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Perceptions of Slovak Politicians and their
Discursive Reification at the Celebrations of the
Slovak National Uprising in 2016

VLADIMIR NAXERA, PETR KR CAL
(University of West Bohemia, Pilsen)

Introduction

National holidays related to days marking significaistorical events
and the public celebrations of these holidays farmimportant research terrain
for the study of current political processes. Hajigl and their celebrations do
not only serve as a remembrance of a (more ordes®us) past, they are a
fundamental mechanism that serves to preserve dhngindnt political and
normative order. Suitable and desired perceptidreents such as the Slovak
National Uprising (SNU) play an important role in national mythology also
because they create and eternalize specific clltataons, thus strengthening
political order. This is because political ordersigoported by references to a
suitably organized past — something every ideol@ggo the basis of political
order) needs in order to look natdral

“All national histories, although they seem to hdaken place in the past,
actually deal mainly with the present and perceive past through the prism of
interpretations required by the preseht.”

This paper is a part of the projgeolitical Order, Legitimacy of Political Power and
Transformation of Discourse: Some Questions of idddPolitical Theory(code number
SGS-2016-030) financed by Student Grant Competitnthe University of West
Bohemia in Pilsen.

The Slovak National Uprising is a term for evetitat took place before the end of the
Second World War, when an anti-Fascist uprisingk@rout in Central Slovakia’s main
city of Banska Bystrica. The uprising fought agai@srman troops and at the same time
against the Slovak state, which was an ally of GenymThe uprising (despite the fact that
it was quelled fairly quickly) is generally considd to be one of the most significant
events of Slovak history and a milestone of Slostakkehood in the dominant discourse.
Thomas H. EriksenAntropologie multikulturnich spafaosti: Rozurt identit, Triton,
Prague, 2007; Terry Eageltddeology An Introduction Verso, London, 2007.

Petra Kogalova, Stereotypni obrazy a etnické myty. Kulturni idenfitménie SLON,
Prague, 2012, p. 63.
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A convenient past can be used to justify varioubtipal steps and
decisiond made by politicians, who shield their efforts behreferences made
about glorious histories. And, because historica&nés can be interpreted in
different manners, they can be used to legitimitenocontradicting political
demands — something we deal with in the articlewel

SNU is without a doubt one of the most significaments of Slovak
national history and mythology. It plays a cruciale in public debate and
holds large significance for contemporary politicatdef. SNU and its
celebrations play an important role in the symbdifirmation of Slovak
statehood by referring back to former successess,Tihis possible to refer to
arguments made by Ernst Gellhavho claims that states and nations to a large
degree artificially (re)construct their past whilighlighting potential successes
and attempting to evoke the appearance of an fuoldyness” and glorious
national history.

In addition to the events themselves, the obser/afichese events is
also important for the dominant political order.efhformer (and now again
incumbent) Prime Minister Robert Fico proclaimedtt2008 was a year for
strengthening Slovak national identity. In one i fmost recent interviews, he
confirmed this stance by stating that he and gploditical representatives were
attempting to express their attitude toward Slofgdtory by participating in
public events. By making these statements, he ekfthe line along which
political representatives would become active i phocess of commemorating
and canonizing selected events in histery, via their presence at public events
related to these historical events (or nationalhsijt Fico does in fact regularly
attend a whole array of public events that aretedldo various aspects of
Slovak history —e.g their relations with Hungary, the origin of Sléva
statehood, or the legacy of the WWIl-era SlovakeStand the Slovak National
Uprising. All of this can be reflected in the collectiveeitities of post-
communist Slovaki4.

The aim of this paper is to provide a complex dramgacal analysis of
the celebrations of the P2anniversary of the Slovak National Uprising (SNU)

Jan Randak, “Historie v stasném i budoucim yejném prostoru — Uvahy cjthach a
pangti”, Forum Historiag vol. Il, no. 1, 2008, p. 14.

e.g Silvia Mihdlikova, “Sviatky na Slovensku ako ¢s& politickych ritualov”,
Historicky casopis vol. LIII, no. 2, 2005, pp. 339-354.

" Ernst GellnerPluh, me& a kniha. Struktura lidskychéfin, CDK, Brno, 2001;Idem
NacionalismusCDK, Brno, 2003.

Miroslav Michela, “Pripominanie a kanonizovanienmosti. Uvaha na margo niektorych
diskusii o dejinach Slovenskaprum Historiae vol. II, no. 1, 2008, p. 8.

Seee.g Petr Kgal, Vladimir Naxera, “Viejné akce jako divadelnigdstaveni”Central
European Political Studies Revigwol. XII, no. 1, 2011, pp. 1-23.

Petra BurzovaQkouzleni pohledem na dav. Principy uzni a meze postsocialsitické
slovenské identifikag&LON, Prague, 2014.
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that took place on August 29, 2016 in Banska Bgatrithe center of the
uprising. The city is also home to the Museum ofUSNind it holds an
extensive annual day-long celebration with an agmonging cultural program
that often takes place over the course of seveng.dData for the analysis was
constructed via semi-participant observation ob¢heelebrations. Our analysis
has been carried out in two main lines. The fissthie line that we will call
organizational, and the theoretical-methodologtoal for carrying it out will
be E. Goffman’s dramaturgical analysis. In thislimnve will focus on factors
such as the technical organization of the evest,sdécurity measures, the
memorial ceremony, the formal elements of speeghesn by attendees, or the
actual selection of the speakers themselves. Efestion is a certain reflection
of the speakers’ political capital, which they iease through their presence at
such an event. We can label the second line adathef discursive production.
In this context, we will focus on the discourseatthre (re)produced and the
demands that are legitimized by the individual &peson the topic of SNU’s
legacy, i.e. the content of their performarites

Before we move on to discuss both lines of arguatemt, it would be
suitable at this point to introduce Erving Goffmardramaturgical apparatus
used for our analysis.

Erving Goffman’s Dramaturgical Framework

In this section, we will focus on the brief chamcttics of
dramaturgical analysis. Erving Goffman views théawor of individuals and
their presentation in public events as a carefpilgpared and planned theater
performance. In terms of these theater performartbesperformers attempt to
bring about and maintain the situational definiidhey require and select a
symbolic environment, date, and backdrops to supimir effortd>. While
using this methodological framework, it is apprapei to draw from a triple
dichotomization of the analyzed event. The firsthe division of performers
present at the public event into the audience hactast. Each of these groups
must in a certain way regulate their behavior ardvcon differing imperatives.
The members of the cast especially strive to astalind maintain situational
definitions and, in order to achieve this goalytimeust proceed according to

' The discourses that we are working with are eelai this year's annual round of
celebrations, although they have an even broadethosimg in society-wide
interpretations of SNU. The study of these celébinatis not, however, the goal of this
text, as this topic has been dealt with by a nunabenainly Slovak authors (A. Findor,
B. LasSticova or J. Jablonicky).

Erving Goffman, VSichni hrajeme divadlo. Sebeprezentace v kazddalentivot,
Ypsilon, Prague, 1999.

12
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previously set schemes and maintain dramaturgicstipline and mutual
loyalty. With regard to the fact that both groupd according to differing
regulatives, Goffmali speaks about each performing party’s ability teate
and promote their own situational definition. Inrazase, the group of cast
members is made up of present political performetsy have attempted to
(re)produce their required political discoursetie case of team presentations
it is important that all members of the team mustintain a previously set
scheme and must be careful not to put on a perfwenghat could have a
negative (or even destructive) impact on the preserdefinition of the
situatiort*.

The next dichotomization that should be taken iobmsideration in
terms of the analyzed events is the division of ghH-representations of the
performers into two main spatial regions that aregording to Goffmahn
perceived as spaces that are “to a certain degreeded by the barriers of
perception”. In keeping with dramaturgic analyslsese regions are dubbed
front stages and back stages. These stages refdades where interactions
between the cast and the observers take placeg@ddieof the cast is to bring
about the sensation that their performance fuléilisl maintains certain norms.
A performance plays out on the front stage thatiieed at presenting and
strengthening the required situational definitiamd are)producing a certain
discourse. At the same time, this performance ismtido certain limitations of
time and space and the front stage becomes agouadlof visual attention. As
concerns the analyzed events in this paper, welean that the teams that are
present at the events play out their situation&éihii®ns both on static stages
and dynamic stages. The back stage provides a [dacthe performers to
prepare for playing out their roles on the frordaget For these reasons, the
space of the back stage should be divided fronptiudic’s field of view®. For
the participants in the public event, the back estafien serves as a meeting
space before the beginning of the public eventdisdppears the moment the
event begins, transforming completely into the fistage.

The third dichotomization is based on the divistsnndividual events
that take place as a part of the main attractipectically, these can be divided
into main and secondary events. The goal of thenmaents is to present
situational definitions. In contrast to this, sedary events serve as supporting
roles to help present these definitions, and thrgjanizational logic is subject to

13 |dem Behavior in Public PlacesThe Free Press, New York, 1966em Frame Analysis.
An Essay on the Organization of Experienblortheastern University Press, Boston,
1986.

Idem VSichni hrajeme divadlo.cit.

15 |bidem p. 108.

18 |bidem p. 114.

14
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main eventS. As regards the celebrations on a whole, we caimcthat the
main events are created by, for example, the speeoh politicians or via
memorial ceremonies. We can in turn view the seapndevents as
accompanying culture/entertainment programs infah@ of recorded and live
music or battle reenactments.

Here it would be appropriate to point out the vasicimitations of this
approach, which can be divided into “technical” degistemic” limitations.
The technical limit may stem from the financial amganizational difficulty of
this approach, as it is crucially necessary forah® be a large number of
observes at the event. A considerably large sdataf with varying relevance is
usually produced via this observation. Then, far éimalysis, this data must be
subjected to selection and processing, which as#ime time creates the first
epistemological problem. Much of the data can githe impression of
considerable relevance and contribution in the exdnbf the event being
studied, but in the framework of a wider social aotitical context it proves to
be irrelevant or trivial. As we claim later in ttext, over the course of studying
these events, the performers produced a numbeaarmfus discourses that were
accepted by the public. From the dramaturgical yamalperspective, it is not
possible to discern whether the given discoursthetevent was produced or
was merely a discourse reproduced and confirmedthey “participants
(performers and audience) that brought it”. Thiknked to the next limitation,
which is the question of whether performers ardyttriving toward the
production of new discourse or whether their penmnce can be perceived as
semantic construction via which performers connbeimselves to certain
interpretations of the past, justifying their pmese at the celebrations and in
turn completely embodying the idea of “perform&rWe can also point out
Gouldner’s critique of the dramaturgical approacested in this paper.
Gouldner criticizes the fact that this is a hightjlitarian approach that can be
applied to the analysis of a wide spectrum of foohdehavior. The thematic
“straddling” of this approach logically leads res#eers to be seduced into
interpreting the events they observe with a sidyilaide compass in terms of
topic'®. For other argumentation critical of this approasbe Herber Blum&t
and Alvin Gouldnef.

17 See Ann Branaman, Charles Lemmert (ed$ Goffman ReadeBlackwell Publishers,
Oxford, 1997.

From the perspective of political science, wenid consider this to be a fundamental
limitation, as a large portion of performers pap#te in events primarily to reproduce
their status or, in other words, their politicapital.

See Alvin W. GouldnerThe Coming Crisis of Western Sociolp@asic Books, New
York, 1970.

Herbert Blumer, “Action vs. Interaction: RelationsPublic — Microstudies of the Public
Order by Erving Goffman”Society vol. X, 1972, pp. 50-53.

Alvin W. Gouldner,The Coming Crisis.cit.

18

19

20
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The Organizational Line of Celebrations —
Dramaturgical Analysis

After having introduced the methodological framekvarsed in this
paper, we will now shift our attention to the fitste of argumentation — the
organizational line. This line can be introduced digting that this year's
celebrations (with regard to the participation ¢dv@k government elites and
the number of observers) were subject to largeessaicurity measurés
Security gates had been set up at the entranbe t@r¢a of the memorial where
the celebratory ceremony took place. All viewersl ta pass through this
security checkpoint, which logically caused lormgeb to form at the entrance to
the premises. When a police officer present aetlent was asked by a visitor
why such measures were being taken this year, plede “you never know
with all these Muhammadans around”. Heightened ri#gcmeasures can be
interpreted in a line that claims that the statgaagtuses accented the necessity
to guarantee the security of the observers (bumarily of the “performers”)
due to moral panic linked to the issue of terroridy doing so, the SNU
celebrations were from an organizational perspecile to contribute to the
strengthening of the image of the Slovak state igpses as the guarantors of
security. This is because society expects thesarapses to protect its
members from sources of fear and moral |§§Lni¢owever, if we shift our view
from formal security procedures, we can claim thatviding security for the
event took place primarily on a symbolic level, lwihe aim of sending the
signal that state apparatuses are putting fortresimum amount of effort to
secure safety. On one hand, security gates weng lbsied and dogs trained for
bomb detection were deployed. On the other, thearo¢ area between the
security gates was open for veterans, families velidren, friends and
acquaintances of the organizers, and retirees, palssed through freely. In a
critical line of interpretation dealing with the rppective of organization, we
can claim that these were only symbolic securitgvimions®. This can be
illustrated in the fact that the security forcesnediately removed the metal-
detecting security gates and ceased to monitoeti&ance immediately after
the political portion of the events and politiciaspeeches ended. From this

22 However, the 70 anniversary celebrations in 2014 were even moerdsting from a
security perspective in regard to a number of gawent officials.

David Altheide Creating Fear: News and Construction of Crisiddine de Gruyter, New
York, 2002; compare Jana Lasicova, Jaroslav UBakpeénos’ ako kategoria VEDA,
Bratislava, 2012.

Fiona Jeffries, “Reappropriating the City of Fea@pace and Culturevol. XVII, no. 3,
2014, pp. 251-265.

23
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perspective, we can claim that the security measprémarily served the
“performers”, not the audience, which is, howeglife a common phenomenon
and is based on the logic of ensuring the secafigovernment officials.

In this line of analysis, we can shift our focuswibat the “entrance of
performers on the stage” looked like, i.e. a bine¢rpretation of the arrival of
the politicians. This specific event can be vieweoin the perspective of
dramaturgical analysis as a staged theater perfa@naerving to (re)produce
the status symbols of the arriving politicians,idgrwhich the dichotomization
of participants was strongly evident. On one sittere were the performers
mentioned above, i.e. politicians stepping outhdirt vehicles and moving to
the back stage. On the other, there was the awglieacviewers welcoming the
performers with applause and media teams broadgatitis performance to a
wider audience. Before the arrival of the perforsnes crowd of cheering
viewers was created and gradually grew larger. l&tgest applause during the
arrival was given to President Andrej Kiska andreriMinister Robert Fico,
who also came with the largest police escort. A=y thxited their vehicles,
security held a more strategic position than dutimg entrance of the other
political performers. The theatrical arrival andbseiquent speeches can be
perceived as the transformation of the politicaifgreners, via the event's
dramaturgy, into the roles of celebrities and prait heroes, which naturally
had an impact on the (re)production of their sosiatuses.

In addition to the political performers at the SN&élebrations
performing on the stage via speech-giving, we m®dranother group of
political performers that attempted to induce theim situational definition.
These were primarily members of the Communist PaftySlovakia, who
played a narrative claiming that SNU had creatquotedude to the events of
1948°, while taking a stance against the policy of NAW@th banners reading
e.g “NATO is war”, “We want to live in peace”, or “Wevant peace”).
However, this group did not symbolically disturle tliramaturgy of the event in
any significant manner. On the contrary, RobertoFiwas symbolically
supported with applause as he played out his aoleiring the role of the Red
Army in liberating Slovakia and warning against tpaying contemporary
Russia as the enemy.

Before the actual beginning of the political pantiaf the celebrations, a
memorial ceremony took place, opened by militaghtiér jets flying over the
premises. The ceremony was opened by SNU veterhosware the first to lay

25 Daniel Silver, “The Moodiness of ActionZociological Theoryvol. XXIX, no. 3, 2011,
pp. 199-222.

% Elena Mannova, “Piruety v inscenovani minulosslovenské néarodni povstani v
promenach ¢asu”, Déjiny a souwasnost vol. VIII, 2008 (http:/dejinyasoucasnost.cz/
archiv/2008/8/piruety-v-inscenovani-minulosti-/,. 20 2016).
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wreaths at the memorfal After the veterans finished, wreaths were laid by
President Andrej Kiska, Chairman of the Nationasémwbly Andrej Danko, and
other (unnamed) members of Parliament, followedPbyne Minister Robert
Fico and his cabinet ministers. The dramaturgicdeoof the “wreath-layers”
again led to the confirmation of their symbolictstes and their passage into
the role of political celebritié® Former Slovak president Ivan Ga3patovi
played the interesting role of prop at the evestha also took place in the
wreath laying. After GaSparayiforeign delegations began to lay wreaths at the
memorial, the first of which was the Romanian mi®f defense (during SNU
celebrations, the fact that in addition to the Rechy the Romanian Army also
played an important role in Slovakia’s liberatioasahighlighted several times),
accompanied by the Slovak Minister of Defense. iAfitds, wreaths were laid
by a delegation of the European Union, which wasugited by boos from
people in the crowd, which can be interpreted lime of the pro-Russian focus
of the dominant performer of the SNU celebratidRebert Fico, and a large
number of his followers in the cro#ld The European delegation was followed
by representatives of various military, freedonmhfeys, and anti-fascist
associations, and also regional representativethduti the participation of
Marian Kotleba, whose absence on one hand wasiticglotact of spite” and
on the other was subject to ridicule by variousitigal performers) and
representatives of cities.

The memorial ceremony was concluded with the SloR&jpublic’s
national anthem, which in turn opened the politigaition of the celebrations
that included speeches. Before giving the stagbeolitical performers, the
moderator of the celebrations framed SNU as “onih@fgreatest milestones in
[Slovak] history” and labeled it an event in whitheroesstood up against
evil’. Such a framing of events again served toghtin the status of the

27 Here we can comment on the division of regionthist event. The front region, i.e. the

front stage, was formed by a covered platform. 3&eond stage was in the courtyard of
the Museum of SNU, where the laying of wreaths tqu#ce. The wreath laying
ceremony was also broadcast on a large screenecstafje. The back stage was formed
by a fenced off area behind the stage. There veasaal additional and specific region for
wreath laying. This area was located to the sid¢hefstage, where wreaths had been
prepared and wreath-layers were gathered at therbieg of the memorial ceremony.
Although it was easily visible to the audienceaxreld behavior typical for the back stage
took place. At the moment the individual delegasidook their places, their members
“switched on” their ceremonial “mode”. Thus, thiadk region gradually disappeared and
transformed into another front region.

Daniel Silver, “The Moodiness of Action”, cit.

However, as we will point out later, there weegexal lines of interpretation to which the
audience reacted in different manners. This haphdbe example, when a portion of the
audience clapped for Fico’'s pro-Russian speech,ewdnilother portion clapped for the
pro-European speeches of other speakers. This &uagical dissonance” of the cast in
reality is a disruption of Goffman’s concept ofrieboyalty mentioned above.

28
29
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political performers, as it allowed them to takevattage of this fact and
through their participation transform themselvete imodern-age heroes in the
eyes of the publi¢ albeit in a different context thae.g “heroes of the
uprising”. In addition, framing the event in thisay made it possible to
accentuate the relevance of discourses (re)prodimedhe speeches of
politicians. Before we focus in more detail on time of discursive production
of SNU celebrations, it would be suitable to pant that the moment Robert
Fico's speech ended (as fourth in the order), aifsignt portion of viewers
began to shift toward other secondary events (éidrils of the Slovak Army,
refreshment stands, etc.). Dynamic displays oftamlitechnology commenced,
which quite strongly disrupted the rest of the dngospeeches. Thus, it is
evident from the dramaturgy of the event that thst ffour speeches (the
director of the Museum of SNU, Andrej Kiska, AndBsnko, and Robert Fico)
were framed as the most important, and therefone wet disrupted by the
accompanying events. The following speeches weraewn in this manner, as
they were disrupted by these dynamic exhibitiortze dudience viewed these
speeches similarly, and began to move to the o#ggons of the event just after
Robert Fico finished his speech.

The Line of Discursive Production —
Analysis of Speeches

After introducing the organizational line, we wilbw focus on the line
of discursive production. In terms of the indivitlispeeches given, we will
highlight the way in which individual performerstenpret the legacy of SNU
(and the accompanying legacy of the existence effovak State during the
period of the Second World War). The first to perfovas the director of the
Museum of SNU, who is the annual organizer and bbste celebrations. We
registered the very first words of his performamseanalytically relevant, as
these words were addressed directly to the paatitsp of the uprising —
something that does not always happen at such®vwksatan example, we can
cite the Liberation Festival celebrations in Pils€zech Republic, which take
place under the veneer of expressing gratituddn@éoAmerican veterans who
liberated the city, but in reality place these vats in the role of mere stage
props during the celebrations, who are then usegbdiijical performers to
legitimize their own demandfs In many respects, the event in Banska Bystrica

30
31

Daniel Silver, “The Moodiness of Action”, cit.
Petr Kgal, Vladimir Naxera, “Diky, Ameriko!: Dramaturgid analyza Slavnosti

vol. XVII, no. 3-4, 2015, pp. 313-338.

Romanian Political Science Review vol. XVII * no. 2¢ 2017
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focused on veterans in a more targeted mannerhwids evident in the order
in which the host welcomed the guests, emphasittiag he was breaking
protocol by first welcoming the veterans and novegament officials. As a
reason, he stated that he considered the veteydesthe most important of all
the guest&. In addition to government officials, he welcomegd name the
former president GaSpar@dyiwho began the tradition of the Slovak president’s
presence at these events. After a number of odpresentatives were named,
he welcomed the “representatives of the BanskarBgstegion” and added,
“I don’t have to explain why the district adminitor is not here, but | felt |
should make the comment”, which was met by applénase the audience. The
majority of the speeches given took a symbolic staagainst extremist
Marian Kotleb&® who stands as head of the region. The negativeepton
through which Kotleba interprets SNU is evidenttlre fact that a specific
defensive discourse has been created against teigrietatio’, which has
attempted to marginalize Kotleba’s opinions anceddfthe official narrative of
SNU®. At the very end of his speech, he thanked thectbr of the museum
and Prime Minister Fico for their promise to alléinances for the
modernization of the museum in order to create alevhew exhibition for the
75" anniversary celebration. As far as the (re)prddaciof discourse is
concerned, the comment above on Kotleba seems tim lus the most relevant
and significant in terms of the director’s speech.

The second individual to perform was Andrej Kiskdthough his
speech contained various glorifying phrases for Siftly instance “Despite
their military defeat, the participants in the gprg were triumphant in their
battle for the character of Slovakia”) that wereegi in almost the same exact

32 Wreath-laying first by veterans and then by goweent officials has taken place since the

Museum of SNU was inspired by a similar phenomedoring the celebrations of the
anniversary of the Warsaw Uprising. The goal igtttphasize the priority of the veterans
over the participants in the events.

See Pavel Maskarinec, Petr Blahafitida jako filezitost pro nové politické strany?
Kotleba — Lidova strana NaSe Slovensko na &gstrlamentu”, Politics in Central
Europe,vol. XIl, no. 2S, 2016, pp. 45-66.

34 Vladimir Naxera, Petr K&l, “The Slovak National Uprising as A National @sere?
Interpretation and Legacy of the SNU in Slovak fi@l Discourse and National
Mythology”, Annual of Language & Politics and Politics of Idigptvol. X, no. 1, 2016,
pp. 83-102.

In a number of speeches given, Kotleba was nettlly mentioned but only referred to in
various allusions, as we also mention in excermimfthe speeches below. It is fairly
likely that these references may not have beendisadely at Kotleba, as there are a
number of extremist politicians casting doubt onsdhd celebrating the existence of the
Slovak State that existed during WWII. Howeverthe local context of Banska Bystrica,
which is directly linked to Kotleba's person, thetdrpretation that these references
directly allude to Kotleba is highly probable.

33

35
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manner a year earll there were several differences between the two
speeches. The largest difference was the mentiothefSlovak State that
existed during the Second World War. In his speegbar prior, Kiska, like the
other speakers, seemed to forget about the exestdribis state and its alliance
with Germany altogether. In this year’'s speechtdierred to its existence in a
negative manner: “The events of the Slovak Natiob@lrising returned
Slovakia its honor [...] We must speak of the upgsas one against evil — one
against Nazism and Fascism outwardly, but alsonagdhe Slovak regime”.
Other speakers made similar statements this yeavells Kiska went on to
mention that SNU is one of the roots of the conteragy Slovak state and
Slovak democracy — and democracy is a value shared by all of Europe
“Thanks to the uprising, we can stand here as pedimbns of a republic and as
free Europeans.” This rhetorical shift toward Ewamd the EU and the fact
that Slovakia was moved closer to Europe thankSN& formed a common
strain in a number of other speeches given atytas's celebrations, Robert Fico
being the only fundamental exception. Kiska corgohwon in searching for
parallels between the period of the uprising aredgtesent: the participants of
the uprising overcame their political, ideologiaaid religious disputes and
agreed that freedom and equality of race and oeligire the most important
values. According to Kiska, these values are a#dml \n contemporary Slovak
society and it is important to actively defend théinis not possible to espouse
SNU and at the same time tolerate the view that 8I48 a black dot in Slovak
history, which we can view here as a clear staigegnat Kotleba’'s perception
of SNU and the Slovak StdteAt present, neo-Nazism, xenophobia, and hatred
shall not be tolerated, and no compromises shoallshdde with the proponents
of these ideas. Kiska said tolerating them waséfiadce of the nation, but a
disgrace to man”. It is not possible to celebrbteuprising against fascism and
at the same time tolerate the fascists of the pte3ais line of his speech can
be interpreted as a stance against Marian Kotlabhd, not only against his
interpretation of SNU, but against extremist pogmuli (see Kotleba's
nationalist/Nazi “patrols” in trains, etc.) and rssiccess in elections to the
National Assembly this year.

The next to give a speech was Andrej Danko, their@baa of the
National Assembly elected for the nationalist Sloational Party, replacing
the former and (to put it lightly) controversialnJ&lota. In his introduction,
Danko claimed he regretted the fact that the hisiblegacy of SNU has

36
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Vladimir Naxera, Petr Kél, “The Slovak National Uprising as A National dsare?... ", cit.
This shows that the present dominant discourserprets the significance of SNU for
subsequent development completely differently ttten discourse that was propagated
after 1948 — in this discourse, SNU was only ayatelto the events of February 1948.
Elena Mannova, “Piruety v inscenovani minulosti.cit,

%8 Vladimir Naxera, Petr Kél, “The Slovak National Uprising as A National sare?... ”, cit.
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divided contemporary Slovak society: “History shibtéach us, not divide us”.
Danko based the introduction of his speech on ayhibat is strongly rooted in
Slovak political discoursg which claims that the nation of Slovaks had fdugh
for centuries for its own state. When this states fimally created during the
Second World War, Slovaks in their hearts knew thag gained their own
statehood, but one that was not completely righe¢ ~their hearts provided the
impulse for SNU to begin. Just as sense was diyethe heart at the time of
the uprising, it should also be driven thus todays necessary to defend the
legacy of those who fought in the uprising, whowéd the world that Slovaks
are not xenophobes, that they are not evil, anckhiey have a heart — so, today
it is necessary to show the world this heart argttwe that Slovaks are capable
of welcoming members of other countries with hajtit and open arms. In
addition, Danko called Slovakia a strong part (audually used the term
“heart”) of Europe and the European Union and dtdte was proud to be a
member of the government of a European state thaekd not be ashamed of.
This was met by a loud round of applause from titkemnce.

The final speech from high-ranking government ddfic was given by
Prime Minister Robert Fico, whose words strongl§feded in content and
direction from those of the other orators. To agéadegree, the speech was
reminiscent of last year’s celebrations, duringakhirico delivered a strongly
anti-refugee and anti-European speech while otheslsers called for solidarity
with refugee®. The topic of opposing the acceptance of refugessch he
backed up with the necessity to protect the legz#cthe anti-fascist fighters,
was completely ignored by Fico in 2016 and replaogdinother emphasized
topic. After making a short introductory claim tf&U was a domestic Slovak
opportunity and not an import from the East or Wé& announced that he
would now shift his focus from August 29, 1944 (ttey the uprising began) to
August 29, 2016 in today’'s Banska Bystrica: “We edinprobably agree that
Slovakia is a safe country and we take [productstimes, education, ...] for
granted; we take things for granted that do nostexi other countries”. He
noted that although his government makes mistakas, country is run
professionally and it has secured the securitysofitizens. He also stated that
the country has everything it needs for the futimg, this feeling of security
should not lead Slovaks to become complacent. Tihis,narrative precisely
depicts the fact that political actors at publiemts attempt to place themselves

% Pubomir Lupték, “Postkomunismus a narodné myty”, lindislav Cabada (ed.),
Komparace politickych systém Nové demokracie /&dni a vychodni Evropy
Oeconomica, Prague, 2008, pp. 37-65.

Vladimir Naxera, Petr Kél, “Obrazy ne-bezgmosti v projevech slovenskych polifik
Politics in Central Europgvol. XII, ¢. 1S, 2016, pp. 49-61dem “The Slovak National
Uprising as A National Treasure?... ", cit.
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in the roles of heroes in the eyes of the obsetvelhe Prime Minister
continued by expressing his fears (“my soul is ted”) concerning three
issues. The first was that a number of politicaities have chosen hatred at
their main program, “which is a path tHatds to hell”. Here we can note the
Prime Minister also took a symbolic stance agdifetian Kotleba, the same as
the year prior; however, this expressed aversiohatoed slightly contrasts to
the focus of Fico’s own speech the year béfomdthough we can assume that
this speech was dictated more by populism tharabbtitred. By expressing his
position against hatred, Fico not only took a staagainst Kotleba, but to a
certain degree also laid the grounds for the rektsospeech. The second issue
that Fico expressed concern about was the quesfiamsing weapons. He
expressed his fears over the result of British Brivtinister Theresa May'’s visit
to Slovakia. When May was asked if she would useleam weapons, she
answered “yes” without hesitation. According todsipeople like May should
be reminded of the legacy of the Second World Widren whole cities and
nations were destroyed. Fico also called on allpfgedo think twice about
making strong statements on the use of weaponshaisdaid the groundwork
for his third comment. His final concern dealt witte idea that Slovaks were
looking for scapegoat for all of their own probléfsie emphasized his refusal
of any antipathy toward Russian-Slovak ties whileking it implicitly clear
that the culprit responsible for this antipathy whe European Union. The
Soviet Union had the lion's share of defeating htezis and Russia should not
be made out as the enemy. All three of these votoederns (fear of hatred,
fear of using weapons, and fear of looking for apggoat) helped create the
complex rhetorical mechanism for Fico's swing tosvaRussia, which he
confirmed in his proclaimed long-term foreign pwglidirection. “We must be
more sovereign and state our own opinions, eveu ifire a small nation.” This
declaration can be seen as the continuation ofirigidicit stance against the
European Union and the “dictation of Brussels”. &obli-ico was thus the only
speaker at this year's and last year’'s celebrattondefend an alliance with
Russia on one hand and speak out against the Eurdjpr@on on the other — in
2016 more implicitly and in 2015 more explicithyn his final conclusion, he
expressed his wish for next year’s celebrationsetmot only a commemoration
of SNU, but also celebrations of peace (which we s2e again as an implicit
demand for peaceful relations with Russia), whicisvgreeted with a great

41 gee Daniel Silver, “The Moodiness of Action”,. cit

42 Vladimir Naxera, Petr Kal, “Obrazy ne-bezpmosti...”, cit. ; ldem “The Slovak
National Uprising as A National Treasure?... ”, cit

Here we can reiterate the discordance with tleedp Fico made one year prior, which he
used to blame migrants, the EU, and also implicRigmas for various problems in
Slovakia. The issue of Romas is also characteristid=ico’s rhetoric, albeit in a
significantly milder manner than that efg Kotleba.
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round of applause and made Fico the only speak#éneobccasion to receive
such plaudits during a speech.

The next to appear was Vice-President of the Ewopg@ommission
Maro$ Sefovi¢, whose speech was in great contrast to the one imadFico.
Compared to the first speaker’s at the occasiofto8&’s speech even more
strongly emphasized Slovakia’'s pro-democratic aiodguropean orientation as
a result of SNU. To a certain degree, he preseppé@dons that were closer to
President Kiska: “Participants in the Slovak Nagibbprising were not afraid
to stand up against a regime that they disagredl’,wivhich prepared the
grounds for contemporary Slovak democracy and Klelsrole as a part of a
democratic Europe. Safvi¢ acknowledged the negative aspects of the
existence of the Slovak WWiIl-era state and exicitentioned the Holocaust
that Slovakia had actively taken part in. In hisr@g) this was a reason in itself
to commemorate those who rose up against the re@iotgust the participants
in the uprising, but Slovakia as a whole showedrefltleeir country belonged —
among European democratic states. This is todayefby individuals who
spread hatred and xenophobia in the attempts latésSlovakia from the rest of
Europe. Slovakia should remember the price it paicaccepting Fascism and
Nazism, and should recognize the value of its deatinc institutions and
membership in the EU, the greatest benefit of whgclthe fact that conflict
among the member states is made undesirable aedsibfe. The largest
problems the contemporary EU faces are ones suthea®Brexit”, which in
Sekovi¢'s words were the product of misleading propagafi to the threat
of the EU’s dissolution, which could lead to addlital conflicts among
European nations, Slovaks should remind themself/iéiseir history. Sefovi¢
sees democracy and the European Union as institutltat carry a number of
faults, but also views them as the best systentadeso far and is one that has
brought Slovaks much benefit. In his words, supfartiemocracy and the EU
should stem from the knowledge of one’s own history

Romanian Minister of Defense Mihnea Motoc spokeosdcto last.
Romanian political representatives regularly attémel celebrations in Banska
Bystrica, as a large nhumber of Romanian soldiesk part in the liberation of
Slovakia at the end of the war. Roughly ten thodsBomanian soldiers lost
their lives in these operations. In his speech,nd&hMotoc paid tribute to the
memory of the fallen and thanked the Slovaks fomtiooing this
commemoration. Relations between Romania and Skak above standard,
but it is important for all NATO and EU nations have good ties in order to
deepen integration. SNU was an event that begaewaena for Slovakia and
was also “[...] a part of the timeless line conneagtiyesterday, today, and
tomorrow”. This statement was strongly similar toetfrequent Slovak
interpretation that attempts to create a histotioal between Samo’s Empire or
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Great Moravia and the present and to narrate iddali historical events
accordingly*.

The last to speak was Pavol¢g&, Chairman of the Slovak Union of
Anti-Fascist Fighters, who emphasized the neednmakone’s history: “We
should be proud of our national history, writtenday national heroes”. In his
words, classes on patriotic education and histogyiradecline, which points to
the fact that contemporary Slovaks often behaaiamally. Examples of this
irrationality, which Se&kar says he is unable to grasp, are Nazism, Fascimin, a
racism. In his words, these beliefs are still alivSlovakia, even in the highest
political spheres of the country: “After the elects to the National Council,
skinheads that had once been yelling ‘sieg heithim streets are now lounging
in the seats of Parliament”. He stated that Kotletaonly hated SNU, but was
also damaging the region as its head administthtough his activities or the
lack theredf.

Having presented the speeches, we can now sumntexizendividual
conclusions that stem from the analysis. The @igsiclusion is that this year’'s
speeches were strongly influenced by the signifisaccess of Marian Kotleba
in the parliamentary elections, which was furthteegrsggthened by the context of
Banskéa Bystrica where Kotleba holds the post dfidisadministrator. This has
made its mark on the anti-fascist tone of the dpegcwhich in comparison to
last year's speeches not only targeted the Fasafishe Second World War, but
the Fascism of the present (there were mention&téba last year, although
they were more of a derisive nature only). The sdamnclusion is that Robert
Fico’'s speech transgressed the line of other spsegiven mainly in terms of
its content. Fico mentioned the issue of SNU onlypassing and immediately
shifted to pushing his political agenda of orieiatatoward Russia.

4 Pubomir Luptak, “Postkomunismus a narodné myty”, cit

45 Here we can claim that Pavolé®é&'s speech was to a large degree in contradictigheio
speeches made by representatives of the Czech RmeEdghters Union (CFFU) at
various occasions not dissimilar to SNU celebratiols an example, we can cite the
speech made by CFFU Chairman Jaroslav 8@dduring the memorial service for the
victims of the Holocaust in Terezin, which the Fatien of Jewish Communities labeled
xenophobic. Another example is the speech givethbyChairman of Pilsen’s regional
branch of the Czech Freedom Fighters during an dsgeaking place during the city’'s
Liberation Festival 2016. In this speech, he stdbed “a wave of members of a foreign
culture surging into Europe” is debasing the menwafrfallen antifascist fighters. As of
late, there have been reports not only of a whotwes of questionable political and
religious representatives joining its ranks, bugoabf its increasingly nationalist and
openly xenophobic diatribes. We are left with ndest choice but to state that the
perception of the term “freedom” which the Unionak® in its name is a relatively
specific one.
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Final Connections of the Lines of Analysis

If we summarize the conclusions, we may state tthecelebrations of
the anniversary of SNU play a crucial role in caotr8lovak politics. From an
organizational perspective, the celebrations séové&e)produce the political
statuses of the participants (and primarily theakpes), and at the same time
fulfill the premise that state apparatuses shoulsuee the security of their
citizens. As we have already mentioned, althougly there mostly symbolic,
the security measures were strong due to moralkcfjamnd the presence of
government representatives. This was reflected Ignaim the fact that the
security measures became virtually non-existenerathe speeches were
finished and the politicians departed, as thesesorea were aimed only at
political performers. Even so, we may still claihat these measures fulfilled
the expectations of the public.

(In)security was to a strong degree a connectiotpfaof both lines of
analysis, as a number of speeches were aimed Highitng phenomena that
could pose threats. This year it was dominatecpic$ concerning the issue of
political extremism, primarily neo-Nazism and nemsEism. In this sense,
Robert Fico was an exception, as he mentionedraigne only in passing and
focused more on the problem that in his view hdsear from the EU’s
ostracism of Russia. At the same time, he backelisiprgument by referring
to SNU and the end of the Second World War, whiehntterpreted (at least in
the Slovak context) as the success of the Red Aryy.doing so, Fico
continued on in the same vein as his speech fravydar prior, in which he
clearly declared this attitude toward Russia andrithed” his speech with
harsh criticisms of the EU and its supposed dimtatespecially in the issue of
migration and migration quots In this sense, Fico’s long-term rhetoric is
becoming closer in nature to the rhetoric of a whetore of other V4
representatives, who are joined together by a morkess explicit refusal of
Brussels and migrants, who present a fundamentatigge threat. At the same
time, this rhetoric shows a certain degree of adwreof the Kremlin and its
international political directiofl. In conclusion, we will take the opportunity to
make a normative note based on our concept of Isedignce as an engaged
science — in the Czech environment, President Mdlegan symbolizes this
position of “the Kremlin’s troubadour” in his arlEuropean and pro-Kremlin
worldview, which is not dissimilar to that of Fico.

46 Stanley Cohenkolk Devils and Oral Panics. The Creation of the Mahd Rockers
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