework of the Habsburg monarchy.

19. Around 1875 Masaryk published nine articles in Moravskd orlice about political
theory and practice. Jan Herben, Masaryk politik. Praha: Svaz narodnfho osvobozeni,
1925. As more detailed explanation of his assumptions is in Zdkladove konkretni logiky,
Praha: Bursfk & Kohout, 1885, 108, 150-187, and in Modem Man and Religion. Trans­
lated by Ann Bibra and Dr. Vaclav Benes (from Modemi clovek a nabozenstvi), London:
George Allen & Unwin Ltd., 1938, 37-61, 161-212. Also published by Westport: Green­
wood Press, 1970.

20. Around 1907 Masaryk began to consider revolution as the last recourse for achiev­
ing legitimate aims, if all other means failed. He added this option in later editions of
Ceskd otdzka. For example, Ceskd otdzka. Nase nynejsi krise. Praha: Cin, 1936, 287.
Masaryk seems to mention revolution as an alternative for attaining political and social
changes in Austria for the first time in 1894. "0 pornernem zastoupenf." Nase doba I. no.
1,20 December 1894, 17-21. Masaryk also viewed Jesus as a kind of a revolutionary. T.
G. Masaryk, Klerikalismus a socialismus. (Public lecture, 30 March 1907 in Valasske
Mezirici]. VaJasske Mezirici, Politicky pokrokovy spolek, 1907, 2nd ed.

21. Masaryk always understood education in a broad sense, which included efforts for a
better grasp of social, cultural, economic and political realities. He believed that such a
comprehensive understanding contributed to a more responsive and constructive ap­
proach to life; not only to one's own but also to that of others, and the nation's. Although
this thesis occurs in the majority of his work, it is developed most extensively in Ceska
otdzka, Praha: Cas, 1895.
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22. Zakladovekonkretni logiky, 224. Generally, these ideas can be found in most of
Masaryk's relevant works; they are best summarized in T. G. Masaryk, Demokratism v
politice. (Originally a lecture at the Czech Technical School on 19 May 1912); and in
Nesnaze demokracie. Praha: Pokrok,1913. Other more specific works will be mentioned
below.

23. The most important of Masaryk's works discussing variou s problems related to the
democratization of non-political areas are Ceska otazka. Nase nynejsikrise a desorganizace
mladoceske strany. Praha: Cas , 1895; Karel Havlicek: Snahy a tuzby politickeho probuzeni.
Praha: Jan Laichter, 1896. (It is important to be aware that the English translation of
Ceskd otazka is not verbatim. It includes parts of other studies by Masaryk, and referen­
ces to contemporary conditions were often omitted from the translation. The Meaning of
Czech History, edited and with an Introduction by Rene Wellek, translated by Peter Kussi,
Chapel Hill: The University of North Carolina Press, 1974.) In other studies, Masaryk re­
lates the issue of democratization with national identity more explicitly: Jan Hus. Praha:
Cas, 1896; Hus ceskemu studenstvu. Praha: Spolek evangelickych akademiku Jeronym,
1900 (2nd ed.); "0 narodnosti, mezinarodnosti a humanite." Cas XI. no.5, 30 January 1897,
72-76. A series of articles in Nase doba (1894-96) on Dobrovsky, Kollar, Safarik and
Palacky is also relevant in this context. Pravo historicke a prirozene. Praha: Cas, 1900.
Most of Masaryk's important articles and speeches on 'women question', which he
regarded as exceptionally relevant to democratization, are compiled in Masaryk a zeny.
Sbomik. Praha: Zenska narodni rada, 1930.

24. It would seem that this approach has important implications even in our times. In
spite of their struggle for democracy, some countries repeatedly failed to achieve it main­
ly because they focused exclusively on the political aspects of democracy and did not pay
enough attention to other relevant factors.

25. The best review of the negotiations between Czech politicians and the Viennese
government about political, national and cultural concessions to Czechs between 1848 and
1914 is still to be found in Zdenek V. Tobolka, Politicke dejiny ceskoslovenskeho naroda od
roku 1848 az do dneini doby. 4 vols. in 5. Praha: Ceskoslovensky Kompas, 1932-36. In
English, reviews can be found in Bruce M. Garver, The Young Czech Party 1874-1901 and
the Emergence of a Multi-Party System, 29-59, 121-153, 217-278. Masaryk's Ceska otazka
was to great extent a response to the political demoralization among Czechs after excep­
tional measures were declared for Prague and surroundings in September 1893 which were
designed to block the increasing political activity of the Czech public. Masaryk argued on
several occasions that closer relations with Germany fostered an unwillingness on the part
of the Viennese government and Austrian politicians to make genuine attempts to solve
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the major political and national problems in the Empire. Like the other Czech deputies,
he especially opposed the rule in delegations not to make connections between foreign and
domestic policies and the principle of 'non-political policy.' (This principle was accepted
by the majority of the Reichsrat at the suggestion of the Crown Speech of April 11, 1891.
It basically meant an exclusion of all discussions about national constitutional and
denominational matters. The rule was in force for several years, and was especially aimed
at critics of increasingly closer relations between the Empire and Germany. "Otazka ceska
v nove rade rfske." Narodni listy, 29 March 1891.) For Masaryk's speech in the Reichsrat
on foreign policy, 14 June 1893, see Narodi listy, 15 June 1893.

26. Zdkladove konkretni logiky, 224.

27. Masaryk's parliamentary speeches on foreign policy, especially those delivered be­
tween 1891 and 1893, reflect these views clearly. Most of them, slightly abridged, are in
Jiri Kovtun, Slovo rna poslanec Masaryk. Mimchen: Edice Arkyr, 1985.

28. Masaryk summarized his views on major political problems in the program of the
'Realists,' of whom he was one of the most prominent member. "Navrh programu
lidoveho." Cas IV. no. 44, 1 November 1890. Analysis of this program is in "Glosy ku
programu lidovemu." Cas IV, no. 45, 8 November, no. 46, 15 November, and no. 47, 22
November 1890. Universal suffrage and equal educational opportunities at the secondary
and university levels for women were a part of this program. The 'Realists' joined the
Czech National Liberal Party (the Young Czechs) before the elections for the Viennese
Parliament in March 1891, and they were very influential (especially Masaryk) in formulat­
ing the party's political program : "Celostatnf prohlasenf mladoceske strany k ceskemu
lidu." Narodni fisty, 22 February 1891 (and in several other following issues).

29. Masaryk's conviction that the support of Austrian Germans was needed for political
reforms was expressed most strongly in his speech to the voters of Strakonice on 22 Sep­
tember 1891. "Poslanec prof. T. G. Masaryk pred volici." Narodni fisty, 24 September 1891.
Because of the speech, this edition of Narodni fisty was confiscated by the police, but
Plzenske fisty reported the content of the speech in detail on 24 September 1891.

30. Besides monographs and studies mentioned in note 23, the following works are most
relevant: Idealy humanitnf. Praha: Cas, 1901; English translation, Humanistic Ideals.
translation and Preface by W. Preston Waren with a Foreword by Hubert Humphrey.
Lewisburg: Bucknell University Press, 1971; "Humanita a narodnost." Nase doba IV, no.
3, 20 December 18%, 193-205; "0 narodnosti, mezinarodnosti a humanite ." Cas XI, no 5,
30 January 1897, 72-76; Provo historicke a prirozene. Praha: Cas, 1900.
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31. Masaryk valued the existence of the Habsburg Empire from the national point of
view (mainly as security for participating nations) as well as from international point of
view (economic advantages, etc.). He firmly believed that it was possible to persuade the
Austrian Germans and their representatives through detailed information and sound argu­
ments that it was in the interest of all to work for the genuine solution of existing problems.
However, by 1893 he became bitterly disappointed and on several occasions noted that the
stubborn insistence of the German representatives in the Reichsrat on centralism and the
status quo generally, would eventually work against the stability of the Empire and towards
its destruction. While he favored federal reorganization of the Empire, he focused on ar­
guments justifying the demand of a greater autonomy of the Bohemian Kingdom (con­
centrating particularly on issues such as taxes, educational system, and economic policies).
When Masaryk realized that the parliamentary majority (mostly Austrian Germans) was
not responsive to the evidence presented and that parliament had increasingly less in­
fluence on policy and decision-making, he resigned his parliamentary seat in September
1893. It is noteworthy that in 1891 Masaryk had openly written that it was necessary to be
prepared for a collapse of the Austro-Hungarian empire. This statement was made in the
context of addressing the question of how to make the Czech nation more mature in all
spheres, particularly in the political domain. T. G. Masaryk, "Nekolik uvah 0 slovanske
otazce," Cas V, no. 4,17 December 1891,660-71.

32. For example, in 1890sBohemia annually contributed about 120 million gulden to the
state treasury, but Bohemia received back from the Viennese government only 40 million
for all its needs. "Schuze Snemu ceskeho kralovstvf." Narodni listy, 1 January 1891. More
detailed statistics are in Oesterreichisches Statistisches Handbuch. K K Oesterreichische
Statistische Zentralkomission. Wien: A. Hoelder, 1891-1900.

33. This was especially relevant concerning the abolition of Badeni's decrees in 1897.
They were aimed at the near parity of Czechs and Germans in government administration
in Bohemia and Moravia. The violent reactions of Austrian Germans had a demoralizing
effect on Czechs. Josef Penfzek, a Czech journalist residing in Vienna in this period,
claimed in 1906 that the failure of Viennese government to implement these decrees
caused, among Czechs, a complete collapse of trust in the monarchy. Josef Penizek, Aus
bewegten Zeiten 1895 - 1905. Wien: Karl Konegen, 1906. He also described the German
victory as permanently weakening parliamentarism and constitutionalism in Austria.
Penizek, Ceska aktivita v Cechacb v letech 1878-1918. 2 vols. Praha: Cesky ctenar, 1930­
31,2: 386.

Masaryk's arguments in favor of greater political democratization for the Czech
nation took into the consideration that the Czechs comprised two thirds of the population
in the Bohemian Kingdom. Thus, their unequal position vis-a-vis the German minority was
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absurd in the light of modern progressive political concepts. He also claimed that German
justification for their dominant position by their economic, cultural and historical supe­
riority did not truly reflect realities of the 1890s. For example, W. A. Jenks, in Austria
Under the Iron Ring, 1879-1893, 274, states that Czech cultural development was by the
1880s very close to that of the Germans. A comparison of economic development among
the Bohemian Czech and the Germans is found in Jan Havranek" "The Development of
Czech Nationalism," Austrian History Yearbook, 3, pt.2 (1967), 223-60. Havranek states
that "during the second half of the nineteenth century the Germans were actually sur ­
passed in wealth by the Czechs in Bohemia." Ibid., 245.

34. "Poslanecka snemovna." Narodni listy, 20 March 1893. Masaryk remained in favor
of universal suffrage, even when the Young Czech Party temporarily removed the demand
for it from its program in 1896. When Masaryk established a new People's Party at the
beginning of the 1900s, this demand was a part of its program.

35. A review of attitudes on universal suffrage is found in Jan Havranek, Boj za
vseobecne, prime a rovne hlasovaci pravo roku 1893. Praha: Ceskoslovenska akademie
ved, 1964. Penfzek mentions that the arguments used in the Reichsrat in favor of direct
elections in rural areas were based on the fact that there had been eight years of compul­
sory education in Austria since 1867. Penfzek, Ceskf aktivita, 2: 121. Masaryk's view on
proportional representation is summarized in "0 pomernem zastoupenf" Nose doba I, no.
1, 1894. The Austrian electoral reform of 1907 is analyzed in William A. Jenks, The
Austrian Electoral Reform of 1907. New York: Columbia University Press, 1950. The
electoral reform of 1882 made about 10% adult male population eligible for voting. By
1896 this percentage was approximately tripled, and in 1907 a universal suffrage was intro­
duced; indirect for males older than 24 years, and direct for males older than 30 years.

36. See note number 25.

Masaryk and other Czech deputies pointed out that it was, basically, a lack of
knowledge of Slavs on the part of Austrian Germans and their political leaders in par­
ticular, which generated their prejudices toward Slavicgroups in the Empire. This lack of
knowledge contributed to the German desire for greater centralism and Germanization.
In November 1892,Masaryk delivered a speech in the Reichsrat where he analyzed, in very
specific and bitter terms, German ignorance of important realities of the empire related to
its multinational character and historical context. "Rec poslance prof. dr. T. G. Masaryka
pri rozpoctove debate ra rfSske rade dne 18 listopadu." Narodnt listy, 23 November 1892.
The speech caused a great commotion in the Reichsrat, and since Masaryk made referen­
ces to the Bohemian Staatsrecht, German deputy Max Menger declared him a traitor.
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