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Oralni historie a biografie v déjinach déjepisectvi dvacatého stoleti / Oral
History and the Biographies of the History of Histaiography in the Twentieth
Century (Nadézda Moravkova)

Abstrakt

Autorka tohoto textu pouziva metodu ordlni histosievypra¥éné biografie ve vyzkumuweské
marxistické historiografie. Za#uje se na rozhovory se zajimavymi historiky, zisk&hromaduje a
interpretuje jejich vzpominky. Komparaci s dostupngrchivnimi prameny a se studiem prachto
historiki se snaZi o vytwéni texfi, které mohou byt stavebnimi kameny pro budovandabieské
poval&né historiografie, jeji osobitosti, Uskali a rozitesti. Tento text poukazuje na specifika a
problémy metody a snazi seedloZit zkuSenosti, jeZ mohou slouZit dalSim bddates této oblasti.

Klicova slova: oralni historie, historiografiegdecky establishment, psychologické faktory orélni
historie, socialni faktory oralni historie, ,pragsjaro”

Abstract

This contribution attempts to communicate some egpee of the authoress's own research. She uses
the oral history method in research Czech Marxistohiography. The authoress focuses on the
interesting historians biographies, collects anaeks a history memories. Then she compares it wit
traditional sources and with texts of these scétmtiand provides biographies Czech post-war
historians. This text points out the specifics @anoblems such type of research, based mainly on the
oral methodology. Experiences are generalizedd@terall observations and recommendations.

Keywords: oral history, historiography, the sci@atiestablishment, psychological factors of oral
history, social factors of oral history, the "Pradspring"

Ordlni historie a biografie v déjinach déjepisectvi dvacéatého stoleti

O historikow touze po objektivismu v historické naraci

S dovoleniméten&e zanu tuto malou reflexi svych zkuSenosti z badangjindch historického
mysleni parafrazi myslenky Thomase S. Kuhri@edstavte si se mnowjihy dgjepisectvi jako
skladist biografii. Pokud bychom je usfamali do polic podle stugnspletitosti a rozmanitosti
védeckého Zivota a budeme postupovat od podlahy afrépu, pak historici Zijici ve dvacatém stoleti
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Na mist je otazka, co i historikové dvacatého stoleti spateho. Cim Ize onu mnohost a

"KUHN, Thomas SThe Structure of Scientific Revolutiofifie University of Chicago Press: Chicagoand Lond888, p.
15.
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hektinost jejich ¥deckych Zivol preklenout. Mohla by to byt touha po historické prgvktera se
v rdmci pozitivistického scientismu dvacatého gfolerojevi jako usilovnd snaha o objektivni,
védecky obraz minulosti. Otdzkoustava, zda je objektivismus opravdu tolik cenng-# jealistické
ocekavat ho v historickém textu.

Objektivismus ve &d¢ predpoklada tezi, Ze historie jako interpretace nustilexistuje sama o sé&b
nezavisle na &dci a Zze on bude reprodukovat a odrazet tuto minskut€nost, bude nestranny a
objektivni. Bude ,zradlem®, pouzijeme-li tragii metonymie klasické metodologie pozitivistického
historika. Zasahy Zsobené #dcovou osobnosti, jeho zajmy, postoji, emocemiy jsoientistickou
védou obavané, nebBopanuje pedpoklad, Ze mohou vést k neZzadoucimu zkresleniesiého
védeckého poznani. V tomto pojeti historick& readikéstuje sama o s¢ba wdec musi byt pro jeji
odhalovani zbaveny vSech subjektivnich, to znanzenadijicich, faktofi. Musi tak dlouho osfovat

a revidovat své hypotézy, aZ najde "onu jedinoyéktivni pravdu. Historicka realita je v tomto pbje
predem dana, existuje pouze v jedné fgrivez ohledu na historika a jehtApi. Nicmég, neni tato
maska neutrality spiSe iluzorni a neredlna Rm bat subjektuédce, jeho osobnosti. Historie je
reflexi a reflektujicim subjektem {govek. Je sebeklamem snazit se to popirat.

Védec je souasti reality a minulost bude vzdy reflektovat nt@bzice, z pozice reality své doby,
kterou reprezentuje. Jeho reflexe neni a nikdy dehiotoZzna s realitou minulého, je konstruktem,
ktery se sklada z odrazu citych skuté&nosti z minulosti zprogtdkovanych historikem. Kontext,
predkladani kauzality a dalSich souvislosti v histakinaraci jsou uz potom dilem subjektu nesforn
UZ jen ginejmenSim jazyk, kterym se realizuje historikovgsteni, zn&n¢ podléh& subjektu. P¥o
tuto subjektivitu, jeZ je neodstranitelnaizprena, nefiznat? Pré s ni nepoitat. Neni to realistiejsi

a jaksi pocti¢jSi wedecky gistup, akceptovat existenci subjektivismu, nez iglas objektivistické
popirastvi? Je s podivem, Ze pddvacaté stoleti mohlo poZzadovat palei, aby byl zrcadlem, které
zachycuje realitu nezashou subjektivnimi faktory. Je s podivem, Ze byl@Zmeé zastirat, Ze tu vzdy
je a bude onen, IBydolre maskovany subjektivni Uhel, ze kterého &ee diva. Vzdy prizname-li
roli subjektu ve ¥dg, piizname-li relativnost zawt, akceptujeme-li oprawmost rovnosti fileZitosti
pro vSechny poctivé pokusy o reprodukci realityetms umeni, Zurnalistiky, jednoduchého vypkini
apod.) co do nérdkna historickou pravdu, neznamena to, Ze tfttndvame historickému textu status
libovolné konstrukce, status vyplodu mysli histarik

Redenim mZe byt jisty posun tradiniho chapani objektivity, totiz nehledani objekiivii samotné
reflexi minulosti, v historickém textu, ale zafeni se na proces. Budeme vyZadovat objektivitu a
Jpoctivost” vdce v pfibéhu vyzkumu. Jinymi slovy, budeme poZadovat ochgtmanit se ze svych
zboznych pani o obrazu minulosti, preferenci, ochotuémihsvé za¥ry, je-li to nutné, ochotu byt
oteweny kritice a sougev nazoru, nenechat sédoms zlakat do sluzeb ideologie, atd. VSechny tyto
véci mohou vyplnit termin objektivitaddy. VZdygitomna sebekritika a sebereflex¢hbm procesu
védeckého vyzkumu to fize napomoci zajistit. Neustaly aktivni screeningtdrikovych vlastnich
postofi v procesu stykani a soupei konkuretnich koncepci a metod, otewmost a pokoraddce,
ktera bude mitifrozené hranice v odmitnuti teorii, jez jsatdomé zkreslujici a sluzebné, povrchni a
nepoctivé, je fpjatelné naplani pojmu ,objektivni ¥da“. Brian Fay to nazyva kritickou
intersubjektivitou wdcé. Tento zidsob nenuti &dce, aby se fiecovité snazil ,nemit* své osobni
postoje, zakryval ,nefgkonatelné subjektivni, jeZ je vlastni kazdémuweaiv subjektu. Umaditije mu

8 FAY, Brian.Contemporary of Social Science. A Multicultural Ameb. Blackswell Publishers: Oxford, 1999, p. 251 - 256.
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ptiznat nahlas pravo na 2mu néhledu, pravo redpokladat a respektovat pluralitu kognitivnich
postuf a zavri, umoiiuje onu nanejvyS uzZiteou pozici, ve které sesglec miZze Wit, rozvijet a
obohacovat v diskusich a polemikéach, kdy je ins@irok potvrzovanti revizi dosud zaujimanych
postofi. To neznamena beighy relativismus ve stylu ,anything goes®, nybriikky, odpowdny a
¢estny zfisob, jak tvéit moderni historicky text.

Neékteré zkuSenosti ziskanéi gpouziti metody oralni historie v procesu tvorbsjiml historiografie
,socialistického obdobi"

Muaze byt solidni historiografie postavena na Ustniypré&eni o Zivot jedince? Nafiklad na
Zivotnim gibéhu historika? Hbéhu jeho Zivotnich zvrét vSech jeho vzestim pad, jeho chyb, jeho
dobrodruzstvi na cesk historické prave? Jestlize uzname, Ze scientistické #ité pozitivistické
historické ¥dy, jez si pivlastiuje vyhradni pravo na pravdivy vyklad minulosti, jgn jednou z
mnoha cest k cili, a Ze ne vSechno, co je uloZea@hivu, si niZze narokovat f@dnostni relevantnost
a vySsi vypowdni hodnotu ve &ci zachyceni minulosti, nez to, coifeno Ustg, pak je to mozné. |
prameny #edni provenience tvb lidé, se svou veSkerou chybovosti a teddesti, i mnohé
archivélie jsou nanejvys subjektivn; gz se jedna o korespondenitipaneti apod. Dvacéaté stoleti
bylo velmi slozité a ideologicky pestré. Historlkery jim pro3el, vidl nékolik vymeén védeckého
paradigmatu, &kolik vymeén vladnoucich ideologii, zaZil¢kolik zmén wdeckého establishmentu.
Tyto vymeny se tykaly nejen ideologie, epistemologickych atadologickych zékladen, ale i
podminek prace a vyzkumu, ba dokonce faktu, zddipec mozno v oficidlni &dé piasobit nebo ne.
Pokud budeme tyto peripetie historikovg¢decké kariéry zkoumat pouze klasickymi metodami,
z dokumeni dochovanych v archivii z historikova dila, zcela se vytrati lidsky rogmproblému,
ktery ale v sob praw velmi ¢asto skryva kli k pochopeni celé situace, jemné nuance, kterélaé z
nepodstatné, ale naopak mohou byt elementargdeBtvi panitnika vypovida o tom, co je jinym
zpasobem nesditelné, nezastupitelné. Je sarfgjmé nutné komparovat wWEenou faktografii
s tradénim pramenem a zejména s textem zkoumaného hsta#dectvi tak ziska pégbnou oporu
a jistotu. Rozhodneme-li se pro vyuziti metody oirdlistorie v tak kontroverzni oblasti historiogeaf
jakou jeceskd marxisticka historiografie v obdobi po rocd8 9xekavejme, Ze budentelit vétsing
specifik z &chto oblasti:

1. Psychologické faktory

a)Emoce

Pro &tSinu historiky, kteri Zili a pasobili v obdobi v letech 1918 - 1989, gigadt Ziji a pisobi je3t
dodnes, znamena miniméljedno obdobi tohoto Useku velmi citlivou etapucjejkariéry. Minimali
jeden z meznik jimiz byly roky 1918, 1938, 1945, 1948, 1968, 29610hl znamenat, Ze byli nuceni
opusti své pozice v oficidlnigde, Ze byl jejich profesni a odborny postup Zéam retardovan, prace
cenzurovana¢i dokonce autocenzurovana. Tyto zvraty v Zvotodborné praci mohly doprovazet
raizné negativni pocity, jako frustrace, existeinstrach, pocit dehonestace, defétismus, Zarligost
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za¥, touha po satisfakci, postsatistak pocit nedocetni atd. Takové emoce ovlivni u vypege
védomy a podvdomy faktor vylgru vzpominek. Je nutné stim diat a jeme panttnika vést
Zadoucim srgrem. Pokud vidime, Ze emoce evidenukresluji ijatelnost faktografie vypaidi,
oswdcilo se mi spiSe nezasahovat, ale korekci provésted& komparaci s jinym pramenem,
piipadré vzpominkami jiného pa#tnika. Interpretace pak musi byt sice jednéméa ale vhod#
formulovand, nebdcely text by ndl pamétnikem autorizovan. Ro¥d praw emoce skdy zpisobi, Ze
panttnik odmita pi procesu autorizace svoutiypdni vypo¥d a trvd na tom, Ze takto to
neformulovat. Lépe nezZ prowdtd,dukazni* prehravani rozhovoru, je akceptovat gamikovu novou
formulaci. Neautorizovanou vypd&¥ stejré nelze pouZzit. Boj s emocemi by mohl mit za na#lede
preruSeni spoluprace s pémikem, ztratu jeho wléry a vsticnosti, a to by bylo bezesporu
kontraproduktivni.

b) Problém sebereflexe, budovani viastni agetiky

Pomerné casto se stava, Ze pamik piijme (Kast v rozhovorech proto, Ze doufa v publikaci o$obn
apologetiky, ¢i apologetiky svych postdj a svého dila. Stalo se mi dokonce, Ze vypravovani
panttnika bylo stagno jako obhajoba postgjnazofi a dila jiného historika. Je to igob, jak se
vyporadat s negativnimi vzpominkami. NaSim Ukolem newZ#$ se za kazdou cenu dostat mysl
panttnika do souladu s realitou, pitujej nebo zménit jeho nazor, ale ziskat cenné informace a
interpretovat je po nasledném porovnani s jinymojgdMusime byt obeztni zejména vifpack
obdobi tzv. socialistické historiografie, n€biektei ze sedkia meéli moznost pracovat agdecky
pusobit v dok totalitniho rezimu bez vyrazj$ich omezeni, nebo dokonce fjflak prominentim.
Platili za to @tSi ¢i menSi loajalitou, Auz ugimnou nebo vynucenou. Kazdopédgopirat tuto etapu
pro ré znamenaasté&né popirani sama sebe. Je to Utok na jejictiojhost. Nerdli bychom takovou
reakci vynucovat, dokonce nebyvékdy piinosem, ani pokud je kritick&d sebereflexe spontaeni
strany panstnika. Pokud ovSem 8dek hodla pouZit rozhovor k objagici obhajols svych postaj a

my vime, Ze jen tak bude ochoten podat kyZenowdmkfii, nengli bychom s poskytnutim prostoru
vahat. Rozhovor je vZdy jen materidlem, ktery bdéle zpracovavan.

¢) Limity spojené s lidskou pétin

Autobiografickd part’ jako psychologicky termin je jako schopnost rdfielat swij Zivot
znovuvybavovanim si minulych vigmJeji vrchol je situovan déicatého roku Zivota, pak jiz dochazi
k postupnému zhorSovahivVzhledem ke zkoumanému tématu je vi@ba pditat s respondenty,
ktefi se nachazeji ve fazi pokittho Zivotniho wku. Jejich pa& je limitovana jak w¥kem
samotnym, tak nejzngjSimi zdravotnimi komplikacemi. Zde je mozZné poakiwizné pomocné
postupy, jez vedou k snazSimu znovuvybaverigomenuti doby. Jsme tu v3ak limitovani i my jako
tazatelé, nehb nékdy asistované znovuvybavovani, které bychom vexdtiomoci dokumefit
fotografii, filma ¢&i zprostedkovani vzpominek jinych pasmiki, nemusi Ustit jen v cileném
Lpripomenuti“ a vytvéeni vybavovaciho impulzu pro pémikovy zasunuté vzpominky, ale také
v oZiveni nezadoucich psychickych stajez mohou byt pro naSeho respondenta nejerijesmé,
ale vzhledem k&ku ¢i zdravotnimu stavu i nebezpred. Je tedyieba zvySené opatrnosti a citlivého
pristupu, os¥dcilo se mi konzultovat své postupygalem s rodinnymiigslusniky, gkdejSimi kolegy

9 HARTL, Pavel - HARTLOVA, HelenaPsychologicky slovnileraha : Portal, 2000. ISBN80-7178-303-X. S. 391.
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pangtnikadi i jen spolehnout se na vlastni empatii.

2. Socialni faktory

a) Fenomén genedai

Méla jsem moZnost pozorovathem meého vyzkumu, Ze jistou roli sehravwk tazateleci lépe
feceno ffisludnost tazatele k ité generaciCim je tazatel ¥kové vzdalerjSi generaci naratora, tim
se ve ¥tSi mie projevuji tyto faktory: &Si fabulativnost a ilustrativnost vypé&li, mensi pozornost
faktograficka, tendence k jednoznasti postoje, mengastost relativizace minulé skdatesti, mensi
mira autocenzury. Ochota k vypal byva u rkterych jediné vyssi ve vztahu k mladSimu tazateli, u
jinych naopak mensi, dokonce jsem se setkala soobawepochopeni vzhledem é&kwu, a tudiz

s odmitnutim rozhovoru mladému tazateli. Getmfatejré prislusny nebo jen malo vzdaleny tazatel
hleda obtiza odstup a jiny pohled na dobu,ie mit i tendenci odvét tétma smrem svych
vzpominek. Velmi se mi ogdcil zpasob rozhovoru mladSiho tazatele a dibtti gener&né stejnych
naratofi.

b) Fenomén existeni, blok zgsobeny obavmi o kariéru, pgst

Je poteba pditat s tim, Ze obava o dobrou gevci kariéru vlastni, nebo spiSe kariérskterych
mladSich rodinnychislusniki, miZze byt velmicasto pekazkou realizace rozhovoru, kterouieba
velmi citlivé zdolavat. Nositelem obavy je #ito pfimo pangtnik, nebo mnohdy rodinnitislusnici,
ktefi pangtnika-seniora mohou vyraZmovliviiovat v jeho ochétéi neochot vzpominky poskytnout.
Respekt k vlastni karié, ¢i kariée nebo spolenské pozici blizké osoby je jednou zdasgjSich
piekazek otekeni se pamtnika. MiZe se stat, Ze respondent svynéanim hodla chranit i instituci,
spole&enskou skupindi pamatku zesnulého. Takova situace vyZaduje ng&égmny, diplomaticky a
zejména trplivy postup i pokusu o navozeni vzajemnéwdry mezi tazatelem a pattmikem. Velmi
zde poniiZze dopordenic¢i zaruka gkoho, komu respondenti&iuje.

¢) Socialni deprivace a senzacechtivost

V rdmci zkoumaného tématu jseimsto narazZela také na respondentyki kigi v minulosti, nebo jsou
naopak nyni, kariég a tudiz v jistétm smyslu sociélnupoza’ovani a lze u nich pozorovat jisté
depriva&ni syndromy. Odrazy v chovani jsou pak rozmanitd, hyperbol v hodnoceni vlastni
osobnosti a svého vyznamu a vlivu az pocogapol, tedy pozice mépenného a porazeného. Ob
pozice jsou nezdravé a maji vyrazny vliv na hodrrozhovoru. Tazatel setbe snaZit jem& obs
krajnosti svym pistupem posouvat ke kyZenéestové neutral, ale zpravidla bez vyrazného efektu.
Takové postoje jsou étSinou jiz dlouhodod fixované a petrvavajici. Snazime se je alespo
neposilovat, neltbsnaha o zviditekni vyznamu vlastni role v minulostitbe Ustit az do zavéfci
senzacechtivosti a egocentrické fabulace.d@@&rajnost miva za nasledek zaoMani podstatnych
skute&nosti, nebo je narator, ktery pochybuje o svém vyznamu, nepajeaza dlezité ¢i zajimavé.
Takové interview je pak velmi namé na skladbu kladenych otazek, nebghér fakti je v tomto
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pripact v rukou tazatele.

d) Interpersondlni fenomén aneliekké vztahy mezi steéjrperzekuovanyméi rehabilitovanymi
historiky a mezi &dci riiznych politickyclei ideovych pozic

Vzajemné vztahy mezieskymi historiky tiznych generaci a zejméni@nych kariérnich osudjsou
spletité a ne vzdy zcela v&iné a patelské. Setkala jsem se se zcela korektitistypem ke koleigm,

ale i s Zarlivosti, zasti a nevrazivosti. Na ppoliled by se zdalo, Ze podobné osudy, tedy pereekuc
z politickych divoda, lidi sbliZzi. Neni to vSak zcela pravidlenii Bém vyzkumu se ukazalo, Zasto
byva antipatie mezi nestraniky, Kten¢li ztizeny kariérni postup nebo ale#ippebyli protZzovani
zejména v padesatych letech, a mezi tzv. osmadedesatedy komunisty, kié byli pro své
reformistické postoje ze strany vykmni ¢i alespdi vySkrtnuti po udalostech ,prazského jara“, dim
obdobny ,stop stav‘ vletech sedmdesatych a osnylgsa OsmaSedesatnici byvajikterymi
souashiky povazovani zaigodni kolaboranty rezimu, jejich postaveni je vtastiejtragitéjsi, nebd
odpirci rezimu jim ¥tSinou nikdy zcela neodpustiliipodni postoje a rezim je v obdobi normalizace
zavrhl. Ocitli se mnohdy v pozici osobitéhacigneni.

Zvlastni vztahy je mozné&hkdy pozorovat také mezi politickymi emigranty, zéma normalizénimi,

a mezi ¢émi, kteri zastali. | kdyz ve ¥tSiné piipadi jsem se setkala se vzajemnym respektem, narazila
jsem i na postoje spiSe negativniedhEtem nevyslovenych, ale pdovanych antipatii byvaji ivahy

o tom, kdy ndl t&ZSi osud a sloZijSi podminky pro odbornou préci, a kdo si tudiZirgaslouZzi vice
respektu. Ob skupiny respondeiitbyvaji @itom vaci tomuto tématu velmi citlivé a tazatel musi byt
obzvlas¢ opatrny. Rozhodhby se gl v prabéhu kladeni otaze& reakci na B vyvarovat hodnoceni,

soudi nebo zaujimani stanovisek.

Jako dalsi komplikace v interpersondlni oblasfies€ pouZiti politické nebo ideové z&sy pro cisté
osobni antipatie. Jde @&lové chovani, kdy se protivnikova jina ideova otdéee jaksi hodi a osobni
spor je ji posilen, nebo také ve své sknéepodob zakryt. Pokud nemé tazatel moznost se skidte
duvody vzéajemné nevrazivosti dvou histariklozwdét, zpravidla z gjakych neoficialnich zdrgj
musi se siivodem v podob politické nebo idové jinakosti spokoijit. Skate divody nekdy znaji jen
sami dotgni a ty s nimi mnohdy také odchazeji navzdy nepogna

Tazatel by mil byt vZdy dolie na rozhovor ifipraven a neil by zapomenout pokusit se &it, jaké
vztahy ma sledovanydec ke koledm, jejichz jména by v @ibéhu rozhovoru mohla bytsekavana.
Pokud je ¢ekavana antipatie nebo charakter vztahu nenite]isfi je poteba velké opatrnosti a
taktu. Obzvlast pak, jedné-li se o jeStijici osoby.

3. Zmeny védeckého paradigma

Politické a idové zvraty nejsou jedinymi meznikytené periodizuji dvacaté stoleti jishach
historické ¥dy. Zmena wdeckého paradigma, Zmy metodologii, filosofie &in, zména terminologie
a rétoriky, to v8e Ize v humanitnickdach ve dvacatém stoleti pozorovat v mnohetiivrekvenci,
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nez kdy pedtim a nez v jinych &deckych oborech. | stim je peba p@itat @i praci s historiky-
panttniky. | kdyZ jsem se &tSinou setkala s tim, Ze respondenti byli velmidolmformovani o
zmeénach ve svém oboru a she se orientovali v nejn@si literatue, jisté ulpivani¢asto nevdomé,

v neaktuélni metodologiti terminologii nebyva uUplnou vyjimkou. Tazatelovyakolem pak neni
modernizovat naratorovy archaisniy ho snad opravovati 3kolit, a uZz wibec ne se s naratorem
odborre prit. Snad jen, na vyslovnégmi, podat vyZadanou informaci.

4. Problém polarity skusmosti

Toto Uskali se projevuije, jestlize v zajmu vyzkupait‘ebujete zpovidat svadky, jejichZ vypgaol jsou
pak navzajem proticluné. Jedna se tadyt8inou o hodnotové soudy, vyhodnocovantitych
udalosti jako pokrokovychii naopak recesnich, o polaritu ideovéiypolitickou. K zaujeti vlastniho
postoje jist historik pouZije svého historického gmomi a viastni hodnotové zékladny, fipack
komparaci s klasickymi prameny. Problém nastavgz Kolidete muset protiédné vypoxdi, jest
informaci je pro historika velmi Zadouci. Zde lzgu¥it p‘edevSim jemnou diplomacii tazatele.
Trpélivost a vyslechnuti vSech natorzdy rinesou své ovoce v poddBite ziskaného materialu.

Shrnuti

Ceské marxisticka historiografie je téma, dhoZ je mozné konstatovat, Ze je §eBtzy na vyzkum -
protagonisté jsodasto jedt nazivu, a zaroveje jiz piiliS pozd - mnoho z nich jiz nazivu neni. Oralni
historie je metodika, ktera je v tomtéipact ¢aso¥ limitovana. Ona hranice mezi tim, kdy je pest
piilis brzo, a tim, kdy uz jeffliS pozd, je pritom zpravidla velmi kehka. Historikové gepisectvi,
nepropastéme Sance!

Pitfalls of oral history methods in the biographiesof historians of twentieth-century

Preliminary consideration about the quest for “otijégsm” in creating a historical text

Allow me to start this paper with a little parapseeof Thomas S. Kuhn id@aand imagine with me
the history of twentieth-century historiographyaastorehouse of biographies. If we organize it t
shelves according to the degree of diversity adrgtdfic life and we proceed away from the flootte
ceiling, then the historians living in twentiethntary undoubtedly occupies the highest stack. How
can a historian writing the history of historiogngpcope with this incredible diversity? How to find

10 KUHN, Thomas SThe Structure of Scientific Revolutiofifie University of Chicago Press: Chicagoand Londé8g, p.
15.
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the historical truth? How to write a good biograpdfythe historian living and working in the last

century? Historians of the twentieth century thduesewould certainly have wanted objectivity above
all, as positivism in the history of science ocedpia considerable part of this century. Is the
objectivism really so much valuable? Is it non&adi to expect it in a historical text? Why should
modern historian be afraid of the subjective nareadf life?

The obijectivity in science presupposes the thésisreality exists in itself, independently of sttists
and that he will reproduce and reflect this readihd he will be "impartial, unbiased and detached,"
like a mirror, to use the traditional analogy te ttiassical epistemic method of positivistic sagnt
Any intervention by the scientist's personalitys hiterests, attitudes, emotions, etc. will regulan
undesirable distortion of true scientific knowledge

True and true reality exists in themselves andhsisieis due to seek them, stripped of all subjetit
means misleading, factors. He must verify and cbriés hypotheses until he finds the “only one”
objective truth. The reality is predetermined andxists in only one form regardless of historian’s
true knowledge about it, regardless of historianshes. However, Isn’t this mask of neutrality eath
illusory and unrealistic?

The scientist meets the reality always implicidjways choose the information according to a survey
we make judgments always on a certain positionnEkie language, in which we all think and create
the courts, consists of an a priori conceptual ee always get knowledge and make conclusions in
the frames of such subjective view. It is what vadl perspektivismIsn’t it more realistic and
somehow honest scientific attitude than classiobjectivism™? It is based on the assumption that no
scientist can be “tabula rasa” and a mirror whicptares reality faithfully and unpromted by
subjective factors. There is always here good nthskagle" from which the scientist "looks". But
this does not mean that objective reality is sligpend all knowledge is only a summary of many
arbitrary structures, a mere figment of the scgt'stmind, as the relativists assert?

If we accept the fact that there is not only ongedtive truth, it is really necessary to providaialq
opportunity to all attempts to reproduce realityc(uding art, journalism, simple narrative etcipce
the truth will no longer be able to measure thdityuaf science and theory.

What about to move the traditional understandinglgéctivity a little bit - not to look for objestity

in research ultimately (meaning if history text @s is not exactly identical with reality) but facus

on the process. We will require the objectivityaokcientist during the research. In other words, we
require him to be utmost honest, we require a mghiess to break away from his pious wishes,
preferences, a willingness to revise his conclisidmecessary, a willingness to be open to csitic
and opponents, not to let himself to be tempted thé service of ideology, etc. All these thinga ca
fill the term objectivity scientist. A constant elcriticism and an self-controle during the pres®f
scientific research can guarantee it.

This conscious open-mindedness and continuouseastireening of historian’s own attitudes in the
process of competing concepts and methods, thisngss and humility of a scientist, which will have
natural boundaries in the majority rejection ofdties that are obviously "unfair" and "service" is
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acceptable fulfilment of the concept of objectigeience . Brian Fay calls it as “critical
nll

intersubjectivity”.
This way does not require scientists to abandoin pmeviously adopted position (by the way it ig no
really possible) but just when they conclude frdra bther views, know and respect plurality of the
other cognitive directions. It is the most usefasgion when scientists can teach, develop anclenri
themselves in peer discussions, scientific debatesactions. It does not mean endless relativism i
the style of "anything goes” but it means criticadsponsible and honest way of doing a modern
historiographical science.

Some experience gained in using the oral histothatkin the process of making history of "socialist
period* historiography

Can be solid historiographical science built as therative of an individual life? Narrative of the
historian’s life? Narrative of his life reversadd| his increase and falls, his mistakes, his atlwen
“on the road to the historic truth”? If we can atlrtiiat the logical-scientific, paradigmatic and
propositional processes of positivistic sciencgust one of many paths to the goal, and that not
everything can be measured, verified, falsifysipbssible. The twentieth century was very complex
and varied history section. Historian who passglas seen several exchanges of scientific paradigm
several exchanges of the establishment. These myebavere concerned in ideology, epistemological
and methodological bases, research conditiondiih@rians themselves. It is possible to make hjsto
of twentieth century historiography using classioa@thods only, to go to the archives, to analyxtste
etc. But we see only what can be ascertained frentetxt and images. The result will miss the human
dimension, without possibility to see through oistdrian’s eyes. Isn’t it a sin though there aoséeh
people still here and can tell us what is otherwise-communicable? | deal with research of modern
historiography by the method of biographical naweafor a long period. Then | combine these stories
with the studying of author’s texts and examininghival sources and | complete something like a
miniature samples of modern historiography.

If we decide on the method of oral history in satcoversial field of historiography, such as the
Czech Marxist historiography in period after 1948, expect that we will be faced with most of these
specifics:

Psychological field

Emotions

For most historians - survivors with whom we watthe period 1948 - 1989 means an emotional life
stage. They were often originally part of the stfenestablishment and after 1968 or 1989 had to
leave their positions, or they have been in opjarsisince the beginning and they were prevented
from career development and the rehabilitation wilme after 1989. These twists and turns life
sometimes accompanied by feelings of frustrati@algusy and resentment of the less disabled

L FAY, Brian.Contemporary of Social Science. A Multicultural Ageh. Blackswell Publishers: Oxford, 1999, p. 251 - 256.
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colleagues, persistent fear or disgust with thestern of the key events in their careers. Manghem
came to the generous forgiveness of his fate, hatnegative emotions associated with certain
memories can not completely hide. Such emotions influence the conscious and subconscious
selection factor of narrator’s memories. It is 138eey to be aware of this and such memories to
confront with conventional springs or with the ribections of the other witnesses. Some memories
are associated with strong experience in persdealwhich originally has no relation to careert bu
affects total memory very much. In this case | @rafot to correct narrator's memories during an
interview (where feasible), rather it is subjecstdsequent selection, because it is very possiize,
negative emotions will be stronger than witnessiatetview will end fast. At the other extremelet
situation when the narrators are dominated by emstso strong that he involves us a lot of useless,
irrelevant information. My experience is the samédet's talk and subsequently take over the
information, during the interpretation phase.

Building their own apologetics

It happens that eyewitness memories are selectedpaovided clearly assigned (consciously and
subconsciously), so the narration serves in defehbes actions and attitudes. It happened to rse al
that a witness in this way "treated" attitude obtéuer person even the person who hurt him. It'aaa w
to cope with negative memories. Our task is ngpubrespondent’s mind into line with reality, to
teach him or to change his mind, but to gain vdrigiformation and to compare it with reality. We
must be prepared to sustain its defense as negdsglast and be able to recognize the facts ifhis

can also include efforts to change the past ta #dbrantage even. We must be careful and cautious.
Recollections of survivors and other classical sesirare our helpers. Concealment or omission of
certain facts and emphasizing the others are tls# coonmon way of such narratives.

Some of the witnesses had the opportunity to wanknally during the totalitarian regime, or with
only a few restrictions. They paid greater or ledsgalties. To deny this means for partially demyi
themselves. It is an attack on their dignity. Thait good for mental health. We should not force
witness to do it when we see that the revisioni®Ehrlier positions is difficult. That's not owbj

Natural limit of human memory

Watch topic requires a great age survivors. THailityto provide the information is limited to higta
problems. Unpleasant memories can disrupt theemembering the old days is often distorted
because of selectivity of human memory and too longe distance. It happens witness tries to
provide information at any cost, even if he does$ mxognize reality. There is the task of the
interviewer to recognize such a situation agaiterinewer should be aware. It worked with me to
start subtly recall the atmosphere of the time,ntteenory of another witness, document, photograph,
etc.
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Phenomenon of age

| had the opportunity to observe during my rese#inahin some cases age of questioner played a role
Generalization: Sometimes, if the interviewer wiatha age impending age witness, answers were less
comprehensive and more coherent. With decreasie@fie interviewer increased talkativeness, and

decreased self-censorship. It is not yet suppdoyesblid knowledge about measurement, but only on

the observed phenomenon, which could be due tlegisenumber of interviews still contingency.

Social influence

Considerations of career, reputation

Respect for another career or reputation of witnemss often be an obstacle to its full opening.
Considerations need not concern only to him, heptatect other people, family, institution, etcidt
very difficult to get information when a withessltence protects memory of the deceased persin. It
necessary for the interviewer to gain great camiag and will be able to convince the informant tha
the interview is not granted to injure honor af ihdividual. There is a need to reckon with thestrf
for the reputation of the family or a career i®afthe reason of impossibility to make an interview

Social deprivation and sensationalism

| had the opportunity to do interviews with witnesswvho felt socially deprived, and they need to
increase the feeling of their own dignity during timterview. It often meant that they felt largeda
larger role of their own personality in memorigsldocused primarily on themselves. Mostly they
were people who through their careers in the pashat now perceived positively and their work and
professional reputation has lost a value after ghaof scientific paradigm. | noticed, however, the
positive aspect of this phenomenon, these witnesses prepared to provide the maximum of the
facts, were very helpful and communicative.

Fragile relations between rehabilitated persormesliti

It is important to remember that the relationshigwiieen historians who have totalitarian control and
bullying are not always cordial. | watched somenasity between such non-party, which was
prevented in their career after 1948 and the reflBommunists, who were removed from duties after
1968. Even their status in the Husak era was gipdlad they were rehabilitated, after 1989 a certai
mutual distance, especially from non-party ones, umforgettable. The group of former reform
Communists, removed after the collapse of the Rregpring is often sensitive to its early leftist
beginnings.
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They are also very fragile relations between th#éeeand professional historiography in domestic
dissent and samizdat. Even though in most casest with mutual respect, there are cases of cross-
reading and reflection on who was easier to positsmd who now deserve more respect. It is
necessary be very sensitive and diplomatic in caagi®ns.

Oral biographies, there are especially stories tathaulife and work of people. Relationships betwee
people are usually hidden. But it is very powef@ute that can help the interviewer in many ways bu
also confounds many thinks. It is very useful farod interviewer to know about these fragile
relations and be able to respect them.

Changes in the field of science

The year 1989 was not only political and socialdévin Czech society, but also a watershed in the
field of science. We can observe the changes edpean the humanities and social sciences. In
addition to changes in base ideology and methogo(diarxist), there is an important change in
terminology and the way of rhetoric. We must reclwth the fact that some witnesses will not accept
change in scientific paradigm, they will continweuse terms from the previos period. It provided to
me to leave them their space and to treat the metogy subsequently with a commentary within
interpreting the interview. On the other side -adlthe narrators with whom | met during the resbar
modern historiography, they were very well informedabut the latest developments and literature in
their field. It is a frequent phenomenon, despite high age of the respondents, despite the long
period being outside of profession.

Interpretation and verification of facts - the Iplem of the polarity of the facts

It was current during the research that differeiith@gses provide mutually conflicting information.
They differed especially in value judgments. Theesecher must count with this and be able to use
critical methods and a comparison for finding tiptiraum. | use comparation with classical sources,
especially with archive and press materiélalso try to find as many witnesses as possibfgefer
narrators with different ideological positions, ahén | confront their informations. The polaraly
informations is not a problem, it is way to the lgoa

Summary

Czech Marxist historiography is a subject on whigdh can say that it is still early for researche th
protagonists are often still alive, and simultargyit is already too late - many of them are Hitea
yet already. Oral history in this case is the mdthogy that is limited in time. It is a very deltedine
between “early and late”. Historians, let’s nossm chance!
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