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LAUDATIO

Petr Dvorak

VaSe Magnificence, vazeni hosté, damy a panové,

dovolte mi, abych vdm predstavil Andreje Borisovi€e Zubova, vyznamného
ruského historika a publicistu.

Profesor Zubov po studiich na moskevském Statnim institutu mezinarodnich
vztah( plsobil od roku 1973 témé&¥ tFicet let jako vyzkumnik v Ustavu oriental-
nich studii Ruské akademie véd. Vyhnul se diplomatické kariéfe, pro kterou byl
plGvodné pfipravovan, protoze nebyl ochoten vstoupit do Komunistické stra-
ny Sovétského svazu. Vlyzkum tehdy sméroval do oblasti déjin a sou¢asnosti
nébozZenstvi a politiky s teritorialni specializaci na jihovychodni Asii, zvlasté
Thajsko; hlavni kvalifikaéni prace se tykaly problematiky fungovani parlament-
nich systému v zemich vychodni a jihovychodni Asie. Od roku 1986 se Andrej
Borisovi¢ Zubov stéle vice zaméroval, a to zvlasté v pedagogické praci, na dé-
jiny ndbozenstvi. Vyucoval fadu kurz( a pronesl mnoho prednéasek k tomuto
tématu na sovétskych i zahrani¢nich institucich. Dosahl uznaniv podobé dok-
toratu v oblasti komparativnich studii a stal se profesorem dé&jin ndbozenstvi
na moskevské Teologické akademii, nasledné pak profesorem na Ruské statni
humanitni univerzité v Moskveé. V poslednich letech inklinuje k vyzkumu a vyu-
ce déjin Ruska a déjin filosofie. Plisobil také na postu poradce pro ndbozenské
otazky pfi orgdnech vykonné moci v Moskvé a pozdéji na podobné pozici pfi
Uradu prezidenta Ruské federace.

Rozvijejici se akademicka kariéra Andreje Borisovi¢e Zubova doséahla za-
timniho vrcholu v roce 2001, kdy se stal generalnim reditelem centra ,Cirkev
a mezinarodni vztahy" pfi moskevské Statni univerzité mezinarodnich vztahd.
V roce 2014 byl profesor Zubov pro nesouhlas s politikou vedeni Ruské fede-
race vici Ukrajiné a v tzv. krymské otazce odvolan z vedouci pozice a posléze
propustén z univerzity. V témze roce byl také zbaven v§ech funkci v institucich
pod dohledem ruské pravoslavné cirkve. Stal se externim spolupracovnikem
a kolumnistou poskytujicim expertizy, publicistické analyzy a pfednasky pro
liberalni list Novaja gazeta a s nim spolupracujici instituce ruské opozice. Mezi
tématy prednasek najdeme vysoce aktudlni témata, jako je boj s terorismem,
vztah kapitalismu a ekologie nebo problematika imperidlni mentality v politic-
kém mysleni a jednani.

Dovolte mi blize predstavit publikaéni ¢innost Andreje Borisovi¢e Zubova.
Je autorem sedmi monografii a jedné ucebnice. Oblasti vyzkumu je srovnava-
ci studium politiky, naboZenstvi, d&jin mysleni, prava a Gstavnich systému ve
vychodni a jihovychodni Asii a v poslednich letech stéle vice také v oblasti
Kavkazu a Ruské federace. Tématy etnické politiky, lidskych prav, déjin a ak-
tualniho stavu demokracie a Ustavnosti je prace Andreje Zubova vysoce ak-
tualni a vyznamna pro reflexi této agendy v Rusku, v postsovétském prostoru
i v zahraniéi. V ¢eském prostredi jsou nejzndméjsi praci Andreje Borisovice
Zubova Déjiny Ruska 20. stoleti. Spolu s kolektivem autord tu podal detailni
pohled na moderni ruské dé&jiny. Jde o praci v mnoha ohledech kontroverzni,
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podobné jako jsou kontroverzni nedavné ruské déjiny; kniha vzbudila Zivy ohlas
a fadu polemik. | kdyz se v8emi interpretacemi v knize uvedenymi nemusi-
me souhlasit, v humanitnévédnim prostfedi panuje nazor, Ze Andrej Zubov tu
znovu osvédgil svaj originalni a kriticky pristup k fadé témat, zvlasté k ruskym
déjindm po roce 1991, vystavény na tezi o tésné vazbé& mezi ruskou identitou
a pravoslavim. Z dalSich publikaci, v tuzemsku jiz znamych spiSe uzsimu okru-
hu odbornikd, zmifime knihu Nabozenstvi starého Egypta, vydanou spole¢né
s manzelkou Olgou Igorevnou, ktera je egyptolozka, nebo metodologicky ori-
entovanou praci D&jiny ndbozenstvi, uzivanou hojné jako Gvod do studia oboru
a vysokoskolskéa ucebnice.

Andrej Borisovi¢ ma od roku 2014 také tésny vztah k Masarykové uni-
verzité. Jeji rektor Mikula$ Bek, ve snaze podpofit Andreje Borisovi¢e Zubova
v komplikované osobni situaci, nabidl dne$nimu laureatovi pozici vyucujiciho
na nasi univerzité. Profesor Zubov sice tehdy nabidku odmitl z dlivodu své
snahy udrzet si kontakt s ruskym prostfedim a dale se angazovat na strané
liberalnich opozi¢nich sil. Nicméné vyuzil své pfitomnosti v Brné, aby prednesl
na univerzité nékolik pfednasek s vynikajicim ohlasem a navézal osobni vztahy
s badateli hlavné na fakulté socialnich studii a filozofické fakulté.
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PROSLOV
Andrej B. Zubov

Va$e Magnificence, vazené damy a panové,

V tomto vyznamném roce stého vyro¢i vasi univerzity, jedné z uznavanych
a respektovanych nejen v Ceské republice, ale v celé Evropé, ktera laskavé
uznala, Ze mi mGze udélit Gestny titul, jez mé s ni svazuje, chtél bych pfipome-
nout zivotni Ukol, kterému se zasvétil ¢loveék, jehoz jméno nese vase univerzi-
ta. Tomas G. Masaryk byl horlivym zastdncem myslenky slovanské solidarity,
dokonce i slovanské jednoty. Jako politik ve své dob& moderni se snazil o vy-
tvofeni aliance demokratickych slovanskych narodd. Vidél, Zze az do roku 1905
naprosto absolutistické a pak ze dvou tfetin absolutistické Rusko nemdze byt
nejen vidcem, ale ani ¢lenem takového svazu. Ale také si jasné uvédomil, ze
bez této slovanské velmoci je takovéa aliance nesmysinéa a ve skute¢nosti ne-
mozna.

Jako stfizlivy politik délal z tohoto sylogismu jediny spravny zavér — podpo-
rovat v Rusku ty sily, které usiluji o jeho demokratizaci, obraceni ze dvou tfetin
absolutistického statu v demokratickou parlamentni monarchii nebo dokonce
v parlamentni republiku.

T&&i m&, ze budouci prezident Ceskoslovenska Tomas G. Masaryk byl bliz-
kym pfitelem a spolupracovnikem nasi Konstitu¢né demokratické strany neboli
Strany lidové svobody, jak znél jeji ndzev pocatkem XX. stoleti, a PARNAS, jak
se nazyva dnes.

V reakci na udéleni nezavislosti Polsku Ruskem v prvnim mésici existence
prozatimni vlady (deklarace z 15. bfezna 1917) Tomas G. Masaryk na schizce,
ktera zdaleka nebyla prvni, s predsedou strany kadet(, ruskym ministrem za-
hraniéi, Pavlem Nikolajeviéem Miljukovem, zvlast zd(raznil, ze pokud se obnovi
nezéavislost Polska v rdmci svobodného svazu s demokratickym Ruskem, pak
by na stejnych principech mély ziskat nezavislost Cechy a Slovensko. Chorvaté,
Slovinci a Bosfiané se chtéli spojit se Srby a Cernohorci v ramci svobodného
demokratického jihoslovanského statu.

Svaz demokratickych slovanskych stat byl novym slovem ve slovanské
solidarité. A to slovo bylo vysloveno Tomasem G. Masarykem a ruskou Stranou
lidové svobody v breznu 1917. Ale demokratické sily Ruska a zapadniho slovan-
stva k nému putovaly jesté mnoho let.

Pripominam, Ze o federaci slovanskych narodu snili roku 1848 zakladatelé
Cyrilometodgjského bratrstva — Taras Sevéenko, Pantelejmon Kuli§ a Nikolaj
Kostomarov. V téch dnech v8ak absolutisticka ruskd moc postavena na nevol-
nictvi byla zaneprazdnéna rozsifovanim své fiSe a zachovanim monarchického
status quo v Evropé. Rok 1848, smutné prosluly potlaenim madarského po-
vstani v rakouskeé Fisi ruskymi vojsky, a 18 let pfed tim pokus cara Mikulase I.
zabranit vytvorfeni samostatné Belgie, to v§e mélo za nasledek vypuknuti mo-
hutného polského povstani v samotném ruském impériu, které bylo nemilo-
srdné potlaceno a vedlo k tomu, Ze slovanské Polsko ztratilo svou autonomii
a stalo se provincii Ruska.
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Od doby velkych reforem Alexandra Il. slovanské téma v Rusku hlasité
rezonovalo a dokonce se stalo pfi¢inou rusko-turecké vélky v letech 1877 - 1888,
ale toto téma, pfi v8i bezpodmineéné solidarité v ruské spoleénosti s tézkym
osudem jihoslovanskych narod pod osmanskym Gtlakem, bylo pro rusky stat
spiSe prostfedkem imperialni expanze. Druhé polské povstani, které bylo bru-
talné potlaceno uz v dobé velkych reforem, definitivné zmeénilo Polské kralov-
stvi v Poviselsky kraj se zdkazem pouzivani polského jazyka ve verejné sfére
a znamenalo konec imperialniho ,programu” slovanského bratrstvi.

Devatenécté stoleti v Evropé bylo naplnéno timto bolestivym imperialnim
pocitem, touhou vytvorit svétové staty, nad kterymi slunce nezapada. Britska
fiSe v letech své maximalni expanze zaujimala étvrtinu zemské sou$e, ruska
fiSe jednu Sestinu, francouzska jednu osminu. Némecké staty - Némecko, Ra-
kousko i némecké zamorské kolonie - zabiraly mnohem mensi prostor zemské
sous$e, avSak uvazovaly o tazeni na vychod (Némecko) a na Balkan (Rakousko).
Dokonce i Spojené staty koncem devatenactého a po¢atkem dvacatého stoleti
uvazovaly v tomto imperialnim paradigmatu a vybojovaly kolonie od Spanél-
ska. Slovanska jednota se stala zvlastnim pfipadem této ideologie imperiaini
expanze.

Pod timto heslem pro Rusko zadala prvni svétova valka - v Manifestu, po-
depsaném carem Mikulagem II. 20.¢ervence 1914, stalo: ,V souladu se svymi
historickymi odkazy Rusko, jednotné ve vite a krvi se slovanskymi narody, nikdy
nehledélo na jejich osud lhostejné. S Uplnou jednomysinosti a zvlastni silou se
probudily bratrské pocity ruského naroda vici Slovanim v poslednich dnech,
kdy Rakousko-Uhersko predloZilo Srbsku pozadavky, které pro tento svrchova-
ny stat uz predem nebyly pfijatelné.”

Tato vzneSené slova a charakteristické opomenuti ziskaji upIné jiny vy-
znam, pokud obratime pozornost k ,ponizenému” sluzebnimu hlaseni mini-
stra zahrani¢nich véci ruské fiSe Sergeje Sazonova panovnikovi, podanému
5.listopadu 1914. Aby vysvétlil sv(j postoj k polské otazce, s jejimz feenim
car nepospichal navzdory vzne$enym sloviim o slovanské solidarité v pravé
vydaném manifestu, Sazonov napsal': ,Pro Rusko je sou¢asna valka valkou
za osvobozeni slovanskych narodu a za zajisténi jejich svobodného rozvoje
v budoucnu. Tento boj, pokud bude doveden do konce, slibuje Rusku postaveni
uznavaného vidce celého slovanského svéta. (...) A takové svobodné uznani
bude nemozné, pokud Rusko... bude drZzet druhy nejvyznamnéjsi slovansky
narod v otroctvi (tj. Polaky - A. Z.).*

Liberalni carsky ministr, ktery brzy nato pfiSel o své kfeslo, vyzval cara, aby
Polsku poskytl alespor autonomii, ale neskryval skuteénost, ze cilem ,,osvobo-
zeni slovanskych narod(“ bylo, aby Rusko ,zaujalo pozici uznadvaného vidce
celého slovanského svéta“, ve kterém by mélo mit, podle Sazonova, vyznamné
misto Polsko, nové vytvorené z rakouské, némecké a ruské ¢asti.

Je zndmo, Ze v Ceské spolecnosti existovaly vlivné sily, které takto uva-
zovaly. V srpnu 1914 Cesi a Slovéci, ktefi zili v Rusku (asi 100 tisic lidi, z nichz
néktefi byli ruskymi poddanymi, néktefi rakouskymi), zvolili své zastupce,

1 Archiv zahraniéni politiky Ruského impéria, f. 135, op. 474, d. 54, 1. 15
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aby predali carovi memorandum, kterym vyjadfili touhu vytvofit vojenské
jednotky Cech(i a Slovak(, aby bojovali spoleéné s ruskou armadou a za-
¢lenéni do ni proti ,zotroGovatelim Slovanstva - RakuSaniim a Némcum®.
,0svobozeni od krutého némeckého a madarského jarma by zvedlo ducha
deseti miliond lidi, ktefi jsou schopni a ochotni pracovat ve prospé&ch nejen
svého naroda, ale i Slovanstva obecng, a ktefi chtéji jit s nim a s velkym Rus-
kem vzdy ruku v ruce. - Jak stalo v memorandu - ,My, Cesi, mame jeden
sen. (...) At zazati svobodné a nezavisle koruna svatého Vaclava v paprscich
koruny Romanovci.

V diplomatickém jazyce té doby znamenala tato formulace, ze Cesi a Slo-
vaci, ktefi predloZzilimemorandum, pozadali o to, aby byl zromanovské dynastie
vybran kral budouciho samostatného Ceskoslovenska. Ve skuteénosti s touto
formulaci nesouhlasili v8ichni ¢esti narodni viidcové. Béhem predbézné dis-
kuse o memorandu vznikla boufliva debata o ,monarchistické formulaci®. Ale
nakonec bylo rozhodnuto, Ze tato formulace bude ponechana.

Ale pravé cesky politik, jehoz jméno nese vase univerzita, uvazoval jinak.
Slovanské solidarita pro néj nebyla imperidlnim projektem, ruskym nebo ja-
kymkaoli jinym, nybrz skute¢nou spolupraci slovanskych narodu pfi vytvareni
demokratickych a liberalnich politickych spoleenstvi. Nékteré narody, ceské,
slovenské, slovinské nebo chorvatské, musely ziskat nezavislost pfi zachovani
demokratickych a liberalnich instituci, které jiz existovaly v Rakousko-Uhersku,
jiné, jako polsky, se musely znovu sjednotit, tfeti, Rusové, Ukrajinci a Béloru-
sové, musely vybudovat demokratickou statnost v té nebo oné podobé vza-
jemnych vztahd.

Velmocenskeé touhy ¢i touha vydobyt prvenstvi nebyly soudasti ,Masary-
kova projektu”. Kazdému slovanskému narodu se nabizelo néco jiného - svo-
bodné spoluprace demokraticky organizovanych spole¢enstvi, které svobod-
né voli Uroven jednoty mezi narody. | Konstituéné demokraticka strana Ruska
podpofrila pravé tento projekt — ,Bojujeme za osvobozeni Evropy a Slovant od
né&mecké hrozby. V tomto boji jsme jednotni," stalo v prohlaseni Ustfedniho
vyboru strany kadet(, které ¢etl P. N. Miljukov na tribuné Dumy na historic-
kém zasedani dne 26.ervence (9.srpna) 1914. Neslo v ném o prvenstvi mezi
Slovany, ale o svobodu Slovant. Proto po ziskani moci, i kdyz na kratkou chvili,
politici demokratickych stran nejprve vyhlasili obnoveni nezavislosti Polska
a zacali pracovat na procesu udélené autonomie Ukrajiné.

Jedna z nejslavnéjSich stranek pétileté ruské ob&anské valky v letech
1917-1922 je spojena se jménem Ceskoslovenskych legii, které se v [ét& 1918
staly pevnosti a zakladem protibol§evického odporu v Rusku. Mnoho synt Ges-
kého a slovenského naroda, stejné jako ostatnich slovanskych narod( Evropy,
polozilo svij Zivot za budouci demokratické Rusko, o jehoz vytvoreni usilovalo
Ustavodarné shromazdéni, rozehnané bolSeviky 6.ledna 1918.

Demokratické bilé hnuti bylo poraZzeno, mnozi jeho ¢lenové odesli do exi-
lu. A nové vytvorené Ceskoslovensko, samo zniéené pravé skonsenou valkou,
otevrelo naru¢ ruskym uprchlikim.

Dne 12.bfezna 1919 byla zverejnéna v prazskych Narodnich listech vyzva
mnoha prednich osobnosti Ceskoslovenska, véetné predsedy viady Karla Kra-
mare, obcanlim republiky: ,Srdce nam rvou zpravy o Gtrapach ruskych lidi, ktefi
museji jit do exilu. Se svatym eldnem, s obétavou laskou ke slovanstvi §li na
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vojnu, §li, aby osvobodili bratrské Srbsko. Miliony Zivotl polozili za svobodu
narodu slovanskych i nageho naroda a ted umiraji, muéeni katy OGPU, tyfem
a hladem, a ti, komu se podafilo uprchnout, toulaji se v cizich zemich bez exis-
tencnich prostiedkd, kdyz jen je nepfijmou bratrské narody slovanské a neza-
hteji svou vdécnosti. (...) Proto se obracime na v8echny dobré lidi, ktefi zUstali
vérni nasim slovanskym tradicim: nezapomerite na to a pomozte nestastnym
bézencim! Pomozte jim rychle a $tédre! Dejte s laskou, ukazte zoufalym rus-
kym Zenam a détem, Ze jsou jesté v Cechach oteviena slovanska srdce, ktera
zlstala vérnéa a na nic nezapomnéla!“

Dvé slovanské zemé, pravé vzniklé a viibec ne bohaté na pocatku dvaca-
tych let, byly k ruskym uprchlikim nejstédrejsi, a to kralovstvi Srbl, Chorvatt
a Slovincl - budouci Jugoslavie a Ceskoslovenska republika. V Ceskosloven-
sku byla podpora organizovana metodicky a mimoradné Siroce. V roce 1921
schvalil parlament republiky tzv.,,Ruskou akci, pevné spojenou se jménem
prezidenta Masaryka.

Ruska akce trvala patnact let, az do roku 1936. V roce 1924 (rok vyvrcholeni
Ruské akce) podpofila 4663 studentt, 973 $kolakl a 1678 déti predskolniho
véku. Celkové za dobu Ruské akce bylo ¢eskoslovenskym statem na ruské
emigranty vynalozeno 508 milion( eskoslovenskych korun. Ze stipendia Rus-
ké akce bylo financovano 65 ruskych skol v 11 zdpadoevropskych zemich za
hranicemi Ceskoslovenska.

JistéZze sama pomoc byla aktem slovanské solidarity s ne$tastnymi exu-
lanty, ale eskoslovensti politici si vyty¢ili nejen filantropicky, ale i strategicky
politicky cil. Cilem, ktery Toma$ G. Masaryk a Ruska strana lidové svobody
videéli v predvaleénych a vale&nych letech, bylo vytvoreni zakladu pro budouci
demokratické liberalni Rusko.

Rusti védci a ucitelé, ktefi ziskali stipendium od ¢eskoslovenského sta-
tu k pobytu a studiu, rusti studenti a Zaci, ktefi obdrzeli stipendia k pobytu
a studiu, pouze neprezivali, ale postupné se stavali ob&any toho vytouzeného
svobodného Ruska, za které jesté nedavno bojovali legionafi a o0 némz snili
rusti lidé, ktefi si tento sen odnesli s sebou do exilu.

Tomas G. Masaryk a jeho pfiznivci Eekali na pad bolSevického rezimu a po-
chopili, Ze v Rusku by méli byt komisafi nahrazeni evropsky vzdélanymi lidmi,
ktefi sdileji zapadni demokratické hodnoty. Praveé tito lidé byli pfipravovani Rus-
kou akci. Je velmi charakteristické, Ze potvrzeni o pfijeti stipendia obsahovalo
zavazek: ,Rusky pfijemce se zavazuje vrétit pfijatou ¢astku po uplynuti jednoho
roku od obnoveni normalnich pomérd v Rusku, pokud nastane (...) moznost
navratu tam.”

Bohuzel, ,normalni poméry“ nenastaly v Rusku ani béhem Zivota Masa-
ryka, ani b&hem existence demokratického &eskoslovenského statu. Rusti
exulanti ,vstoupili“ do své vlasti koncem 40. let, nikoliv z vlastni vile, ale pod
eskortou NKVD a jen mélo z nich prezilo.

Dokonce i Cesi a Slovaci obnovili demokracii az v roce 1990, po 42 letech
komunistické diktatury. V té dobé Rusko i dal$i ¢asti byvalého SSSR setrasly
jho totalitniho utlaku.

Potifebujeme slovanskou solidaritu dnes? Na néjaky ¢as se mozna zdalo,
Ze Ukolem vSech narod, jak slovanskych, tak neslovanskych, které se osvobo-
dily od komunistické totality, bylo jednoduse vstoupit do rodiny civilizovanych
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demokratickych narodl a spolu obnovit spoleénost zranénou minulosti, jeji
obg&anskeé instituce a ekonomiku.
postkomunistickych spole¢enstvi rychle vstoupila do Evropské unie a do NATO,
kdyz prezila bolestivé systémové reformy v oblasti dekomunizace, a stala se
sougasti euroatlantického svéta.

Ale v jiné ¢asti, v byvalém stfedu svétové komunistické nadvlady, v té, ktera
byla nazyvana pred rokem 1991 SSSR, probihaly procesy jinak. Na po¢atku de-
vadesétych let 12 novych stat(, které se objevily v teritoriu SSSR, nemélo vili
PACE €.1096 ,Opatfeni na odstranéni odkazu byvalych komunistickych totalit-
nich systém"“ dokonce v rustiné chybi.

Nékteré z téchto 12 zemi se s obrovskym Usilim nyni vymarnuji z komu-
nistické minulosti a sméruji k Evropé, ackoli kazdy krok v tomto sméru jim d&
obrovskou praci. Patfi k nim Gruzie, Ukrajina, Arménie, Moldavie. Jini strnuli
v nové totalit€, nékdy, jako v Turkmenistanu nebo Uzbekistanu, jesté divocejsi
nez byla ta sovétska. Ale z vétsi ¢asti slovanské Rusko a Bélorusko prosly smut-
nou cestou od budovani trzni demokracie zpét k autoritdfskému despotismu,
kde neni chranén ani zivot ¢lovéka, ani jeho majetek, ani politickd a ob&anskéa
prava. Kde znovu, stejné jako v SSSR, vladne svévole lidi, ktefi se ndhodné
chopili pak bohatstvi a moci.

Jak prekonat tento regres svobody, jak na evropskou cestu vratit Rusko
a Bélorusko, které tonou v autoritarstvi? Jak pomoci Ukrajing, aby se stala
z oligarchické a poloanarchistické zemé skute¢né demokratickym a pravnim
statem?

A znovu, stejné jako ve dvacatych letech (20. stoleti), to neni otazka Cisté
filantropie. Cesi a Slovaci se sami na sobé presvédgili, ze bez Ruska, které re-
spektuje principy mezinarodnich vztah(i, demokratického a s trzni ekonomikou
je existence demokratické statnosti nejista i u jejich narodd. To se stalo po Mni-
chovské dohodé a paktu Molotov - Ribbentrop a to se déje i nyni. V poslednich
letech se o tom v Praze a Bratislavé hodné& mluvi.

A proto je dnes slovanska solidarita a obecnéji solidarita postkomunis-
tickych zemi Evropy stéle aktualni. Je tfeba se postarat nejen o kousek chleba
pro uprchliky z Ruska (nyni obvykle nejsou tak chudi), ale pfedevsim o jejich
hlavy a srdce. Je nezbytné ugit budouci ob&any demokratického Ruska, Ukraji-
ny, Béloruska takovym zakladim svobodného ob&anstvi, bez nichz se totalitni
minulost jesté dlouhou dobu nepodafri prekonat.

Meéli bychom spole&né rozvijet vhodné vzdélavaci programy a najit financé-
ni prostredky pro jejich realizaci. Mozn3, Ze velka ¢ast téchto programi by méla
byt nabizena na internetu, realizovana dalkové, zamérena konkrétné na Rusy,
Ukrajince, Bélorusy a jiné narody, které dosud zcela neprekonaly blaznivou
nostalgii po totalitni minulosti. Vyuka dé&jin musi vymytit kofeny starych komu-
nistickych mytd a bludd, vyuka prava, politickych véd, teorie administrativni
a statni spravy zase polozit zaklady budoucich vztahd.

A v tom se opét projevi ta prava slovanska solidarita, jejimiz horlivymi
zastanci byli Tomas G. Masaryk, Karel Kramar a dal$i pfiznivci a mecenasi jiz
zminované Ruské akce 20.-30. let. Ne solidarita geopolitickych snah, nikoli vel-
mocensky program, ale solidarita ve svobodé a blahobytu, kdy svoboda, diistoj-
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nost a blahobyt jednoho naroda jsou zarukou a podporou svobody, distojnosti
a blahobytu jiného, jemu pFibuzného a blizkého duchem, jazykem a kulturou.

Tak vidim slovanskou solidaritu ve 21. stoleti.
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SLAVNOSTHNI SLIB

Vazeny pane, dfive nez VAm udélim hodnost, kterou
jsme se rozhodli ocenit Vase mimoradné védecké
zasluhy a vynikajici schopnosti, je tfeba zachovat
starobyly zvyk, ktery od téch, jimz ma byt udélena
akademicka hodnost, vyZzaduje, aby slozili slavnostni slib.

Vazeny pane, protoze jste se zaslouzil o rozkvét
této univerzity a dal jste ostatnim pfiklad hodny
napodobeni, zZddam Vas pouze o to, abyste slibil:

Predevsim, Ze této univerzité, ktera nese dlstojné
jméno Masarykovo, trvale zachovate vérnost
a pratelstvi a Ze ji podle svych sil budete podporovat.

Dale pak, ze budete neustéale dbat o rozvoj lidského
poznani, aby se §ifila pravda a aby jeji svétlo zafilo
jasngji.

A konecné, Ze takovy, jakym jste se ukéazal byt,
budete stéle. Zavazujete se k tomu a slibujete to
na své dobré svédomi?

ZAVAZUJT SE A SLIBUJI.

Poté, co jsem s vdé&nosti pfijal tento Vas slib, ja, radné
ustanoveny promotor, z moci svého Ufadu Vés,

PANE ANDREJI ZUBOVE,
JMENUJT DOKTOREM HISTORICKYCH VED,

Vas$e jmenovani verejné vyhlasuji a udéluji Vam
vSechna préava a vysady, jeZ jsou s touto hodnosti
spjaty. Na dlikaz toho VAm do rukou pfedavam tento
diplom s peceti Masarykovy univerzity a dekoruji
Vas zlatou pamétni medaili této univerzity.

SLAVNOSTHI SLIB 13






Andrey Borisovich Zubov

DOCTOR HONORIS CAUSA
IN HISTORICAL SCIENCES

Masaryk University
5 April 2019






ANDREY BORISOVICH ZUuBOV

Born on 16 July 1952 in Moscow, Russia.

MAIN RESEARCH AREAS

History of European Philosophy; History of Religion;
Russian and Comparative History.

EDUCATION
2001 Moscow State Institute of International Relations (professor)
1989 Institute of Oriental Studies, Russian Academy

of Science (Dr. of Science)
1978 Institute

of Oriental Studies, Russian Academy of Science (Ph.D.)
1973 Moscow State Institute of International Relations (graduated)

POSITIONS HELD

2014-2017

2001-2014

1994-2011

1995-1996

1995-1997

1988-1994

1973-2001

AWARDS

2014

Columnist, “Novaya Gazeta" newspaper, Moscow, Russia
Professor and General Director, Centre for Church

and International Relations, Moscow State University

of International Relations, Moscow, Russia

Head of the department, Russian Orthodox University,
Moscow, Russia

Adviser, Administration of the President of Russia,
Department of Social and Political Relations, Moscow, Russia
Professor, Russian State University of Humanities,
Moscow, Russia

Professor, Moscow Theological Academy,

Sergiyev Posad, Russia

Scientific researcher, Institute of Oriental Studies,
Russian Academy of Science, Moscow, Russia

AND HONORS RECEIVED (SELECTED)

Doctor Honoris Causa, National University
of Kyiv-Mohyla Academy, Kiev, Ukraine

INVITED LECTURES (SELECTED)

2017

2016

BIOGRAPHICAL DATA

Apology of Liberalism (Reflection on Aristotle,

Locke and Contemporary Christian Democracy),
Konrad Adenauer, Berlin, Germany

Contemporary dimensions in Russian politics, Institute
of International Affairs, Stockholm, Sweden

17



2016

2015

2015

2014

2014

2014

Typology of Imperial Mindset: Genesis and Prospects,
Association of Schools of Political Studies of the

Council of Europe, Oxford, Great Britain

The Beginnings of Imperial Consciousness in Russia and

Its Prospects, Charles University, Prague, Czech Republic
The Three Forms of Old World Religiosity (West,

South Asia, Far East) and their Reflections in Fine

Arts, Masaryk University, Brno, Czech Republic

Overcoming the Totalitarian Past in Germany,

Novaya Gazeta newspaper, Moscow, Russia

Christianity and Variety of Religion Experience, National
University of Kyiv-Mohyla Academy, Kiev, Ukraine

Causes of Autocratic-Authoritarian Recidivism in Contemporary
Russia, Dagestan State University, Dagestan Republic, Russia

ORIGINAL PUBLICATIONS (SELECTED)

Zubov, A. B., Parlamentarizm v Tailande: Opyt issledovaniya

Zubov, A.

Zubov, A.

Zubov, A.

Zubov, A.
Zubov, A.

Zubov, A.

Zubov, A.

Zubov, A.

Zubov, A.

Zubov, A.

Zubov, A.

Zubov, A.

18

sovremennogo vostochnogo obshchestva metodom
analiza izbiratel’noy statistiki, Nauka, Moscow, 1982

B., Parlamentskaya demokratiya i politicheskaya

traditsiya Vostoka, Nauka, Moscow, 1990

B., L’Euroasia del Nord: Il rischio del caos dopo I'impero

sovetico, San Paolo, Turin — Milano, 1994

B., Obrashcheniye k russkomu natsional’nomu pravoporyadku kak

nravstvennaya zadacha i politicheskaya tsel’, Moscow, 1997

. (ed.), Istoriya Rossii. XX vek, AST, Moscow, 2009
B., Strada, V. (eds.), Rossiya na rubezhe vekov.

1991-2011, ROSSPEN, Moscow, 2011

B., Lektsii po istorii religii, Alpina Non-Fiction, Moscow, 2016
. (ed.), Istoriya Rossii. XX vek. Kak shla Rossiya k XX veku. Ot

nachala tsarstvovaniya Nikolaya Il do kontsa Grazhdanskoy
voyny (1894-1922), Tom |., Eksmo, Moscow, 2016.

. (ed.), Istoriya Rossii. XX vek. Epokha stalinizma

(1923-1953), Tom Il., Eksmo, Moscow, 2016

. (ed.), Istoriya Rossii. XX vek. Degradatsiya

totalitarnogo gosudarstva i dvizheniye k novoy Rossii
(1953-2008), Tom |ll., Eksmo, Moscow, 2017

B., Istoriya religiy. Doistoricheskiye i vneistoricheskiye

religii, RIPOL klassik, Moscow, 2017

B., Zubova, O. |., Religiya Drevnego Yegipta. Chast’

I. Zemlya i Bogi, Ripol Classic, Moscow, 2017

B., Zubova, O. |., Religiya Drevnego Yegipta.

Chast’ Il. Lyudi i Nebesa, in print

BIOGRAPHICAL DATA



LAUDATIO

Petr Dvorak

Your Magnificence, dear guests, ladies and gentlemen,

Please allow me to present to you a major Russian historian and publicist,
Andrey Borisovich Zubov.

After his studies at the Moscow State Institute of International Relations,
Professor Zubov had been a researcher at the Institute of Oriental Studies at
the Russian Academy of Science from 1973 for almost thirty years. He was orig-
inally being groomed for a career of a diplomat; however, he ended up taking
a different path since he was not willing to enter the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union. At that time, Zubov's research was directed towards past and
present religion and politics with territorial specialization to Southeast Asia, es-
pecially Thailand; the main qualification papers at that time concerned issues
of parliamentary systems’ functioning in countries of East and Southeast Asia.
Since 1986, Andrey Borisovich Zubov has been dedicating more and more of
his time, especially in the field of pedagogy, to the history of religion. He taught
many courses and gave many lectures on the subject, both at institutions in
the Soviet Union and abroad. He achieved recognition and acclaim in the form
of a doctorate in the field of comparative studies and became a professor of
history of religion at the Moscow Theological Academy. He subsequently be-
came a professor at the Russian State University for the Humanities in Moscow.
In recent years, Zubov has inclined to research and teaching in the field of
Russian history and the history of philosophy. He also served as an adviser
for religious matters at executive bodies in Moscow, and went on to take up
a similar position at the office of the president of the Russian Federation.

The developing academic career of Andrey Borisovich Zubov reached
its peak at the time in 2001 when he became the General Director of the
Centre for Church and International Relations at the Moscow State University
of International Relations. But in 2014, Professor Zubov was fired from the
Moscow State University of International Relations after he disagreed with the
Russian Federation’s stance towards Ukraine and the intervention in Crimea.
In that same year, he was also stripped of all his functions in institutions op-
erating under the auspices of the Russian Orthodox Church. He became an
external consultant and columnist providing expertise, publicist analyses
and lectures for the liberal newspaper Novaya Gazeta and institutions of the
Russian opposition associated with it. Zubov's lectures include highly pressing
topics such as war on terrorism, relationship between capitalism and ecology
or the problematics of imperial mindset in political ideas and actions.

Please allow me to present publications of Andrey Borisovich Zubov more
closely. Zubov wrote seven monographs and one textbook. His research field
is comparative study of politics, religion, history of thinking, laws and constitu-
tion systems in East and Southeast Asia, and in recent years also in Caucasus
and Russian Federation. Topics such as ethnic politics, human rights, his-
tory and current situation of democracy and constitutionality make Andrey
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Zubov’s work highly relevant and significant for reflection of this agenda in
Russia, Post-Soviet areas and abroad. In the Czech environment, the most re-
nowned work by Andrey Zubov is History of Russia, XX Century. Init, Zubov and
a collective of historians bring a detailed look at modern history of Russia. This
work is controversial in many aspects, as well as the recent Russian history is
controversial; the book brought a lively response and a number of polemics.
Even though we may not agree with all interpretations stated in the book, the
opinion prevailing in the environment of humanities is that Andrey Zubov has
attested his original and critical approach to many topics, mainly the history
of Russia after 1991; this approach is built on the thesis of a tight link between
Russian identity and Orthodoxy. Of other publications, known mainly to a nar-
row circle of experts in the Czech Republic, let us mention the book Religion
of Ancient Egypt, which Zubov published together with his wife Olga Igorevna
who is an egyptologist; or a methodologically oriented work The History of
Religion, used abundantly as an introduction into the study of that field and
as a university textbook.

Since 2014, Andrey Borisovich’s relationship with Masaryk University
has become closer. In an effort to support Andrey Zubov in a complicated
personal situation, the Masaryk University’'s Rector Mikula$ Bek offered the
present laureate a teaching post at our university. Prof. Zubov refused the of-
fer at that time, for he wished to continue his effort to keep in touch with the
Russian environment, and further engage on behalf of liberal opposition forces.
However, he did take the opportunity to give several greatly acclaimed lectures
at the university during his stay in Brno and established personal contact with
researchers mainly at the Faculty of Social Studies and the Faculty of Arts.
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SPEECH
Andrey B. Zubov

Your Magnificence, dear guests, ladies and gentlemen,

In this significant year of one hundredth anniversary of foundation of your
university, one of the most respected and acclaimed universities not only in
the Czech Republic, but in the entire Europe, a university that has decided
to award me with an honorary title that binds me to it, | would like to remind
us of the life-long mission bestowed upon us by the man whose name your
university bears. Tomas G. Masaryk was an eager supporter of the idea of
Slavic solidarity, or even Slavic unity. As a politician in his modern time, he
strived to create an alliance of democratic Slavic nations. He saw that Russia,
which was completely absolutist up to 1905 and then two-thirds absolutist, is
unfit to be a leader of such an alliance or even its member. However, he saw
equally clearly that without this Slavic superpower, such alliance is pointless
and actually impossible.

And as a sober-minded politician, he came to one correct conclusion
of this syllogism - support those forces in Russia that strive to make it more
democratic, turn a state that is two-thirds absolutist into a democratic parlia-
mentary monarchy or even into a parliamentary republic.

|am pleased that the future president of Czechoslovakia Tomas G. Masaryk
was a close friend and colleague to our Constitutional Democratic Party or the
Party of People’s Freedom, as it was called at the beginning of the 20th century,
and PARNAS as it is called today.

In response to Russia granting independence to Poland in the first month
of existence of the provisional government (declaration of 15 March 1917),
Tomas G. Masaryk met (not remotely for the first time) with the Cadet party
president, Russian Minister of Foreign Affairs Pavel Nikolayevich Miliukov,
and emphasized that if Poland’s independence is renewed within the free
union with democratic Russia, then Czechia and Slovakia should be granted
independence as well under the same principles. Croatians, Slovenians and
Bosnians wanted to make an alliance with Serbians and Montenegrins within
a free democratic south-Slavic state.

The Union of Democratic Slavic States was a new word in the Slavic soli-
darity. And that word was uttered by Tomas G. Masaryk and the Russian Party
of People’s Freedom in March 1917. However, it took many years for democratic
forces of Russia and Western Slavic nations to get to it.

Let us be reminded that from 1848 a federation of Slavic nations was
a dream of founders of the Brotherhood of Saints Cyril and Methodius — Taras
Schevchenko, Panteleimon Kulish, and Nikolay Kostomarov. However, at that
time, the absolutist Russian power built on serfdom was busy expanding its
realm and maintaining the monarchist status quo in Europe. The year 1848, in-
famous for its suppression of the Hungarian uprising in Austria by the Russian
military, and the attempt of Emperor Nicholas | of Russia to prevent the estab-
lishment of independent Belgium 18 years before that - all this resulted in the
outbreak of a massive Polish uprising in the Russian Empire itself. That uprising
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was also mercilessly suppressed and consequently cost Poland its autonomy
and turned it into a Russian province.

From the time of great reforms of Alexander Il, the Slavic theme reso-
nated loudly throughout Russia, and even became the cause of the Russo-
-Turkish war of 1877-78; however, this topic, with all the unconditional solidar-
ity in the Russian society with difficult fates of south-Slavic nations under the
oppression of the Ottoman Empire, was rather a means to imperial expansion
for Russia than a tool of freedom. The second Polish uprising that was brutally
suppressed already at the time of Great reforms turned the Polish kingdom
into the Vistula Land, where the Polish language was prohibited in the public
sphere, and it signified the end of the imperial “program” of Slavic brother-
hood.

The nineteenth century in Europe was filled with this painful imperial
feeling, a desire to create world-states over which the sun never sets. The
British Empire, in the years of its maximum expansion, took up a quarter of the
Earth’s land, the Russian Empire one sixth and the French Empire one eighth.
Areas of German states — Germany and Austria — German colonies overseas
were much more modest, but even the Germans considered expanding
further to the East (Germany) and to the Balkans (Austria). Even the United
States was considering this imperial paradigm at the end of the nineteenth
and beginning of the twentieth century and fought the colonies over from
Spain. Slavic unity became a special case of this imperial expansion ideology.

Under this motto, World War | began for Russia - the Manifesto signed by
Emperor Nicholas Il on 20 July 1914 stated: “In accordance with its historical
references, Russia, united in faith and blood with Slavic nations, has never
looked at their fate with indifference. With complete unanimity and special
strength, the brotherly feelings of the Russian nation towards the Slavs have
awakened in recent days when Austria-Hungary submitted requirements to
Serbia that were clearly not acceptable for it as a sovereign state.”

These noble words and characteristic omission are interpreted com-
pletely differently when we turn our attention to the “humble” service report
of the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Russian Empire Sergey Sazonov to the
Emperor, submitted on 5 November 1914. In order to explain his stance on the
Polish matter, which the Emperor was in no hurry to resolve despite his noble
words on Slavic solidarity in the recently released manifesto, Sazonov wrotet:
“For Russia, the current war is a war for liberation of Slavic nations; it shall se-
cure their free development in the future. This war, if seen through to the end,
promises Russia a position of a renowned leader of the entire Slavic world...
And such a free recognition shall not be possible if Russia... is to hold the
second most significant Slavic nation (i.e. Poles — note by A. Z.) in serfdom.”

The liberal imperial minister, who lost his position soon after this state-
ment, appealed to the Emperor to at least grant autonomy to Poland, but not
hide the reality that the goal of “liberation of Slavic nations” is for Russia to
“gain a position of renowned leader of the entire Slavic world”", in which Poland

1 Foreign Policy Archive of the Russian Empire, f. 135, op. 474, d. 54, 1. 15
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newly created of Austrian, German and Russian parts should hold a prominent
position, according to Sazonov.

It is known that there were significant powers in the Czech society who
shared these ideas. In August 1914, Czechs and Slovaks who lived in Russia (ap-
proximately 100 thousand people — some of which were Russian subjects, oth-
ers Austrian subjects) elected their representatives to submita memorandum
to the Emperor in which they expressed their desire to establish military troops
of Czechs and Slovaks to be integrated in and fight alongside the Russian
military against “the enslavers of Slavs — Austrians and Germans.” “Liberation
from the cruel yoke of Germans and Hungarians would lift up the spirit of ten
million people who are able and willing to work not only for the prosperity of
their own nation, but for Slavs in general, and who wish to go hand in hand
with Great Russia.” — As the memorandum stated - “Us Czechs, we have one
dream... Let the crown of St Wenceslas shine freely and independently in the
rays of the Romanov crown.”

In the diplomatic language of that time, this formulation indicated that
the Czechs and Slovaks who submitted the memorandum asked that a king of
future independent Czechoslovakia was selected from the House of Romanov.
In reality, not all Czech national leaders agreed with this formulation. During
the preliminary discussion on the memorandum, a heated debate arose on
the “monarchist formulation”. Finally, it was decided this formulation remains.

But it was the Czech politician whose name your university carries that
thought differently. For him, Slavic solidarity was not an imperial project, or
a Russian project or any other, but actual cooperation of Slavic nations striv-
ing to create democratic and liberal political societies. Some nations — Czech,
Slovak, Slovenian or Croatian - had to gain independence while maintaining
democratic and liberal institutions that were already in existence in Austria-
-Hungary. Other nations, such as the Poles, had to unite again, and a third
group - Russians, Ukrainians and Belarusians had to build a democratic state-
hood of mutual relationships in one form or another.

Superpower desires or the effort to be at the top were not part of the

“Masaryk Project”. Each Slavic nation had something else to gain - free cooper-
ation of democratically organized societies that freely choose the level of unity
among the nations. Even the Russian Constitutional Democratic Party sup-
ported this project - “We fight to liberate Europe and Slavs from the German
threat. In this fight, we are united...” it says in the statement of the Central
Committee of the Cadet Party read by P. N. Miliukov at the Duma tribune at
the historical meeting on 26 July (9 August) 1914. It was not about which of the
Slavic nations is the best, it was about Slavic freedom. That is why after gain-
ing power, albeit for a short time, democratic-party politicians first declared
renewed independence for Poland and then began working on the process of
granting autonomy to Ukraine.

One of the most famous aspects of the five-year civil war in 1917-1922 is
associated with the name of Czechoslovak legions that became a fortress and
base of the counter-Bolshevik resistance in Russia in the summer of 1918. Many
sons of the Czech and Slovak nations, same as other Slavic nations of Europe,
gave their lives for the future democratic Russia the constitutional assembly
strived to create, only to be shattered by Bolsheviks on 6 January 1918.
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The Democratic white movement was defeated, and many of its members
went to exile. And the newly created Czechoslovakia, a country destroyed by
the war that had just finished, opened its arms to Russian refugees.

On 12 March 1919, the Prague newspaper Narodni listy published an
appeal of many public Czechoslovak personalities, including Prime Minister
Karel Kramar, to the citizens of the republic: “Our hearts are torn by the news
of suffering of the Russian people who are to be exiled. They went to war with
honest ardour, devoted love to Slavism; they went to war to liberate the broth-
erly Serbia. Millions of lives were lost for the freedom of Slavic nations and our
nations, and now they are dying further, tortured by OGPU executioners, typhus
and hunger, and those who managed to escape are roaming foreign lands with
no means, unless brotherly Slavic nations accept them and warm them with
their gratitude... That is why we are hereby addressing all good people who
remained faithful to our Slavic traditions: let us not forget, let us help these
unfortunate refugees! Let us help them quickly and generously! Give help with
love, show those desperate Russian women and children that there are Slavic
hearts still open in the Czech lands that remained faithful and forgot nothing!”

Two Slavic countries, newly founded and not at all rich at the beginning
of the 1920 s, were the most generous to Russian refugees - the kingdom of
Serbians, Croatians and Slovenians - the future Yugoslavia and Czechoslovak
Republic. In Czechoslovakia, the support was methodically organized and ex-
traordinarily extensive. In 1921, the parliament of the republic approved a so-
called “Russian Action” firmly linked to the name of President Masaryk.

The Russian Action took 15 years, up to the year 1936. By 1924 (the peak of
the Russian Action), it supported 4,663 students, 973 elementary school pupils
and 1,678 preschoolers. The total expenditure throughout the duration of the
Russian Action was 508 million gold korunas for the support of Russian emi-
grants. Russian Action scholarships financed 65 Russian schools in 11 coun-
tries in Western Europe outside the territory of Czechoslovakia.

Naturally, the actual help was an act of Slavic solidarity with people forced
into exile, but Czechoslovak politicians set a goal not only in terms of philan-
thropy but also in political strategy. The goal that Tomas G. Masaryk and the
Russian Party of People's Freedom saw in the pre-war and war years was to
build a foundation for a future democratic liberal Russia.

Russian scientists and teachers who received scholarships from the
Czechoslovak state to stay and study here, Russian students and pupils who
received scholarships to stay and study, not only to survive, were gradually be-
coming citizens of this desired free Russia for which legionaries were fighting
not too long before — the Russia the Russian people dreamt of and brought
their dreams of it with them into exile.

Tomas G. Masaryk and his followers were waiting for the Bolshevik regime
to fall and they understood that commissioners in Russia should be replaced
with people educated in Europe who shared Western democratic values. And
these very people were groomed by the Russian Action. It is very characteristic
that the letter of scholarship confirmation included the following commitment:

“The Russian beneficiary hereby undertakes to return the amount received
one year after normal conditions have returned to Russia, if ... a possibility of
return arises.”
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Unfortunately, “normal conditions” did not return to Russia during
Masaryk's lifetime, nor during the existence of the democratic Czechoslovak
state. Russian exiled people “entered” into their homeland at the end of the 1940s,
not of their own free will, but forcibly under escort of the People’s Commissariat
for Internal Affairs (NKVD), and only few of them survived.

Even Czechs and Slovaks managed to renew democracy as late as in
1990, after 42 years of Communist dictatorship. At that time, Russia and other
parts of the former USSR also managed to get rid of the yoke of totalitarian
oppression.

Is there a need for Slavic solidarity today? For some time, it seemed that
the task of all nations liberated from the Communist totalitarianism, both Slavic
and non-Slavic, is simply to join the family of civilized democratic nations and
together renew the society wounded by the past, along with its civic institu-
tions and economy.

However, reality has proven to be more dramatic and difficult. Part of post-

-Communist societies quickly joined the European Union and NATO when they
survived painful system reforms in terms of decommunization, and have be-
come a part of the Euro-Atlantic world.

But in another part - in the former centre of the world Communist dom-
ination - in the part formerly called USSR before 1991 - processes worked
differently. At the beginning of the 1990s, 12 new states which emerged in
the USSR territory had no willpower to begin a system decommunization. It is
characteristic that the most important resolution PACE No.1096 “Measures to
dismantle the heritage of former communist totalitarian systems” is not even
available in Russian.

Some of these 12 countries are now labouring with tremendous effort to
break out of their Communist past and direct toward Europe, although every
step in this direction is very hard work. These countries include Georgia,
Ukraine, Armenia and Moldova. Others have frozen in the new totalitarian-
ism, sometimes even wilder than the Soviet one, such as in Turkmenistan or
Uzbekistan. But for the major part, Slavic Russia and Belarus have taken the
sad journey from building a market democracy back to authoritarian despotism
where neither human lives are protected, nor property or political and civil
rights. Where again, same as it was in USSR, control is in the arbitrariness of
people who randomly grabbed the levers of power and wealth.

How to overcome this regress of freedom? How to return Russia and
Belarus drowning in authoritarianism to the European path? How to help
Ukraine to become a truly democratic and legal state instead of semi-anarchy
and oligarchy?

And again, same as in the 1920s, it is not a matter of pure philanthropy.
Czech and Slovaks have proven upon themselves that without Russia that re-
spects principles of international relationships, democratic government and
with a market economy, the existence of democratic statehood is uncertain
even with their nations. That happened after the Munich Agreement and the
Molotov-Ribbentrop pact, and it is happening now. In recent years, there has
been much talk about it in Prague and Bratislava.

And that is why Slavic solidarity and more generally solidarity of post-

-Communist European countries is still relevant. It is necessary to provide
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a piece of bread for refugees from Russia (they are usually not that poor now-
adays), but especially to provide for their hearts and minds. It is necessary to
teach and prepare future citizens of democratic Russia, Ukraine, and Belarus
about the foundation of free citizenship; without them, the totalitarian past will
linger for a long time before we shake it off completely.

Together, we should develop suitable educational programmes and
find financial resources to implement them. Maybe a large part of these pro-
grammes should be available on the internet, implemented remotely, targeting
specifically Russians, Ukrainians, Belarusians and other nations that have yet
to overcome the mad nostalgia for their totalitarian pasts. Teachings of history
must eradicate old communist myths and delusions, and foundation of future
relationships must be built on teachings of law, political sciences, theory of
administration and state management.

And that is where the Slavic solidarity manifests as promoted by Tomas
G. Masaryk, Karel Kramar and other followers and patrons of the aforemen-
tioned Russian action of the 1920 s and 1930s. Not solidarity of geopolitical
efforts, not a superpower programme, but solidarity in freedom and well-being
where the freedom and well-being of one nation guarantees and supports
freedom, dignity and well-being of another nation, close to the first one in the
spirit, language and culture.

That is how | see Slavic solidarity in the 21st century.
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SOLEMN OATH

Distinguished sir, before | confer upon you this title
in appreciation of your extraordinary scientific merits
and exceptional competences, we must observe

the ancient custom which requires those about

to be presented with this academic title to take

a solemn oath.

Distinguished sir, because you have contributed
to the development of our university and provided
others with an example worthy of following,

| hereby ask you to swear:

First of all, that you shall forever maintain your
allegiance to this university, which bears the illustrious
name of Masaryk, forever keep your friendship

and continue to support it with all your strength.

Moreover, that you shall continue to cultivate the
development of human knowledge so that its light
shines ever brighter. And finally, that you shall
remain in the future as you are now, unchanging.

Do you swear and promise
to do so to the best of your knowledge and belief?

I SWEAR AND I PROMISE.

Now that | have gratefully received your solemn oath,
I, the duly constituted promoter, by the authority
bestowed upon me, proclaim you,

ANDREY ZUBOV,
DOCTOR OF HISTORICAL SCIENCES.

| hereby publicly declare your appointment and grant
you the rights and privileges associated with this title.
As proof, | present you with this diploma, bearing the
seal of Masaryk University, and confer upon you the
Gold Medal of this university.

SOLEWN OATH
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