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Abstract

In the political system of the First Czechoslovak Republic the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia (CPC)
presented itself as an internationalist party that fulfilled one of the main goals of the Communist Internation-
al. This resulted primarily in the fact that it was the only major political party at that time that actually gained
the support of citizens of both Czechoslovak and German nationality. This article thoroughly examines the
electoral support for the Communist Party in terms of the nationality of its voters. In the Czech environment,
the Communist Party mainly attracted the attention of workers in industrial regions. In the German environ-
ment, this phenomenon is similar, except that in the elections in 1935, half of the former Communist Party
voters found the Sudeten German Party a better alternative. This leads to the idea that voters for the Commu-
nist Party were also German nationalists, who could understand the internationalism of the communists as a
means of breaking up Czechoslovakia before Sudeten German Party was founded. The aim of this paper is

to answer the question on importance of nationality and also of class origin of CPC voters.
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INTRODUCTION

In the Czech environment, the pioneering article
is the brief analysis of Jan Nahlovsky (1922) com-
menting on the statistical overview of the elections
to the National Assembly in 1920 and elections to
municipal councils in 1919, also supported by maps.
Later on, because of the absence of free political
competition in the period 1948-1990, there was
nothing to research and only the historical election
results from the period of the First Czechoslovak
Republic were examined by historians several times.
However, after the fall of the communist regime,
Czech electoral geography boomed. The first works
on this topic started to appear (Blazek and Koste-
lecky 1991) after the free elections of 1990. In an
effort to identify general trends of electoral support

for renewed parties that referred to their own his-
tory, many works focused on the historical perspec-
tive and also examined the elections in the period
1918-1938 (Jehlicka and Sykora 1991; Danck 1993;
Balik 2002; Maskarinec 2011; Kostelecky et al.
2014). Sery and Urbanéikové (2011) examined his-
torical elections but only focused on one election in
a small area, while Friukal (2008) examined the tech-
niques of electoral manipulation such as gerryman-
dering or malapportionment in the 1907 elections
in the Czech lands.

This study will examine the nature of the electoral
base of the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia
(CPC) in the period of the so-called First Republic.
This political party ranked among the most pow-
erful parties of its time and inherently also among
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the most controversial ones. Its ideology focused
on workers, who were a large group of voters
in this developed country. Strength of socialist
thoughts was confirmed in communal elections
in 1919 which the Czechoslovak and German
social democrats convincingly won. Parliamentary
clections in 1920 only affirmed this state. Shortly
after, the radical socialist wings in both social dem-
ocratic parties separated themselves and founded
CPC (Marek 2005). This development was closely
watched by former social democratic voters and
has an impact on their voting behaviour. The first
elections in which the Communist Party partic-
ipated, in 1925, showed that it classified among
parties with the largest electoral support. More-
ovet, its voters were of both Czechoslovak and
German nationality. Internationalism, which was
the determining ideology of the Third Communist
International, and the associated negative attitude
towards the republican establishment, could have
been initially perceived by the German irredentists
as an acceptable alternative to other negativistic
German political parties. Thus, the question about
importance of class origin and nationality of CPC
voters is the main aim of this paper. This study is
a contribution to the above- mentioned electoral
studies of the First Czechoslovak Republic from a
geographical point of view.

DATA AND METHODS
Analysed data

The basis of the present analysis is data published
by the State Statistical Office after each election to
the Chamber of Deputies of the National Assem-
bly of Czechoslovakia. These publications contain
basic information about voters, election turnout,
the electoral gains of individual political parties
and mandates assigned to them. All three elections
that were monitored are processed to the level of
judicial districts and the last two also to the munic-
ipal level by special datasheets for each electoral
region. Because of the object of our research,
we examined the elections on 15 November 1925
(Nahlovsky 1926), and in more detail the elections
on 27 October 1929 (Nahlovsky 1930) and 19 May
1935 (Néhlovsky 1936).

This data was supplemented by basic demographic
data based on the census in 1930, which was used
for further statistical analysis of all the aggregate
data. We used statistical lexicons of municipalities
in both Bohemia and Moravia-Silesia (State Statisti-
cal Office 1934a, 1934b, 1935). For other indicators,
such as occupation of population, data from official
sources based on the 1930 census was used.

It is necessary to remark that on the base of the
data available only general conclusions can be made,
since such aggregate data does not include any
specific information about individuals. There are
further quantitative methods for drawing certain
conclusions from aggregate data divided in units
by so-called ecological inference but their validity is
still disputed (King et al. 2004). This analysis deals
with the threat of ecological fallacy by using works
of historians on a similar topic.

One of the methods used for the visualisation of
election results is the so-called core electoral sup-
port. This is an area with the highest voting sup-
port, where a certain party wins 50% of its total
electoral gain. It is calculated by ranking the districts
according to the relative election results of a certain
party from the highest to the lowest. Subsequently,
the contribution of votes from individual districts
in the total gain of the party is calculated. These val-
ues are cumulatively added together until they reach
the 50% level. The districts that become a part of
this aggregate belong to the core electoral support
for a particular party. In the Czech environment,
this method was first used by Jehlicka and Sykora
(1991), calling this area the electoral support area.

In this work we will use the core electoral support
only on a long-term basis to visualise the number of
cases when a judicial district belonged to the core
electoral support, which we call the core electoral
support intensity. This way it is easy to find areas
with a stable core electoral support, i.e. those that
always belong to the core electoral support.

We used correlations for indicating possible rela-
tions between groups of statistical data. The Pear-
son correlation coefficient expressing the strength
of linear relationship between two groups of data
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was used. If two groups of data show a certain
similarity in data distribution, it is assumed that
there is a relation between them and its degree is
demonstrated by these correlations. The value of
the coefficient ranges from —1 (inverse relation)
to +1 (direct relation). When the correlation coef-
ficient has a value of 0, no statistical relationship
between these two rows of data exists. In this
article, the indication of correlation is considered
to be the values of +0.35 or —0.35. A correlation
is conclusive if its values are higher than +0.7 or
lower than —0.7. Correlation coefficients exceeding
10.35 are shown in bold in the tables. Serious limi-
tation of this method is the fact that even a strong
correlation between two variables does not imply
or prove their functional relation. It is only possible
to suggest potential explanations on the base of
a correlation (Warner 2013). A similar methodol-
ogy was used in the analysis of the evolution of
electoral support for the Christian Democrats by
Voda (2010) or Sery and Urbanéikova (2011) who
focused closely on the elections in the Hlucin dis-
trict in 1929.

The study area and its specific features

Elections can be studied on several territorial levels.
The choice depends on the intention of the study,
the timeframe and availability of the data. Accord-
ing to Prescott (1969), geographers should strive
for the lowest territorial level possible in order to
achieve the highest precision of their analysis. In an
effort to avoid ecological fallacy it would be ideal
to use data on the individual level but such case is
only theoretical (Warner 2013). The electoral statis-
tics of the First Republic included municipalities,
judicial districts, political districts, electoral regions,
historical lands and finally the whole of Czech-
oslovakia. We have chosen judicial districts as the
basic territorial level, which were the basic statistical
unit until 1949 when they were replaced by newly
defined districts (Hledikova et al. 2005). In the
period under analysis, between 1925 and 1935, there
were no significant changes in the definition of the
judicial districts. The most significant change that
occurred in relation to the elections in 1925 was the
reorganisation of districts within Prague, where the
districts of Smichov and Karlin were newly divided
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into three districts (Prague West, Prague North and
Prague East). For the purpose of these analyses,
we will consider that the former Smichov district
equates to the district of Prague West and that the
former district of Karlin equates to the district of
Prague East, as these new districts were situated
within the territory of the former districts. Consid-
ering the rather illustrative role of the elections in
1925 in this study, and especially because most of
the analyses work with districts of the same national
character, the distortion of the data in these cases is
only marginal. The overall area examined is the area
of the present day Czech Republic, i.e. the territory
of Bohemia and Moravia-Silesia, which at that time
consisted of 15 electoral regions.

Considering the traditional judicial districts, it is
necessary to mention one special feature of the
elections, which is the division of the capital city of
Prague into two parts. Part A consisted of districts
I-VII and XVI-XIX, Part B consisted of districts
VII-XV. Basically, Part A includes the districts
on the left bank of the Vltava River together with
the Old Town (I), New Town (II), Josefov (V) and
Vysehrad (VI), as the electoral statistics considered
the central part of Prague as one single part. Part
B is located on the right bank of the Vitava River,
with the exception of the interior districts. This
classification is used only in the electoral statistics
and for its needs Prague A and Prague B formed
their own electoral regions (Nahlovsky 1930).

Along with the preservation of the “urban” judi-
cial districts of Brno-city and Olomouc-city, which
most authors combine with the adjacent districts
around them (those known as Brno-surround-
ings and Olomouc-country) the resulting number
of judicial districts is 332. This number provides
a reasonable compromise between the volume of
processed data and the need for “fineness” of the
resulting maps and analyses.

As a result of the national composition of intet-
war Czechoslovakia, it was also necessary to take
into account the different national environments of
the studied districts. As we are dealing with districts
where one nationality dominated as well as with
districts where the two nationalities were rather
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balanced, a certain simplification is necessary. Dis-
tricts are then referred to as either Czech or German
districts. A judicial district is designated Czech if the
absolute majority of the population was of Czech
(more precisely Czechoslovak) nationality. Similarly,
German districts contained an absolute majority of
Germans. However, three districts do not fit into
this classification. The district of Lovosice, where
in 1930 49.6% of the inhabitants were German and
48.7% of the population of Czechoslovak nation-
ality, is classified as a German district. Conversely,
the judicial districts of Cesky Té&in and Jablunkoy,
where the two aforementioned nationalities were
accompanied by a strong local Polish minority, are
classified as Czech districts, since Czechs markedly
outnumbered Germans (Cesky Tésin — 43% Czech-
oslovaks, 10.1% Germans; Jablunkov — 30.1%
Czechoslovaks, 1.7% Germans).

For some calculations (e.g. the Pearson correlation
coefficient) it was necessary to differentiate the
character of the studied areas even more precisely.
The districts were then divided according to the fol-
lowing scheme and the whole situation is illustrated
in Figure 1. The number of districts falling into an
appropriate category is in parentheses:

* Czech districts (Czech nationality 50% or
more; a total of 212, including also the judicial
districts of Cesky Tésin and Jablunkov);

* asubset of 90% Czech districts (Czech nationality
90% or more; a total of 172);

* German districts (German nationality 50% or
more; a total of 120, including also the judicial
district of Lovosice);

* asubset of 90% German districts (German nation-
ality 90% or more; a total of 62).

THE ELECTORAL SYSTEM OF THE
FIRST REPUBLIC

According to the Czechoslovak Constitution of
1920 the legislative body was the National Assem-
bly. It consisted of the Chamber of Deputies, with
300 members, and the Senate, with 150 senators.
Elections to these two bodies took place in 1920,
1925, 1929 and 1935. According to the constitu-
tion, the right to vote was general, equal, direct and
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secret. It was also awarded to soldiers (only until
1927) and for the first time also to women. At that
time, Czechoslovakia ranked among those countries
with the most democratic right to vote.

In the elections to the Chamber of Deputies, any
citizen of Czechoslovakia who had reached the age
of 21 had an active right to vote, provided he or
she was registered in the electoral list of a munic-
ipality, with the only requirement being a three-
month residency in the municipality. The electoral
list was published half a year before the elections.
Voting was obligatory and permissible reasons
for non-participation in the elections were clearly
specified (age over 70 years, health issues, etc.)
However, sanctions were rather rare, as no fixed
punishment was set for an unexcused absence. For
the purposes of the elections the area of the Czech
lands was divided into 15 electoral regions (23 in
the whole of Czechoslovakia), which had the num-
ber of mandates allocated according to their pop-
ulation. It was necessary to update the law before
every election according to the changes in the pop-
ulation. The candidates had to be older than 30 and
were elected for a six-year term (Filip and Schelle
1992).

The votes were converted using the principle
of proportional representation. Votes were pro-
cessed at the level of electoral regions. After the
votes had been counted by municipal and district
election commissions, the results were sent to the
regional electoral commission, which conducted
the first of three scrutinies, which were used to
convert votes to mandates. The first scrutiny was
carried out on the basis of the Hare method,
so the electoral quota was obtained by dividing
the total number of valid votes and number of
seats to be elected in the region. Further scru-
tinies were carried out at the national level by
the Central Election Commission, which gradu-
ally allocated mandates for votes not used in the
first scrutiny. Votes for parties that did not win
any mandates in the region were forfeited and
were not converted. For the next two scrutinies,
new candidate lists of candidates who had been
unsuccessful in the first scrutiny were established

(Filip and Schelle 1992).
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THE COMMUNIST PARTY AND ITS
ELECTORAL SUPPORT

Elections in November 1925

The first elections analysed in this study took place
in 1925. These were already the second parlia-
mentary elections carried out in the independent
Czechoslovak Republic. The first elections took
place in April 1920 and the CSDWP (Czech Social
Democratic Workers” Party) won with a total gain
of 25.7% of the votes (22.2% on the territory of
the present day Czech Republic). In the elections of
1925, its support receded drastically to only 10.2%
in the Czech lands. This was caused mainly by the
establishment of the Communist Party, which
split off from the Social Democrats in 1921. The
Communist Party became the second strongest
party in Czechoslovakia, with a gain of 13.1% of
the votes and achieved the third best result in the
Czech lands, where it was surpassed only by the tra-
ditionally strong RPFP (Republican Party of Farm-
ers and Peasants) and CPP (Czechoslovak People’s
Party), which did not receive the same support in
the Czech lands and Slovakia. This would be similar
in the subsequent elections.

The November elections of 1925 also indicated
future trends in the spatial distribution of electoral
support, which largely persisted throughout the
period of the First Republic. In Figure 2, we can see
the dominant cluster of a high level of support to
the west of Prague (Kladno and surroundings) and
also including Prague, which extends up to the area
of the Ore Mountains and to the cast to the Elbe
region. Other areas with high levels of support for
the Communist Party are somewhat insulated. In
Bohemia it is the area of Frydlant and Liberec, and
in Moravia the area to the south and east of Brno,
namely the Bfeclav region and the area between
Zlin and Uherské Hradisté. Another area where the
Communists received high support was Ostrava.
On the contrary, the areas of western and south-
ern Bohemia, the Jeseniky Mts., the eastern part of
the Bohemian-Moravian Highlands and Moravian
Wallachia showed the lowest support. To some
extent, the areas with low support for the Commu-
nist Party can generally be described as mountain

areas, with the exception of the Jizera Mts. and Ore
Mts. Additionally, the support for the Communist
Party in Moravia-Silesia was generally lower.

At the Third Communist Party Congress in 1925,
Antonin Zapotocky made a speech dealing with
the number of communist party members among
workers. His findings largely correlate with the vot-
ing results of the Communist Party. According to
him, the smallest ratio of Communists among the
wotkers was in the Pardubice, Pilsen and Ostrava
regions, where it did not exceed 2%. This ratio was
high in the region of Prague and Kladno (above
5%) and the highest ratio was in the Liberec region,
where it reached 6.1%. Brno showed an average
number of slightly above 3%. With the exception
of Ostrava (which was, together with Pilsen, iden-
tified as a stronghold of social democracy), this
“ratio of potential agitation” can be related to the
electoral results of the Communist Party in that
year (Rupnik 2002).

Elections in October 1929

In 1929, the Communist Party, probably as a result
of internal party struggles in the Czech lands,
gained a slightly lower support, but not as much as
was expected at the time. In the Czech lands, 9.9%
of the voters opted for the Communists, while
10.2% of the voters in Czechoslovakia did so. It
was one of the biggest surprises of these elections
(Karnik 2003). The decline in support was more
pronounced at the state level, where the Communist
Party won 11 seats fewer than in previous elections.
The communists ranked fourth in the elections and
were beaten by the CNSP (Czechoslovak National
Socialist Party), as well as by the CSDWP, their
direct competitor. The winner was again the Agrar-
ian Party (RPFP), with an overall gain of 15% of
the votes.

The elections of that year give us a very similar pic-
ture as the previous ones (see Figure 3). In principle,
there was no big change, but the support was a little
weaker; the differences between districts decreased.
The decline in electoral support for the commu-
nists was nationwide — it occurred in 225 districts,
while support for the Communist Party increased
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Table 1 Election results of the Communist Party in the Czech lands in 1929 and 1935.
Soutce: CZSO (2008), author’s calculations.

Bohemia Moravia-Silesia
Districts
1929 (%) 1935 (%) 1929 (%) 1935 (%)

Czech 9.53 10.52 9.78 9.82

90% Czech 10.08 11.12 9.92 9.00
German 11.67 6.35 4.76 2.85

90% German 11.13 5.76 6.01 2.52
Total 10.30 8.89 9.01 8.62

in only 75 districts. The most tangible decrease was
in the districts of Slany (—15.5 percentage points)
and Kladno (—15.0 pp).The support increased most
in the districts of Tachov (+7.0 pp) and Sokolov

(+11.8 pp).

The elections also confirmed the trend of consider-
ably lower support for the communists in German
districts in Moravia and Silesia. See Table 1, which
also shows the results of the next parliamentary elec-
tions in 1935. This is due to the fact that the primary
decisive factor in supporting the Communist Party
was not a national issue but its extreme socialist oti-
entation. The judicial districts with a German major-
ity were very much of a rural character, so there were
not many radically minded workers. In comparison
to Bohemia, the German districts show much bet-
ter results for professionally oriented parties, such as
the GCSPP (German Christian Social People’s Party)
which was the best of the German parties here with
6.7%, and the GFL (German Farmers’ League),
which beat the GSDWP (German Social Democratic
Workers’ Party), a winner in Bohemia (Nahlovsky
1930). This phenomenon in scope of Moravia and
Silesia was observed also by Danek (1993).

Elections in May 1935

In the following elections, the Communist Party
defended its position in the Czech lands, at least in
terms of the number of votes; its support, however,
dropped to 8.9%. New votes were gained mainly
in Slovakia and Ruthenia, so with a total result of
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10.3% it did not lose any mandates. In that year, all
the Czechoslovak parties were beaten by the new-
ly-established irredentist Sudeten German Party
(SGP) with a gain of 15.2%. The Czechoslovak
state-forming parties were protected by the elec-
toral system, which brought the SGP one mandate
less than the RPFP (14.3%). The CPC was fourth,
again surpassed by the Social Democratic Party, its
greatest competitor.

Electoral support for the Communist Party in the
last parliamentary elections held in interwar Czech-
oslovakia slightly dropped again. Even though it
was only a slight decline, on the map of electoral
support (Figure 4) it is much more evident than in
the previous elections, when its election result could
be called a decline. It is caused by the great territo-
rial differentiation of the changes. The decline was
recorded mostly in the border areas with a German
majority. On the whole, support for the commu-
nists dropped in 216 judicial districts. Districts with
the largest decline in support, where the support
fell by more than 10 percentage points, included
Cvikov (—18.4 pp), Kadan, Chrastava, Falknov nad
Ohii (today Sokolov), Némecké Jablonné (today
Jablonné v Podjestédi) Frydlant, Vidnava, Liberec,
Tanvald and Podbofany. All these districts had Get-
man majorities. The highest increase in support
was in Police nad Metuji (+8.0 pp), Zelezny Brod
(+7.2 pp) and Slezska Ostrava (+6.8 pp). Except
for a significant decline in the area along the Ore
Mountains and in northern Bohemia, the electoral
support did not change substantially.
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Figure 2 Spatial distribution of electoral support of CPC in 1925 elections. Source : CZSO (2008), authot’s calculations.
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TOTAL STRUCTURE OF ELECTION
RESULTS OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY
IN THE PERIOD 1925-1935

As shown in Figure 5, it is possible to identify sev-
eral areas with high levels of support for the Com-
munist Party in the period of the First Republic.
The first and most important is the area of Prague,
with the highest number of contiguous districts (17
in total) of the main stable core, namely, the dis-
tricts of Beroun, Hofovice, Jilové, Kladno, Kralupy
nad Vltavou, Kiivoklat, Libochovice, Louny, Nové
Straseci, Slany, Unhost’, Velvary, Zbraslav and
districts in the territory of Prague (Prague West,
Prague North, Prague East, Prague B). A significant
part of them also regulatly ranked in the top posi-
tions of districts with the highest relative gain of
the Communist Party. A summary of these districts
is shown in Table 2. The largest part of the core
continues towards the Ore Mountains, where, how-
ever, the Communist Party lost in the elections of
1935 (Kral 2013).

Another important part of the electoral stable core
is the area of northern Bohemia, and although the
Communists also lost here in the 1935 elections, five
judicial districts belong to the main stable core of
support for the CPC: Cvikov, Chrastava, Frydlant
and Nové Méesto pod Smrkem. The losses in the
German districts are clearly documented in Table 2,
where four of these districts were regularly in the
forefront of the results, but not so in 1935.

Another electoral stronghold of the communists
in the interwar period was the Ostrava region; the
main stable core here included six judicial districts
— Bohumin, Cesky Tésin, Frydek, Frystat (today
Karvind), Jablunkov and Slezska Ostrava. As these
districts were strongly ethnically mixed, we can
assume that the communists had some support
from Poles living in Cieszyn Silesia, but to define
how strong this support was is beyond the scope
of this paper, since this support would have to be
analysed at the lowest possible territorial level.

Another cluster of electoral support can be found
around Brno. However, the city of Brno itself
never belonged to it; it was a traditional stronghold

of the National Socialists (Rupnik 2002). The main
stable core there included the districts of Brno-sur-
roundings, Ivanéice and Slavkov u Brna. The rest of
the electoral support is fragmented and it consisted
of districts on both German and Czech parts of
Czechoslovakia.

Another possible approach to the overall structure
of the election results is to focus directly on voters.
The basic sources of demographic data are the offi-
cial census data published in statistical lexicons of
municipalities (State Statistical Office 1934a, 1935)
or in the journal Ceskoslovenska statistika (State
Statistical Office 1934b). Beside the population
size of the communities, these sources also provide
their religious, ethnic and occupational structure.
All the last indices are also used in this study. This
data was examined on the basis of calculations of
the Pearson correlation coefficient, which should
give us information about the inclinations of par-
ticular ethnic, religious or class groups to vote for
the Communist Party. Similarly, a negative value of
the coefficient shows some unlikely tendencies.

The correlation coefficient calculations are carried
out not only for all districts in total, but also for
nationally similar districts. The resulting values ate
shown in Table 3. The most evident values trace
to the negative relations among Roman Catholics,
which are more pronounced in German districts
than in the Czech ones. The reason is the higher pro-
portion of those of German nationality belonging
to the Catholic Church and their negative attitude
to the reformatory Czechoslovak Hussite Church,
which was commonly professed by Czechoslovaks.
This phenomenon was observed in all the elections
that were monitored. The strengthening of this cor-
relation in the 1935 elections can be explained by
the decrease in support for the Communist Party in
the border districts with German population, which
had a more positive relationship to Catholicism
than the Czechs. In the case of a correlation with
the share of the population without religion the sit-
uation is quite clear. A direct positive connection is
significant throughout the whole period of the First
Republic. Only in 1929 is it slightly lower, owing to
the greater dispersion of electoral support for the
Communist Party.
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Table 2 Top 10 districts with the highest electoral gain for the Communist Party in the First Republic.
Soutce: CZSO (2008), author’s calculations.

1925 1929 1935

District

Votes Gain (%) Votes Gain (%) Votes Gain (%)
Slany 15,740 46.7 10,977 31.2 12,807 34.4
Kladno 11,129 41.2 7,507 26.2 9,850 31.4
Smichov * 6,457 38.8
Unhost’ 6,802 38.8 5,610 29.5 5,898 27.8
Chrastava 6,238 38.5 5,899 35.5
Nové Mésto pod Smrkem 2,236 35.8 2,007 33.3
Cvikov 2,706 34.4 2,774 35.5
Nové Straseci 4,411 33.1 3,702 24.7
Napajedla 3,162 31.2
Slezska Ostrava 7,610 31.1 9,154 30.2
Prague North 4,202 30.9 5,784 34.0
Prague West 3,456 29.9 4,669 31.0
Frydlant 5,172 27.5
Frystat 11,900 27.4 13,400 27.1
Prague East 6,241 27.9
Jilové 3,213 24.3

Note: * The Smichov judicial district was divided in 1927 into the newly established Prague West judicial district, with

a part of it being joined to the Prague North judicial district.

According to the not very convincing values of the
correlation coefficient we can see a hint of the fact
that the inclination of Czechoslovaks to vote for
the Communist Party was higher. This phenome-
non is again less evident in the case of the elections
in 1929. Since, in view of the fact that correlation as
a very simple method has its limitations, we cannot
make any general conclusion here.

Correlation with class oriented indicators (share of
workers in mining industry and workers in agricul-
ture) is quite significant and indicates direct or indi-
rect connection between these indicators and the
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share of votes for CPC. The reason for lower val-
ues in the German environment is the small amount
of mines there and a more diversified industry in
northern Bohemia (glass and fabric manufactur-
ing), together with rural based German districts in
Moravia and Silesia. This phenomenon in Moravia
and Silesia is pointed out by Dan¢k (1993), who
supports his statements by the results of regres-
sion analysis, which show a significant correlation
of support for the Communist Party with the ratio
of people employed in the mining industry, while
the dependence on the ratio of people of German
nationality was very low.
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Table 3 Values of the Pearson correlation coefficient between the election results of the CPC and selected demo-
graphic indicators in the period 1925-1935. Sources: CZSO (2008); SSO (1934a, 1934b), author’s calculations.

Elections 1925

Districts
Czechoslovaks Germans Roman Catholics Non-believers  Mining Agriculture
Czech 0.170 —0.231 —0.310 0.449 0.452 —0.439
90% Czech —0.044 —0.002 —0.269 0.446 0.460 —0.490
German 0.175 —0.253 -0.573 0.504 0.252 —0.451
90% German 0.220 —0.300 —0.429 0.618 0.053 —0.426
Total 0.186 —0.212 —0.396 0.472 0.356 —0.362
Elections 1929
Districts
Czechoslovaks Germans Roman Catholics Non-believers  Mining Agriculture
Czech 0.120 —0.199 —0.247 0.380 0.426 —0.408
90% Czech —0.062 —0.009 —0.209 0.395 0.403 —0.465
German 0.036 —0.046 —0.455 0.478 0.238 —0.497
90% German 0.147 —0.245 —0.335 0.578 0.169 —0.450
Total 0.015 —0.044 —0.295 0.384 0.347 —0.427
Elections 1935
Districts
Czechoslovaks Germans Roman Catholics Non-believers = Mining Agriculture
Czech 0.119 —0.202 —0.377 0.467 0.426 —0.408
90% Czech —0.084 0.020 —0.334 0.489 0.403 —0.465
German 0.114 —0.125 —0.505 0.536 0.238 —0.523
90% German 0.060 —0.192 —0.418 0.696 0.169 —0.513
Total 0.319 -0.350 —0.487 0.497 0.345 -0.369

THE COMMUNIST PARTY AS THE ONLY
BIG INTERNATIONAL PARTY

From its establishment in May 1921, the Czecho-
slovak Communist Party acknowledged the Third
International, which was already based on com-
munist ideology and therefore sometimes called
the Comintern. The Communist Party originated
through the splitting of the radical wing of the
Czechoslovak Social Democratic Labour Party
under the leadership of Bohumir Smeral. The
basic political cadre and potential voters of the
newly formed party were therefore recruited mainly
from supporters of this state-forming political
party and therefore they were almost exclusively

Czechoslovaks. However, the communist idea was
strictly internationalist and therefore at the time of
its origin the adoption of politically active com-
munists, regardless of their national origin, was
assumed.

The main inflow of new CPC members was rep-
resented by radical socialists from the German
social democrats, which was going through a sim-
ilar development to its Czechoslovak counter-
part. The communist wing of this party, led by
Karl Kreibich, called for entry into the Comint-
ern in March and later formed the German sec-
tion of the Communist Party. By the end of
September 1921, Hungarian, Polish and Jewish
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radical socialists had also converted to the Com-
munist Party and the party thus officially became
an international entity (Marek 2005). The next
part of this paper will examine how the Czecho-
slovak communists got on with maintaining the
proclaimed multinational character of the party in
a multinational country.

First, we will focus on the very genesis of the elec-
torate of an entirely new party. As mentioned above,
in the first parliamentary elections which it con-
tested, the Communist Party achieved a completely
unexpected success. We may ask where it drew its
votes from. Because it was a new political entity that
split off from the Czechoslovak and German Social
Democrats, we can assume that most new CPC vot-
ers had voted for these parties in previous elections.
The CSDWP, the winner of the election in 1920,
showed the greatest loss (12 percentage points) in
the 1925 elections. The support for GSDWP also
dropped to 7.5%, which is almost half of its previ-
ous support (a loss of 6.7 pp).

The answer to this question can be found in Table
4, which shows the correlation between electoral
support for the Communist Party in 1925 and com-
binations of the number of votes lost by politi-
cal parties between the 1920 and 1925 elections.
We included only the parties where the transition
of voters could be assumed: socialist parties and
German nationalist parties in two cases. In 1920
the GNP (German National Party) and GNSWP
(German National Socialist Workers’ Party) con-
tested the election together as GEC20 (German
Electoral Coalition 1920). Therefore, their results
cannot be separated. The idea that German nation-
alists could vote for the Communist Party may not
be completely misleading. In 1925, the communist
rhetoric could still be understood as irredentist. The
Communist Party presented itself as a transnational
party and in the German border districts it had a
predominantly German character, e.g. in Trutnov
(Kral 2010).

The districts in which the elections were not held in
1920 are obviously not included in the correlations.
Districts in the territory where the district of Zlin
originated were combined. No other adjustments
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were made. The influence of Valtice and Vito-
razsko (Ceské Velenice and surroundings), which
were incorporated into the state after 1920, was not
considered.

Because of the increase in the number of voters
and votes between the elections examined here it
was necessary to clean the data of the distortion
caused by this fact. The absolute numbers of votes
in the 1925 elections were reduced to 86% of their
original state, which is exactly the ratio between the
total number of votes cast in the elections of 1920
and 1925. By this adjustment the distortion was
minimised.

From the table we can conclude that there was very
probably a transition of former CSDWP voters
in Czech districts and GSDWP voters in German
districts. On the contrary, the correlation with the
change of electoral support for the CNSP showed
almost no dependence, and if so, it is rather a neg-
ative relationship. The combination of the two
Czechoslovak socialist parties confirms this phe-
nomenon. The influence of the National Socialists
slightly reduced this correlation coefficient. The
highest degree of dependence is exhibited by the
total loss of both social democratic parties, which,
in the case of districts with an absolute Czech
majority, exceeds 0.9. These results confirm the
accuracy of the previous reasoning based on the
percentage loss of support nationwide. The vast
majority of the voters of the Communist Party
voted CSDWP or GSDWP in the 1920 elections.
The CPC had a Czech character in Czech districts
and a German character in German districts. There-
fore it succeeded in implementing its proclaimed
multinational character in practice.

The following analysis will show the reality more
closely, because it does not focus only on one elec-
tion, but on all the elections in the period covered
by the research. Thus it will be possible to monitor
the development of the CPC in those years when
the party was going through major changes. The
biggest change was a stormy change of leadership
in the first half of 1929, just before the elections
that took place in the autumn of the same year.
The newly elected leadership headed by Klement



52 National and class aspects of electoral support for the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia

Table 4 Value of Pearson correlation coefficient between the results of the Communist Party in 1925

and the difference between the results of selected parties between the elections in 1920 and 1925.
Soutce: CZSO (2008), author’s calculations..

Districts

Correlation with CPC

Czech 90% Czech German  90% German Total
CSDWP 1920—1925 0.903 0.879 0.206 —0.081 0.728
CNSP 1920—-1925 —0.009 0.145 0.153 —0.226 0.049
GSDWP 1920—1925 0.248 —0.008 0.892 0.873 0.373
GNP+GNSWP 1920—1925 0.343 0.297 0.692 0.483 0.362
CSDWP+CSNP 1920—1925 0.892 0.864 0.230 —0.097 0.719
CSDWP+GNSWP 1920—1925 0.915 0.906 0.883 0.694 0.891
CSDWP+CNSP+GNSWP 1920—1925 0.908 0.916 0.864 0.744 0.879

Note:

CNSP — Czechoslovak National Socialist Party
CPC — Communist Party of Czechoslovakia
CSDWP — Czech Social Democratic Workers’ Party

Gottwald had a completely different approach to
the direction of the party and it gradually trans-
formed it from a mass party numbering hundreds
of thousands of members into a party of profes-
sional revolutionaries. The number of party mem-
bers dropped sharply and at the end of the First
Republic it was only at a third of its original level
(Marek 2005).

In 1934, the sympathy of Czechoslovak citizens of
all nationalities for the Communist Party underwent
big changes. First, the leaders of the party had to
resort to exile in Moscow because of the govern-
ment’s reaction to the divisive propaganda of the
Communists against the “fascist dictatorship” of
the Prague Castle and the Government “Five”,
which was formed by the strongest Czechoslovak
parties involved in the government. This had a
rather negative impact on the public reputation of
the party, but in that year another thing happened
that may have had a significant impact on potential
voters. In June 1934, Czechoslovakia established
a diplomatic relationship with the Soviet Union
and even launched trilateral alliance negotiations

GNP — German National Party
GNSWP — German National Socialist Workers’ Party
GSDWP — German Social Democratic Workers’ Party

together with France. This slightly diminished the
public fear of the communist Soviet Union, to
which the Czechoslovak communists were cling-
ing (Rupnik 2002). Later, communist propaganda
responded by lessening the criticism of the govern-
ment policy and started to communicate in a more
state-forming way. This was something what could
cause problems to a number of radical German vot-
ers who, after the abolition of the nationalist parties
GNP and GNSWP might have lacked an acceptable
alternative (Karnfk 2003).

In the 1935 elections, the support for the CPC in
the border areas decreased, which was primarily due
to the candidacy of the irredentist Sudeten German
Party (SGP). The German nationalists saw a better
chance of national self-determination in Henlein’s
radicalism than in the communist party. The follow-
ing lines indicate whether this was also reflected in
the election results.

The total distribution of votes and the votes of

the Communist Party are shown in Table 5. From
this it is evident that 30% of all its votes were
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Table 5 The shate of votes for the Communist Party and for the socialist parties

in Czech and German districts in the period 1925-1935.
Soutce: CZSO (2008), author’s calculations.

Relative share (%) of votes for

Total votes

CPC CSDWP CNSP GSDWP (o)

Elections 1925

Czech districts 75.35 90.60 90.87 12.63 69.73
German districts 24.65 9.40 9.13 87.37 30.27
Elections 1929

Czech districts 68.17 92.15 91.47 13.10 69.80
German districts 31.83 7.85 8.53 86.90 30.20
Elections 1935

Czech districts 80.61 90.90 90.00 14.43 69.82
German districts 19.39 9.10 10.00 85.57 30.18

collected in the German districts. Already in the
1925 election, it showed that nationality was not
decisive in a voter for the Communist Party, as
was the case with virtually all the other major
parties of the time. This is evidenced by the fact
that in the majority of German districts nearly a
quarter of all votes were cast for the Communist
Party. In the following elections the party reached
an almost “ideal distribution” among voters from
the nationality point of view and therefore to
some extent an even spatial distribution of its
support. The difference between the share of
the total number of votes and the votes for the
Communist Party was the smallest in this period.
In German districts, the communists had even
greater support, as indicated in Table 1. The sub-
sequent decline in 1935 is also very noticeable, as
the share of votes in the German districts even
dropped below 20 percent.

For comparison, the table shows similar calcula-
tions for the socialist parties of the time (CSDWP,
CNSP and GSDWP). Because of their national
orientation, their support was completely differ-
ent from that of the communists, which again
supports the thesis that the communists were able
to maintain the transnational character of the
party.
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Now we will focus on the loss of communist votes
in the 1935 elections. In Table 6, we can see a
noticeable loss of votes for the Communist Party in
the German environment. While in 1929 the Com-
munist Party in these districts enjoyed even slightly
higher support than in those with a Czech majority,
in 1935 its support dropped by nearly a half. On the
national scale, this huge loss almost disappeared as
a result of the slightly higher level of support for
the Communist Party in highly populated districts
with a Czech majority. Therefore, the CPC in these
elections already had a markedly Czech character.

We can only speculate about which party the
former German voters of the Communist Party
moved to. To a large extent, we can assume a
shift to the radically nationalist Sudeten German
Party (SGP). For example, in the German district
of Trutnov there is a statistically highly signifi-
cant correlation between the election results of
the SGP in 1935 and the sum of the votes for
the banned GNP and GNSWP, just as with the
Communist Party in 1929, which proves not only
its distinctly German character, but also the great
likelihood of a significant shift of voters from
the Communist Party to the Sudeten German
Party (Kral 2010). Karnik (2003) also mentions
this phenomenon in his work on the Communist
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Table 6 Changes in the electoral support for the Communist Party and selected German parties
in the years 1929 and 1935. Source: CZSO (2008), authot’s calculations.

Districts
Total
Czech 90% Czech German  90% German
CPC (Communnist Party of Czechoslovakia)
Vote share 1929 (%) 9.62 10.03 10.38 10.17 9.85
Vote share 1935 (%) 10.26 10.53 5.71 5.73 8.88
Index 1935/1929 1.07 1.05 0.55 0.56 0.90
GSDWP (German Social Democratic Workers” Party)
Vote share 1929 (%) 1.66 0.39 25.38 29.98 8.82
Vote share 1935 (%) 0.96 0.21 13.21 13.29 4.66
Index 1935/1929 0.58 0.54 0.52 0.44 0.53
GFL (German Farmers’ League)
Vote share 1929 (%) 2.12 0.57 17.19 20.05 6.65
Vote share 1935 (%) 0.65 0.14 5.99 5.99 2.26
Index 1935/1929 0.31 0.25 0.35 0.30 0.34
GCSPP (German Christian Social People’s Party)
Vote share 1929 (%) 1.61 0.49 16.52 19.71 6.12
Vote share 1935 (%) 0.85 0.16 6.58 6.62 2.58
Index 1935/1929 0.53 0.33 0.40 0.34 0.42
SGP (Sudeten German Party)
Vote share 1935 (%) 4.11 1.06 54.74 60.79 19.38

Party in the 1935 elections. The losses of the
Communist Party in border areas were not very
different from the losses of the German parties,
including the Social Democrats. For example, in
the district of Horni Plana, the number of voters
who chose the Communist Party dropped to a
fifth. Thus, despite its ideology the Communist
Party did not withstand the onslaught of Hen-
lein’s SGP any better than the other German
parties did. In his initial analysis of the work
of the State Statistical Office on the elections
Nahlovsky (1936) also supposes that the decline
in support for the Communists was caused by the

SGP.

For compatison, Table 6 indicates the results of
other German parties, where the GNSWP dom-
inates, although its support in German districts
dropped by half. This is a very similar result to that
of the Communist Party.

In this comparison, the German civil parties come
off even worse, especially the German Farmers’
League, whose support dropped to a third of its
former level. We can conclude that the Commu-
nists’ resistance to the pressure of the newly formed
Sudeten German movement was similar to that of
Social Democrats but better than that of the other

German parties.
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CONCLUSION

From its establishment and throughout the
so-called First Republic, the Communist Party of
Czechoslovakia was one of the strongest political
parties in the country. It was successful even though
it showed, with the exception of the last years of
the Republic, a very negative attitude to the gov-
ernment policy and the system in general. This was
caused by its ideology, which, inter alia, proclaimed
the right to the self-determination of nations in the
sense that the nations would completely “dissolve”
in a communist society. In terms of class struggle,
which is the cornerstone of the ideology of the
party, it is logical that the communists had higher
support in the working-class environment and thus
in areas with a heavy concentration of industry.
These were mainly industrial areas near Prague and
to the west of it, the areas with a strong textile tra-
dition around Liberec and Frydlant and coal-mining
districts near Brno and Ostrava. These areas with
the highest levels of support for the CPC corre-
spond well to the numbers of active communists
among the workers. In relation to religion, the CPC
was predominantly elected by non-religious citizens
throughout the First Republic, which is a phenome-
non that has persisted until today, as confirmed, for
example, by Kylousek and Pink (2007).

The intensity of the support for the communists and
the very genesis of the Communist Party encourage
the idea that it was indeed the multinational organi-
sation which it claimed itself to be. We have exam-
ined this thesis from the viewpoint of electoral
geography and have come to the conclusion that
the success of the new party in the first elections
in 1925 was due to former voters for the CSDWP
and GSDWP and to a similar extent, i.c. regardless
of nationality. The key to its success was not only
the charismatic leadership of Bohumir Smeral and
the promise of prosperity under the dictatorship of
the proletariat. In German regions, the CPC prob-
ably became a good alternative to the negativistic
parties of that period, i.e. the GNP and GNSWP,
which still fought against the Czechoslovak state as
a whole. The main German political currents of the
time, which were the Social Democrats, Republi-
cans and Christian Socialists, had already reassessed
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their attitude and gradually became more active in
their participation in the government. The German
nationalists may have perceived this as a betrayal of
the German irredentist ideas of 1918-1919.

In the elections in October 1929, despite the dra-
matic changes that the Communist Party had
recently undergone, the CPC again enjoyed good
results and the share of the German vote in the
overall promotion of the party increased. Other-
wise, however, we can say that because of the previ-
ous clections, the party retained its position both in
the political system and on the political map.

The clections in 1935 are probably the most inter-
esting, looking at the previous results of the CPC
and our analysis, because its electoral support
underwent major changes. The CPC succeeded in
the Czech environment and achieved even better
results in percentage terms than in the previous
elections. In the German environment, however, it
failed completely, probably because of the easing
up of its rthetoric and the more state-forming pres-
entation of the party in public, which was preceded
by an improvement in international relations with
the Soviet Union. Through this the CPC disqual-
ified itself from receiving possible support from
German nationalists. German parties and the Com-
munist Party got a very tough opponent in these
elections in Henlein’s populist rhetoric calling for
a revision of the attitudes of Germans to Czech-
oslovakia. Although the Communist Party resisted
this campaign better than the other German parties
(GFL, GCSPP) it lost half of its support and its
overall results were similar to those of the GSDWP.
It can therefore be concluded that if we perceive the
Communist Party as a German party in the German
environment, it was elected only by convinced com-
munists, which was analogous to the behaviour of
the German followers of social democratic ideas.

Following the above analysis and partial conclusions,
we can say that the Communist Party of Czechoslo-
vakia managed to keep its transnational character at
least in the elections in 1925 and 1929. The party
had a Czech character in the Czech environment
and German character in the German environment.
In the last parliamentary elections before the war,
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when German nationalism had become stronger in
the border areas, the CPC evidently had the chat-
acter of a Czechoslovak party and the former Ger-
man voters largely shifted to the Sudeten German
Party.

In relation to other nationalities in the area under
research, such as the Poles and the Jews, because
of their overall distribution it is difficult to come
to a reliable conclusion. It is true that the Commu-
nist Party had strong support in districts with a high
share of those of Polish nationality, but any mean-
ingful conclusions could be formulated only on the
basis of a more detailed analysis at the municipal
level or extensive archival research.

Basically, the class origin of a voter was the most
decisive factor as shown by the correlation analysis,
which indicated a higher positive relation with the
share of persons working in mining industry and of
persons without religious identification. Certainly, a
German worker in an industrial area of Bohemia
had a higher motivation to vote for the Communist
Party than a German farmer in the Jeseniky Mts.
with a radical attitude towards Czechoslovakia, no
matter how attractive the communist rhetoric could
be for him. This fact was reflected, for example, in a
comparison of the results of the Communist Party
in Bohemia and Moravia-Silesia, with an evidently
lower success in the German environment, which
was mostly mountainous and rural.
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Résumé

Narodnostni a tfidni aspekty volebni pod-
pory Komunistické strany Ceskoslovenska
(1925-1935)

Tato studie je ptispévkem ke studiu Komunistické
strany Ceskoslovenska, predevim volebniho cho-
van{ jejich volict v prostorovém aspektu. Strana
samotna se v politickém systému prvni republiky
proklamovala jako nadnarodni a tim naplnujici
jeden z hlavnich cila komunistické internacionaly.
To se projevilo pfedevsim na skutecnosti, ze jako
jedina velka politicka strana té doby skutecné ve
velkém ziskavala hlasy u obc¢ant ¢eskoslovenskeé i
némecké narodnosti. Tato prace podrobila volebni
podporu KSC déikladnému zkoumani pravé z hle-
diska narodnosti jejich volica.

Predmétem zajmu byly volby do Poslanecké sne-
movny Narodniho shromazdéni v letech 1925,
1929 a 1935, coz byly nejdilezitéjsi volby, kterych se
KSC zucastnila. Analyza byla provedena na trovni
soudnich okrest, se kterymi operovala i zakladni
volebn{ statistika. Celkovy pocet téchto okrest je
332. Pro potteby vypoctu nekterych ukazatela bylo
tieba rozlisit i okresy podle narodnostniho klice,
ktery pak slucoval okresy do narodnostné podob-
nych regiont. Zakladni metodou pro prostorovou
lokalizaci volebni podpory bylo tzv. jadro volebni
podpory, respektive jeho intenzita. Multifaktorova
analyza vysledka voleb pak byla podepfena vypocty
Pearsonova korelacniho koeficientu.

Z hlediska tfidniho boje, ktery je i zakladnim kame-
nem celé ideologie strany, je logické, ze méli komu-
nisté vyssi podporu v délnickém prostiedi a tim i
v oblastech silného soustfedéni pramyslu. Jedna se
pfedevsim o pramyslovou oblast v okoli Prahy a na
Kladensku, oblast se silnou textilni tradici na Libe-
recku a Frydlantsku, a cernouhelné tézebni reviry
v okoli Brna a Ostravy. Témto oblastem s nejvyssi
podporou KSC dobie odpovidaji i pocty aktivnich
komunista mezi délnictvem. Ve vztahu k nabo-
zenstvi meli po celou dobu prvni republiky vyssi
tendenci volit ob¢ané bez vyznani, coz je jev, ktery
predeslou situaci jen potvrzuje.
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Mira podpory komunisti a i samotna geneze KSC
nabad4 k myslence, Ze byla skute¢né onou nadna-
rodni organizaci, za jakou se prohlasovala. Tuto tezi
podrobila tato studie zkoumani z hlediska volebni
geografie. Vysledkem je skute¢né fakt, Ze v prvnich
volbach v roce 1925 stali za uspéchem nové strany s
velkou pravdépodobnosti byvali voli¢ci CSDSD (Ces-
koslovenska socialn¢ demokratickd strana délnicka)
i DSDAP (Némecka socidlné demokraticka strana
d¢lnicka), a to podobnou mérou, tedy bez ohledu
na narodnost. Hlavnim klicem dspéchu nebylo jen
charismatické vedeni B. Smerala a slibovany blaho-
byt za diktatury proletariatu. V némeckych oblastech
se pravdépodobneé strana stala dobrou alternativou
k negativistickym strandm té doby, jimiz byly DNP
(Némecka narodni strana) a DNSAP (Némeckd naci-
onaln¢ socialisticka strana délnicka), které stale jeste
bojovaly proti ¢eskoslovenskému statu jako celku.
Hlavni némecké politické proudy té doby, jimiz byli
socialni demokraté, agrarnici a kfest’ansti socidlové,
jiz pfehodnocovali svij postoj a postupné se stavali
aktivistickymi s podilem na vladé. To mohli némecti
nacionalisté chdpat jako zradu némecké iredentistické
myslenky z let 1918-1919.

V naslednych volbach v fijnu 1929 se i pfes bouflivé
zmény, které KSC krétce piedtim prodélala, dockala
opet slusného vysledku, kdy podil némeckych hlasa
na celkové podpofe strany jesté vzrostl. Jinak se ale
da fici, ze si vzhledem k pfedchozim volbam strana
udrzela svou pozici jak v politickém systému, tak i
na politické mape.

Ve volbach roku 1935 strana zaznamenala nejveétsi
zmény ve volebni podpofe. Strana v ¢eském pro-
stfed{ uspéla, dosahla dokonce procentualné lepsiho
vysledku nez v predeslych volbach. V némeckém
prostiedi vsak zcela propadla. Dano je to nejspise
zmirnénim rétoriky a statotvornéjsimu vystupovani
strany na vefejnosti, ¢emuz pfedchiazelo i otep-
leni mezinarodnich vztaht se Sovétskym svazem.
V ocich némeckych nacionalisti se tak strana dis-
kvalifikovala z mozné podpory. Némeckym stra-
nam a taktéz i KSC vyrostl v téchto volbach velmi
tézky soupef, kterym byla Henleinova populistickd
SdP (Sudetonémecka strana) pozadujici opét revizi
postoje Némeci k Ceskoslovensku. Piestoze komu-
nisticka strana této kampani odolavala lépe nez jiné

némecké strany (BdL — Svaz zemeédélen, DCV —
Némecka kiest’ansko-socialni strana lidova), ztratila
polovinu své podpory a celkové si vedla podobné
jako DSDAP. I.ze tedy vyslovit zavér, ze pokud
budeme v némeckém prostiedi uvazovat o KSC
jako o némecké strang, volili ji uz jen presveédcent
komunisté, analogicky se chovali némecti stoupenci
socialné demokratické myslenky.

Na zdklad¢ vyse uvedenych analyz a dil¢ich zaveéra
tak mzeme konstatovat fakt, ze se KSC dafilo udr-
zovat nadnarodni charakter minimdlné¢ ve volbach
roku 1925 a 1929. Zjednodusen¢ Ize konstatovat,
7e v Ceském prostiedi mél elektorat KSC ¢esky cha-
rakter a v némeckém prostfedi charakter némecky.
V poslednich parlamentnich volbach pfed valkou,
kdy uz v pohrani¢i velmi silil némecky nacionalismus,
byla jiz strana vyrazn¢ ceskoslovenského charakteru
a byvali voli¢i v fadach Némcu piesli z velké ¢asti ke
strané sudetonémecké (Karnik 2003; Kral 2010).

Presto vsak byl na prvanim misté rozhodujici tfidni
puvod volice. Jist¢ vétsi motivaci k volbé komuni-
stické strany mél némecky delnik v nekteré z pra-
myslovych oblasti Cech, nez némecky rolnik na
Jesenicku s radikalnim postojem viéi Ceskosloven-
sku, tfebaze by mu byla KSC sympaticka svou réto-
rikou. Tento fakt se projevil napiiklad ve srovnani
visledkid KSC v zemi ¢eské a zemi moravskoslez-

vy

pfevazné horském a ruralnim prostredi.

Article received 14 June 2016
Accepted for publication 1 December 2016

Please cite this article as

Kral, O. 2016: National and class aspects of elec-
toral support for the Communist Party of Czecho-
slovakia (1925-1935). Acta Universitatis Palackianae
Olomucensis, Facultas Rerum Naturalium, Geographica
47(2), 37-58.

Article available on-line at
http:/ /geography.upol.cz/geographica-47-2a

AUPO GeographicaVol. 47 No. 2, 2016, pp. 37-58




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice




