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The Slovak provincial organisation of the Czechoslovak Social Democratic Workers’ Party was formed in 1918,
evolving out of its pre-war existence as an autonomous section of Hungarian Social Democracy. Its integration into the
organisational structures of the Czech Social Democratic Party reflected both long-standing cooperation between the
two movements since the late nineteenth century and the political realities created by the establishment of the
Czechoslovak state. This realignment was framed by the doctrine of Czechoslovakism, which postulated the existence of
a unified Czechoslovak nation and functioned as an integrative response to ethnic nationalism and centrifugal tendencies
within a multinational polity. In the early years of the Republic, Slovak Social Democrats aligned themselves closely with
the defence of Czechoslovak state unity, together with the Agrarian Party and the Czechoslovak National Socialists.
Although this stance initially proved electorally advantageous — most notably in the parliamentary elections of 1920 — it
soon became a political liability. As Slovak political life matured, electoral support increasingly shifted towards
autonomist programmes, articulated most effectively by Hlinka’s Slovak People’s Party. As a result, Slovak Social
Democracy experienced a sustained decline in electoral support, descending from a leading political force to a marginal,
albeit persistent, presence within the party system. This trajectory was further exacerbated by an internal party crisis in
the early 1920s, when the secession of radical socialist factions and the establishment of the Communist Party of
Czechoslovakia significantly weakened the party’s organisational base. The resulting fragility constrained its ability to
translate electoral representation into durable influence within executive office, despite the prominence of several
individual figures at the national level. The party’s final political engagements unfolded against the backdrop of the
Munich crisis of 1938, when its leadership participated in negotiations over Slovak autonomy. Its initial refusal to endorse
the Zilina Agreement proved short-lived; the subsequent reversal, however, failed to prevent the party’s dissolution.
During the Second World War, former Social Democratic activists were relegated to clandestine political activity. Beyond
formal politics, Slovak Social Democrats sought to shape public discourse through the party press and affiliated
organisations. Persistent financial constraints, however, rendered these initiatives structurally fragile, resulting in a
volatile landscape of short-lived periodicals at provincial and local levels. In contrast to the Czech lands — where dense
networks of affiliated organisations enhanced Social Democratic mobilisation — the Slovak organisation remained
comparatively under-institutionalised. This dimension of Social Democratic activity in Slovakia has thus far received
only limited attention in the historiography.
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Formulation of the Issue. Compared with other
political parties operating within democratic party-political
systems in Slovakia (1918 — 1938, 1945 —1948), the
history of the Slovak Social Demaocratic Party belongs
among those that have been relatively well researched
[Sikora, 1996; Liptak & Ruman, 1990, 1992, 1996; Malit
& Marek, 2025]. This assessment applies both to the
quantity and the quality of historiographical reflections on
the party’s past. It is further reinforced by the fact that the
party’s formative period — during the constitutional
incorporation of the territory of present-day Slovakia into
the Habsburg Empire — as well as the years in which,
following the ban on its activities in 1938, it operated
illegally, have also been addressed at a solid scholarly level
[Hapéak; Fremal].

The sustained interest of historians and political
scientists in social democracy stems primarily from the
importance of the party in the modern history of Slovakia
from the late nineteenth to the twentieth century. As one of
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the oldest and most traditional political actors in the
country, it functioned essentially as a corporative party of
the working class with internationalist roots. It played a
significant role in the emancipation of the proletariat and
in addressing the social question generated by the
emergence of industrial society. Within the party, decisive
processes of ideological and political differentiation
unfolded at the turn of the 1910s and 1920s, culminating in
the formation of the Communist Party. During the First
Republic, social democracy ranked among the backbone
actors of both the party-political system and the broader
political order. It served as a pillar of the democratic
regime, defended the integrity of the state against
destabilising forces, and promoted the principles of social
and national equality and justice. Alongside the Agrarian
Party and the National Socialists, it was — both in Slovakia
and in Czechoslovakia as a whole — among the most
consistent advocates of Czechoslovakism. The party also
included figures who played a significant role in the
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political history of the First Republic, notably Ivan
Markovi¢ (1888 —1944) and lvan Dérer (1884 — 1973).
For these reasons, the history of the Slovak provincial
organisation of the Czechoslovak Social Democratic
Workers’ Party in the interwar period remains a subject
deserving continued scholarly attention.

Study Objectives. A review of existing historiography
suggests that the conditions for producing a comprehensive
evaluative synthesis — one that would analyse all spheres
of internal party life while simultaneously capturing the
party’s conduct within the broader political systém — have
not yet fully matured. Research remains dominated by
analytically focused studies. Consequently, further work
should continue to identify partial themes that have
received insufficient attention, while also developing case
studies capable of synthesising knowledge about
individual spheres of party activity. Such efforts may serve
as building blocks for a future monographic treatment. The
present study therefore aims to systematise and summarise
existing findings concerning the forms through which the
Slovak provincial organisation of the party intervened in
the political and party-political system, and to outline the
fundamental characteristics of its political behaviour.

Analysis of sources and literature. As noted above,
among the political parties operating at the nationwide
level during the years of the First Czechoslovak Republic,
the Social Democrats rank (alongside the Agrarians and the
Communists) among those political actors whose history
Slovak — and to some extent also Czech — historiography
has addressed most frequently. Because the party
represented an undesirable competitor to the Communist
Party of Czechoslovakia (KSC) in the eyes of communist
historiography of the 1950s to the 1980s — a fact borne out
in practice by the enforced merger of the two parties
initiated and implemented by the Communists and their
supporters — historians largely avoided the topic, or else
approached it primarily as the cradle from which the
Communist Party had emerged. Their perspective was
naturally biased and critical, subordinated to the official
interpretative framework of the history of the workers’ and
communist movement. The situation changed only after the
shift in the political climate in Slovakia and the Czech
lands in the early 1990s, following the so-called ,,Velvet
Revolution®, which initiated a return to the construction of
a democratic political regime. Historians were then
afforded the opportunity to remedy the deficits in research
on the Social Democratic Party. One product of this wave
was the publication of what remains the most significant
edited volume devoted to the history of social democracy

contributions by leading Slovak historians (e.g. Marian
Hronsky, Xénia Suchova, Peter Zelenak, Ladislav Ruman,
Stanislav Sikora, among others) reflecting on the party’s
activities during the period under consideration.
Particularly valuable are the analytical studies by Ladislav
Ruman [Ruman, 1990, 1992], which focus primarily on
issues of internal party development. A synthetic overview
of the Slovak provincial organisation is provided by the
handbook Politické strany na Slovensku 1860-1989, edited
by Lubomir Liptdk [Liptak, 1992]. In the absence of
extensive archival collections offering fundamental
information on the topic, printed sources constitute a
valuable body of evidence. These include, first, the
regularly published party press (listed in our study, with the
exception of newspapers issued by trade union
organisations), which has so far been underutilised by
researchers, and, second, authored works produced by
prominent party politicians such as Ivan Dérer [Dérer,
1935, 1938, 1946]. Additional sources of information used
are listed in the concluding inventory of sources and
literature appended to this article.

Research results. The Slovak territorial organisation
of the Czechoslovak Social Democratic Workers’ Party
(CSDSD) entered the party-political and political system
of the First Czechoslovak Republic primarily through
elections held at both the national and regional levels
(county/territorial, district, municipal), through its
periodical press, and also via affiliated (so-called satellite)
organisations.

1.  Electoral Results of the Slovak Social Democrats

In analysing electoral performance, this section focuses
on the results achieved in elections to the Chamber of
Deputies and the Senate of the National Assembly, as well
as to the Slovak Territorial Assembly. These electoral
arenas are regarded as the most relevant indicators of the
party’s political standing and its capacity to participate in
executive power. The overall position of the Slovak Social
Democrats can be most clearly assessed through a synoptic
presentation of empirical data summarising their electoral
performance in parliamentary elections between 1920 and
1935. The table below presents the number of votes cast
for the party in Slovakia in absolute figures and
percentages, the number of seats obtained in both chambers
of parliament, and the ranking of the Slovak provincial
organisation in competition with other political parties. The
data are drawn from the official compilation published by
the State Statistical Office in Prague [Vysledky
parlamentnich voleb, 2008].

in Slovakia [Sikora, 1996]. It contains seminal
Year of Votes obtained for Seats in the | Votes obtained | Seatsin Ranking among | Ranking in
election the Chamber of Chamber of | for the Senate | the Senate parties in the the Senate
Deputies Deputies Chamber of
Deputies
1920 510 341 21 497 981 12 1st place 1st position
1925 60 635 2 52 104 2 6th place 6th position
1929 135 506 4 121 971 4 5th place 5th position
1935 184 389 7 163 732 3 5th place 5th position

The first parliamentary elections in the newly
established republic, held in 1920, were won by the Social

Democrats. At the nationwide level, the Czechoslovak
Social Democratic Workers’ Party obtained 25.7 per cent

108



HaykoBuii BicHUK Y3KropoacbKoro yHiBepcurery, cepis «Icropis», Bum. 1 (54), 2026.

of all votes cast (a total of 1,466,958 voters), securing 74
seats in the Chamber of Deputies and 41 seats in the Senate.
Within the interwar period, this represented a record
electoral result [Narodni shromazdéni, 1928, pp. 123-190;
Dérer, 1946, p. 247; Suchové, 2004, pp. 553-554]. The
party thus assumed a leading position not only within the
Czechoslovak party system as a whole, but also in
Slovakia. This success was undoubtedly influenced by the
strong post-war revolutionary wave that swept across
Czechoslovakia and much of Europe. Societies exhausted
by the war were imbued with high expectations of rapid
social and political change that, in reality, could not yet be
fulfilled. The Social Democrats benefited from intensive
agitation that capitalised on widespread social frustration
and disillusionment. Their strongest results in the elections
to the Chamber of Deputies were recorded in electoral
districts 17 (Liptovsky Svity Mikulas), 20 (Kosice), and 15
(Trnava); in the KoSice district, the party even obtained
73.9 per cent of the votes cast. By contrast, the weakest
outcome was registered in district 16 (Nové Zamky).

The second parliamentary elections in Czechoslovakia,
held on 15 November 1925, were won in Slovakia by
Hlinka’s Slovak People’s Party, which secured almost 35
per cent of the votes cast [Narodni shromazdéni, 1928,
pp. 325-328; Suchova, 2004, pp. 559-560]. The Social
Democrats suffered a severe defeat both in Slovakia and
nationwide, falling from first to sixth place in the overall
ranking. The principal cause lay in a deep intra-party crisis.
The party had effectively split into two factions over
attitudes towards communist ideology. Supporters of the
radical wing initially formed a de facto ,,shadow party”, the
so-called Marxist Left, which under the influence of the
Communist International was transformed in 1921 into the
Communist Party of Czechoslovakia [Bartlova, p. 238;
Kocian, Marek, Rakosnik, pp. 25-252].

The ,0ld“ Social Democrats, who remained a
numerical minority, managed to preserve the basic
organisational structures of the party. However, they lost
not only their mass membership base but also a significant
number of experienced organisers and agitators. This
inevitably affected both the preparation and the course of
the election campaign. The most dramatic loss of votes in
the Chamber of Deputies occurred in eastern Slovakia,

particularly in the KoSice and PreSov electoral districts. In
Presov, for example, only 2,901 votes were cast for the
party, representing merely 1 per cent of the votes in the
district. Relatively stronger support was recorded in the
districts of Nové Zamky (including Bratislava), Trnava,
and Banska Bystrica.

Despite gradual consolidation in the subsequent years
and a renewed growth in membership and electoral
support, the party remained a relatively minor political
force in eastern Czechoslovakia until the end of the First
Republic. It lagged behind not only Hlinka’s Slovak
People’s Party, but also the Republican (Agrarian) Party,
the Hungarian Christian Socials, and the Communists. It is
reasonable to assume that the party’s persistent adherence
to the programme of Czechoslovakism contributed to this
marginalisation, as this concept increasingly encountered
resistance across all social strata of Slovak society amid
processes of political radicalisation and national
mobilisation [Narodni shromazdéni, 1938, pp. 79-86,
179-185; Suchova, 2004, pp. 564-574].

Territorial elections held in Slovakia in 1928 and 1935
largely confirmed the results achieved in parliamentary
elections [Suchova, 2004, pp. 581-590]. This occurred
despite efforts by the provincial party leadership to
strengthen its position through joint candidate lists with
selected partner parties. In the 1928 elections, the party
fielded candidates in 53 constituencies; in 16 cases it
cooperated with the Czechoslovak National Socialist Party,
in four cases with National Socialists and Communists, and
in another four cases exclusively with the Communist Party
of Czechoslovakia. The results are summarised in the table
below, which presents the number of votes obtained in
absolute figures and percentages, as well as the total
number of seats won — both elected and appointed by the
government. Even in these elections, the party’s results
lagged behind those of Hlinka’s Slovak People’s Party (the
autonomist bloc), the Republicans, the Hungarian and
German minority parties, and the Communist Party of
Czechoslovakia. The 1935 elections, however, indicate a
certain consolidation of the party following its near
disintegration in the early 1920s and suggest a modest
revival during the 1930s.

Year of election Votes obtained Total seats Elected Appointed
1928 96 901 4 3 1
1935 148 984 8 4 3(4)

We shall now reflect on the results of the elections from
the  perspective of their intra-party personnel
consequences. With regard to the elections of 1920, it may
be stated that the delegation of Slovak Social Democrats in
parliament was not only quantitatively substantial, but that
among the deputies and senators — predominantly Slovaks
from a national perspective, alongside several Czechs —we
find a number of relatively capable politicians. Some of
them participated in shaping its profile throughout the
entire interwar period. Seats in the Chamber of Deputies
were obtained, for example, by several men who had stood
at the origins of the party before the war and after the
establishment of the republic, such as Emanuel Lehocky
[Polackova, p.11], Ivan Dérer [Polackova, p. 26], Ivan
Markovic, and Jan Pocisk. Among the representatives were

the educators Anna Sychravova (1873 — 1925) and Daniel
Ertl (1886 — 1962), a member of the Provincial Executive
Committee and a future mayor of Zvolen. Further deputies
included officials of satellite organisations: the chairman
of the Metalworkers’ Union group, Vincenc Cunderlik
(1873 - ?), from Tisovec, and the trade union official
Stefan Tadlanek (1884 — 1943). Journalists and individuals
with literary inclinations were also strongly represented:
the editor and later minister in the Sramek governments-in-
exile Jan Becko (1889 —1972), the editor of Robotnicke
noviny Ferdinand Benda (1880 -1952), the editor,
proletarian poet, and also mayor of Zilina Andrej Hvizdak
(1883 —1948), and the editor and publisher of Trnavsky
kraj Andrej Kubal (1880 — 1957). This list also includes
members of the Marxist left who, after the establishment of
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the faction of the Third International, left the Social
Democrats and later found application among the
Communists as well. From this group, one may name the
long-serving pre-war official Karol Svetlik Sr. (1878 —?),
secretary of the Provincial Trade Union Council working
in Ruzomberok. He was among the most active founders of
the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia (KSC) in Slovakia
and remained among the Communists until 1927. An active
participant in the founding congress in Cubochna was also
the railway worker based in Vritky, Stefan Darula
(1888 — 1951), who had already been engaged among the
Social Democrats before the war. Worthy of mention is
also the strongly left-oriented Herrmann Taussig
(1878 — 1961). He significantly influenced the process of
ideological differentiation within the Social Democratic
Party and, in the course of holding his mandate, transferred
to the KSC. Within that party, he left behind the legacy of
a controversial figure.

Within the Social Democratic Senate caucus, Slovak
voters were represented by twelve politicians, including the
Bansk& Bystrica inspector Juraj Babka (1868 — 1942), the
smallholder from MoSovce Jan Blaho (1873 —?), the pre-
war party activist and KosSice printer Alexander Drab
(1873 —1952), the painter Karol Endlicher (1873 -7?)
residing in Trnava, the founder and editor of Hlas ludu in
Banska Bystrica Vaclav Chlumecky (1861 — 1944), party
secretary Jozef Cholek (1873 —1928), the Zilina
shoemaker Stefan Kada (1865 —1949), the farmer from
Vysny Svidnik and Orthodox Church activist Jurko Lazo
(1867 — 1929) [Svorc], the Presov railway worker Thedor
Matuscak (1872 — 1942), the smallholder Pavol Mudroch
(1872 —1950), the civil servant FrantiSek Poliak
(1872 — 1933), and the Bratislava editor FrantiSek Zimak
(1872 — 1940). At least three of these figures — Dréb,
Chlumecky, and Matuséak — later joined the Communist
Party of Czechoslovakia.

The electoral defeat of 1925 had a lasting impact on the
composition of Slovak Social Democratic deputies and
senators throughout the 1920s and 1930s. In the Chamber
of Deputies, the provincial organisation was represented
until 1939 solely by Ivan Dérer and Jan Becko [Suchova,
2004, p.561]. Following the 1929 elections, Ivan
Markovi¢ — Vice-President of the Chamber between 1935
and 1938 — and the former member of the Revolutionary
National Assembly Ferdinand Benda (1880-1952) joined
them and retained their mandates until 1939 [N&rodni
shroméazdéni, 1938, pp. 845-848; Suchova, 2004, p. 567].
After the 1935 elections, the parliamentary group was
further expanded by party secretary Ignac Schulcz
(1894 — 1954), the chairman of the War Invalids’
Association and former Communist deputy (1925 — 1929)
Jozef Kopasz (1889 —-1947), and the controversial
Uzhhorod teacher Julian Révai (1899 — 1979) [Suchova,
2004, pp. 573-574]. Révai may be regarded as a leading
representative of Carpatho-Rusyn Social Democracy.
During the post-Munich crisis, he served as a minister in
the autonomous governments of Andrej Brody (UKkr.
Brodij) and Augustin Volosin, and in 1939 he became
Prime Minister and Minister of Foreign Affairs of
independent Carpathian Ukraine.

Among senators repeatedly elected between 1925 and
1939 were Jan Pocisk (1870 — 1941) and Franti$ek Zimak.
During the 1929 — 1935 term, the Senate also included the

Kosice lawyer Zoltan Farka$ (1881 —1945), who had
previously been active in the Slovak Soviet Republic, and
the KoSice school director Jindfich Netvich (1875 —7?),
who retained his mandate until 1939.

The Slovak Territorial Assembly was established
following the 1928 elections and consisted of 54 members,
two-thirds elected by voters and the remainder appointed
by the government from among recognised experts. In the
1928 — 1935 term, Social Democrats were represented by
the elected members Rudolf Drahovsky — initially a
cooperative manager and later mayor of Spisska Nova Ves
(1930 —1938) — the secondary-school professor from
Zvolen Jan Nespor (1891 —1972), and the editor Michal
Korman (1897 —1957) [Sekanina, p.527]. Appointed
members included the district health insurance director
Emanuel Lehocky, who was replaced in 1930 by the Nitra
mayor and lawyer Vojtech Szilagy (1881 -—1932).
Following Szilagy’s premature death, his seat was filled in
1932 by Jozef Kulhének, head of the Social Department of
the Territorial Workers’ Insurance Office [Suchova, 2004,
p. 582].

In the 1935 Assembly, Social Democratic
representation included, alongside Michal Korman, the
typographer Emil Winkler from Trnava, the mayor of
Turéiansky Svity Martin Jan Frato (1876 — 1963), and the
locksmith Jan Cernicky from Zvolen. Appointed
representatives were the Bratislava secretary Jozef Och, the
Zilina cooperative union secretary Alojz Biezina, and
Rudolf Drahovsky. As a guest member of the Assembly
caucus, the Bratislava lawyer and Zionist activist Jalius
Reisz (1880 — 1976) also participated [Suchova, 2004,
p. 587].

Although Slovak Social Democrats were numerically
underrepresented in the highest executive bodies, the party
was represented by ambitious and politically capable
figures who were able to influence national affairs. Ivan
Dérer emerged as a key figure throughout the First
Republic. In the second Tusar government (May—
September 1920), he served as Minister with Full Powers
for Slovak Administration. In 1921 — 1922 and again in
1926, he held the post of Minister for the Unification of
Laws and Public Administration. He exerted particularly
strong influence in the field of education as Minister of
Education and National Enlightenment (1929 — 1932) in
the second Udrzal government and the first Malypetr
government (1932 — 1934). By the mid-1930s, he headed
the Ministry of Justice (1934) and remained in office until
the end of the First Republic. In 1938, he briefly
administered the Ministry of Health and Physical
Education.

Ivan Markovi¢ likewise occupied several ministerial
positions. From September 1918, he served as a
government secretary at the Ministry for Slovak
Administration; in 1920 he briefly held the post of Minister
of National Defence in the second Tusar government;
between 1922 and 1925 he was Minister for the Unification
of Laws and Public Administration in Svehla’s first
government; and from 3 October 1924 he simultaneously
acted as Minister of Education and National Enlightenment
during the illness of his colleague Rudolf Bechyné
[Suchova, 2004, pp. 598-607].

2. Channels of Entry into the Political System through
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the Party Press

Party journalism constituted one of the principal
channels through which Slovak Social Democrats sought
to enter the political system and to mediate and stabilise
their relationship with public life. From an analytical
perspective, the party press may be understood as a
mechanism of political linkage, connecting party elites,
organisational ~ structures, and  broader  social
constituencies. Beyond its immediate informational
function, it operated as an instrument of political
mobilisation, ideological articulation, and organisational
integration. Although a comprehensive qualitative analysis
of its content lies beyond the scope of this chapter, a
structured quantitative and institutional overview permits
analytically relevant observations regarding the party’s
communicative strategies, organisational capacities, and
the structural constraints under which they were
implemented.

The comparatively wide range of periodicals issued by
the party and by trade union organisations aligned with it —
presented here in chronological order — reflects a sustained
effort by the provincial party leadership to institutionalise
the press as a permanent component of political activity.
From a methodological standpoint, this strategy
corresponds to broader patterns observable among mass-
based political parties of the early twentieth century, which
relied heavily on print media to maintain ideological
coherence and organisational cohesion. At the same time,
the predominantly short lifespan of many of these titles and
the recurrent financial difficulties faced by their editorial
boards reveal the structural fragility of this endeavour.
Party journalism thus appears less as a stable institutional
pillar than as a repeatedly renewed compensatory strategy
responding to limited material and organisational
resources. The rapid replacement of discontinued
newspapers by new titles indicates that the party leadership
consistently regarded the press as indispensable to political
practice, even when its institutional foundations remained
precarious [Berankova, Kfivankova, Ruttkay, 1988,
pp. 180-196; Dubajova, Seféak, 1968, 1993; Berankova,
Malec, 1976].

Within this fragmented media landscape, Robotnicke
noviny occupied a central and analytically distinctive
position. Published between 1909 and 1938, and appearing
as a daily from 1920 onwards, it provided the Slovak Social
Democratic movement with a rare element of
organisational and communicative continuity. Its editorial
leadership during the First Republic included figures who
significantly shaped the political and ideological trajectory
of Slovak socialism, among them Emanuel Lehocky,
Ferdinand Benda, Edmund Borek (1880 — 1924), Michal
Korman, and FrantiSek Zimak (1872 —1940). The
symbolic legitimacy conferred by the support of President
Tomas G. Masaryk and the material backing of Foreign
Minister Edvard Benes further embedded the newspaper
within  the political culture of the republic.
Methodologically, Robotnicke noviny may therefore be
interpreted as a semi-institutionalised interface between the
party and the political system, rather than merely as a
partisan instrument of political communication.

By contrast, the press associated with the Marxist Left
represented a more fluid and organisationally unstable
segment of party-related journalism. The weekly Hlas

ludu, first published on 21 December 1919, served as its
principal platform. The repeated relocation of its editorial
office — from Banska Bystrica to Vratky and later to
Ostrava-Ptivoz — may be analytically interpreted as an
indicator of both political realignment and limited
infrastructural embeddedness. Following the establishment
of the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia (KSC), the
paper became its official press organ between 1921 and
1926, thus transforming from a factional socialist outlet
into an integrated component of a newly formed party
apparatus under the editorship of Véaclav Chlumecky
(1861 — 1944).

The organisational vulnerability of Marxist Left
journalism is further illustrated by the brief existence of
Zornicka pravdy. Although formally published by Karol
Svetlik Sr., a co-founder of the KSC, the weekly functioned
in practice as the press organ of the Executive Committee
of the Sub-Tatra County and eastern Slovakia. Its
publication between 18 April and 5 May 1920 exemplifies
the dependence of such initiatives on fragile local
organisational  structures and ad hoc financial
arrangements. By contrast, Pravda chudoby, first issued in
RuZomberok on 15 September 1920, achieved a more
substantial reach. Its initial circulation of up to 8,000
copies — facilitated by its dual role as the press organ of the
left-wing trade union movement — underscores the
importance of organisational overlap between party and
trade unions. Following the thirteenth party congress, the
newspaper acquired all-Slovak status within Social
Democracy and, in May 1921, was elevated together with
Hias ludu to the position of central press organ of Slovak
Communists. This transition illustrates the process through
which fragmented socialist communication structures were
consolidated into a more centralised communist party
system.

In the same spirit, the Provincial Executive Committee
of the party, following the congress of the right wing in
Prague in November 1920, supported the idea of
establishing four regional weeklies to be published in all its
districts. The periodical Trnavsky kraj was issued under the
auspices of the deputy Andrej Kubal (1880 — 1957) in the
Bratislava district. The newspaper Prdvo [udu was
intended for the Trencin district, and its editor Andrej
Hvizdak (1883 — 1948) published it first in Zilina and later
in Ruzomberok. For the needs of the Banska Bystrica
district of the party, the title Rovnost ludu (1921 — 1922),
edited in Zvolen, was published, and for the Kosice district
the paper Ziara vychodu (1921 — 1922). Regardless of the
fact that in all the cases mentioned the publication of the
weeklies was financially subsidised by the party
headquarters and that the costs were covered using funds
from the proceeds of a collection organised by the
American-Slovak proletariat in support of the workers’
movement in Slovakia, the newspapers ceased publication
relatively soon.

The weekly Bojovnik (1922 —1924), published in
Zilina, represented an attempt to overcome these
limitations through greater organisational centralisation.
Initially issued by the Provincial Executive Committee and
later transferred into the ownership of Jan Pocisko
(1870 —1941), the paper nonetheless failed to escape the
structural constraints affecting regional party periodicals.
Its collapse once again decentralised responsibility for
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press initiatives, shifting it back to local party actors.
Subsequent titles, including Pohronsky socialista
(1924 — 1925) and Prebudenie, edited by Member of
Parliament Jozef Skotek (1892 — 1950), further illustrate
the experimental and contingent nature of these
endeavours. Skotek’s later initiatives — Slovensky
pozorovatel’ (1929) and a further attempted periodical in
1933 — underscore the persistent difficulty of sustaining
party journalism in the absence of strong institutional
backing.

This pattern continued throughout the 1930s, when
regional party newspapers existed almost exclusively as
short-lived ventures. Publications such as Ruzomberské
zaujmy (1935), Nitriansky kraj (1935), Podtatransko
(1936), and the Bratislava-based Pokrok (1935) remained
episodic. In the case of Pokrok, initiated by Member of
Parliament Jan Becko (1889 —1972) and published by the
Provincial Executive Committee, only fifteen issues
reached readers, illustrating the persistent gap between
political ambition and organisational capacity.

A partial exception to this general trend was the
monthly Novy hlas, published in Bratislava from early
February 1933 until 1937. Conceived as a review devoted
to social and cultural issues, it functioned both as a forum
for the Slovak Association of Social Democratic
Academics and as a platform for the young oppositional
left within the Social Democratic Party. Under the editorial
leadership of FrantiSek M. Komzala (1898 —1980) and
later Ferdinand Ziegler, the journal marked a shift away
from mass-oriented political agitation towards a more
reflective and programmatic mode of party discourse.
From a methodological standpoint, Novy hlas may be
interpreted as an attempt to create an intellectual sub-public
within the party, complementing rather than replacing
traditional forms of party press activity.

Finally, for the sake of completeness, it should be noted
that the weekly Nase prdvo, published episodically in
Kosice in 1933 — 1934, functioned in practice as a Saturday
supplement to Robotnicke noviny, rather than as an
independent periodical.

3. Satellite Organisations in the Service of a Political
Party

In the case of Slovak Social Democrats, the role of
affiliated organisations as instruments facilitating the
party’s penetration of the public sphere remained relatively
limited [Soukup, pp. 1597-1625]. This observation holds
even though an overall view of the Czechoslovak Social
Democratic Workers’ Party (CSDSD), with its core in the
Czech lands, reveals a traditionally extensive and richly
ramified network of satellite organisations, which in the
past even served as a source of inspiration for other parties.
A plausible explanation for this discrepancy lies in the
different social and political character of Slovak society,
which was more conducive to the emergence of Catholic-
oriented political currents, strongly nationalist in outlook,
and advocating radical forms of political action.
Contributing factors may also include organisational
weaknesses in the party’s work in the eastern part of the
state and an incomplete understanding of the local context,
reflecting gaps in both contemporary practice and
historiography.

In Slovakia, the largest and most institutionalised

satellite organisation of the party was the Czechoslovak
Trade Union Association (Odborové zdruzenie
ceskoslovenské). By the 1930s, it had consolidated
approximately 77 000 members (1937). Its activities were
directed by the Provincial Trade Union Council (Zemska
odborova rada), headquartered in RuZomberok. The
association was affiliated with the International Federation
of Trade Unions and functioned as an umbrella body for
individual trade unions representing metalworkers, railway
workers, miners, white-collar employees, and other
occupational groups.

Consumer cooperatives were also among the most
significant satellite organisations, particularly the Future
(Budtcnost) network, coordinated centrally by the Central
Union of Czechoslovak Cooperatives (Ustiedni svaz
ceskoslovenskych druzstev). By the late 1930s, Future
encompassed some 20000 members and operated
approximately 130 retail outlets. Closely linked to the
Social Democratic Party and the trade unions in Slovakia
was the health insurance system, administered by the
Workers’ Insurance Fund for Slovakia (Robotnicka
poistoviia pre Slovensko), based in Bratislava with branch
offices throughout the regions.

Physical and educational activities were promoted
through additional organisations. The Workers’ Gymnastic
Associations (Robotnicke telocvicné jednoty, DTJ), were
relatively widespread, with the federation administering
112 local units and approximately 10 000 members by the
end of the First Republic. Educational objectives were
further pursued through the Workers® Academies
(Robotnicke akadémie), which maintained sixteen
branches across Slovakia. Youth engagement was
organised through the Slovak Union of Social Democratic
Youth (Slovensky zvéz socidlnodemokratickej mladeze),
which comprised twenty-five regional units, encompassing
between 3 000 and 5000 members by the late 1930s.
Leading officials included Alexander Bahurinsky
(1900 — 1984) and Jozef Dieska (1913 — 1995).

The left wing of young Social Democrats maintained
the Association of Social Democratic Academics
(Zdruzenie socialnodemokratickych akademikov), which
from 1933 published the monthly journal Novy hlas.
Prominent members included the controversial Anton
Rasla (1911 —2007) and Jozef Soltész (1909 —1977),
whose subsequent political careers were closely associated
with the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia (KSC). In
1935, Member of Parliament Jan Becko founded in
Bratislava the cultural and educational association
Progress (Pokrok), providing a platform for the Slovak
Social Democratic intelligentsia. The association promoted
democratic values and the unity of the Czechoslovak
Republic in opposition to autonomist, radical, and fascist
currents, while also securing financial resources for the
publication of party newspapers and other printed
materials.

4. Fundamental Characteristics of the Politics of the
Slovak Provincial Organisation of the Party

In the interwar period, the Social Democratic Party
emerged as the most prominent bearer of the idea of Czech-
Slovak unity. This was by no means accidental. The
integration of Slovak Social Democrats into the Czech
organisational structures of the party in 1918 represented
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the logical outcome of long-term cooperation between the
leaderships of both organisations during the period of
Austria-Hungary. In the initial phase following the
establishment of the republic, the continuation of this
arrangement was desired by the majority of Slovak party
members. These positive experiences were further
reinforced by the existence of the official doctrine of
Czechoslovakism, based on the concept of a single
Czechoslovak nation, which was intended to facilitate the
integration of the newly established multinational state.

One of the most influential spokesmen of Slovak Social
Democracy, Ivan Dérer, articulated this position explicitly
when he wrote: ,, It is my deepest conviction that Czechs
and Slovaks constitute a single nation.”* [Dérer, 1934] He
supported this view through his own interpretation of
selected ideas of the Slovak national revivalist Cudovit Star
(1815 —1856) and the writer Svetozar Hurban Vajansky
(1847 —1916) [Derer, 1946, p. 267; Stiitecky, pp. 291-
296], illustrating his argument with examples drawn from
the historical development of both peoples since the period
of Great Moravia (c. 833-907). At the same time, the
assertion of national unity did not imply a denial of the
existence of a Slovak nation. In 1934, Dérer explicitly
stated: ,, Czechoslovak national unity does not mean the
absorption of Slovaks, but rather their strengthening.”)?
[Dérer, 1934] He neither desired nor advocated the fusion
of the two ethnic groups, rejected attempts at the
Czechisation of Slovaks, and was convinced that historical
development was naturally leading towards the gradual
rapprochement of Czechs and Slovaks. He regarded this
trend as advantageous for Slovaks, believing that they
would follow the more advanced partner, draw inspiration
from it, and strive to attain a comparable level of
development. In his view, Czechoslovak unity thus
guaranteed Slovaks the preservation of their own identity
[Dérer, 1935, p. 89].

Nevertheless, Dérer expressed reservations concerning
the idea of ,a fully sovereign, separate, independent
Slovak nation " [Dérer, 1935, p. 95]. He feared that such a
concept would generate conflicts threatening not only
national unity but the very existence of the Czechoslovak
state. The prospect of a clash between Czech and Slovak
nationalism caused him particular concern; recognition of
the sovereignty of both nations would, in his view,
inevitably lead to such a confrontation, resulting in the
disintegration of national unity and the collapse of the
common state. He articulated his second major concern as
follows: ,,An independent Slovakia, or a Slovakia striving
for independence, would become nothing more than a
plaything in the hands of those who have — or will have —
interests in compensating themselves at Slovakia’s
expense. A separate, distinct Slovak nation would not be a
free nation, but rather a compensatory object of the

! Original version: ,,Je mojim najhlbsim presvedéenim, ze Cesi a Slovaci
tvoria jeden narod.*

2 Original version: ,,Ceskoslovenské narodna jednota znamena nie
pohltenie Slovakov, ale naopak ich posilnenie.”

3 Original version: ,,pIného suverénneho, separovaného, neodvislého
naroda slovenského”

4 Original version: ,,Slovensko samostatné, alebo Slovensko o svoju
samostatnost’ zapasiace — bude len hra¢kou v rukach tych, ktori maja
alebo budu mat’ zaujmy, aby sa na ukor Slovenska odskodnovali.
Samostatny, zv1astny slovensky narod nebude slobodnym narodom, ale
kompenzacnym objektom nas obklopujiicich mocnych. Ideologia

powerful states surrounding us. The ideology of a distinct
Slovak nation and the denial of Czechoslovak unity lead to
the destruction of the Slovak national idea. [...] Only the
strong unity of Czechs and Slovaks within a single nation
provides the means of securing our state; it is the only
possible foundation of our fiee life.”)* [Dérer, 1935,
pp. 91-92] The security dimension constituted a recurring
theme in Dérer’s thinking. In 1938, he wrote: ,,A ten-
million-strong Czechoslovak nation, with two equal
branches — Czech and Slovak — cannot easily be erased
from the map of Europe. But with a two-million-strong
Slovak nation incited against the Czechs, the powerful will
find it easy to deal with it: those who today present
themselves as its friends only in order to detach it from the
Czechoslovak whole, weaken it, and divide it among
themselves.”)® [Dérer, 1938, p. 257]

The construction and preservation of a unitary state of
Czechs and Slovaks represented a fundamental priority for
the Slovak provincial organisation of the Social
Democratic Party, to which its approach to almost all other
Slovak-related issues was subordinated. The party adopted
a clearly negative stance towards the idea of Slovak
autonomy and, in the initial years, also rejected a provincial
(zemskeé) organisation of the state. This position brought it
into direct opposition with Hlinka’s Slovak People’s Party,
the most vocal advocate of these concepts. Social
Democrats were convinced that territorial autonomy
constituted merely the first step on the path towards Slovak
independence and the disintegration of the Czechoslovak
Republic. They evaluated this concept as leading to
catastrophe and to the weakening of both Slovak national
identity and Slovakia as a whole [Dérer, 1938, pp. 89-90].
As an alternative, Slovak Social Democrats proposed a
project of administrative decentralisation, based on the
transfer of competences and decision-making authority
from Prague to Slovak provincial, county (Zupa), district,
and other regional bodies. Dérer also advocated a
fundamental reform of the system governing the selection
of officials and employees appointed to positions in
Slovakia. Recruitment was to be guided exclusively by the
needs of the state, irrespective of political or national
considerations.

A similar conceptual approach characterised the stance
of the provincial organisation towards the resolution of
economic and social problems in Slovakia. Its
representatives correctly identified the country’s needs and
publicly articulated them at party meetings and rallies.
Ministers belonging to the party, as members of coalition
governments, also intervened significantly in this area. For
instance, in 1924 Ivan Markovic, serving as Minister for
Unification, submitted to the government a catalogue of
measures he deemed necessary for improving Slovakia’s
economic situation. He demanded a substantial increase in

zvlaStneho slovenského naroda a negovanie ¢eskoslovenskej jednoty
vedu k zahube narodnej myslienky slovenske;. [...] Jedine v silnom
somknuti Cechov a Slovakov v narodnii jednotu je prostriedok
zabezpecenia nasho $tatu, je jedine mozna zékladna slobodného nasho
Zivota.”

5 Original version: ,,Desatmiliénovy narod eskoslovensky, s
rovnopravnymi dvoma vetvami, ¢eskou a slovenskou, neda sa len tak
Pahko vymazat’ z mapy Eurdpy. Ale s dvojmiliénovym narodom
slovenskym, nahuckanym proti Cechom, Fahko si pomézu ti silni, ktori
sa dnes vydavaju za jeho priatel'ov len preto, aby ho odtrhnuc od
¢eskoslovenského celku, oslabili a medzi sebou podelili.”
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state subsidies for industry, advocated reform of the system
of public procurement so as to prioritise enterprises
operating in Slovakia, and called for greater representation
of qualified Slovaks within the state administration, who
were to be preferred over other candidates. He identified
deficiencies in the implementation of the language law and
sought to ensure that the use of Slovak would reach parity
with Czech. Further shortcomings were noted in the
legislative sphere, which lagged behind actual needs and
failed to reflect the real situation in Slovakia. The social
demands of the leadership of Slovak Social Democracy
were articulated at the party’s provincial congress in 1931.
Slovak delegates also drew attention to the causes
inhibiting Slovakia’s development at the 16th and 17th
national party congresses in 1930 and 1933.

Nevertheless, an impression emerged that the
promotion of economic and social demands lacked
sufficient determination on the part of the party’s central
leaderships in both Bratislava and Prague [Ruman, 1996,
pp. 210-212]. It must be emphasised, however, that the
problem did not lie in inadequate assertiveness but rather
in the adoption of a different conceptual framework. Social
Democrats attributed Slovakia’s relative backwardness,
compared to the Czech lands, in economic and social
development to deficiencies in the educational and cultural
level of the population. In their interpretation, this lag
resulted from the historical development of Slovaks, who
had lived for several centuries under Hungarian rule.
Consequently, the elimination of deficits in education,
schooling, and culture, together with the development of
the population’s intellectual potential, was regarded as the
primary priority of policy towards Slovakia. Only after
these deficiencies had been addressed was it considered
possible to open space for the implementation of a broader
concept aimed at building a viable economy, developing
industry and trade, and improving the social conditions of
the broad masses. Ivan Markovi¢ expressed this view
succinctly: , First educational lectures, and only then
understanding for the needs of an intensive economy.”* A
similar argument was advanced by Robotnicke noviny: ,, If
we wish to raise Slovakia economically, we must npedicoe
everything ensure that the cultural level of the Slovak
working class becomes the most urgent task in the near
future.”’> An important component of this rhetoric was the
acknowledgement that the new state — the Czechoslovak
Republic — faced numerous challenges which could not be
resolved simultaneously, within a short period, or to
universal satisfaction. Patience was therefore deemed
necessary.

The policies of the Social Democrats and of the Prague
governmental circles concerning the so-called Slovak
question diverged in many respects from the views held by
representatives of the majority of contemporary Slovak
society. At the same time, it must be recognised that the
Slovak provincial organisation of the Social Democratic
Party represented a marginal force in terms of influence
and its capacity to intervene decisively in the political
system and to shape coalition government policy towards
Slovakia. The same assessment applies to the Social

! Original version: ,,Najskor osvetové prednasky, a potom porozumenie
pre potreby intenzivneho hospodarstva.”

2 Original version: ,,Ked’ chceme Slovensko hospodarsky povzniest,
musime sa v prvom rade starat’ o to, aby kultiirna Groven slovenskej

Democratic Party as a whole, despite the fact that it
remained an influential coalition partner throughout most
of the First Republic [Narodni shromazdéni, 1928,
pp. 1153-1168; Narodni shromazdéni, 1938, pp. 838—
847]. Many proposals submitted by Social Democratic
ministers failed to be implemented, encountering
disagreement and often outright resistance from other
political parties — above all Hlinka’s Slovak People’s Party,
the Catholic Church, and conservative political forces in
Slovakia. The People’s Party differed from the Social
Demaocrats not only ideologically but also substantially in
programmatic terms. Considerable political tension also
existed between Social Democrats and Communists, with
the split of the early 1920s remaining difficult for
reformists to accept. By contrast, Slovak Social Democrats
were relatively close to the National Socialists. Both
parties subscribed to socialism, albeit understood in
different ways, and were united by their conviction of the
necessity of addressing the social question. They shared
similar positions on Czechoslovakism, on the People’s
Party and the Communists, defended democratic values,
and preferred the county (Zupa) system to a provincial one.
Nevertheless, their mutual understanding had clear limits,
and it would be inappropriate to speak of cooperation or
partnership. Differences also emerged in their attitudes
towards national minorities, particularly the Hungarian
minority. Contacts between the two provincial party
organisations were predominantly pragmatic in nature.

5. The Demise of the Social Democratic Party in 1938

As noted above, one of the core priorities of the Social
Democratic Party — including its Slovak provincial
organisation — was the preservation of Czechoslovakia as a
unitary state and the maintenance of Czech—Slovak unity
in the spirit of the theoretical concept of Czechoslovakism.
Throughout almost the entire existence of the First
Republic, political and social developments in Slovakia
stood in tension, and often in direct contradiction, to this
concept. The situation escalated dramatically in 1938 under
the influence of contemporary events in Europe and
beyond. Slovak autonomists took advantage of the crisis
into which Czechoslovakia was plunged following the
diktat imposed by the great powers in Munich and resolved
to escalate the issue of Slovakia’s position within the
Czechoslovak Republic in order to achieve a definitive
solution.

It is beyond the scope of this study to address the
problem in all its broader contexts. Instead, the following
outline focuses on the conduct and actions of
representatives of Slovak Social Democracy in this
situation, which proved critical to the very existence of
Czechoslovakia, and seeks to evoke the party’s role in the
conclusion of the so-called Zilina Agreement of 6 October
1938. Following its adoption, Slovakia — still formally part
of the Czechoslovak Republic — set out on the path towards
autonomy. The Constitutional Act on the Autonomy of the
Slovak Land (Ustavni zakon o autonomii Slovenskej
krajiny) No. 299/1938 Sb. entered into force on 23
November 1938 [Ustavny zékon, 1938; Narodni

pracujuce;j triedy stala sa najnaliehavejSou tilohou aj v blizkej
budtcnosti.”
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shromazdéni, 1938, p. 867].

The principal driving force behind the events of autumn
1938 was Hlinka’s Slovak People’s Party, which
effectively relegated the other political parties operating in
Slovakia to the role of mere bystanders. Their concepts and
proposals had little chance of successfully resisting the
pressure exerted by the People’s Party. During this period,
the main spokesmen of Slovak Social Democracy were
Ivan Markovi¢, Ivan Dérer, and Michal Korman. On 29
September 1938, Markovi¢ represented the party in Prague
at negotiations between representatives of Czechoslovak
political parties active in Slovakia and Hlinka’s Slovak
People’s Party [Bystricky, Pisecka, p. 78]. In the initial
phase of the talks, Markovi¢ presented and supported the
so-called Bene§ Plan, which, compared to the
government’s earlier rejectionist stance, entailed far-
reaching concessions. It essentially proposed a
transformation of Czechoslovakia along the lines of an
asymmetrical federation. Only the army, finances, and
foreign policy were to remain common; all other matters
were to fall exclusively under the authority of Slovak
institutions. In the central bodies in Prague, Slovaks were
to enjoy parity representation in order to ensure their equal
participation in the formulation of nationwide policy.
Benes§ also guaranteed increased future investment in
Slovak industry and infrastructure. The proposal explicitly
recognised the distinctiveness of the Slovak nation.
Subsequently, Markovi¢ presented the plan of the Slovak
Social Democrats, which appeared less radical when
compared with Bene$’s proposal. Its core aim was
essentially the preservation of the status quo, combined
with the legislative entrenchment of Slovak representation
within state and public administration. Ivan Dérer also
participated in the negotiations; his proposals focused
primarily on adjustments to parliamentary competences.
He envisaged the preservation of parliament in its existing
form and did not exclude the possible establishment of a
Slovak provincial assembly.

A new situation emerged following the Munich diktat
of 30 September 1938. While President Edvard Bene$
resigned in early October and the reconstructed
government of Jan Syrovy initiated negotiations on
resolving the Slovak question, the leadership of Hlinka’s
Slovak People’s Party decided to exploit the situation to
advance its own agenda. It relocated to Slovakia and
convened political parties in Zilina on 5 October to
continue negotiations on Slovak autonomy.

The position of Slovak Social Democrats for the Zilina
negotiations was prepared by lvan Dérer [Lipscher,
pp. 129-130]. He rejected Slovak autonomy and demanded
the preservation of a unitary state with a central
government and a central parliament. He opposed both the
establishment of an independent Slovak assembly and the
creation of a fully competent Slovak government, which he
proposed to replace with a board of commissioners
subordinate to the Czechoslovak government. The
problem, in his view, was to be resolved through
decentralisation measures. His project represented an
alternative vision to the autonomy concept promoted by
Hlinka’s party. Dérer’s proposal, however, did not escape
criticism even within his own ranks. Consequently, Michal
Korman — acting as the principal spokesman of the Social
Democrats in Zilina, as Dérer had become persona non

grata in direct negotiations with the People’s Party due to
his Czechoslovakist positions — presented a revised version
of the proposal. This version had been prepared during
inter-party talks held in Bratislava on 4 October at the
office of the provincial president Jozef Orszagh
(1883 — 1949) [Kraj¢ir; Bystricky, Piseckd, pp.88-91;
Dérer, 1946, pp. 294-299] and was subsequently finalised
by Dérer as the joint position of those political parties
active in Slovakia for whom the projects of Hlinka’s party
were unacceptable. The core of Dérer’s plan nevertheless
remained essentially unchanged, differing only in details —
for example, the board of commissioners was replaced by
a ,,council of ministers for Slovak affairs” operating within
the framework of the central Czechoslovak government.

The actual inter-party negotiations in Zilina on 5
October 1938 — poorly formalised and accompanied by
confusion — demonstrated that the hopes of political parties
to withstand the pressure exerted by Hlinka’s Slovak
People’s Party were, in reality, illusory. In practice, no
alternative to the programme of Slovak autonomy stood
any chance of success. Ivan Markovi¢, whose personal
engagement during the Zilina negotiations was
extraordinary and who made genuine efforts to identify
constructive solutions, attempted to salvage the position of
Slovak Social Democracy through negotiations with the
leader of the People’s Party, Jozef Tiso (1887 — 1947), and
through an attempt to merge the party with the Slovak
National Party [Bystricky, Letz, Podolec, pp. 129-130;
Kristofik, p.48]. When these initiatives failed, Slovak
Social Democrats withdrew from the negotiating platform
and, as one of only two political parties (together with the
Communist Party of Czechoslovakia), refused to sign the
so-called Zilina Agreement on Slovak autonomy of 6
October 1938 [Bystricky, Piseckd, p. 105; Kovag, p. 201,
Faltan, pp. 290-291].

It is evident that the decision of Slovak Social
Democrats to oppose the stance of the majority — however
principled it may be considered and consistent with their
programme orientation during the First Republic — led to
their political isolation and, ultimately, to an existential
threat to the party itself. The Slovak executive committee
quickly recognised this reality and, at its meeting in
Bratislava on 8 October 1938, expressed its approval of the
agreement on Slovak autonomy. This was followed by the
establishment of a new leadership of the provincial
organisation, which on 10 October declared its separation
from the all-state party and proclaimed the formation of the
Socialno-demokraticka strana Slovenska. Jan Becko was
appointed as its leader. Regardless of assurances given by
Tiso that the party would be allowed to continue its
activities, its operations were suspended on 20 October
1938, and on 16 November 1938 the Ministry of the
Interior of the Slovak Land decided to ban the party
altogether [Kristofik, p. 47]. Three days later, the Zilina
Agreement was approved by both chambers of the National
Assembly in Prague, and the extraordinary congress of the
Czechoslovak Social Democratic Party, held in Prague on
18 December 1938, resolved to terminate the activities of
the Social Democratic Party throughout the entire territory
of the republic [Dérer, 1946, pp. 301-303; Carnogursky,
pp. 80-127; Rychlik, 1997, pp. 143-144; Borbélyova,
2021, pp. 118n].

Research conclusions. The aim of our research on the
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provincial organisation of the Czechoslovak Social
Democratic Workers’ Party during the years of the First
Czechoslovak Republic was to examine the forms of its
involvement in the political as well as the party-political
system at both the nationwide and the provincial levels. We
focused on an analysis of the party’s participation in
parliamentary, provincial, county (Zupa), and district
elections, which demonstrated that, after the success
achieved in the first parliamentary elections in 1920, the
organisation was unable to defend its position in
subsequent years and in practice ranked among the less
influential political parties in Slovakia. Evidence for this
claim is provided by the overview of its representation in
legislative bodies and in the organs of executive power
presented in this study. The decline in the party’s
significance was associated with a radical reduction in its
membership base and a decrease in the number of party
organisations, developments that were not offset even by
the relatively strong trade union movement with which the
party was linked. According to our findings, the erosion of
the party’s position was also connected with its
programmatic orientation. Most notably, it lost support as
a result of its consistent adherence to the idea of
Czechoslovakism. The party remained loyal to this concept
until the September Crisis of 1938, and we are convinced
that this stance conditioned its initial rejection of the so-
called Zilina Agreement on Slovak autonomy. In a
subsequent phase, the party leadership did sign the
agreement, albeit under the pressure of general uncertainty
and fear regarding future developments. Somewhat
paradoxically, the party also paid a price for its socialist

profile, despite the fact that its splinter group, the radical
socialists (Communists), ranked among organisations with
a large electoral base not only in Slovakia but throughout
Czechoslovakia as a whole. In theory, the party declared
the religious orientation of its members to be a private
matter of each individual; in practice, however, it adopted
an anti-Catholic stance, rejected clericalism, and supported
ideas of the secularisation of society. Slovak society was,
atits core, Catholic (although a number of influential actors
in the public and political spheres adhered to Protestant
denominations), and, moreover, from the second
parliamentary elections in the mid-1920s onwards, the
most significant and dominant political force within the
Slovak party-political systém — strongly shaping Slovak
society — was Hlinka’s Slovak People’s Party, which was
closely ideologically linked to the Catholic Church. There
can be no doubt that the party’s activities and position were
also constrained by a lack of financial resources. Our
research further addressed other forms of the Social
Democrats’ engagement in public life. The present study
includes an inventory and basic editorial data concerning
the party’s relatively unstable press organs at both the
national and regional levels. We have also concluded that
party life in Slovakia was limited by an insufficiently
developed system of recruitment (satellite) organisations.
This hypothesis and finding, however, will need to be
corroborated by further research in the future. The research
has confirmed that the elaboration of a comprehensive
account of the history of the Social Democratic Party in
Slovakia in the interwar period remains a topical challenge
for contemporary historians.
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JI0 POJII CJIOBAIIBKUX COLIAJI-AEMOKPATIB Y NOJITUYHIN CUCTEMI
NEPHIOI YEXOCJIOBAIILKOI PECITYBJIIKH (1918 — 1939)

Cnosayvka xkpatiosa opeanizayis Yexocnosaywvkoi coyianr-oemoxpamuunoi pobimnuyoi napmii nocmana 'y 1918
POy, RPoO0BA’CUBUIU CILl OOBOEHHULL PO3GUMOK SIK AGMOHOMHA CKIA008A YeOpChKoi coyian-Oemoxkpamii. Piuwenns npo
NPUEOHAHHS 00 OP2aHi3ayii uecbKoi coyian-0eMoOKpamuyHoi napmii cmano KyibMIiHAYier YCRiWHoi cnisnpayi npogioHux
oisiuie 060x opeanizayii nanpuxinyi XIX cmonimms ma 3HauHO0 MIPOI0 6Y10 3yMOGIEHe CIMBOPEHHSM CRIbHOL 0epicasu
yexig i crnogaxis. [lpoyecu inmeepayii niompumyesana ioes 4exocio8axizmy — Gi3is iICHY8AHH EOUHO20 YeXOCA08AYbKOSO
Hapooy, KA K NPpazMamuyHul NOIIMUYHUL KOHCMPYKM Y 6a2amoHayioOHAIbHIU 0epacasi npOmucmosiia HayioHai3Mmy,
Oesinmezpayiinum meHoenyiam i cenapamucmcovkum npacnenuam. Cnosayvki coyian-demoxpamu nopsao 3 Aepaprnoio
Napmier0 ma 4exoci08aybKuMu COYIaniCmamy HAeHcaiu 00 HAUNOCAIOOBHIMUX NPUXUTLHUKIE [0ei uexoci08aybKoi
eonocmi. Came ysa noaimuyHa no3uyis 3HAYHOW MIpoio NOACHIOE, YOMY NIC/iA HeCHOOiBAHOI NepeKOHIUBOI nepemocy Ha
napaamenmcovkux euoopax 1920 poxy 6 macmynmi poku 80HU HA 6uUOOpAX YCIX pi6Hi6 3a3HaABANU He8Oay, a IXHI
eNeKMOPANbHI  Pe3yIbmamu  GIOCYHYIU NAPMIil0 3 NPOGIOHUX NO3UYil NPpubIU3HO HA n’ame-uiocme Mmicye cepeo
noximuunux cui. B emancunosanomy cnosaybromy cycniibcmai, wo 0edai 6invute nepebysano nio eniueom Cnosaybroi
Hapoouoi napmii I'ninku, Hamomicmv ymeepoxcysascsi koHyenm asmoromii Cnosauuunu 6 mexcax Yexocnosayvkol
Pecnybnixu. Bacomuii eniue na me, wjo crnogayvki coyian-oemokpamu 6 nepioo Ilepwioi Yexocnosaywvkoi Pecnybnixu
(1918 — 1939) zanuwanucs 6 crosayvkitl nAPMIUHO-NOATMUYHIN CUCMEM] AKMOPAMU OPY2OPSIOHO20 3HAYEHHS, MAld
maxodic sHympiwHbonapmiiuna kpusza novamxky 1920-x pokie. Yrhacnioox euxo0y paouxaibHoeo Kpuia coyianicmie, sKe
sacuyeano Komyuicmuumny napmiio, uucenvhicmo uiencokoi Oasu icmommuo cxopomunaca. Obmedcene nonimuune
cmanosuwe napmii 6idobpazunocs i Ha ii npedcmasieHocmi y SUKOHAGYIU 61adi, xoua ceped ii npedcmaHuxio
MPANIAUC OKPeMi NOMIMHI ROCIAMI, W0 3MO2IU Peaizy8amucs i Ha 3a2aibHO0epICasHoMy pieHi. Ilicis ykiadenns
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Mionxencoroi yeoou eenuxux oepaicas y 1938 poyi kepisnuymeo napmii 6pano yuacmo y nepe2osopax wooo asmoHomii
Cnosauyunu. Ha noyamkogomy emani 60HO 8i0MosuI0CA nionucamu max 36any XKunincoky y200y npo asmonomiro. I1io
ROMIMUYHUM MUCKOM Ye PilenHs OY10 onepamusHo nepeianyme, 00HAK HABIMb NOOAbULEe CXBANEHHS ii NOI0JICeHD He
epAmysano napmiio 6id 3abopornu. Y nepioo [lpyeoi c8imosoi sitinu ii unenu 30iucHiosanu OisabHicms y nioniiii. ¥ poxku
Iepwoi Yexocnosaywvkoi Pecnybaiku c1o8ayvki coyian-0eMoKpamu iHmezpyeanucs 8 cioéaybke nyoaiuHe dcumms ma
RNapmiiHO-NONIMUYHY CUCIEMY He Jule Yyepe3 Y4acms y eubopax i OisNbHICMb ¥ GUKOHAGUUX Op2aHax 61adu, aie i 3d
nocepeoHUYmMeoM napmitinoi npecu ma npueoHanux (camenimuux) opeanizayii. Boonouac euoagnuyi nionpuemcmed, wjo
Oiaau na mepumopii Cnosauuunu, uepez nedocmamue pinancose 3adesneuenns 30e0iNbUl020 XapaKmepu3yeanucs
HU3bKUM DIGHeM CcmabilbHOCMi: NepioOudHi 8UOAHHSA KPAlo8020 ab0 HUNCU020 PEeCiOHAIbHO20 PI6Hs. OOCUMb HaACMO
BUHUKATU WA MAK CaMO weUuoko npunuuam icuyeanus. Cnosaywkill Kpauosii opeanizayii ne 60an0cs 6 WUPUIOMY
Mmacuimadi po30yoysamu cucmemy NPUEOHAHUX Op2anizayil, AKa, HANPUKIAOD, y YECbKOMY cepedosulyi eupisHanacs
SHAYHOW MeMamuyHol Ougepenyiayicto ma 003604414 COYIAN-OEMOKPAMAM e@DeKmUBHO BUKOHY8AmMU QYHKYIIO
pekpymunz060i cmpykmypu. Boonouac cuio 3ayeasjcumu, wo ys npooaemamuxa 00ci He € N08HOI0 MIpOI0 ONpaybo8ano0
6 icmopioepadii, npucesueniti mepumopii Cnogauqunu.
Karwuosi ciioBa: Crosauuuna, noaimuka, coyian-0emokpamii, 4exoCcio8axizm, demoHoMis.
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