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Thomas G. Masaryk was a supporter of humanism and humanist democracy.
Carl Schmitt criticized such conceptions. In this thesis I would like to show that their different
attitudes are an effect of different foundational concepts in their political thought. Masaryk
believed that political philosophy wasn’t nothing else than zoology, if it hadn’t morality in her
foundations. Schmitt saw the starting point of every true political theory in violent characteristic
of human being. For Masaryk the democracy is in the end a moral ideal, the humanity, by which
human beings abandon all the violence and they resolve all their potential conflicts by the
discussion. I will show in this thesis, that moral equality of human beings cannot be proper
foundation of democracy and that Masaryk demands too much to make possible to realize his
democratic vision. The democracy in Schmitt’s view is an authoritative violent regime where

the individuality should be totally suppressed and a political relevance of the morality too.



