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CAOBAILIKOE HAITMOHAABHOE BOCCTAHUE 1944 r.

M. CBIPHBIV

1)YHueepwmem Mames Bena, yn. HapooHa, 12, 974 01, e. baucka-Bucmpuya, Cnosaxkust

OnuceiBaeTcst CioBalkoe HallMOHAJIbHOE BOCCTaAHME U €r0 posib B pa3rpome HalucTckoii l'epmanmn. [TokasaHo, 4TO mo-
cle Tak Ha3bpiBaeMoro MIOHXeHCKOTo forosopa u cosnanus (Ilepsoit) CroBaiikoit Pecry6immky GOMbIIMHCTBO HACETeHUs
6bIIO YIOBIETBOPEHO MONOKeHMEM Hel. BomGapauposku BpaTuciaBbl BOeHHO-BO3AYyIIHbIMY cuiamu CIIA B nioHe 1944 T.
IIpUBEJY K YBeIMYEHMIO UMc/Ia MeCTHBIX Ipymil COnpoTyBIeHMs. JTa CUTyalMs CIIPOBOLIpOBaa pelleHye ['epMaHum OKKy-
npoBaTh CroBakuio. [Ionpo6GHO OMMCHIBAETCS X0, BOCCTaHMS. ABTOD IIpeJiaraeT pa3meanTb ero Ha TPY 3Tara B 3aBUCKMO-
CTY OT aKTMBHOCTY ¥ YCITEIIHOCTY AeiicTBUiT 06erx ctopoH. O6paiiaeTcss BHMMaHMe Ha posib nogaepskku CCCP rmoBcTaHIeB
u ycuneHne Kommynucrmuueckot naptum CnoBakuy U OPYTUX JIeBbIX MapTuii. HecMoTpst Ha ropaskeHue BOCCTaHus, 3TO CO-
6bITHE MMEJIO MONOKUTENbHbIE TTOCTIECTBUS B TIONUTHUKE, SKOHOMUKE U KylbType C1oBakuiu. ABTOP IPUXOAUT K BBIBOLY, UTO
CrnoBaIkoe HallOHAIbHOE BOCCTaHMe ObUIO TIOIUTUYECKOI TT06em0i, KOTopast Aajia CTpaHe BO3MOKHOCTD 3aHSITh MTpyeMIIe-
MYIO IO3UIIVMIO B OTHOIIEHMSIX NTpe3uieHTa J. beHema ¢ MOCKBOII.

Knirouesste cnoea: CiioBalikoe HallMOHAJIbHOE BOCCTaHMe ; Bropast MupoBas BoiiHa; OaBapz benein; CiioBalikas HapogHasi
naptust (Ludaks); PoskmecTBeHcKoe cornamienue; I FonnaH.

CAABAIIKAE HAIIBISHAABHAE ITAVCTAHHE 1944 .

M. CBIPHBI"

l*Ym'eepcimam Maues Bena, eyn. Hapooua, 12, 974 01, 2. Baxcka-Bicmpstya, Crasakis

ArmicBaena CraBaijkae HallbISTHAJIbHae TayCTaHHE i Sro posis ¥ pasrpoMe Haupicikai lepmanii. [TakasaHa, mto nacis Tak
3BaHara MioHxeHcKara garaBopa i crBapauHs (ITepiait) CraBatikaii Pacmy6s1iki 601bIlaciib HaceJbHiIITBa ObljIa 3a1aBoJIeHa
craHoBimyam. bambapasipoyki BpailiciiaBel BaeHHa-maBeTpanbiMi cinami 1A ¥ uspBeHi 1944 r. NpbIBsUTi 1@ MaBeTiusHHS
KOJIbKACIIi MSICLIOBBIX rpyn CympartiiyyiieHHs. ['3Ta citTyalpis cripaBakaBasia pausHHe ['epmaHii akymipaBaib CriaBakiro. [Tagpa-
Os13Ha armicBaeliiia X0/ maycTaHHs. AyTap mparnaHye Mmaf3sulillb SIr0 Ha TPbI 3TAITbI ¥ 3aeKHACITi af, aKThIYHACII i TTacIsIxoBaclli
I3esTHHSY aboABYX 6aKoy. 3BsipTaelia yBara Ha posio nmaarpeivki CCCP nmaycraniay i y3amaiHeHHe KaMyHiCThIYHA MapThi
CnaBacii i iHIIbIX IeBBIX TAPTHIN. Hsarmen3siusl Ha mapakaHHe MayCTaHHSI, T3Ta Maj3esl Mesa CTAHOYYbIS BbIHIKI ¥ ITaTiTHILIBI,
9KaHOMIIbI i KyabTypbl CraBakii. AyTap MpbIXOn3illb Ja BbICHOBBI, 1TO CraBalikae HallbISTHAJIbHAE TayCTaHHe ObLIO
MaliThIUHA TlepaMoraii, sikasi faja KpaiHe MardybIMaciib 3aHsIIb IPhIMa/IbHYIO Ma3ilblio ¥ amHOCiHAX Mp33igsHTa 3. beHelia
3 MackBoJi.
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THE SLOVAK NATIONAL UPRISING 1944
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2Matej Bel University, 12 Ndrodnd Street, Banskd Bystrica 974 01, Slovakia

The article describes the Slovak National Uprising and its role in defeat of nazi Germany. It is shown that after the so-
called Munich Treaty and creation of (First) Slovak Republic the majority of population was satisfied with state of affairs. The
bombings of Bratislava by US Air Force in June 1944 caused increasing of local Resistance groups. This situation triggered
off the decision of the Germans to occupy Slovakia. It is spoken in detail about course of the uprising. Author proposes the
division of uprising into three phases depends on activities from both sides. Attention is given to the role of the USSR support
to insurgents and reinforcing of Slovak Communist Party and other left parties. Despite of defeat of uprising this movement
had positive consequences in politics, economy and culture of Slovakian territory. The author comes to conclusion that

Slovak National Uprising was political victory which gave acceptable position towards President E. Benes and Moscow.

Keywords: Slovak National Uprising; World War II; Edvard Benes; Slovak People’s Party (Ludaks); Christmas Agreement;

Jan Golian.

Military Slovakia and the Resistance to the year 1944

After big turbulence in the Czechoslovak political
situation in the autumn of 1938, after the so-called
Munich Treaty (cession to Germany of the Sudeten
German territory of Czechoslovakia), the government
led by President E. Benes resigned from their positions.
In the Czech lands there is created the bipartite system
with authoritarian features trying to keep the remain-
der of Czechoslovak statehood under the German pres-
sure. But in Slovakia that gained autonomy after the
Munich Treaty the Hlinka’s Slovak People’s Party arose
and it gradually changed an autoritarian regime to its
totalitarian one, so-called Iudacky (Iludaks) [1, s. 182].

Radicalism of the then dominant party with the
help of A. Hitler resulted in separation from Czecho-
slovakia in March 1939 when the Slovak state, collabo-
rating with the nazis was created. Berlin made capital
out of separation of Slovakia to solve the Czech ques-
tion so it created the occupied Protectorate of Bohe-
mia and Moravia. Until the summer of 1944 Slovakia,
officially the (First) Slovak Republic seemed to be the
reliable ally of nazi Germany.

Since its creation the Slovak state was totally ruled
by the ludaks (members of the Hlinka’s Slovak Peo-
ple’s Party), the means of the A. Hitler’s superpower
policy within the region of Central Europe. Pretending
to defend Slovak independence (mainly against Hun-
garian revisionism) Slovak military politics willingly
supported fulfilling the nazi vision of «<New Europe» by
participating in attacking Poland! and the Soviet Uni-
on [2,s. 39-130], subordinating the politics and econo-
my to German interests [3, s. 197-199] or «solving» the
Jewish question?.

During the first years of the ludaks’ government
the majority of population did not consider this po-
litics as a threat against Slovak future. Nazi Germany
as a «protector» of the Slovak Republic won almost all

military campaigns it started. Slovakia, unlike neigh-
bouring countries directly occupied by Germany or
client ones, was relatively stable and trouble-free,
without excessive misery of war other countries were
exposed to.

Participation of Slovak soldiers in German aggres-
sion did not burden the Slovak society so much because
Slovak soldiers fought abroad and casaulties were not
so high®. In the first half of the war the Slovak state
basked in glory of A. Hitler’s Europe and we could re-
ally talk with a bit of cynicism and generalization — in
the style of period Ludaks’ propaganda — about «smi-
ling Slovakia» [4, s. 31-35, 49-53].

The T'udaks’ policy based on nationalism, state pa-
ternalism and conservative ideas was still supported
by a considerable part of the society. The Resistance
movement was not numerous because of a smaller
amount of radicalism of the regime (willingly or un-
willingly influenced by democratism and liberalism of
Czechoslovakia in pre-Munich Treaty era) and a stable
state status within Europe fighting in the war. Gradu-
ally, mainly due to a worsening of the military status of
Germany and its allies, a home situation in constituent
states of the Axis got worsen, including Slovakia.

The situation was getting changed mainly from the
year 1943 which started with the great Germany de-
feat at Stalingrad, continued with subversiveness of
fascism in Italy and finishing its fighting on the side
of Germany and ended with the triumph of the foreign
politics of the Czechoslovak government in exile led
by President E. Benes who signed the allied treaty with
the I. Stalin’s Soviet Union in December. It meant the
acceptation of the restoration of pre-Munich Trea-
ty Czechoslovakia and its exile representation by the
power that was supposed to play the most important
role within Central Europe.

!See more in: Baka I. Slovenska republika a nacisticka agresia proti Polsku. Bratislava : Vojensky historicky tstav, 2006. S. 71-105.

2See more in: Nizitansky E. Nacizmus, holokaust, slovensky $tat. Bratislava : Kalligram, 2010. S. 104-181.

3In 1943, they were registered only 293 missing soldiers of the «Reinsurance Division», with unambiguous direct deserters //
Vojensky historicky arch. Bratisl. F. Zaist’ovacia divizia. Sign. I/114.
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Observing the relationship development within
the camp of allies, especially the Western Czechoslo-
vak exile with the Czechoslovak Communist exile and
Soviet authorities in Moscow forced resistance po-
liticians in Slovakia mainly consisting of communists
and civil democrats to come together. Political talks
in the autumn of 1943 resulted in signing of the so-
called Christmas Agreement as the mutual Resistance
programme of the representatives of the illegal Com-
munist Party (K. Smidke, G. Husak, L. Novomesky) and
representatives of non-communists (J. Ursiny, J. Let-
trich, M. Josko).

The Christmas Agreement declared creation of the
common central resistance body - the Slovak National
Council (SNR) aimed at performing great general up-
rising against the 'udaks’ regime and the nazi regime.
The uprising should bring Slovakia to the post-war era
as a part of anti-Hitler’s coalition and as a self-confi-
dent part of the Czechoslovak state «nationally and so-
cially» reformed®.

Soon political, military and economic preparations
of the planned uprising involving not only illegal SNR
but also other Resistance groups started. The most im-
portant precondition for future armed performances
was winning the Slovak Army over. In the end, the so-
called Central Military Headquarters organizing mili-
tary preparations of the Slovak National Uprising was

formed around Lieutenant colonel J. Golian, Chief of
Staff of the Ground Forces Headquarters in Banska By-
strica. He, on the grounds of his postion, together with
his close colleagues in the army appealed for Slovak of-
ficers sympathizing with the resistance to be involved
in the uprising”.

Gradually, the net of the officers who were involved
in the preparatory phase of the uprising and provided
with the instructions followed in the case the uprising
would be proclaimed was created. Ideally, the upri-
sing was supposed to break out after penetration of
the Soviet Red Army deeply into the territory of Poland
or Hungary to enable Slovak units defending together
with Germans north-east borders of Slovakia to release
the Carphatian passes for the crucial attack of the So-
viets. In another, less advantageous variant the upris-
ing was supposed to break out in any outter conditions
after the Germans would occupy Slovakia. The occu-
pation by the Germans would burry any hopes for the
change of the Slovak politics in that time as well as its
place by the A. Hitler’s side. Both variants needed a un-
ion of insurgent Slovakia with the proceeding Red Army
to be successful. Otherwise the uprising would not have
a chance within the German surrounding. The efforts to
coordinate military activities of the insurgents with the
Red Army offensive quickly met the fast changing reali-
ty of summer months in the year 1944 [6, s. 261-292].

Summer 1944

On the 16 June 1944 the Slovak society was shocked
by the news of bombing the Apollo refinery and the
Winter port in Bratislava by the 15" US Air Force
that called for (except 80 % of the refinery destruc-
tion) about 200 casualties. For the first time the Slo-
vak Republic faced a horror of the war in its war era
[7, s. 23-25]. The war approaching Slovakia disturbed
the belief of the majority of the society in the stability
of the state. In July and August 1944 the US air inter-
vention in Slovakia was followed by landing of more
smaller organizational groups of the partisant move-
ment from the USSR.

In the summer 1944 by the help of local insur-
gent and resistance groups the partisan movement
was increasing. In the summer 1944 it influenced the
resistance and preparations for the uprising in two
ways. Activation of the opposing mood against the
regime and arousing resistance revolutionary be-
haviour were its indisputable pluses®. On the other

side — due to some Soviet commanders - for the first
time in Slovakia we experienced expressions of severe
violance againts civilians, mainly German citizens
[8,5s.207-219].

Similar anti-German feelings were found also
among soldiers of the garrison in Martin. They were
influenced by partisans and led by Major C. Kuchta
shot dead the German military and diplomatic group
of Lieutenant colonel P. Otto while trying to disarm
them. From the 21 August to the outbreak of the up-
rising partisans remoulded their radicalism and too re-
volutionary ideas into seizing of Sklabina, Ruzomberok
(26 August), Liptovsky Mikulas (28 August), impetuous
blocking of train tunnels in the Turiec region or deten-
tion of lludaks’ representatives in Brezno (27 August)
[5, s. 165-181]. This naked anti-regime aggression ex-
pedited the decision of the Germans to occupy Slova-
kia to avoid experiencing similar anti-German revolts
as they did in Romania or Warsaw.

The declaration of the uprising and its military course

During the morning of the 29 August 1944 when sol-
diers of the Zilina garrison got the news about occupa-

“Viano¢na dohoda // Pravda. 12 Sept. 1944. S. 1.
*See more in [5,s. 11-21].

tion German units approaching from the Protectorate,
Major J. Dobrovodsky, involved in preparations of the

6erom the newer publications focus on the partisan movement in Slovakia see: Uhrin M. II slovenska partizanska brigada
M. R. Stefanika. Banskd Bystrica : Mizeum SNP, 2009. 182 s.; Vimmer P. Partizani Secanského. Banska Bystrica : Mdz. SNP, 2016.
276 s. ; Kristofik J. «Javorinu Nemci nikdy nedostant». Banska Bystrica : Mdz. SNP, 2017. 212 s. ; PaZurovd H. Jegorovova partizanska

brigadda. Banska Bystrica : Maz. SNP, 2017. 158 s.
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uprising, started to organize the first insurgent batta-
lions offering resistance to the Wehrmacht before Zili-
na[9,s. 109-111]. After the evening speech of Minister
of Defence F. Catlo$ in which he announced the arrival
of the German Army invited by the Slovak Government
to pacify the partisant movement, the Headquarters
were made sure of the start of the German occupa-
tion. So J. Golian decided to send the code name «Start
evacuation» to garrisons which should be brought into
force from 10:00 p. m. It meant the beginning of the
active defence executed by some military units against
the German occupation army and the official begin-
ning of the uprising. During following hours and days
the majority of military garrisons in central Slovakia
followed the appeal for Resistance spontaneously or by
seizing command of units by insurgent officers. How-
ever, due to lack of information, hesitation and Ger-
man activity (mainly disarmament of two divisions in
East Slovakia) almost the whole territory of West and
East Slovakia, with minor exceptions, remained out of
the insurgent area and did not join the uprising’.
During the first days of the uprising the insurgent
area of 20 000 km? was created, where as the territo-
ry of the then Slovak Republic (without southern parts
seized by Hungary in November 1938) covered appro-
ximately 38 000 km?. In the east «the insurgent state»
extended to Levoca, SpiSskd Nova Ves and Dobsina, in
the west to Zilina, Bdnovce and Bebravou and included
a part of the Zlaté Moravce district, in the north and the
south met the then state border. So at the beginning
the insurgent area covered the territory more than 30
districts but was getting smaller with growing pressure
and advance of the German units day by day [10, s. 92].
The military command of the uprising led by J. Go-
lian faced a difficult task. It was supposed to organize
the insurgent army formed from soldiers of the gar-
risons within the insurgent area and coming soldiers
from the east and west part of Slovakia, to execute mo-
bilization and ensure the rear of defending insurgent
units. All these tasks were executed during constant
fights, great German pressure and enforced and also
unthoughtful retreat and loss of territories, military
technology and supplies. During the first days of the
uprising the German occupation army faced strength
of 18 000 insurgent soldiers and officers. After the
first official mobilization on the 5 September 1944
the number increased to 47 000 and after the second
one at the end of September 1944 to 60 000 soldiers,
however most of them were not sufficiently equipped
and armed. Both fighting sides were equipped with
more than 100 tanks or, more precisely self-propelled
guns but on the side of the insurgents only a part of
them was fully functional and combat-ready (that’s
why they decided to use later ineffective tanks while
constructing improvised armoured trains). The in-
surgent artillery was more numerous but the quality
lagged behind the German one. During September the

"See more in [5, s. 210-276].

German air force (Luftwaffe) took control of the air-
space over Slovakia. After bombing out the airport
Malacky and landing of the fighter regiment from the
USSR the situation changed and air superiority was
gained by insurgent pilots [11,s. 79-171].

Taking a military aspect of the uprising into consi-
deration it might be devided into three phases. Till the
9 September 1944 the first phase of defending insurget
fights that was at the beginning affected by a fast and
unexpected advance of the German occupation army
finished. Also thanks to indecisiveness of more com-
manders and garrisons, or after initial retreats, the in-
surgent army suffered considerable losses of supplies
of military material which was missing later. The in-
surgent army lost territories of Spi$ and Liptov. Heavy
fights in retreat in which the insurgents suffered con-
siderable losses took place in the Horna Nitra region.
Gradually, the insurgent army supported by partisan
units and also gendarme units succeeded in stabilizing
the front.

During the second phase from the 10 September
till the beginning of the German general offensive
on the 18 October the insurgent army (officially the
First Czechoslovak Army in Slovakia) was reinforced by
Czechoslovak units fighting in the Soviet Union - the
2" Czechoslovak Airborn Brigade and the 1%t Czecho-
slovak Fighter Regiment [10, s. 102-106]. Both units
represented the elite insurgent units and noticeably
helped the insurgents to face the German pressure.
Considering Soviet help to the insurgents, the Battle
of the Dukla Pass at the beginning of September with
the aim to join the Red Army to the insurgent one
was the most helpful activity for the uprising. Although
it failed, this Soviet offensive bounded a considerable
part of the German units otherwise used against the
uprising that would have been suppressed sooner.

The last phase of the defense of the insurgent ter-
ritory is the period from the beginning of the German
general offensive on the 18 October to the military de-
feat of the uprising at the end of October 1944. The
general offensive of the German occupation forces and
the uprising defeat was enabled by an unsuccessful at-
tempt of M. Horthy, the Regent of Hungary to with-
draw Hungary from the alliance with the Germany on
the 15 September [12, s. 113]. The establishment of the
Szalasi regime in Hungary allowed the German occu-
pation units to create there the base for a crucial attack
against poorly secured and passive southern parts of
the insurgent defence. In ten days the insurgent ter-
ritory besieged from all sides was defeated. On the
27 October 1944 General R. Viest (sent by the Czecho-
slovak exile in London to lead the insurgent army from
October) commanded the insurgent army to withdraw
from Banskd Bystrica to Donovaly. Here, realizing the
no-win situation in direct fighting against the German
occupation units he agreed with moving the insurget
fight into the partisan one [13, s. 138].
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Politics, economy and culture in the insurgent territory

Military activities during the Slovak National Up-
rising influenced the existence of the uprising most
of all but it was not the only sphere which filled the
effort of insurgents and the life within the insurgent
territory. On the contrary, inside the insurgent terri-
tory, particularly in its centre, the dynamic political
progress and relatively lively social activities took
place. Since the 1 September 1944 the Slovak Natio-
nal Council (which was established after V. Srobar, his
supporters and the representatives of other Resistance
groups joined then illegal National Council) became
the highest insurgent body. It also became the highest
legislative and governmental body of the uprising with
its own executive body which is the Board of Commis-
sioners®,

As the first political party the Slovak Communist
Party (KSS) was entrenched in the insurgent territory.
As early as on the 2 September the party issued their
own proclamation to Slovak people [14, s. 17-19]. At
the same time they continued to present themselves
the only left wing representatives. These activities
were supported by the social democrats left wing con-
tinuous intention of repeated unification of the Mar-
xist political parties. That tendencies finally led to the
unification congress which took place on 17 Septem-
ber 1944 in Bansk4 Bystrica [15, s. 300-301; 16, s. 576]°.
The programme of the KSS was based mainly on so-
cialization and equality of Slovaks within the renewed
Czechoslovakia. After unification of the left-oriented
political parties the Congress of the Revolutionary
Factory Committees took place on 15 October 1944
in Podbrezova with participation of labour unions of
the aforementioned political parties - i. e. unions in-
clined towards socialism and communism [17, s. 26-27,
97-98; 18, s. 242-243].

The unification process inside the left wing camp
invoked similar tendencies among the representatives
of a citizen-democratic group whose intention was
to create a vital alernative to KSS. On 17 September
1944 this accelerated effort led to the establishment
of their own newspaper called «Cas»'°. They tried to
catch up with the Communists who had at disposal
newspaper «Pravda» since the first days of their ille-
gal political activities. Gradually, the highest frame-
work of a new political subject (Democratic Party) was
established. This party became the representative of
all other then left-wing oriented insurgent groups.
Their political programme was based on the ideas of
humanity, Masaryk type of democracy, nacionalism,
Slavophilia and indirectly followed up the pre-war
Agrarians'!

The uprising once again brought to life the ques-
tion of legislative and constitutional role of Slovakia
within the renewed Czechoslovak Republic. The Slo-
vak National Council fully recognized the Czechoslo-
vak exile government as the internationally accepted
representative of the Czechoslovak resistance move-
ment. But the council expressed an uncompromising
attitude towards any tendency for repeated estab-
lishment of centralized Czechoslovakia and reques-
ted Slovak self-governing role within a federal state
[19,s. 158-159].

Political and military questions were not the only
matters of the uprising. Economic and social speheres
were of the same importance as well. It was neces-
sary to provide smooth payment of workers’ salaries,
pensions, allowances to families of soldiers as well as
to secure smooth supply of food and basic life needs
to citizens and provide accomodation and working op-
portunities for the refugees from the occupied territo-
ries.

In this course, under the threat of war and with
gradually decreasing insurgent territories and availa-
ble resources the insurgent governing bodies reached
an exceptional success. That success was also based
on preceeding financial and economic preparations.
For example the governor of the Slovak National Bank
I. Karvas contributed significantly to the uprising.
He redistributed the financial and commodity re-
serves of the state to the chosen center of the uprising
[20,s. 28-29].

Another aspect of vital importance to the uprising
success was to secure smooth supply of goods, main-
ly food. Supply of basic needs to front and rear terri-
tories was of equal importance. For that purpose the
insurgents used the existing chain of supply of the
first Slovak Republic and different cooperative associ-
ations with brave members connected to the resistance
movement.

The long-lasting war, current fightings within the
Slovak territory and flow of refugees from the occu-
pied territories brought up the problems of social life.
The revolutionary national committees responsible
for insurgent local administration spontaneously and
successfully organized collections to help refugees,
injured soldiers and partisans. Citizens contributed
within their limits wich are money, food, clothing or
other needed items.

In spite of difficulties concerning security, economy
and social issues the cultural life within the insurgent
territory was not neglected. A front-line theatre under
the lead of A. Bagar and local cinemas performed for

8Deklarécia Slovenskej narodnej rady z 1. septembra 1944 // Arch. Miz. Slov. ndrodného povstania. Zbierka fotografif ; Lettrich J.
(0} Slovenske] narodnej rade. Bratislava : Povernictvo SNR pre informacie, 1945. S. 24.
Husakova vypoved 19.11. 1963 // Narodni arch. Praha. F. UV KSC - barnabltska komise. Sv. 2, A.j. 25.
10See more in: Syrny M. Slovenski demokrati 44-48. Banska Bystrica : Mtiz. SNP, 2010. S. 17-28.
Compare: Programové zasady // Slov. narodny arch. Bratisl. F. Demokraticka strana. K. 5.
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soldiers as well as for civilians. Besides few party, mili-
tary or other newspapers the public got the latest news
through the broadcast of the Free Slovak Transmitter

which gradually offered more and more classic radio
culture in the form of songs, poems, prose and drama
[10,s. 121-141].

The importance of the uprising

The Slovak National Uprising, not just because of
the number of participants, is considered one of the
greatest anti-fascist uprisings during World War II.
Tens of thousands soldiers, partisans and civilians who
actively participated in it ranges it to the most impor-
tant events in Slovakia not only in the 20" century
but also in its whole modern history. Apart from the
Slovaks, thousands of representatives of other thirty
nations and ethnics (mainly citizens of the then So-
viet Union, or citizens of neighbouring nations, but
also the French) who lived in the territory of Slovakia
or came there because of the war participated in it. All
three powers of the anti-Hitler coalition offered help
to Slovakia [21,s. 16-76].

All of them were bound by the idea to contribute
to defeat nazi Germany. Although military goals of
the uprising were not fulfilled i.e. to enable the Red
Army to liberate Slovakia quickly and so to contrib-
ute to sooner defeat of Germany and to avoid longer
fights in the territory of Slovakia also the Slovak in-
surgents contributed to the defeat of Germany by their
two-month lasted fights, an engagement with German
forces necessary at the front as well as direct losses or

losses in logistics suffered by the Wehrmacht. Politi-
cally the uprising was more successful.

Not only did the Slovak political scene get rid of
remainder of collaboration with war aggressors and
participation in their crimes but the representatives
of the uprising won (although only temporarily) for
Slovakia and the Slovaks more acceptable position not
only towards President E. Bene$ and the Czech post-
war politics but also towards Moscow. For some time
the Slovak National Uprising and the Slovak repre-
sentatives emerged from it took control over the Slo-
vak politics and were respected as the equivalent to
the Czechs. A few years there was kept the democratic
system of government that openly shifted to the com-
munist totalitarianism in the year 1948. Direct losses
in the uprising reached several thousands casualties
and the subsequent partisan fights and post-uprising
repression took 5000 lives of Slovaks, Jews and other
members of neighbouring or allied nations fighting in
the uprising'?. The Uprising militarily failed but polit-
ically it was a matter of the great importance to post-
war Slovakia fully appreciated also by the Slovaks in
1960s.
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