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Abstract: This paper analyses the options to apply the model of Polish-Lithuanian republi-
canism - studied mainly for the 16th—19th century context — for the research of the Czech
historical tradition of political thought. By doing so, the article tries to deconstruct the
traditional national narrativization of the Czech domestic political discourse as a gradual
evolution of classical liberalism and ethnic nationalism (i.e., the narrative created during the
National Revival and emphasized dominantly again after 1989) with the help of suggestion
that the Czech historical political thought might have reflected specific interpretations of
political values (liberty, equality, common good, etc.) that have been already identified in
the Polish-Lithuanian aristocratic milieu.

Contrary to the Polish historiography that reflects and analyses the domestic tradition
of republican political thought on a large scale, the Czech historical science still lacks ap-
propriate theoretical and methodological tools to interpret the Bohemian (and later Czech)
discourse of political theory from the perspective of Central European republican tradition.
Hence, this paper identifies the main impetuses for such research on possible patterns of
Czech historical republicanism, including the challenge to deconstruct the traditional nar-
rativization of the Czech “national story” constructed mainly at the turn of the 19th and
20th centuries. The operationalization of the republican theory in the Central European
context — based primarily on the current state of research of the Polish-Lithuanian historical
case revealing new contextual meanings of political concepts such as mixed government,
liberty, equality, or common good — opens the space for re-interpretation of fundamental
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Czech political and civic values that have been so far dominantly understood in the frame-
work of the “victory march” of liberal, democratic and ethno-national principles. Such re-
interpretation — enriching the perspectives of both Czech as well as broader Central Euro-
pean study of political ideas — is therefore suggested in case of two relevant historical cases:
1) the Bohemian political thought during the 1618 anti-Habsburg uprising; 2) the Czech
political discourse in the 1848 revolution.

Keywords: republicanism; Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth; Czech political thought;
contextualism; narrativization of the past
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Why Polish republicanism and why in the Czech context?

Contrary to the standard research papers — which are prevalently focused on the
analytical presentation of the already gained research data and their interpreta-
tions — the main aim of this study (whose essential traits were first presented at the
platform of the Prague II. Congress of the Czech Polish studies in October 2023)
is slightly different. Corresponding with the crucial aim of the aforementioned
event as a whole, i.e,, to open the possible new research perspectives and to raise
innovative and inspiring questions in the field of studying Czech and Polish history
instead of explaining detailed but scattered results of particular scientific projects,
this paper endeavours to 1) sum up the importance of a recent state of research of
the Polish historical republicanism as a relevant and specific tradition of European
political thought; 2) suggest potential ways to apply these republican schemes to
the research of Bohemian (and later Czech) political thought from the historical
contextualist perspective. Furthermore, this effort is supposed to deconstruct the
traditional Czech narrativization of the national past as a gradual evolution of Czech
liberal patterns towards their final domination after 1989, i.e., at the time when the
framework of liberal democratic regime and discourse gained a position of a main-
stream paradigm.'

! For the dominant position of the liberal paradigm in the narrativization of the Czech

past political thought and identity see R. Chlup, Competing myths of Czech identity, New
Perspectives, Interdisciplinary Journal of Central & East European Politics and Interna-
tional Relations, 28 (2020), no. 2, pp. 179-204; O. Urban, Czech Liberalism, 1848-1918,
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When the Czech politics of memory — since the time of the so-called National
Revival in the 19th century onwards — has been traditionally based mostly on the
historiographical image of the Czech past written by Franti$ek Palacky” and on the
specific philosophy of Czech history presented by Toméa$ Garrigue Masaryk,’ this
narrativization helped to emphasize dominantly liberal “essence” of the Czech na-
tional spirit that in addition influenced significantly also a peculiar Czech public sen-
sitivity towards the concepts of one 's own national exceptionalism. Moreover, since
especially Masaryk s treatment of liberal values, including freedom and equality, did
not clearly fit into the paradigm of classical liberalism — when it pointed out impor-
tant social or even socialist patterns* —, the conceptualization of the history of Czech
political thought as gradual enforcement of “progressive” attributes of humanism,
egalitarianism and “true” freedom was later used even in the Marxist narrativiza-
tion of the Czech historical thought — though with necessary ideological reformu-
lation.®

Hence, the Czech mainstream interpretation of the national past as an exclusive
story of liberal and social emancipation — including the evolution of concepts such
as peaceful respect towards individual liberty or humanist democratism — has always
highlighted several chapters from the history of Bohemian lands while diminishing
or completely neglecting a possible impact of different traditions at the same time;
that is why the role of Hussitism or Czech Brethren with Comenius at the forefront
was if not glorified then at least emphasized. By contrast, other important formative
parts of the Czech intellectual history, such as the influence of Bohemian nobility in
the 16th—-19th century, the impact of the Catholic reformation, or the role of ethni-
cally non-Czech groups like Germans or Jews in the framework of the Czech/Bohe-

lin:] Liberty and the Search for Identity: Liberal Nationalisms and the Legacy of Empires,
ed. by I.Z. Denes, Budapest 2006, pp. 273-308; K. Williams, National myths in the new
Czech liberalism, [in:] Myths and Nationhood, ed. by G. Hosking, G. Schépflin, New York
2013, pp. 132-140.

* . Palacky, Déjiny ndrodu ceského w Cechdch a w Morawé dle ptivodnich pramenil, Praha
1848.

3 See especially T.G. Masaryk, Ceskd otdzka: snahy a tuzby ndrodniho obrozeni, Praha
1898S.

* Masaryk’s socially progressive ideas are clearly presented in: Cesky liberalismus: texty
a osobnosti, ed. by M. Znoj, J. Havranek, M. Sekera, Praha 1995, pp. 287-337.

5 This Marxist narrativization of the former Czech national traditions was elaborated
by the communist historian and high ranked politician Zdenék Nejedly, see Z. Nejedly,
Komunisté — dédici velikych tradic ¢eského ndroda, Praha 1946.
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mian political thought were frequently omitted from the official politics of memory
and its mainstream narrativization.®

Such effort to accentuate the essence of Czech nationhood as a phenomenon
completely different from other Central European identities causes serious conse-
quences when speaking of Czech (or even broader Central European) domestic
attitudes towards pluralism, national distinction, and tolerating of “the others.”” The
Czech national narrativization of the past political thought led in fact to the promo-
tion of its anti-aristocratic and anti-Church patterns — criticizing for instance an
assumingly inborn arrogance of German, Polish or Hungarian nobility which was
supposed to contrast with an “ordinary” and inherently pleasant peasant origin of
the Czech people. Furthermore, such identification of the Czech liberal and egalitar-
ian national story with its supposed bourgeois or even peasant character contributed
to the rejection of those intellectual traditions that were labelled precisely as pro-
ducts of neighboring milieu of German, Polish, or Hungarian aristocratic thinkers
identified as representatives of non-Slavic romanticism, Messianism or militarism.®
If one thus wants to deconstruct the traditional and dominant understanding of the
Czech historical political thought as a story of liberal emancipation, it is necessary to
take into consideration possible relevance of such traditions that were automatically
excluded from the national narrative as too foreign and inimical. That is also why
this paper suggests possible ways to study the historical moments of Czech political
thought whose possible republican features have been — contrary to the Polish case -
almost completely neglected in the Czech historiography and history of ideas so far.

¢ 'This problem is tackled for example in: M. Kopecek, Déjiny 20. stoleti. Ceské, ceskoslo-

venské nebo béhmisch?, [in:] X. sjezd ceskych historikii. 14.-16.9.2011. Ostrava, Vol. 6, ed.
by A. Zaticky, P. Kadlec, M. Zavodnd, Ostrava 2017, pp. 10-18.

7 For the specific Central European lack of experience with ethnic otherhood after 1945
see L. Bibo, The Miseries of East European Small States, [in:] The Art of Peacemaking: Po-
litical essays by Istvdn Bibé, ed. by I.Z. Denes, New Haven-London 2015, pp. 130-180.

8 In this respect, a typical 19th century Pan-Slavist or rather Austro-Slavist attempt to
deny the impact of the German discourse of the Enlightenment as too inimical to the
open-minded character of the Czech national spirit can be highlighted, not speaking
about Masaryk’s defiance against the Polish aristocratic Romanticism and Messianism,
see J. Kvétina, Czeskie refleksje nad polskim mesjanizmem. Mickiewicz, Krasiriski i Trentowski
w ujeciu Tomd$a Garrigue’a Masaryka, [in:] Miedzy pracq organiczng a walkq o niepodle-
glosé. Myl filozoficzna w Wielkopolsce w okresie zaboréw, ed. by K. Brzechczyn, A. Waw-
rzynowicz, Warszawa 2022, pp. 79-104.
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Specification of the republican attributes: the Polish-Lithuanian
“Eastern” model

As suggested, before one can indicate possible ways concerning the study of Czech/
Bohemian historical republicanism, it is appropriate to reflect the current state of
research on republican patterns in the context of Polish-Lithuanian political thought.
In this respect, one has to admit that the theoretical concept of early modern repub-
licanism — identified first in the context of Western European premodern political
communities such as Northern Italian city-states (Florence, Venice, Lucca, etc.),
United Provinces or English monarchy after the civil war® - started to be applied to
the milieu of the Polish kingdom and later the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth
only a few decades after the republican tradition was formulated as a specific legacy
of political thought."® Even though there have always been serious doubts whether to
consider these Polish political ideas as a part of the same broader European heritage
or as an autochthonous canon raising from peculiar aristocratic culture, the thingis
that the concept of Polish noble republicanism — despite its distinctions like pres-
ence of serfdom, limitation of civil rights to “highborn” social class or huge extent
of territorial borders — has quickly become a significant part of historiographic ap-
proaches and early modern political theory as well."

° See M. Peltonen, Classical Humanism and Republicanism in English Political Thought,

1570-1640, Cambridge 1995; W.R.E. Velema, That a Republic is Better than a Monarchy:
Anti-monarchism in Early Modern Dutch Political Thought, [in:] Republicanism: a Shared
European Heritage, vol. 1: Republicanism and Constitutionalism in Early Modern Europe,
ed. by M. van Gelderen, Q. Skinner, , Cambridge 2002, pp. 9-25; J. Scott, Classical Re-
publicanism in Seventeenth-century England and the Netherlands, [in:] ibidem, pp. 61-81.
' In this case, the role of former term “civic humanism” elaborated first by Hans Baron
cannot be underestimated, H. Baron, The Crisis of the Early Italian Renaissance: Civic Hu-
manism and Republican Liberty in an Age of Classicism and Tyranny, Princeton 195S5; see
also Renaissance Civic Humanism: Reappraisals and Reflections, ed. by J. Hankins, Cam-
bridge 2000.

' See A. Grzeskowiak-Krwawicz, Anti-monarchism in Polish Republicanism in the Seven-
teenth and Eighteenth Centuries, [in:] Republicanism: a Shared European Heritage, vol. 1:
Republicanism and Constitutionalism in Early Modern Europe, ed. by M. van Gelderen,
Q. Skinner, s. 43-59; D. Pietrzyk-Reeves, Lad Rzeczypospolitej. Polska mysl polityczna XVI
wieku a klasyczna tradycja republikariska, Krakéw 2012; idem, Polish Republican Discourse
in the Sixteenth Century, Cambridge 2020; for the Czech perspective: J. Kvétina, Mytus
republiky. Identita a politicky diskurz rané novovéké polské Slechty, Hradec Kralové 2020.
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As it was already mentioned, this noticeable research attention devoted to politi-
cal ideas of the Polish-Lithuanian nobility in the 16th-18th century sharply contrasts
with the research trends of similar world of political mentality in the case of Czech/
Bohemian or even Hungarian nobility'* at the same period although the initial politi-
cal structure of all three kingdoms evinced similar features regarding especially the
concept of “monarchy of estates” with the principle of noble political sovereignty at
the forefront.”” Of course, the imbalance between deep and extensive historiographic
focus on study of political ideas Polish noblemen’s on one hand and lack of research
interest in the then Bohemian or Hungarian “republican” moments on the other hand
can be explained by the infamous fate of the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth at the
end of the 18th century, when the model of this aristocratic state almost immediately
became a very famous “cautionary tale” of the so called “Sonderweg, i.e. the nega-
tive historical example that the other political structures should avoid to survive."*
Moreover, that the context of the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth represented

2 P. Mata, Patres Patriae or Proditores Patriae? Legitimizing and de-legitimizing the au-

thority of the provincial estates in seventeenth-century Bohemia, [in:] Whose love of Which
country? Composite States, National Histories and Patriotic Discourses in Early Modern
East Central Europe, ed. by B. Trencsényi, M. Zaszkaliczky, Leiden-Boston, pp. 405-442;
B. Varga, Political humanism and the corporate theory of state: Nation, patria and virtue in
Hungarian politica thought of the sixteenth century, [in:] ibidem, pp. 285-314; K. Teszelsky,
The Hungarian roots of a Bohemian humanist: Johann Jessenius A Jessen and early modern
national identity, [in:] ibidem, pp. 315-332.

13 For the reflection of Central European early modern states as monarchies of estates
see J. Bahlcke, Modernization and state-building in an east-central European Estates’ system:
the example of the Confoederatio Bohemica of 1619, Parliaments, Estates & Representation,
17 (1997), no. 1, pp. 61-73; W. Eberhard, The Political System and the Intellectual Tradi-
tions of the Bohemian Stéindestaat from the Thirteenth to the Sixteenth Century, [in:] Crown,
Church and Estates: Central European Politics in the Sixteenth and Seventeenth Centuries, ed.
by R.JW. Evans, T.V. Thomas, London 1991, pp. 23-47; J. Jani$ova, D. Janis, King, Estates
and The Czech Crown: The legal sources of the ideas of freedom in the medieval and early mod-
ern Czech lands, [in:] Magna Carta. A Central European perspective of our common heritage
of freedom, ed. by Z. Rau, P. Zurawski vel Grajewski, M. Tracz-Tryniecki, London 2016,
pp- 79-126; A.K. Molnar, L. Volgyesi, The Hungarian Experience of Freedom, The tradition
of the Golden Bull, [in:] ibidem, pp. 37-78; K. Teszelsky, The Holy Crown and the Hun-
garian Estates: Constructing Early Modern Identity in the Kingdom of Hungary, Gottingen
2023; G. Pélfty, Crisis in the Habsburg Monarchy and Hungary, 1619-1622, The Hungarian
Estates and Gdbor Bethlen, The Hungarian historical review: new series of Acta Historica
Academiae Scientiarum Hungaricae, 2 (2013), no. 4, pp. 733-760.

4 R. Butterwick, Introduction, [in:] The Polish-Lithuanian Monarchy in European Context,
¢. 1500-179S, ed. by idem, New York 2001, p. 1.
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more peculiar and thus attractive case study for political theory and history of ideas
than the framework of Bohemian noble political thought from the same period is
also intensified by the fact that the Polish-Lithuanian “republicanism” represented
continual and long-term tradition established already in the early 16th century and
survived — as a desirable legacy of the Polish noble identity'® — even the last days of
the Commonwealth. The evolution of this tradition, therefore, differs from the fate
of similar patterns of political culture in the Czech and Hungarian milieus, where
the specific “non-absolutist” tradition was radically ruptured by the impact of the
Habsburg royal demands, first in 1526 when the Habsburg dynasty was elected to
the Bohemian and Hungarian throne and second gradually in the 17th century when
the series of unsuccessful anti-absolutist or even anti-Habsburg revolts led to the final
incorporation of Bohemian lands and Hungarian kingdom into the framework of the
Hereditary Lands of the House of Habsburg.'®

Nevertheless, despite the fact that the Bohemian (or even Hungarian) early mod-
ern political culture is dominantly perceived through the lens of “Habsburg” absolutist
doctrine than as a possible related branch of the Polish-Lithuanian (and East-Central)
distinctive political theory of noble estates, one should not neglect that especially po-
litical discussions in the Czech Kingdom at the turn of the 16th and the 17th century
reflected very similar traits — regarding ideas, argumentation, used language and figures
of speech as well - that one can identify in the discourse of the then Polish aristocratic
republicanism. In this respect, for understanding such tradition of Polish republican
thought and its possible finding in different though related Central European contexts,
it is necessary not to work with the term republicanism only as a vague “buzzword”
or gross concept that can be instrumentally (mis)used for almost any thinkable ideo-

5 A. Grzeskowiak-Krwawicz, The Younger Europe — or Rather the Older? Visons of Politics
in the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth in the 16"-18" centuries, [in:] Defining the Iden-
tity of the Younger Europe, ed. by M. Hanusiewicz-Lavallee, R.A. Maryks, Leiden-Boston
2023, pp. 31-47.

16" In the Bohemian case, the turn was represented mostly by the failure of the Bohe-
mian revolt in 1618-1620, whereas the incorporation of the Hungarian Kingdom was
more gradual and never accomplished, even though the series of unsuccessful revolts
such as the one led by Imre Thokoly in 1678-1686 and later rebellion of Ferenc Rakdczi
in 1703-1711 contributed in the end to the Habsburg dominance in the 18th century,
H.W. Bergerhausen, Die ,Verneuerte Landesordnung” in Béhmen 1627: ein Grunddokument
des habsburgischen Absolutismus, Historische Zeitschrift 272 (2001), no. 1, pp. 327-352;
A. Komlosy, S. Berger, A. Miller, Imperial cohesion, nation-building, and regional integration
in the Habsburg monarchy, [in:] Nationalizing empires, ed. by S. Berger, A. Miller, Budapest
2018, pp. 369-427.
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logical interpretations,'” but as a solid and contextually well-elaborated concept in the
framework of the history of ideas and intellectual history. As has been already indicated,
such convincing usage of republican theory in various historical milieus is possible
with the help of contextualist approaches of the so-called Cambridge School'® that
enable the study of particular political ideas and even long-term language traditions
as a part of contemporaneous social and political practices and not as theoretical con-
tributions to the perennialist understanding of “eternal” issues of political philosophy
such as the theory of freedom, human rights or social justice. Regarding the research of
republican legacy, it means that instead of treating its content as a continual emancipa-
tion of modern model of republican government in opposition to monarchism, one
has to define and understand republican principles in accordance with language mean-
ings that were assigned to them by the political agents of the particular period that
one studies. In this respect, one thus cannot speak about “one” republican tradition
but about several republican concepts that elaborated the ideal of republican citizen-
ship even though their conceptualization of the “best government” and “constitution”
might have varied at different periods of time; that is why one should distinguish be-
tween early modern, Enlightened and modern version of republicanism as distinctive
concepts of republican thought."

However, when one talks about the early modern republican legacy as the phe-
nomenon studied in the context of Italian city-states, English 17th-century parlia-
mentarianism, Dutch “anti-Orangeism™ or the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth,
it is desirable not to exaggerate the role of anti-monarchical principles, since the

7" For the problem of gross concepts see L. Shapiro, The Flight from Reality in the Human

Sciences, Princeton 200S5.

'8 For the essential methodological principles of the Cambridge School see Q. Skinner,
Meaning and Understanding in the History of Ideas, History and Theory, 8 (1969), no. 1,
pp. 3-53; J.G.A. Pocock, Political Thought and History: Essays on Theory and Method, Cam-
bridge 2009.

!9 B. Brugger, Republican Theory in Political Thought: Virtuous or Virtual?, London 1999,
pp- 18-19.

20 The Dutch anti-absolutist republican discourse is analysed here: I. Kozmanova, “Cest
a reputace tohoto stdtu”: Nizozemskd republika na féru dvorské vefejnosti v poloviné 17. sto-
leti, Opera Historica, 17 (2016), no. 2, pp. 178-200; E.H. Kossmann, The Dutch Republic
in the Eighteenth Century, [in:] The Dutch Republic in the Eighteenth-Century. Decline, En-
lightenment, and Revolution, ed. by M.C. Jacob, WW. Mijnhardt, Ithaca 1992, pp. 19-31;
LE. Jensen, Pre-Modern Dutch identity and the peace celebrations of 1748, [in:] Discord
and Consensus in the Low Countries, 1700-2000, ed. by J. Fenoulhet, G. Quist, U. Tiedau,
London 2016, pp. 6-19.
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republican discourse in the 16th—18th century considered monarchy as the legiti-
mate form of government that must be, however, adjusted to prevent itself from
its “absolutist” forms. That is why it is necessary to identify the roots of this tra-
dition especially in the contexts that were contemporaneously endangered by the
threat of tyranny — or at least, where the members of a political community (treating
themselves as citizens) presented the ruling political atmosphere as possible arrival
of a tyrant. The formulation of a republican political tradition has been therefore
classically linked to the space of Northern Italian city-states — whose republican
constitutions prevented themselves both against foreign domination and internal
coup d*états into signorias — and whose theoretical framing labelled by Pocock as the

“Machiavellian moment”?!

was later exported to other similar milieus distinguishing
their legitimate “republican” rule from absolutist or tyrannical tendencies; in this
respect, it is not surprising that the impact on French Monarchomachs, Dutch anti-
Orangists or English adherents to the Parliament during the Civil war was crucial.

Nevertheless, since the anti-tyrannical discourse of the 16th and 17th centuries
was no less relevant in the context of the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth, the
research of possible republican discourse started to be applied in recent few decades
to identify and interpret the essential traits of the Polish-Lithuanian noble political
mentality in the framework of the broader European tradition of the then republi-
canism. Even though the debates about whether to consider the Polish-Lithuanian
republican tradition mainly as an inspiration imported from abroad or to highlight
an autochthonous character of the older Polish domestic tradition are still going on,
the thing is there is a significant overlapping consensus that the Polish-Lithuanian
early modern political culture evinced several attributes similar to the discourse of
the Western European republicanism. Speaking about such attributes, one should
highlight that — despite Polish-Lithuanian peculiarities such as the completely aris-
tocratic and territorially extensive form of the republic that Jean-Jacques Rousseau
stressed already in the 18th century®® — the Polish political theory of that time was
based on several significant principles™ that can be subsumed as the corpus of early
modern republican thought:

I J.G.A. Pocock, The Machiavellian Moment: Florentine Political Thought and the Atlantic
Republican Tradition, Princeton 1975.

> J.-J. Rousseau, Les Considérations sur le gouvernement de Pologne et sur sa réformation
projeté, [in:] Collection compléte des oeuvres de J.J. Rousseau, Genéve 1782, pp. 255-442.
2 A. Grzeskowiak-Krwawicz, The Political Discourse of the Polish-Lithuanian Common-
wealth. Concepts and Ideas, transl. D.J. Sax, New York and London 2021.
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— the idea of continuity between ancient “golden” times of the Roman Repub-
lic and its early modern embodiment represented precisely by the Polish-
Lithuanian Commonwealth (i.e. the fact that the Polish-Lithuanian nobility
believed they were descendants of great citizens and orators from antiquity
contributed to their presentation of the Polish-Lithuanian constitution as the
birth of the third pure republic in the world following the Roman legacy from
the republican period);

— the concept of a mixed government (monarchia mixta) which was strongly
linked to the aforementioned appreciation of the ancient (primarily Roman)
tradition and that promoted the ideal of the well-balanced, harmonious, and
shared sovereignty instead of the unlimited and indivisible political power of
one monarch as a universal sovereign. For these reasons, contrary to the abso-
lutist doctrines advocating the concept of the divine royal authority as the sole
source of political sovereignty and legitimacy, Polish-Lithuanian early modern
republicans adhered to the principle of three distinguished sovereignties that
had to be combined and managed at the same time: the sovereignty of the
kings (monarchia), the sovereignty of the most virtuous elites assembled in
the Senate (aristocracy) and the sovereignty of all the noble citizens (politea)
gathered in the popular assembly (“izba poselska”). Hence, according to such
theory, the exceptional and outstanding character of the Polish republican
constitution was derived not only from the fact that it was initially Roman,
but that it effectively followed the recommendations made by Aristotle and
Cicero that good government needs to prevent the social conflict between
different kinds of authority and diverse expectations of these three particular
sovereignties by their peaceful co-existence under one mixed constitution;

— aspecific understanding of liberty that eludes both from the liberal dichoto-
mies formulated by Benjamin Constant and Isaiah Berlin** and thus repre-
sents a separate “third” historical tradition of conceptualization of this value
labelled in the political theory as the Neo-Roman liberty.*® Contrary to too
individualist and liberal understanding of the negative-modern framework of

** For the Berlin’s and Constant s understanding of modern negative liberty standing

against the older (ancient) positive one see P. Pettit, Republicanism: A Theory of Freedom
and Government, Oxford 2002, p. 18.

25 Idem, Discourse Theory and Republican Freedom, [in:] Republicanism: History, Theory
and Practice, ed. by D. Weinstrock, Ch. Nadeau, London 2004, pp. 62-82; Q. Skinner,
Liberty before Liberalism, Cambridge 2003.
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freedom - as well as contrary to over-collectivist connotations of ancient and
Rousseauist understanding of this value criticized by Berlin as a positive inter-
pretation of freedom — the republican early modern treatment of liberty pro-
moted the ideal of the so-called “non-domination”. This state of freedom was
typical of the situation when all citizens did not resign on the inviolability of
their private spaces but at the same time, they considered the republican con-
stitution requesting their direct political participation as the only framework
where such real liberty as non-domination could take place.?* Moreover, when
one applies the republican scheme to the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth,
it is precisely the local understanding of liberty that fits into the republican
framework of non-domination (identified earlier in Western European con-
text), since the Polish nobility in the early modern period conditioned their
exceptional level of individual privileges entitled as “golden freedoms” by their
civic status enabling them to identify true republican liberty with their impact
on political decision-making process as well;*’

in contrast with modern liberal and democratic impact on universal human
equality, the republican political theory promoted also a peculiar understand-
ing of egalitarianism that had to be distinguished from the Christian doctrine
of the same equal status of all believers from the perspective of God as well; i.e.
when the Christian doctrine allowed the existence of both social and political
inequalities in the world by claiming that all differences would be equalized in
the afterlife, the republican concept of citizenship required not to deprive any
single virtuous member of the community of one ’s political rights. Hence, if
the Christian doctrine of political inequality was in accordance with absolutist
teachings about royal sovereignty, the republican doctrine of equality ordered to
include all above-mentioned members as fully sovereign bearers of citizenship;
however, precisely contrary to the liberal concept, it permitted the existence of
different and thus unequal levels of such civic statuses at the same time. Based
on the interpretations of Aristotle who expected a good polis to be established
on the ideal of diverse tasks and missions of particular citizens according to

6 For the concept of liberty as non-domination see P. Pettit, Republicanism..., pp. 51-79.
7 A. Grzeskowiak-Krwawicz, Queen Liberty: The Concept of Freedom in the Polish-Lithu-
anian Commonwealth, Leiden 2012; J. Kvétina, Liberty of Republic as Central European In-
heritance? The Political Debates over True Freedom in the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth,
lin:] The Heritage of Central and Eastern Europe, Studies in European Integration, State and
Society, vol. 15, ed. by A.K. Gajda, New York-Oxford 2023, pp. 55-72.
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their roles and needs of the polis, the early modern republicans assumed the
presence of “unequal equality” referring to the community where every citizen
has to be included but to the different extent and in specific role. Similarly, as
in the concept of liberty, even this treatment of equality can be also identified
in the context of the Polish-Lithuanian political culture with its informal differ-
entiation between magnates as older brothers and the rest of nobility as well as
between noble citizenship and the role of other classes;**

— last but not least, the republican patterns of political sovereignty were tightly
linked to the already manifested ideas of Monarchomachs with the concept of
the republic as the sole safe harbour against any threat of arrival of tyranny. In
this respect, adherents to early modern republicanism frequently promoted
the superior status of the constitutionally and politically codified state law — as
the counterpart of natural law* — over all subjects of the community includ-
ing the king himself. Furthermore, this common republican rejection of the
absolutist concept princeps legibus solutus®® again found its reflection in the
Polish-Lithuanian noble community where phrases such as inter maiestatem ac
libertatem or lex regnat non rex represented both the political self-confidence
of the noble citizenship as well as the belief in the aristocratic commonwealth
with the republican omnipotent law system as the only effective tool to keep
the model of monarchia mixta in a well-balanced harmony.

Republican patterns in the Bohemian/Czech political culture?

As it has been suggested in the introduction, the possible application of the Polish-
Lithuanian republican research model to the study of the early modern - or even
modern — Czech political culture should not stem just from the assumption of geo-
graphical proximity and the shared fate of Central European societies. Of course,
the reality of historical neighbourhood and mutual interweaving might be a good
argument for finding possible early modern “transnational” networks concerning

8 See the chapter on the Polish-Lithuanian republican equality in: J. Kvétina, Mytus

republiky..., pp. 125-140.

¥ A. Grzeskowiak-Krwawicz, Why was the political discourse of the Polish-Lithuanian no-
bility so weakly influenced by natural law?, [in:] Early Modern Natural Law in East-Central
Europe, ed. by G. Gangd, Leiden-Boston 2023, pp. 66-86.

3 In the early modern political theory, Jean Bodin was considered as the main adherent
to this principle, see R.E. Giesey, Medieval jurisprudence in Bodin’s concept of sovereignty,
[in:] Jean Bodin, ed. by J.H. Franklin, London 2017, pp. 105-122.
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the potential transfer of the Polish republican discourse into other Central European
aristocratic milieus and to reflect the ways of perception of the Polish-Lithuanian
model in the 16th and 17th-century Bohemian political debates. Nonetheless, as this
model - corresponding with the patterns presented above — must be considered not
merely as a constitutional setting but as a tradition of political language and culture,
its possible identification in the Czech early modern milieu requires not to look only
for similar “constitutional” traits such as the system of noble land "s diets and local
assemblies® or the privileges enforced by the Polish and Bohemian nobility to pro-
tect their own political status,* but to focus on the Bohemian political mentality of
that time as such.

If one accepts the current trends in the study of the Polish-Lithuanian early mod-
ern republicanism, it is necessary to reflect the local republican tradition as a part of
noble collective self-identification that can be related to the 16th century concept
of Sarmatism as a specific case of early modern mythology® — corresponding both
with understanding myths as significant identitary narrativizations of communal
history** and with studying early modern collective identities as patterns relevant
for later construction of modern national communities.* In addition, if one rejects
to describe the so called Sarmatian myth only in the formerly assumed proto-ethnic
and “blood” categories and admits its more symbolical and civic role consisting in

31 For the specific role of local assemblies in the Bohemian political system see P. Vorel,

Politickd komunikace ceské stavovské opozice roku 1547. Regiondlni aspekt a role , Prdtelského
sneseni” ve stavovském odboji, Theatrum Historiae 15 (2014), pp. $1-95; Vilém z Pernste-
jna, Archiv Cesky ¢ili staré pisemné pamdtky ceské i moravské I, ed. by F. Palacky, Praha
1840, p. 91.

32 In the Polish context, especially the noble s privileges of Neminem captivabimus and
Nihil novi were most relevant, securing that not a single nobleman can be arbitrarily ar-
rested and that the king was not allowed to issue any new law without the consent of
the parliament. The most symbolical expression of noble political force and confidence
was possibly the new constitution Viadislavské zfizeni zemské issued in 1500, see for in-
stance K. Maly, J. Panek, D. Janis, Vladislavské ztizeni zemské a pocdtky tistavniho ztizeni
v Eeskych zemich (1500-1619): sbornik ptispévkii z mezindrodni konference konané ve dnech
7.-8. prosince 2000, Praha 2001.

33 J. Kvétina, Mytus republiky..., 254-277.

3 B. Lincoln, Discourse and the Construction of Society: Comparative Studies of Myth, Rit-
ual, and Classification, New York-Oxford 1989; idem, Theorizing Myth: Narrative, Ideology,
and Scholarship, Chicago-London 1999.

3% A.D.Smith, Ethnic Origins of Nations, Oxford 1986; idem, The Golden Age and National
Renewal, [in:] Myths and Nationhood, ed. by G. Hosking, G. Schépflin, New York 1997,
pp. 36-59.
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the Polish-Lithuanian belief in their exceptional republicanism as an example of
“aristocratic mythomoteur™S, it is appropriate to start considering about possible
republican patterns in other Central European estate societies — including the Bo-
hemian one - in similar ways.

However, what does it exactly mean? And which parts or rather periods of the
Bohemian (and later Czech) political culture are the most suitable for possible iden-
tification of such similar republican traits? As has been already highlighted above,
there are several reasons why to try to apply the republican scheme to the study of
the Czech past political thought, when it might open the opportunity to take the tra-
ditional and still prevalent liberal and ethnonationalist narrativization of the Czech
national history into consideration. If one therefore reminds the main traits of this
liberal and at the same ethnic interpretation of the Czech “national” past — using
mostly the traits of anti-German, anti-clerical and anti-collectivist narratives of the
Czech collective memory since the 19th century onwards - it is possible to expect
that the systematic effort to find possible alternative patterns to such liberal tradition
of political thought should focus especially on two particular formative moments of
the Czech premodern political discourse: 1) the discourse of the Bohemian estates
at the beginning of the 17th century before and during the outbreak of the anti-
Habsburg revolt in 1618-1620; 2) the discourse of the “new” Bohemian and later
Czech elites at the half of the 19th century when the Austrian monarchy started to
form the roots of its constitutional and parliamentary political culture.

In this respect, research of both these moments should include the incorpora-
tion of thinkers of that time who have been for a long time omitted from the official
politics of memory, since their ideas did not fit into the above-mentioned patterns
of treating the Czech political identity as the defence of particular language proto-
ethnic tradition, a religious continuation of the Reformation and mostly individual
every-day work for the “national” community. But what exactly does it mean to re-
interpret the Bohemian political discourse at the time of the anti-Habsburg revolt
and the beginnings of the Czech modern political thought in 1848 in the framework
of the “republican standards™?

Concerning the first moment, one should not underestimate the fact that the
roots of the Polish and later Polish-Lithuanian republican model were constituted at
the same time when the Bohemian nobility considered its community as a decisive
political factor and the sovereign representation in the then monarchy of estates.

3¢ 1dem, Ethnic Origins..., p. 15; J.A. Armstrong, Nations before Nationalism, Chapel Hill
1982, p. 9.
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Moreover, even though one of the already mentioned founders of the Czech domi-
nant interpretation of “national” history Masaryk assessed the early modern impact
of the Polish aristocratic milieu on the development of the Czech political structure
in a very negative way,” the thing is that the rule of the Jagiellonian dynasty in the
Czech lands at the turn of the 15th and the 16th century deepened the intellectual
and political contacts between the Polish and the Bohemian nobility and even led
to the shared ideal of the civic role of nobility as the main defenders of the land s
political common good, which has already been occasionally studied so far.*®
However, even though similar studies focused on later discursive shifts during
the Bohemian uprising tried to partially reflect the question of the relation of Czech
noble representatives to their own political constitution and collective identity, they
mostly put stress on the perspective of individual theoretical authors and political
agents such as Jan Jessenius, Petr Milner of Milhauz or Karel starsi of Zerotin®® than
on a possible intellectual transfer of the language discursive tradition; in addition,
when the possible impact of foreign patterns and legacies was assumed, the domi-
nant interest was focused on the question of especially Dutch republican or Western
legalist tradition,* whereas the Polish-Lithuanian patterns were excluded since they

37 J. Kvétina, Czeskie refleksje..., p. 87.

38 See primarily the contribution by J. Panek to the republican moments in the Bohe-
mian political discourse before 1620: J. Panek, Republikdnské tendence ve stavovskych pro-
gramech doby predbélohorské, Folia Historica Bohemica 8 (198S), pp. 43-62. Moreover,
the research of Viclav Buizek is also very beneficial in this respect: V. Buzek, Obecné dobré
v mysleni ceské a moravské Slechty béhem bratrského sporu Rudolfa II. a Matydse, Studia
Comeniana et historica 43 (2013), pp. 110-123.

3 For the reflection of Jessenius see for instance S. Sousedik, Jan Jesensky jako ideolog
stavovského povstdni, Filosoficky ¢asopis 40 (1992), pp. 69-81; K. Solcova, Johannes Jesse-
nius’s Pro vindiciis contra tyrannos Oratio and the reception of Monarchomachy in the Bohe-
mian lands, Acta Comeniana 29 (2015), pp. 137-168; J. Jesensky, Proti tyraniim, transl.
K. Solcové, Praha 2019. The studies of other individual political representatives from the
time of the Bohemian revolt can be found here: T. Knoz, Karel starsi ze Zerotina. Don
Quijote v labyrintu svéta, Vy$ehrad 2008; idem, Politik na odpocinku. Politické kontakty,
postoje a ciny Karla starsiho ze Zerotina ve t¥icdtych letech 17. stoleti. Studia Comeniana
et historica 43 (2013), pp. 153-172. For the Milner s political role see P. Kral, Political
Communication between Prague, Heidelberg and London at the Time of the Bohemian Revolt,
Opera Historica, 20 (2019), no. 2, pp. 163-188.

0" From Western European thinkers, it was especially Johannes Althusius whose ideas
have already been studied in the context of their impact on the political discourse of Bohe-
mian uprisers in 1619, K. Adamova, Prvni ¢eska federativni Gstava z roku 1619, Praha-Plzen
2009, pp. 119-121.
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might have been treated as too pernicious even at the time of the Bohemian revolt.
However, the systematic identification of the potential republican corpus of that
time should nonetheless admit the possible linkage between the Polish-Lithuanian
and Bohemian milieu - indicated, for instance, by the then diplomatic contacts and
correspondence* — and thus adjust the formulation of the desirable research ques-
tions on the Bohemian “republicanist” discourse according to patterns that were
already identified in the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth. Speaking about these
particular questions inspired by the Polish early modern experience, one should be
able to tackle especially such research issues:

— Was there any systematic and theoretical reception of the ancient ideal of mo-
narchia mixta and divided sovereignty in the Bohemian noble discourse of
monarchy of estates (both in the Catholic and Protestant context as well as in
political and intellectual milieu - for instance in the university debates before
the outbreak of the revolt)?

— Were there any relevant intellectual and communicative networks between
the representatives of the Polish-Lithuanian and Bohemian political thought
at that time (i.e. how was the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth depicted in
the Czech context in relation to the contemporaneous Polish propaganda pro-
moting the Rzeczspospolita as the best republican constitution in the world?).

— To what extent were the Czech political thinkers familiar with the “found-
ing works” of the Polish republican mythology? And is it possible to identify
a particular and explicitly republican interpretation of three key values of the
political discourse — i.e. the understanding of liberty, equality, and common
good — in the works of the Bohemian 16th and 17th century thinkers?

— How did the Bohemian political elite relate their own noble identity to the
constitutional framework of their country (i.e. is it possible to speak about any
specific version of Bohemian civic “Sarmatism” that connected the beliefs in
noble identity with the exceptional understanding of one "s own citizenship
as different from others and thus a unique case of a political constitution)?

The second moment where the thinkable impact of the broader European repub-

lican tradition might be traced in the Czech political culture concerns the “starting
point” of Czech modern political life that is traditionally linked with the revolution-
ary year 1848. In this respect, contrary to older patterns of the republican legacy

* For the diplomatic and other contacts between the Polish-Lithuanian nobility and

Bohemian rebels in 1618-1620 see J. Macirek, Cesi a Poldci v minulosti, vol. 1, Praha
1964, pp. 284-310.
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considered as the part of anti-absolutist and anti-tyrannical discourse based on the
idea of reviving the ancient model of monarchia mixta, the 19th century European
republicanism - in accordance with the principle of different forms of republican
thought at the different periods of time** — was shifted as an alternative interpretation
of crucial political values with a peculiar focus of the concept of liberty at the fore-
front distinguishing itself from the prevalent ideological schemes of liberalism, con-
servatism or socialism.* Hence, although one cannot consider the contemporaneous
republican thought as an ideology in itself — since it was much more rather a specific
tradition of political language that coherent sum of universal doctrines — the lack of
research of such possible discourse in the Czech 19th century political thought is
provoking especially when one takes a very frequent revolutionary interpretation of
the “republican change” that affected the Czech political tradition in 1918. Despite
several recent efforts to identify more evolutionary and long-term shifts between
monarchism, democratism, authoritarianism, and republicanism before and after the
birth of Czechoslovakia,* the change of the former Austro-Hungarian monarchical
constitution to the Czechoslovakian republican one in 1920 is still predominantly
read in the Czech politics of memory as a naturally logical consequence of Czech
originally democratic, liberal and parliamentary essence of identity. Nonetheless, this
interpretation based on Masaryk 's philosophy of the Czech Question not only un-
derestimates the role of Czech traditional monarchism,* but also does not properly
distinguish between specific and separate political concepts, since the concept of the
republic (the new republican constitution of Czechoslovakia) should not be auto-
matically treated as the only possible outcome of the democratic revolution, since
the republican political thought of that time must be considered as an independent
discursive legacy and not as an inherent part of the liberal democratic theory.

# B. Brugger, Republican Theory..., pp. 18-19.

3 P, Pettit, Republicanism..., pp. 8-10, 140-143, 276.

* L. Fasora et al., Demokratickd monarchie, nedemokratickd republika? Kontinuity a zlomy
mezi monarchii a republikou ve stfedni Evropé, Praha 2020; V. Doubek, Pojet{ republikanis-
mu pred ustavenim Ceskoslovenské republiky, Cesky Casopis Historicky 116 (2018), no. 4,
pp. 953-966.

7. Jirasek, From Monarchy to the Independent Czechoslovakia, [in:] Comparative Con-
stitutionalism in Central Europe. Analysis on Certain Central and Eastern European Coun-
tries, ed. by L. Csink, L. Trocsanyi, Miskolc-Budapest 2022, pp. 57-71; Habsburské stoleti
1791-1914: Ceskd spole¢nost ve vztahu k dynastii a monarchii, ed. by J. Rak, V. Vlnas, Praha
2004; V. Doubek, Pojeti republikanismu...; K. Kramét, Ustava slovanské #ise, [in:] Déjiny
Maffie. Odboj Cechii a Jihoslovanii za svétové vdlky 1914-1918, vol. 2, ed. by M. Paulova,
Praha 1939, pp. 635-640.
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Furthermore, if one does not want to accept the thesis that the arrival of the re-
publican structure into the Czech political theory after 1918 was just “a bolt from the
blue” — fabricated by Masaryk s supporters against the non-republican and monar-
chical beliefs of the majoritarian society — it should be admitted that even the older
political discourse in the Czech political context included several relevant patterns
of the republican thought that were later developed. Such seeking of the tradition
might be however difficult because contrary to general usage of political terminology
which labels distinctive ideological and political camps according to their explicit
expressions and self-confirmation (i.e. as “monarchists” are labelled the ones who
“promoted” the ideal of “monarchy”), the research of 19th-century republican tra-
dition in the Central European monarchical context requires to take the possible
presence of “latent republicanism” into consideration.

What does it precisely mean? Even though such conceptualization might seem
confusing (is it possible to claim that someone belonged to the republican tradi-
tion despite one did not labelled oneself as republican or even did not use the term
“republic” as such?), the contextualist methodological approach stemming from

the concept of “Begriffsgeschichte™*

enables to consider the republican legacy not
as a coherent and affirmative ideological doctrine — as it has been mentioned be-
fore — but as a specific way of thought using the distinguished tradition of political
language and assigning thus particular meanings to the established political values.
In this respect, one can consider even thinkers who did not openly protest against
the monarchical regime and did not plead for the republican constitution as part of
the republican tradition, if they used several concepts of political values embedded
in the older framework of historical republicanism — these “latent republicans” can
be then found not only in the “officially” republican milieus such as France or Polish
society but in the 19th century Czech monarchical context as well. Moreover, one
should not forget that this approach is not rare and is even typical of putting famous
political thinkers into more renowned and significant traditions of political theory
concerning even the question of liberalism — when for instance Thomas Hobbes is
standardly classified as one of the founders of liberal tradition (even though he did
not know this term), such interpretation is not considered as inappropriate ana-
chronism, but as effective application of a theoretical concept that can be further
operationalized.

% R. Koselleck, Begriffsgeschichte and Social History, Economy and Society 11 (1982),
no. 4, pp. 409-427.
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When one thus applies this approach to the context of 1848 Czech political
thought, an example of Palacky — being considered not only as a creator of the first
Czech modern political programme*” and “father” of the Czech ethnic nation who
wrote a politically exploitable narrative of the Czech “national” history, but also as
the main adherent to the Czech liberal concept of Austrian politics of that time — can
be very convincing. Despite the prevalent interpretation of his political thought as
liberal, one can find several relevant aspects of different traditions in his political
theory including references to older Bohemian aristocratic patterns of the monar-
chy of estates or broader perspectives of the then conservatism. Such considerations
should not, however, lead to artificial debates about whether Palacky was rather a la-
tent liberal or conservative thinker but should open the space enabling us to admit
that the 19th century political discourse in the Czech context might have included
a more colourful spectrum of political ideas than it has been so far expected.

Similarly, as in the previous case of republicanism in early modern times, it is desir-
able to formulate several attributes serving as possible indicators of the presence of the
19th century republican language tradition in an individual constitutional context — in
our case, the context of the Habsburg monarchy since 1848 onwards. In this respect,
one can highlight primarily the significance of the below-stated questions:

— Were there any relevant anti-monarchical concepts in the Bohemian 19th cen-
tury discourse that criticized royal power as the already outdated and obsolete
principle?

— To what extent did the political thinkers of that time relate their political con-
cepts to the legacy of “older ancient times” including the narrativization of the
Bohemian early modern monarchy of estates?

— How did the Bohemian/Czech political thinkers at that time consider the im-
portance of civic political participation in the common good (i.e., was political
participation interpreted mainly as the means of protecting individual private
interests or the way for self-realization of one s own being?)?

— Does the contemporaneous interpretation of political liberty fit into the liberal
tradition of Berlin-Constant framework* or is it possible to find any aspects
belonging to the republican concept of liberty as non-domination?

7 F. Palacky, Letter to Frankfurt, 11 April 1848, [in:] Discourses of Collective Identity
in Central and Southeast Europe (1770-1945), vol 2: National Romanticism — The For-
mation of National Movements, ed. by B. Trencsény, M. Kopecek, Budapest-New York,
pp. 322-329.

P Pettit, Republicanism..., p. 18.
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— Were there any traits of defining political sovereignty not as indivisible phe-
nomenon (either royal or popular), but as the shared ideal combining the
legitimacy of different social groups/classes and understanding equality not
as universal a priori value but as the attribute of the just community?

The possible research based on a reflection of afore-mentioned questions could
moreover even broaden the traditional perspective on politically relevant cleavages*
in the Central European context at the half of the 19th century. If the outbreak of the
revolution in the Habsburg monarchy — together with assembling the first Austrian
parliament — can be considered the birth of Central European “political laboratory”,
where debates over the constitution revealed the dominant ideological and socio-
economic tensions of that time,* it is important to study whether possible cleavage
of monarchism or rather liberalism against republicanism can be added to the tradi-
tional dichotomies concerning ethnic identification (Czechs vs. Germans), regional
affiliation (centre vs. periphery), relation to the industrial revolution (urban vs. rural
society), class inequalities (bourgeoisie vs. workers) and other ideological tensions.
To do so, one is expected to set the corpus of relevant authors from various above-
stated ideological and social cleavages and to analyse their public and politically
significant works from that time — including parliamentary speeches, programmes,
brochures, manifestos, pamphlets, or treatises — through the lens of above-defined
19th-century republican discourse. In the Bohemian or even broader Austrian
context, it requires taking even “classics” — whose works have been already studied
a hundred times — such as Franti$ek Palacky, Karel Havli¢ek Borovsky, Josef Vaclav
Fri¢, Lev Thun, Franz Schuselka, Alois Borrosch or Robert Blum, who precisely rep-
resented politicians and theoreticians from different traditionally defined cleavages,
and with the help of the discourse analysis to try to trace potential republican traits
in their political thought. Based on the already presented concepts, one could expect
possible “republican moments” particularly in two different aspects of the 1848 po-
litical discourse: 1) in a prevalent aristocratic understanding of politics in concepts
formulated by conservative or even liberal nobility promoting the principles of the
well-balanced monarchy with shared sovereignty and citizenship stemming from the

# E. Szdcsik, Ch.L Zuber, P.J. Howe, Lipset and Rokkan’s missing case: Introducing the

Habsburg Manifesto Dataset, Party Politics 30 (2023), no. S, pp. 1-14.

S0 Q. Urban, Krométizsky sném 1848-1849, Praha 1998; G. Asmera, Analysis of the Aus-
trian Reichstag 1848, Parliaments, Estates and Representation, 5 (1985), no. 1, pp. 37-43;
P.M. Judson, Exclusive Revolutionaries: Liberal Politics, Social Experience, and National
Identity in the Austrian Empire, 1848-1914, Ann Arbor 1996, pp. 29-68.
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community of estates; 2) in openly anti-monarchist ideas formulated by more radi-
cal democrats and “liberals” who rejected both dynastic and aristocratic concepts
of politics and criticized too selfish and individualist liberal understanding of liberty
at the same time. Nevertheless, as it has been indicated in the introduction, since
this paper does not bring the results of already realized research but tries to open
possible perspectives for further analyses, the question of Czech republican political
tradition is still waiting for its systematic study.
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